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President’s Statement 

Thank You, Joan 

I; is never too late—nor too early, for that matter—to learn about birds. A case 

in point: I have a friend who was born in 1921, and who decided at the age of 

72 to begin birdwatching. I have encountered her on occasion in the maple and 
oak woods encircling portions of Lake Namekagon in Bayfield County. 
When I first noticed her, she was sitting on a long stick that she had fashioned 

into a kind of stool. Leaning against this, she watched what turned out to be a 

nesting Blackburnian Warbler near the top of a tall spruce in an opening adja- 
cent to a flower and vegetable garden. She tells me that she can observe birds 
like this for an hour or more, without moving from her singular spot, seemingly 

impervious to biting deer flies or mosquitoes. Most impressive at any age! 
As it turns out, she also is an artist of considerable dexterity. Beginning at the 

age of 18, she enrolled in the Clarence White School of Photography in New 
York City, where she studied for three years. She went on to master ceramics, 

sculpture, painting, design, and printmaking at the University of Tampa in Flor- 
ida, where she took courses for 10 years. And did I mention that she also raised 

five kids with her husband Ted? She says she would have become an architect, 

but that her father strongly advised against it because of how women were treated 

when they attempted to enter fields dominated by men. ‘‘Of course, in those 
days,”’ she told me recently, ‘‘one always listened to what your father had to say.” 

She has, I soon learned, a rather irrepressible spirit. Once her kids left the 
nest, she turned again to the artistic pursuits that interested her. And to new 

ones: she learned how to fly-fish, for example. I have to confess that during a 
few late afternoons I have—from a discreet distance—sat with my pant legs rolled 

up, legs dangling off a dock, and watched, mesmerized by the long, whiplike 

casts of her fishing line falling across still water. 
Her older sister, she says, was the first to get her interested in birdwatching, 

although she tells me she used to dream about birds as a child. She soon joined 
the Audubon Society and began to participate in field trips. But she came to 

realize rather quickly that the experience of observing birds was more than just 

a time for watching them. The experience aroused her curiosity about life history 
aspects, and she wanted to know everything she could about what she was seeing. 

She began to take field notes and make sketches—pencil drawings, then water- 
color paintings, then block prints using wood. Her artistic renderings satisfied 
to some extent the strong feelings about birds that she had come to love. 

I asked her if she had a favorite bird or group of birds. ““The warblers,’”’ she 
answered. ‘‘They are beautiful and yet vulnerable, fleeting, not with us for very 

long, reminding me of my own transitory state.”’ 

I asked her if she would consider allowing WSO to print some of her illustra- 

tions. She said she would be honored. 
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150 President’s Statement 

A few months passed. When last we talked it had been about a Hermit Thrush 

nest I had found not far from her cabin. Then, in today’s mail, a large package 

arrived from Joan Wyeth Griggs. I opened it and was delighted to find several 
drawings and paintings, some of which you will see in this and in forthcoming 
issues of The Passenger Pigeon. [Editor’s Note: See pages 184, 198, and 206 of this 
issue.] (For those who might be wondering, there is a connection to the great 
American artist, Andrew Wyeth. Joan is a distant cousin, but she does not like to 

dwell on this bit of trivia and quickly moves on to other subjects.) 
Thank you, Joan, for loaning your work to WSO, and for those fleeting but 

precious occasions of birdwatching together in northwestern Wisconsin. 

ca 7 Con ay 

President



From the Editor’s Desk 

Reintroducing “Current Ornithology” 

L this issue of The Passenger Pigeon, 1 many of Wisconsin’s universities, pri- 

am pleased to resurrect a depart- vate colleges, museums, and state agen- 

ment of the journal begun during Stan cies doing cutting-edge research on 

Temple’s tenure as editor in the late important and interesting topics. 
1980s. Stan used the “Current Orni- The current issue features Dr. Ken 
thology”’ section to address, in non- Yasukawa, Biology Professor at Beloit 

technical language, a wide variety of College, who shares some insights and 
basic ornithological questions and con- experiences from his more than 25 
servation issues and to relate them spe- _ years of field work studying the behav- 
cifically to Wisconsin birds. ior of Red-winged Blackbirds. Ken’s 

My own aims in reestablishing “‘Cur- idea of a good time is tromping 
rent Ornithology’ as a frequent fea- through a marsh with a tape recorder 

ture of the journal are twofold. The and microphone to learn exactly how 
first is simply to renew the discussion red-wings communicate using their 
about current topics in bird research many songs and calls. As the author of 
and conservation as they impact on 35 journal articles and coauthor of the 

Wisconsin birds—once again with an  red-wing species account for The Birds 

emphasis on nontechnical language. of North America series, Ken is well- 
In the works for future issues are essays known in ornithological research cir- 
on climate change and habitat frag- cles. Now, through his own words, 
mentation, prepared by experts in readers of The Passenger Pigeon can get 

each field. to know him better, too. 

My second aim is to better familiar- Erratum: The photo of the Selaspho- 
ize WSO members with the fascinating rus hummingbird that appeared on 
variety of ornithological research be- page 83 of the Spring 2000 issue (Vol. 
ing done in the state by profiling the 62, No. 1) was taken by Fred Lesher, 

researchers themselves. Although their not Rick Kinzie as printed. 
names may be unfamiliar to many bird- 
ers, ornithologists are hard at work in R. Tod Highsmith, Editor 
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Red-winged Blackbird by Jack Bartholmai



Current Ornithology 

Red-winged Blackbirds: the Sound 
and the Fury 

by Ken Yasukawa 

EF reader of The Passenger Pigeon because they might also draw the atten- 
is familiar with the Red-winged tion of predators. I have studied the 

Blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus). One of territorial behavior, mate acquisition, 
the commonest breeding birds in Wis- and bright red-and-yellow ‘“‘epaulets”’ 
consin, it seems to occupy every fence of male red-wings because all are in- 
post along every highway in the state. volved in the process by which these 
For many ornithologists, this easily ob- birds attract females. 

served species has been the center of The Red-winged Blackbird is one of 
attention for decades—some have a relatively few bird species with a po- 
gone so far as to label it as the “‘white lygynous mating system; that is, one in 
rat” of field ornithology. What makes which a single male can have several 
this species so interesting to so many mates at once. My colleague Gordon 
researchers, and why have I personally Orians, who began his own studies of 

spent 28 years at field sites in three dif- red-wings as an undergraduate at the 
ferent states observing and conducting UW-Madison many years ago, claims 

experiments with red-wings? I hope to that a male he studied in Washington 

answer these questions by telling you state had 33 females nesting within its 

about my most recent work with this territory simultaneously. Obviously, it 

species. is very important for a male to have 

My research focuses on a variety of characteristics that allow him to get a 

aspects of Red-winged Blackbird be- good territory and to attract females to 

havior and ecology, many dealing with it, and these characteristics are the 

a topic biologists call ‘“‘sexual selec- bases of sexual selection. 
tion.”’ Charles Darwin proposed the I began my studies of Red-winged 
idea of sexual selection to account for Blackbird vocal behavior in the late 
the evolution of characteristics such as 1970s at The Rockefeller University 

the bright plumages and conspicuous Field Research Center in New York 

behaviors of many male birds—char- _ state, where I had taken a post-doctoral 

acteristics important for attracting fellowship with Peter Marler, a leading 

mates, but potentially disadvantageous authority on vocal communication in 
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154 Current Ornithology 

birds and other animals. I was initially Male Red-winged Blackbirds possess 
interested in male song, and under- a large number of alarm calls that are 
took a field experiment using loud- given in response to predators, espe- 
speakers on red-wing territories that cially to predators that are approach- 
showed that male song by itself (i.e. in ing nests. If you have ever been ‘‘at- 
the absence of a real male) worked as_ tacked’? by a male red-wing (I get 

an effective “‘keep out”’ signal. phone calls about such attacks all the 
In 1980, I joined the faculty at Beloit time), you have heard these calls. They 

College (Figure 1) and quickly discov- sound like the male is saying check or 
ered that teaching at a premier liberal chip, or they are loud whistles that 
arts college is hard work. I had little sound something like pee-wmp or preeet 
time for fieldwork until the end of our (Figures 2 and 3). Many red-wing bi- 
academic year in early May. By that ologists have noted these calls, and a 
time, male red-wings have already es- few have studied them specifically. 
tablished territories and are singing Most notable among these alarm-call 
relatively infrequently, and their mates specialists is my friend and colleague 

have already begun to nest. The as- Les Beletsky. Les has done a number 
pects of behavior that had held my at- of observational studies and experi- 
tention previously were suddenly not ments, and he believes that male red- 
practical for study. But although their wings have an alert-call system. 
singing is much reduced at that stage According to Beletsky, male red- 
of the breeding season, males are far wings are always calling when they are 

from silent. They spend significant on their territories, and all of the males 
amounts of time perching up high and in a neighborhood use the same alert 
watching their territories. Why do they 
make so much noise and what are they 
watching? These and other questions 

are what hold my research attention 
these days. . 
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Figure 2. A commonly used alarm call given by 
male Red-winged Blackbirds in response to a 

Figure 1. Red-winged Blackbird researcher Ken _ predator or human approaching a nest. The 
Yasukawa is a professor of biology at Beloit call is a relatively high-pitched, raspy whistle 
College, Beloit, Wisconsin. Photo by Marc Roy. that sounds like pee-wmp.
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| j Ornithologist Frank Peek once stud- 

Tel ied male Red-winged Blackbird song by 
+ FAY rendering males ‘“‘mute’’ via surgery. 

1 filly | — | ll Lilia Peek found that he could approach a 
ie | i \l nest on a muted male’s territory much 

‘tiny | H ne more closely without flushing the fe- 
fait male than he could on the territory of 

a a normal male. This observation— 

along with Beletsky’s description of an 

Stent op. oo alert-call system and previous work of 
my own on the location and frequency 

Figure 3. Three additional alarm calls of male of male perching during the nesting 

Redwine: dBisck binds: Tho iestcalliea season—suggested to me that male 
metallic chonk, the second a clicklike chip, and . € . . 
the third is a slurred and raspy descending red-wings might be acting as sentinels 
whistle that sounds like cheer. for their mates with active nests. Males 

perch conspicuously and scan their ter- 
call at any given time, so there is always ritories for much of the day, giving 

a level of background calling. Ifone of alarm calls at baseline frequencies 

the males notices an approaching when active nests are present. Perhaps 

predator, however, he immediately they are standing watch for nest pred- 
switches to a different call type. Hear- ators and call at baseline rates when 

ing the change, the other males in the ‘“‘all is well’’ to let their mates know 

vicinity quickly switch to match this that they are on the job. 

new call, and the contagious change in In 1999, Nicole Burton, a student at 

call type sweeps through the area. If Beloit College, and I tested this “‘pred- 

the predator continues to approach, ator early-warning system’”’ with a sim- 
males may respond by increasing the ple experiment. One of us walked 
rate at which they call and the rate at slowly towards active red-wing nests and 

which they switch to different call noted when the females flushed from 

types. their nests. On each male’s territory we 
This alert-call system enables red- measured these ‘“‘flushing distances’’ 

wings to keep track of danger in the — twice, once with the male present and 

area and to take appropriate action. once with the male absent (males are of- 

For example, if the calling is in re- ten away foraging at distant sites). Males 
sponse to an American Crow (Corvus that were present would give alarm calls 

brachyrhynchos), males will attack itand as we approached, but males that were 

drive it away, but if the approaching absent obviously could not. We found 

predator is a Cooper’s Hawk (Accipiter that we could approach to within 10 me- 

cooperii), males will circle above it (if ters of a nest before the female flushed, 

they can take flight before the hawk is on average, when the male was absent. 
too near) or will crouch motionless in Nests in our study area are placed in 

vegetation. Coincidentally, this alert grasses and other dense vegetation 

calling is helpful to ornithologists, who from which the female’s field of view is 

can use male vocal behavior like a very limited, so it was not surprising that 
Geiger counter to locate active red- we could get so close when the female 
wing nests. did not have a lookout. On the other
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hand, when the male was present and man observer or a plastic crow) was po- 

alarm calling, females flushed when we _ sitioned 30 meters and 10 meters from 

were about 30 meters from their nests, active nests (the same distances at 

on average. If we had been actual nest which females flushed when males 
predators, it would have been much were present and absent, respectively). 
easier to find the nests in the male- However, as is often typical of ornitho- 
absent condition than in the male- logical fieldwork, our results were not 

present condition because of the differ- what we expected. We found almost no 

ence in flush distances. Inaddition,had differences in the alarm calling of 

we been stealthy predators, wemayeven males with predators at 30 and 10 me- 
have been able to catch the female—as _ ters from active nests. 

well the contents of her nest—without What happened? There are many 
the male’s vocal “‘heads up.” possibilities, including that male vocal 

During the 2000 breeding season, behavior does not differ at these two 

Beloit College students Amanda Sand-_ distances. Perhaps once females are 

ers, Jenny Werner, and I decided todo alerted to the approach of a predator 

some follow-up experiments in an at- by the calling of males, they simply 
tempt to identify the specific compo- flush when they hear the predator 
nents of the predator alert system (Fig- nearby, or after a certain period of 
ure 4). Using the 1999 results, we de- waiting. Another explanation is more 
cided to tape-record male red-wing _ interesting to us, however. Unlike the 
vocal behavior when a predator (a hu- 1999 study in which females were al- 

Deis 5, r e _ =a eee 
lL Ae: 
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Figure 4. Beloit College students Amanda Sanders (left) and Jenny Werner using a digital 
sonograph to analyze Red-winged Blackbird vocalizations. Photo by Ken Yasukawa.
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ways present on their nests when we ap- behavior might change. After all, I 
proached them, during the 2000 study have only been studying Red-winged 

females were always off their nests Blackbirds for 28 years. There is still 

when we began to tape-record the much work to be done. 
males. The reason for the difference For those of you who would like to 

was simple, but unintended. We always learn more about red-wings, the follow- 

began our presentations by measuring ing short bibliography contains many 

10 and 30 meters out from the subject interesting sources of information. 

nest, then stationing the predator at 
the 30-meter location. Our activity at BIBLIOGRAPHY 

the nest always caused the female to | . 
flush fi hi d 3 d Beletsky, L. D. 1996. The Red-winged Blackbird. 

ush from the nest, and our continue’ Academie Pres, London, UK: 

presence in the vicinity prevented her _ Beletsky, L. D. and G. H. Orians. 1996. Red- 
from returning to incubate. Thus, un- winged Blackbirds: decision-making and re- 

: : > productive success. University of Chicago 
like during the 1999 experiment, the Press, Chicago, IL. 

female was perched conspicuously and Jaramillo, A. and P. Burke. 1999. New World 
in a position to observe the predator blackbirds: the icterids. Princeton University 

a ghd fh < Press, Princeton, NJ. 

herself. Perhaps in this situation males Nero, R. W. 1984. Redwings. Smithsonian Insti- 
do not provide information about the tution Press, Washington, DC. 

- : Orians, G. H. 1985. Blackbirds of the Americas. 

distance ofa predator from the nest. University of Washington Press, Seattle, WA. 

Our simple experiments in 1999 and Searcy, W. A. and K. Yasukawa. 1995. Polygyny 
2000 point out one maxim of research: and sexual selection in Red-winged Black- 
Attempts to answer a specific question birds. Princeton University Press, Princeton, 

NJ. 
may or may not be successful, but they _ yasukawa, K. and W. A. Searcy. 1995. Red-winged 
invariably lead to more questions. Now Blackbird (Agelaius phoeniceus). In The Birds 

+ . of North America, No. 184 (A. Poole and F. 

We would like to know whether the fe Gill, eds.). The Birds of North America, Inc., 
male’s location or situation affects the Philadelphia, PA. 

male’s antipredator calling behavior, 
whether the calling behavior of the Ken Yasukawa 

male actually does change as a preda- Department of Biology 

tor approaches an incubating female, Beloit College 

and what, if any, components of calling Beloit, WI 53511
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Displaying male Sharp-tailed Grouse, Pershing Wildlife Area, Taylor County, Wisconsin 
by Tim Walsh



The History, Status, and Future 

of Sharp-tailed Grouse in Wisconsin 

Sharp-tailed Grouse in Wisconsin have experienced dramatic 
population declines as a result of habitat loss. Unless 

additional habitat is secured by expanding managed reserves or 
through changes in land use, this species may be extirpated 
from the state. The Wisconsin Sharp-tailed Grouse Society is 
working to maintain and increase the barrens, savanna, and 

bog habitats that support sharptails and other shrubland and 
grassland species in Wisconsin. 

by Larry Gregg and Neal D. Niemuth 

Pr to settlement by Europeans, — the absence of disturbance such as fire, 
the Sharp-tailed Grouse (Tympan- open lands in the upper Midwest grow 

uchus phasianellus) was found through- _ to forest, quickly becoming unsuitable 

out the upper Midwest, but has since for sharptails. 
been extirpated from much of its pre- Because of changes in disturbance 
vious range (Aldrich 1963, Gregg and land use, the range and abun- 

1987). Sharptails are birds of prairies dance of Sharp-tailed Grouse in Wis- 
and brushlands, and they presently _consin have varied dramatically. Be- 
reach the eastern-most limit of their fore 1850, sharptails were “extremely 

range in the Lake Superior area. In this abundant”’ in the prairies and oak sa- 

primarily forested and agricultural re- vannas of southern Wisconsin, where 
gion, sharptails are restricted to they were referred to as “bur oak 
patches of grasslands and brush cre-  grouse’’ (Schorger 1943). At that time, 

ated by prescribed burns, wild fires, the greatest amount of sharptail habi- 
marginal agriculture, large clearcuts, tat in Wisconsin was in the prairies and 

open bogs, and frost pockets (Vander- savannas of the south (Figure 2), al- 

schaegen 1977, Gregg 1987). Before though sharptails also occurred in pine 
the advent of fire suppression, wild barrens, burns, and open bogs in other 

fires created extensive blocks of open parts of the state (Schorger 1943, 

habitat in Wisconsin (Curtis 1959) suit- Gregg 1987). Fire suppression and ag- 

able for sharptails (Figure 1). But in riculture took their toll on habitat as 
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Figure 1. Sharp-tailed Grouse habitat five years after the Deer Print Lake Fire, which burned 863 
acres of timber and slash in southeastern Douglas County in 1988. Fire suppression has eliminated 
most large wild fires in Wisconsin. Open habitat created by wild fire is usually temporary because 
of tree planting and succession. Photo by N. Niemuth. 

the prairies and oak savannas were set- sharptails flourished in central and 
ted, and Sharp-tailed Grouse were northern Wisconsin during the latter 

rare in portions of southeastern Wis- part of the 19th century and early part 

consin by 1852 (Schorger 1943). Bythe of the 20th century. Leopold (1931) 

turn of the century, Kumlien and Hol- summarized existing data and esti- 

lister (1903) observed that the sharp- mated that 55,350 sharptails were pres- 

tail was “‘probably doomed to speedy ent in the state, along with 54,850 

extinction in the state.” Greater Prairie-Chickens (Tympanu- 

But as sharptail habitat was being  chus cupido). Leopold (1931) felt these 
lost in the prairies and savannas of numbers were “‘optimistic,”’ but Bar- 
southern Wisconsin, settlement was ton (1938) estimated a fall population 

creating sharptail habitat in other parts of 10,000 sharptails in just the Moquah 
of the state. Timber harvest and land _ Barrens region of Bayfield County. 
clearing were often followed by slash With the advent of effective fire con- 
fires, all of which created large tracts of _ trol in the 1920s, habitat-creating wild 

open land in the northern forests. fires were reduced, and secondary suc- 
Draining of wetlands, along with tim- cession resulted in the reforestation of 

ber harvest, agriculture, and fire, cre- much open habitat in Wisconsin (Cur- 

ated additional open habitat in central _ tis 1959, Gregg 1987). In addition, mil- 
Wisconsin (Hamerstrom 1963). Be- lions of trees were planted to ‘“‘re- 

cause of these changes in land use, claim”’ open land that was otherwise
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162 The History, Status, and Future of Sharp-tailed Grouse in Wisconsin 

considered worthless. Sharptails con- 1977; Figure 2). By the early 1980s, re- 
tinued to be present in many parts of maining habitat was highly frag- 
Wisconsin, especially in association mented, with the majority of sharptails 

with marginal agriculture, but without at or close to managed reserves where 
habitat-creating disturbance, the stage early successional habitat was main- 
was set for the disappearance of sharp- _ tained through prescribed fire (Figure 
tails from the state. 3) and mechanical disturbance (Gregg 

The declining fortunes of sharptails 1987). Presently, only a handful of 

drew much attention over the years. Al- populations are found away from man- 
though the prairie-chicken was gener- aged reserves (Figure 2). 

ally in the forefront of public concern, But even sharptails on managed ar- 

extensive research on sharptails in Wis- eas might not be secure. Grange 

consin was conducted in the 1930s, (1948) noted that sharptail habitat 

1940s, and 1950s. The studies of should be in large blocks of at least 

Grange (1948), Frederick Hamerstrom 2,000 acres to maintain flocks during 

(1939, 1963), and Hamerstrom et al. the lows of their population cycles. In 

(1952) all led to the same conclusion: addition, Grange (1948:230) observed 

Sharptail populations were declining _ that sharptails “exhibit no ability what- 
because habitat was disappearing. — ever to survive in small colonies outside 

Grange (1948:233) summed up the sit- the limits of their contiguous range.” 

uation by observing that “‘most prairie The dependence of sharptails on large, 
chicken and sharptail habitat in Wis- nearby blocks of habitat became more 

consin, wherever located, appears apparent as sharptail habitat contin- 

headed for one of two fates: (1) forest ued to disappear. To provide a frame- 

or (2) agriculture.” work for habitat management and res- 

In response to the need for secure  toration, Gregg (1987) identified the 

habitat, several management areas management potential of habitat re- 

were set aside for sharptails in the _ serves in Wisconsin, and suggested that 
1950s (Doll 1955, Newman 1959). at least 50,000 acres of breeding habi- 

Sharptail populations responded dra- tat be preserved to maintain breeding 
matically at some sites, particularly populations of 500 sharptails. Temple 
where habitat was managed. The Crex (1992) performed a population viabil- 

Meadows Wildlife Area (CMWA), for _ ity analysis of sharptails and concluded 
instance, harbored fewer than 10 _ that five reserves, each of 10,000 acres, 

sharptails in 1947 (Norm Stone quoted _ would be required for the long-term vi- 

in Kirsch et al. 1973), but populations ability of the species in the state. 

increased as habitat was created and Unfortunately, 50,000 acres of se- 

managed. Unfortunately, sharptails cure sharptail habitat do not exist in 

disappeared from several other sites Wisconsin, and none of the existing re- 
because land was not maintained as _ serves contain 10,000 acres of brush- 

early successional habitat. Sharptails land habitat (Gregg 1987). Following 

were still found on unmanaged lands recommendations to increase the 

in many parts of the state in the 1950s amount of habitat available for sharp- 
(Figure 2), but by 1975 sharptail habi- _ tails, the Wisconsin Department of Nat- 

tat was much reduced, particularly on ural Resources (WDNR) attempted in 

unmanaged lands (Vanderschaegen 1991 to purchase the Namekagon Bar-
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Figure 3. Prescribed burning sets back succession, creating habitat for Sharp-tailed Grouse and 
other grassland and brushland species. Photo by L. Gregg. 

rens Wildlife Area (NBWA; Figure 4), management has been proposed for 

which is leased from Burnett County, — timber lands surrounding the Moquah 

and to increase its acreage by purchas- Barrens Wildlife Area, a pine barrens 

ing land from adjoining private and reserve harboring Sharp-tailed Grouse 

county landowners. Purchase offers in the Chequamegon National Forest 
were declined, and NBWA remains (Parker 1995). Management under 

leased with approximately 4,300 acres both proposals will create habitat for 
in its largest unit. Sharp-tailed Grouse, but the openings 

Following the failure to increase the _ will be dynamic in time and space. In 

size of NBWA, a plan has been pro-_ both situations, temporary openings 
posed to manage 36,000 acres of the created by timber harvest will be close 

Douglas County Forest as dynamic to managed reserves, which can serve 
pine barrens habitat (Strand and Ep- as reservoirs to stock newly created 
perly 1995). Under this landscape habitat. 

management proposal, timber harvest Intensive management at dedicated 

will be used to create large openings in reserves has preserved early succes- 
a portion of the management unit. sional habitat and Sharp-tailed Grouse 
These openings, similar to the pine populations in Wisconsin. Proposed 
barrens savanna that was once com- landscape management (e.g. Strand 
mon in the region, will eventually be and Epperly 1995) can increase the 

planted to trees, but only after new amount of early successional habitat 

openings have been created. Similar available to Sharp-tailed Grouse. In
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Figure 4. Pine barrens and brush prairie at the Namekagon Barrens Wildlife Area in northeastern 
Burnett County are maintained through prescribed burning. Photo by N. Niemuth. 

this paper, we present information on — use few, traditional leks, which expe- 

the abundance and population trends _dites locating and observing birds at 
of Sharp-tailed Grouse on dedicated sites where management keeps habitat 
reserves, as well as what can be done to. open for many years. Observation 
enhance the role of reserves in pre- blinds were placed at leks on several 
serving sharptail populations in Wis- managed properties, facilitating obser- 

consin. We also document populations vation and identification of males. 

of Sharp-tailed Grouse off of dedicated When no blinds were available, grouse 

sites on large openings created by tim- were observed from vehicles or on foot. 
ber harvest, and discuss how landscape A complete census of leks was at- 

management can benefit Sharp-tailed tempted at managed reserves in recent 
Grouse and other species requiring years. Survey history varied among 
early successional habitat. managed sites; long-term sharptail lek 

counts are not available. 

Strupy AREA AND METHODS 

Abundance in large clearcuts—Sam- 
Population trends at dedicated re- pling focused on large openings cre- 

serves—Populations of Sharp-tailed ated by timber harvest in southeastern 
Grouse on managed reserves were in- Douglas County, as well as portions of 
dexed by counting the number of Bayfield and Washburn counties (Fig- 
males on leks (sharptail dancing ure 6). Many of the openings had been 
grounds; Figure 5). Sharptails typically created following salvage logging of
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Figure 5. Sharp-tailed Grouse populations are monitored by counting the number of males that 
attend leks, or dancing grounds, in spring. Photo by L. Gregg. 

jack pine (Pinus banksiana) that had aged reserves, and we estimated the 

been damaged by jack pine budworm number of males as 75% of all birds 
(Choristoneura pinus) in 1992 and 1993 flushed. In 1995, leks were visited two 

(Weber 1995). These openings, incon- or more times to estimate average at- 

junction with existing openings, cre- tendance; leks were visited once in 

ated several blocks of open habitat that 1997 and 1998. 

were larger (up to 2,500 acres) than 

those typically created by timber har- RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
vest, and were used by Sharp-tailed 
Grouse (Niemuth 1995). Local land Population trends at dedicated re- 

managers were consulted prior to sam- _ serves—Sharptails at Crex Meadows 

pling to identify potential habitat and Wildlife Area responded strongly to 
sites where Sharp-tailed Grouse had creation and management of habitat, 
been observed. and numbers of dancing males in- 

In April of 1995, 1997, and 1998, creased from fewer than 10 in 1947 to 

members of the Wisconsin Sharp-tailed 137 in 1998 (Figure 7). The number of 

Grouse Society (WSGS) searched for dancing males showed considerable . 

leks using roadside surveys. The num- variation over time at CMWA (Figure 

ber of birds at each lek was counted 7), as well as at other managed sites 
and the location mapped. No distinc- (Table 1). Variation in numbers of dis- 

tion was made between males and fe- playing males over time has been at- 

males when sampling leks off of man- tributed to differing management
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Figure 6. Large clearcuts such as this in southeastern Douglas County provide excellent habitat for 

Sharp-tailed Grouse and other grassland and shrubland birds. Habitat created by clearcutting is 
temporary because of tree planting and succession. Photo by N. Niemuth. 

189 (Grange 1948), and variability in lek at- 

140 tendance by males (Grange 1948). 

ep 120 Even though some populations have 
Z ~ increased because of habitat manage- 
2 ment, the total number of sharptails on 

z * managed areas has been low (Table 1). 

5 Populations at other managed sites are 
a smaller than at CMWA, and some, such 

20 AA as the Douglas County, Dike 17, and 

of — = ~ Wood County Wildlife Areas, have per- 

Fe SESESPPFEEPEFEF — jlously low populations. Typically, large 
reserves such as CMWA harbored more 

Figure 7. Number of dancing male Sharp-tailed — birds than sites with little habitat, such 
Grouse counted at the Crex Meadows Wildlife as the Dike 17 Wildlife Area. 

Area, Burnett County, Wisconsin. No data are Spring fiumbers of displaying male 
available from 1953-1969. Data courtesy of Jim 
Hoefler, WDNR. Sharp-tailed Grouse on managed re- 

serves were small compared to anec- 
dotal accounts of past populations, but 

practices (Gregg 1987), changes in the continued persistence of sharptails 
amount and quality of habitat (Berger at most reserves demonstrates the 

and Baydack 1992), population cycles value of managed reserves for main-
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Table 1. Sharp-tailed Grouse population trends on managed wildlife areas (first nine locations) 
and recently disturbed sites (SE Douglas County) in Wisconsin. Sites in SE Douglas County were 
only surveyed in 1995, 1997, and 1998. 

Number of Dancing Males 

Location 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 

Crex Meadows 42 67 81 103 126 47 53 59 83 110 117 132 
Douglas County >10 >10 7 3 5 4 2 8 12 9 9 18 

Kimberly-Clark 13 15 25 40 56 32 20 20 -B_-D_—1H 
Moquah Barrens 2 2 = 3 6 9 6 7 21 14 #17 34 
Namekagon Barrens 15 15 >15 33 37 2 16 25 44 48 55 74 
Pershing 30 39 43 23 37 34 24 16 26 30 4334 
Riley Lake 25 30 >20 20 25 8 5 7 18 17° «19 «19 
Wood County 42 = $20 = 54 13 11 16 «19 18 10 17 
Dike Seventeen = = = 16 «10 9 9 8 7 3 «18 
SE Douglas County 153" — 213" 3778 
TOTAL (reserves only) 362 182 146 167 259 273 288 371 
TOTAL (all sites) 362 182 146 167 412 273 501 748 

«Number of males estimated as 75% of all birds flushed from leks. 

taining sharptail populations. How-  etation patterns and structure associ- 

ever, our observation period is brief, ated with wild fires (Niemuth and 

and the disappearance of sharptails Boyce 1998). 

from the Dunbar Barrens, the Spread 
Eagle Wildlife Area, and the Ackley Abundance in large clearcuts—In 1995, 
Wildlife Area indicates how vulnerable 23 leks were located on unmanaged 

sharptail populations can be, even at lands in southeastern Douglas County, 
managed sites. Perhaps more impor- with one additional lek in western Bay- 
tant, the history of sharptails at the field County and one in northwestern 

Spread Eagle Barrens demonstrates Washburn County. One lek was in an 
the importance of suitable sharptail agricultural field adjacent to the 1977 
habitat. Sharptails disappeared from  Five-mile Fire; two were in openings 

the Spread Eagle Barrens in the 1980s, created by timber harvest and the 1988 
but recolonized the site following the Deer Print Lake Fire; eight were in 
creation of habitat in the mid-1990s openings created by salvage logging of 
(Jean Strelka observed a brood there budworm-damaged timber; and 12 

in 1997 [Bettie Harriman, pers. were associated with early successional 

comm.]). habitat created by timber harvest prior 
To ensure continued populations of _ to the budworm infestation. The mean 

sharptails at managed sites in Wiscon- number of attending birds at each lek 

sin, the size of reserves should be in- ranged from two to 23, Total atten- 

creased (Gregg 1987, Temple 1992). dance (mean of multiple observations 

Larger reserves would not only in- forall sites) at the 25 leks was 204 birds. 

crease the amount of available habitat, The maximum number of birds seen 

but would also allow managers to in- at one lek was 28. 
crease habitat heterogeneity within In 1997, 18 leks were located on un- 
reserves, more closely mimicking veg- managed lands in Douglas County. All
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leks were in openings created by tim- a lack of pre-settlement data, poor un- 
ber harvest, except one associated with derstanding of the species’ range, and 

the Deer Print Lake Fire. The maxi- differences in timing and methods of 
mum number of birds seen at one lek _ surveys. However, it is obvious that the 
was 31. In 1998, 24 leks were located total number of sharptails present in 
on unmanaged lands in Douglas and _ the state is but a fraction of what was 
Bayfield Counties. The maximum present historically. 
number of birds seen at one lek was 42. Unfortunately, populations found in 

Sharp-tailed Grouse away from man- large clearcuts are not secure because 
aged reserves add substantially to of the temporary nature of the open- 
known populations of sharptails in Wis- ings, which are typically planted to red 
consin. Indeed, a complex of clearcuts pine (Pinus resinosa) or jack pine fol- 

in southeastern Douglas County har- lowing harvest (Figure 9). In addition, 

bored the largest population of Sharp- _ several of the large blocks of open hab- 
tailed Grouse in the state (Table 1). itat in which sharptails were found 

In addition, small remnant popula-_ were created in response to jack pine 
tions of sharptails were present on un- budworm infestations, not as manage- 

managed lands in portions of Price, ment for grouse, and such habitat is 
Bayfield, Oneida, Rusk, Taylor, Jack- unlikely to be created again in the fore- 
son, Sawyer, and Wood Counties (Fig- seeable future. In the absence of exten- 

ure 8). sive budworm infestations, openings 

Comparison of past and present created by timber harvest are typically 

sharptail populations is complicated by much smaller in extent and are less 

Figure 8. Sharp-tailed Grouse habitat on abandoned agricultural fields in Bayfield County. Photo 
by L. Gregg.
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Figure 9. Sharp-tailed Grouse lek located in young pine plantation. Habitat in this photo is of 
marginal quality because of the size and density of trees; this lek was no longer used two years after 
the photo was taken. Photo by N. Niemuth. 

likely to be used by sharptails. Planned __ rally occurring fires, timber harvest can 
timber harvest, such as the landscape create open habitat for sharptails. On 

management plan of Strand and Ep- sandy soils with natural regeneration 

perly (1995), is needed to ensure that _ or planted pines, sharptail populations 
large blocks of early successional hab- might be present for up to ten years 

itat continue to be available to sharp- following timber harvest; on heavier 

tails. soils dominated by fast-growing aspen 

By aggregating clearcuts rather than (Populus spp.), sharptails might be able 

dispersing them across the landscape, to utilize a site for only a year or two 
large blocks of habitat can be created following timber harvest. 

without increasing the total amount of 
timber harvested (Niemuth and Boyce The role of hunting—In most popula- 

2000). Similar management was _ tions of grouse, hunting is thought to 

planned for the Riley Lake area in compensate for natural mortality and 
Price County in the early 1950s (Doll have little or no effect on populations. 

1953), but the plan was not carried out. However, the decreased number of 

Use of clearcuts by sharptails in south- sites at which sharptails are found in 
eastern Douglas County demonstrates Wisconsin has concentrated hunting 
the value and potential of landscape pressure. Most sharptail hunting in 
management in maintaining sharptail Wisconsin takes place at managed sites 
populations. In the absence of natu- such as Crex Meadows, Douglas
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County Wildlife Area (DCWA), and _ mits issued (maximum allowable har- 

Namekagon Barrens, and populations — vest) was set at 25% of the projected 

at those sites might have experienced fall population, which was based on 

overharvest in the past (Gregg 1990). spring counts. Hunters were required 
Over the years, measures to prevent to report their harvest to the WDNR. 

overharvest were enacted at managed The maximum harvest allowed un- 

sites, including refuges closed to hunt- der this system was probably conserva- 

ing within Crex Meadows, Namekagon _ tive for several reasons. First, sharptail 

Barrens, and the Pershing Wildlife populations in harvest units were un- 

Area, and the total closure to hunting doubtedly higher than estimated, as 

of the Kimberly-Clark Wildlife Area, limited survey effort cannot locate all 
Moquah Barrens Wildlife Area, Dike leks. Second, estimating 75% of birds 

17 Wildlife Area, and DCWA (Gregg _ flushing from leks as males may under- 
1990). However, sharptail populations _ estimate male numbers because the av- 

have not increased at sites that were erage number of birds of both sexes at 

closed to hunting. Indeed, from 1995 a lek is a “workable substitute”’ for the 

to 1996 sharptail populations in- maximum number of males that at- 

creased at three of the four managed tend that lek (Ammann 1957:151). 

sites where hunting was allowed, and Third, some game managers reduced 

decreased at all five of the managed the number of permits issued in their 
sites where hunting was not allowed harvest areas. Finally, the number of 

(Table 1). This indicates that sharptail birds harvested was considerably less 

populations are probably not de- than the number of permits issued, as 

pressed by hunting, but are more likely reported hunting success was only 

influenced by habitat quality and avail- 20.8% (137 birds harvested out of 660 
ability. permits) in 1997 and 10% (178 birds 

To get a better understanding of harvested out of 1800 permits) in 1998. 
harvest levels, the WDNR required Also, in April and May of 1998, 140 

Sharp-tailed Grouse hunters to report adult sharptails at NBWA, DCWA, and 

their bag during the 1992-1995 sea- several clearcuts in southeastern Doug- 
sons. This count was then adjusted up- las County were tagged with leg bands 
ward to account for non-reporting and offering a reward for return of the 
hunting-related mortality. About 200 band. Only four birds were reported 

people hunted each year during this harvested during the hunting season 
period, with an average total harvest of | (Tim Connolly, pers. comm.). Clearly, 

92 sharptails. Because of concerns hunting mortality was low, represent- 

about the possible impact of harvest ing a small fraction of the total number 

on certain populations, Sharp-tailed of sharptails in Wisconsin. 

Grouse hunting was completely pro- 
hibited in Wisconsin in 1996. Impacts on other species—The large 

Limited harvest of sharptails was al- expanses of open habitat required to 
lowed under a permit system begin- preserve sharptails in Wisconsin bene- 
ning in 1997. Under this system, per- fit many other species. The negative ef- 

mits were only issued in harvest units fects of habitat fragmentation on forest 
where at least 25 males were observed species have been widely publicized, 

dancing in spring. The number of per- but habitat fragmentation also affects
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non-forest species. In fact, the propor- aged reserves provide the only secure 

tion of grassland and shrubland bird habitat for sharptails in Wisconsin, and 

species that has declined between 1966 _ itis possible that sharptails will someday 

and 1991 in eastern North America is exist in the state only at managed re- 
much greater than the proportion of serves. However, management alone 

forest-dwelling species that has de- will not suffice, as most of the reserves 

clined during the same period (Askins are simply too small to ensure the long- 

1993). The major factor contributing — term survival of sharptails in Wisconsin 
to the decline of these species in east- (Gregg 1987, Temple 1992). 
ern North America is loss of habitat Purchasing and managing the large 
(Askins 1993). Many of these species, blocks of land required by sharptails 
such as the Upland Sandpiper (Bartra- will be difficult. Several of Wisconsin’s 

mia longicauda) , Northern Harrier (Civ managed savanna reserves, including 

cus cyaneus), Common Nighthawk the Crex Meadows Wildlife Area and 

(Chordeiles minor), and Western Mead- the Namekagon Barrens and Douglas 

owlark (Sturnella neglecta) are area- County Wildlife Areas, were purchased 

sensitive, and in the pine barrens of largely with money provided by hunt- 
northwestern Wisconsin are found ers. Prescribed burning and other 

only in large tracts of habitat such as management needed to maintain open 

those required by sharptails (Niemuth habitat are also largely paid for with 
1995). The Connecticut Warbler (Opo- hunters’ dollars. But as opportunities 

rornis agilis) and Mourning Warbler to hunt sharptails decline, it will be dif- 

(Oporornis philadelphia) are often found ficult to justify using hunters’ money to 
in small groves of trees, along with a manage sharptail habitat. 

host of brushland and edge species. New approaches to land manage- 
For an in-depth account of birds found ment may be needed to maintain sharp- 

in Wisconsin pine and oak barrens, see _ tails in Wisconsin. Savanna and barrens 

Mossman et al. (1991). communities are rare and increasingly 
threatened and should be preserved to 

The future of sharptails in Wisconsin— maintain a host of species in addition to 
Like all wildlife, Sharp-tailed Grouse _ sharptails. All too frequently, open land 
are inextricably linked to habitat. Dra- _ is considered wasted unless it is planted 

matic declines in populations of Sharp- to trees, which is the death knell for 
tailed Grouse in Wisconsin are the re-  sharptails and other open-country spe- 
sult of changes in land use that have in cies. As we have shown, sharptails re- 

turn reduced the amount of early suc- spond favorably to timber harvest, and 
cessional habitat. For instance, where coordinated efforts by timber and game 

Barton (1938) once estimated 10,000 managers at private, county, state, and 

fall sharptails in the Moquah Barrens _ federal levels can increase the size of 
region of Bayfield County, only three brushland habitat patches without in- 

dancing males were found in spring of creasing the amount of timber har- 

1990 (Table 1). In 1998, 34 males were _ vested. 

present, the result of sharptail translo- Sharptails and sharptail habitat pro- 
cation and extensive habitat manage- vide an abundance of non-consump- 

ment at the Moquah Barrens Wildlife _ tive recreation. In addition to viewing 

Area in the early 1990s. Presently, man- dancing males in spring, sharptail hab-
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itat provides opportunities for berry ous times since the beginning of this 
picking, bird watching, and the chance century. Each time, sharptail popula- 

to experience some of the wide-open _ tions are lower and the need to pre- 

spaces that were once common in Wis- _ serve habitat is greater. The Wisconsin 
consin. But to ensure that these op- Sharp-tailed Grouse Society was 
portunities are not lost, non-consump- formed in 1990 in response to declin- 

tive users of sharptails must help pay ing populations of sharptails in the 

for land acquisition and management. state. The purpose of the Society is 
Presently, sharptails in central Wis-  ‘‘the preservation and enhancement of 

consin are in the most danger of dis- the oak and pine barrens, savannas, 

appearing. In 1929, 5,000 or more sedge meadows, and bog habitats of 

sharptails were estimated to be present which the Sharp-tailed Grouse is a key 
in each of Jackson, Wood, Juneau, and indicator species.” The Society hopes 

Clark Counties (Leopold 1931). In to preserve sharptails in Wisconsin 
1975, the total population of sharptails through five objectives: 1) publicizing 

at the Dike 17 Wildlife Area in Jackson _ the Sharp-tailed Grouse’s plight; 2) ed- 

County was estimated as 90-100 birds ucating the public and resource pro- 
and increasing (Vanderschaegen fessionals about Sharp-tailed Grouse; 

1977); in 1998, only 18 dancing males 3) encouraging management of Sharp- 

were found. The Wood County Wild- tailed Grouse habitat; 4) promoting 
life Area has experienced a similar de- both hunting and non-hunting recre- 

cline (Table 1). Because of succession, ational use of the Sharp-tailed Grouse; 

little upland habitat is available to and 5) influencing both state and local 

sharptails in central Wisconsin. Rem- decisions that will benefit the Sharp- 

nant populations are persisting in tailed Grouse and other barrens spe- 
large wetlands, which provide open cies. For more information about 
space for sharptails but are otherwise sharptails and the Wisconsin Sharp- 
low quality habitat. Loss of sharptails tailed Grouse Society, write to WSGS, 

from this region is especially unfortu- Box 1115, Cumberland, WI 54829. 

nate, as large portions of central Wis- 
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The History of Sharp-tailed Grouse in the 

Crex Meadows Wildlife Area 

The wetlands and prairies of Crex Meadows were severely 
degraded following human settlement, but habitat restoration 
efforts have helped make the area an important refuge for part 
of Wisconsin’s beleaguered Sharp-tailed Grouse population. A 
1999 survey counted 115 male sharptails at 19 separate leks. 

by James O. Evrard, James E. Hoefler, and Paul A. Kooiker 

A t the time of European settlement, documents the history of the Sharp- 
he Prairie Sharp-tailed Grouse tailed Grouse and its management in 

(Tympanuchus phasianellus campestris) the CMWA and the adjacent western 
was found in Wisconsin, Michigan, Burnett County portion of Wisconsin’s 

Minnesota, and northern Illinois and Northwest Pine Barrens. 

Iowa and the provinces of Ontario, 

Manitoba, and Saskatchewan (Aldrich 

1963, Miller and Graul 1980). The spe-  HSTORY OF THE Crex MEapows 
i : i : AREA 

cies has since disappeared from IIli- 
nois, Iowa, the Lower Peninsula of 

Michigan, and southern Minnesota The CMWA is located north of the 
and Wisconsin (Berg 1990). . Village of Grantsburg in western Bur- 

Today in Wisconsin, Sharp-tailed nett County (Figure 1). The 26,200- 
Grouse are found primarily in the far acre wildlife management area is 
northwest part of the state. Sharptails owned and managed by the Wisconsin 

are found only in areas managed spe- Department of Natural Resources 
cifically with prescribed burning for (WDNR). The CMWA is a restored 

the birds, forested areas with recent brush prairie-wetland complex de- 

large clearcuts or wild fires, large open _ scribed by Vogl (1964) and Miller et al. 

bogs, and, decreasingly, abandoned (1983). 

farmland on the forest fringe (Vander- The CMWA occupies a significant 
schaegen 1977; Gregg 1987, 1994). portion of the southwestern marsh sec- 

One of the Sharp-tailed Grouse tion of the Northwest Wisconsin Pine 

management areas is the Crex Mead- Barrens (Murphy 1931). The manage- 

ows Wildlife Area (CMWA). This paper ment area consists of extensive sedge 

175
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Figure 1. Location of the Glacial Lake Grantsburg Wildlife Management Complex in Wisconsin’s 

Northwest Pine Barrens. 

marshes interspersed with level to ows developed. Sandy glacial outwash 
slightly rolling uplands of fire- formed the shores of the shallow lakes 
managed ‘“‘brush prairie’ (Strong (Strong 1880). 

1880), pine/oak savanna, and mixed The pine/oak prairie savanna (Vogl 

jack pine (Pinus banksiana), scrub or 1964) and the sedge marshes were 

Hill’s oak (Quercus ellipsoidalis), and as- maintained in their open condition by 
pen (Populus spp.) forests. frequent lightning and Indian-ignited 

The marshes were formed in the ba- fires (Evrard in review). European set- 

sin of ancient Glacial Lake Grantsburg. tlement began in the late 1850s when 

A lobe of the last advance of the Wis- Scandinavian farmers homesteaded 

consin glacier blocked the St. Croix the barrens. They plowed the open 

River, forming the lake. When the ice sandy uplands to cultivate grain and 

dam melted, a series of shallow lakes used the sedge marshes as a source of 

remained, from which the sedge mead- _ wild hay for their livestock.



The Passenger Pigeon, Vol. 62, No. 2, 2000 177 

Between 1890 and 1902, the sedge WDNR. The WDNR manages the 
marshes were drained for commercial CMWA and _ the nearby 13,800-acre 

cranberry production. The ditchesand Fish Lake Wildlife Area (FLWA), the 

dams allowed water level control, im- 7,900-acre Amsterdam Sloughs Wild- 

portant for cranberry growing. The life Area (ASWA), and the 2,500-acre 
marshes were purchased in 1912 bythe Danbury Wildlife Area (DWA) as one 

Crex Carpet Company to produce wire work unit known as the Glacial Lake 
grass (Carex stricta) for weaving into Grantsburg Wildlife Management 

carpeting. Full production of wire Complex (Figure 1). 

grass was achieved by 1915. The cran- The CMWA presently contains ap- 

berry ditches and dams were used to proximately 3,950 acres of open water 
control marsh water levels to encour- (Evrard 1995); 9,600 acres of sedge 

age the growth of wire grass and to al- marsh; 7,400 acres of grass and brush 

low the grass to be mowed prior to bal-_ prairie; 5,560 acres of pine/oak/aspen 
ing and shipping, via railroad, to the forest; and 125 acres of food plots 
company’s St. Paul, Minnesota, factory. (Miller et al. 1983). 

The development of an effective fire The food plots consist of alternating, 
— Soe De Oy ne Aven) in rotational, 30-meter-wide strips of corn 
‘onservation Departmen in _ 

the late 1920s and early 1930s ended Ae bk nchaye Udbuowece ete) . 

regular : ae we we we the that Alfalfa (Medigo sativa) is occasionally 
rly swept the area. Wi = i 

sation of frequent wild fires, trees and o ease orgauie matter in the sell tom 

other woody vegetation began to in- Marsh vegetation is dominated by 
vade the brush prairie and savanna up- bluejoi Cal ti dei. 
lavids and sedge amarahes: luejoint grass (Calamagostis canaden 

Drought and an economic depres- si) and sedges (Cameespp.cind Saipus 

sion caused the collapse of the Crex spp.). Dominant grass and forb species 
Carpet Company and the abandon- in upland brush prairie and old fields 

ment of most of the pioneer farms in include big bluestem (Andropogon ger 
the early 1930s. By 1940, over two ardi), little bluestem (A. scoparius) , puc- 

thirds of the land in the CMWA was ©°0" (Lithospermum canescens), phlox 

tax-delinquent, with ownership revert- (Phlox pilosa), blazing star (Liatris spp.), 
ing to Burnett County. sunflower (Helianthus rigidus), and lu- 

The WCD began buying the tax- pine (Lupinus perennis) . Woody species 

delinquent land in 1945, creating the include Hill’s oak saplings, hazelbrush 

CMWA the following year. Other pri- (Corylus americana), and sweet fern 

vate lands within the boundaries of the — (Gomptonia peregrina). 

CMWA were also gradually acquired. The primary management goals of 
Management of the property began in the WDNR for the CMWA are the pro- 
1947, with restoration of fire to the duction of wildlife with emphasis on mi- 
newly forested uplands and water to gratory birds, Sharp-tailed Grouse, and 

the drained wetlands. This manage- endangered and threatened wildlife, as 

ment scenario of water level manipu- well as to provide public hunting, trap- 

lation, prescribed burning, and wild- ping, wildlife education and observa- 
life food plots continues today by the tion, and other compatible outdoor
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recreational opportunities (Miller etal. ported feeding 111 prairie grouse on 
1983). buckwheat/corn stack feeders. 

In 1950, Schultz again surveyed 
SHARP-TAILED GROUSE SURVEYS sharptails but did not start until May 

AT CREX MEADOWS 16, late for an effective census. He 

found four dancing grounds contain- 
Surveys for Sharp-tailed Grouse ap- ing 29 sharptails, of which he thought 

parently began in 1948, when WCD 22 were males. 
wildlife researcher Jim Hale spent two Schultz again surveyed sharptails in 
days at the CMWA looking for sharp- 1951, finding nine dancing grounds 
tails (unpub. files at WDNR Grants- with 64 sharptails, 37 of which were 

burg). He did not see any sharptails, thought to be males. Five sharptail 
but found the tracks of adults and broods were seen during the summer. 
young at several buckwheat food plots. Stone reported that there were 25 

The most accepted survey used for buckwheat food plots totaling 59 acres 

an index to a population of Sharp- planted in the CMWA that year. 
tailed Grouse is the spring display In 1952, WCD Technician George 

ground or lek survey (Grange 1948). Tyberg reported finding five dancing 

Beginning before dawn in late April grounds with 24 sharptails, 17 of which 
and early May in favorable weather, were thought to be males. Sharp-tailed 
known and _ suspected Sharp-tailed Grouse spring surveys were not con- 
Grouse habitat is surveyed by driving ducted on a regular basis again until 

roads and stopping regularly to listen 1972. 

for the sounds of displaying male Scattered reports in the WDNR files 

sharptails. Upon hearing sharptails, at Grantsburg during the period indi- 

the observer carefully stalks to the lek cated that in 1953 dancing male sharp- 

and attempts to determine the number _ tails were also observed in the FLWA, 

of displaying males. After counting or about 10 miles southwest of occupied 
failing to count the birds, the sharptails _ range on the CMWA, and in 1955 in the 

are flushed and counted. At least two then Kohler-Peet Wildlife Area just 

counts should be made of each lek or north of the CMWA (Figure 1). When 
dancing ground (Ammann 1957). the WDNR’s St. Croix River State For- 

In April and May, 1949, a knowl est (later renamed Governor Knowles 

edgeable Grantsburg area resident, State Forest) was created in 1970, the 

Andrew Schultz, was hired by WCD to Kohler-Peet Wildlife Area was incor- 
conduct systematic prairie grouse dis- porated into the state forest as the Koh- 

play ground censuses. He apparently ler-Peet Barrens Management Area 
found the last native Greater Prairie- (KPBMA) (Giles et al. 1995). The 

Chicken (Tympanuchus cupido pinna- KPBMA is considered to be a part of 

tus) reported for the CMWA (Evrard, the CMWA  sharptail habitat unit 

in review). He also found six Sharp- because the two areas are nearly con- 

tailed Grouse dancing grounds con-  tiguous. 

taining 37 birds, of which he thought A map constructed of a 1957 WCD 
at least 20 were males (unpub. files at state-wide survey of prairie grouse 

WDNR Grantsburg). During the win- showed that the birds were considered 

ter, CMWA Manager Norm Stone re- abundant in western Burnett County
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only in the CMWA and an area to the 1973 by graduate student Brent Ram- 
northeast that is now the DWA (Figure harter (Ramharter 1976). The senior 

2). Prairie grouse numbers in most of author was responsible for the spring 

the balance of the sandy pine barrens  sharptail surveys from 1974 through 

in western Burnett and extreme north- 1979 and the junior authors from 1980 

west Polk County were considered in- to 1999. 
termediate. Since the last prairie-chick- 

ens in the area were seen in 1949, the SHARP-TAILED GROUSE 

1957 prairie grouse estimates could POPULATIONS AT CREX MEADOWS 
only refer to Sharp-tailed Grouse. 

In 1958, the five-man WCD crew re- The lowest annual estimate of dis- 

ported seeing eight sharptail broodsin playing male sharptails in the CMWA 
the CMWA during the summer. for the nearly three-decade period was 

Bruce Thompson, a college student, 16 in 1974 and the highest was 137 in 
conducted a spring sharptail survey of 1998 (Table 1). Despite the peaks and 

the CMWA in 1970 and found 25 lows of the apparent ten-year or 

sharptails on at least four dancing ‘‘game’’ cycle of Grange (1948), the 

grounds. sharptail population, expressed as the 

Systematic spring sharptail surveys number of displaying males and leks, 

began in 1972 and were continued in has steadily increased in the CMWA 
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Figure 2. Density of Sharp-tailed Grouse in the pine barrens of western Burnett County, 1957.
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Table 1. Maximum number of displaying male ba - 
Sharp-tailed Grouse and leks, Glacial Lake 

Grantsburg Wildlife Management Complex, 140 
1972-99. 

120 

Year Males Leks Mean Males/Lek — 1 

1972 25 4 6.2 oe 

1973 19 5 3.8 
1974 16 5 4.0 i 
1975 20 4 5.0 

1976 35 8 44 

197 36 8 45 ° 
1978 44 1 4.4 
1979 59 10 5.9 ” 
1980 63 13 4.8 _ 

1981 68 13 5.2 oF 2 2 39 
2 st 44 [aise Sapam] 
1984 33 ll 3.3 

ine = 3 . Figure 3. Maximum number of displaying male 
1987 42 9 47 Sharp-tailed Grouse and leks, Glacial Lake 

1988 73, Bl 66 Grantsburg Wildlife Management Complex, 

1989 84 ul 7.6 We 2s 
1990 103 17 6.1 

1991 129 25 5.2 side of the CMWA, sharptails moved 
1908 Be 3 ut into the newly-opened habitat. The 

1994 62 18 3.4 habitat in this area has since deterio- 

1995 77 16 48 rated and sharptail numbers in this 
1996 109 15 7.3 h dedined hi h 
1997 114 19 60 area have declined. The range that 
1998 137 23 6.0 sharptails occupy expands and con- 

1999 115 19 6.0 tracts with the rise and fall of their 
population during cyclic highs and 
lows and with habitat changes. 

(Figure 3). During the same period, After an absence of 37 years, sharp- 
The mean number of displaying males _ tails were again seen displaying in the 
per lek (5.1) has remained fairly stable, FLWA in 1990. Sharptails were ob- 

ranging from 3.3 to 7.6. served on six other occasions in the 

Despite increasing sharptail num- FLWA and in nearby farmland in that 
bers, the range occupied by dancing year. No displaying birds have been 
males has largely been confined to the _ seen since that time, although sharp- 

CMWA-KPBWA during the 28-year pe- tails were observed in nearby farmland 

riod (Figure 4). Sharptails used a block in 1992 and one sharptail was seen in 
of Burnett County Forest land adjoin- the FLWA in the spring of 1999. In 

ing the CMWA on the northeast until 1977, displaying Sharp-tailed Grouse 

maturing planted red pines (Pinus re- were heard in the DWA and three birds 

sinosa) destroyed their habitat by the were observed in 1989. A viable popu- 

early 1970s. A 20,000-acre wild fire in lation of sharptails exists in the Na- 
May 1959 created open habitat in this mekagon Barrens Wildlife Area, 15 
area. Following a 1980 wild fire that miles northeast of the DWA. In 1989, 

burned 4,000 acres on the northwest five sharptails were seen in the ASWA.
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Figure 4. Location of Sharp-tailed Grouse leks, Glacial Lake Grantsburg Wildlife Management 
Complex, 1972-99. 

THE FUTURE FOR SHARPTAILS AT not permit any significant habitat in- 
CrEXx MEADOWS creases. 

Sharp-tailed Grouse habitat restora- 
tion is ongoing in the FLWA, with ap- 

What does the future hold for the proximately 2,500 acres restored to 
Sharp-tailed Grouse in the Glacial date. Sharptails have been seen in the 
Lake Grantsburg Management Com- property in recent years, but have yet 

plex? . to reestablish a breeding population. 
Despite the dim prospects for sharp- With continued habitat restoration 

tails in Wisconsin overall, their future and the nearness of the CMWA, Sharp- 

appears to be secure in the CMWA. Ex- tailed Grouse should return to the 
tensive and intensive (and also expen- FLWA as a permanent breeding spe- 

sive!) habitat management on the cies. 

property and adjoining KPBWA has al- Other potential habitat exists in the 
lowed the sharptail population to ASWA, DWA andin the Burnett County 

slowly increase. Some additional habi- Forest. Portions of the ASWA and DWA 
tat can be developed, but current fund- were originally pine barrens, but resto- 

ing and manpower constrictions will ration of this habitat has been minimal
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in the two properties due to WDNR Ammann, G. A. 1957. The prairie grouse of 
‘ i : Michigan. Game Div., Mich. Dept. Conserv., 

funding constraints. Restored habitat Lansing. 200 pp. 

in the ASWA and DWA could Berg, W. E. 1990. Sharp-tailed Grouse manage- 

be expected to support Sharp-tailed ment problems in the Great Lakes states: Does 
tro especially during: cyclic highs. the sharptail have a future? Loon 62:42-45. 
. use, P ta 7 Cans y ens, Evrard, J. O. 1995. Common loon population 
if suitable corridors of habitat can be changes in Crex Meadows, Wisconsin, 1976- 

maintained to link the managed prop- 94. Passenger Pigeon 57:171-76. Seo, Prop: Ber v's 
arues. Evrard, J. O. Prairie chickens in Crex Meadows: 

* . . an unsuccessful reintroduction attempt. Pas- 
Permanent quarter-mile-wide _fire- senger Pigeon (in review). 

breaks, maintained in brush prairie Giles, M. T., P. Kooiker, and J. Hoefler. 1995. 
habitat, have been constructed in the Management Plan—Kohler-Peet Barrens 

. ‘ ‘i Management Area—Governor Knowles State 
Burnett County Forest, including areas Forest. Unpublished report, Wis. Dep. Nat. 
adjacent to the CMWA-KPBMA. These Resources, Grantsburg. 7 pp. 
firebreaks have limited sharptail use, Grange, W. B. 1948. Wisconsin grouse problems. 

. . . : Wis. Conserv. Dept. Pub. 328, Madison. 318 
but do provide habitat in heavily for- Bp 

ested areas, mainly red pine planta- Gregg, L. 1987. Recommendations for a pro- 
tions, and can provide linkage to man- gram of sharptail habitat preservation in Wis- 
aged sharptail habitat consin. Wis. Dep. Nat. Resources Res. Rep. 

Pe . th 141, 24 pp. 
Consolidation and coordination of — Gregg, L. 1994. Island biogeography and Sharp- 

clear cut timber harvests in the Burnett tailed Grouse management. Page 45 in Pro- 
> * L ceedings of the Wisconsin Grouse Symposium 
County Forest adjacent to the CMWA- (der Zouwen, W. J.,e2.), UW-Madison. 
KPBMA could temporarily increase  yiller, G. C. and W. D. Graul. 1980. Status of 
habitat available to  Sharp-tailed Sharp-tailed Grouse in North America. Pages 
Grouse. Sharptails will move into large 18-28 in Proceedings of the Prairie Grouse 

a. han 500 1 fi Symposium (Vohs, P. A., Jr. and F. L. Knopf, 
(greater than 500 acres) clearcuts after 645.), Oklahoma State University, Stillwater. 
timber harvests and will continue to Miller, S. W., P. Kooiker, L. Labombard, S. Jo- 

use these areas for at least 10 years, de- ene: Mae ee Jas: jiombers, and J. 
: : oefler. a rex eadows WI ike area 

pending Upon the rate of timber re- master plan concept element. Wis. Dep. Nat. 
generation. The proposed ecosystem Resources, Madison. 32 pp. 
management plan for Wisconsin’s Murphy, R. E. 1931. Geography of the north- 

‘ : western pine barrens of Wisconsin. Trans. 
northwest Pine Barrens (Niemuth — Wie" Acad, Sei., Arts and Letters 26:69-120. 
1993) suggests consolidation and co-  Niemuth, N. 1995. Response of  grassland/ 
ordination of timber harvests of shade- savanna birds to pine barrens savanna patch 
intolerant trees, particularly jack pine size, origin, and structure: Preliminary inves- 

dvi 2 P hod "y P i tigation. Page 23 in The future of pine barrens 
and red pine, as a met od OF MIMICK- in northwest Wisconsin (Borgerding, E. A., 

ing the fires that originally created and G. A. Bartlet, and W. M. McCown, eds.). Wis. 

maintained the pine barrens. This Dep. Nat. Resources, Madison. 
mei ewill tly aid the Sh: Ramharter. B. G. 1976. Habitat selection and management will greatly aid the Sharp- movements by Sharp-tailed Grouse (Pediocetes 

tailed Grouse and other wildlife re- phasianellus) hens during the nesting and 
iri ive open - brood rearing periods in a fire maintained extensive sur. quiring pen lands for SP 

vival brush prairie. Ph.D. dissertation. Univ. Minn., 
. St. Paul. 78 pp. 
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Sharp-tailed Grouse, Pershing Wildlife Area, Taylor County, Wisconsin by Tim Walsh
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Seasonal Field Notes 

The Winter Season: 1999-2000 

by Kenneth I. Lange 

i yet another mild winter. In fact, temperatures were often above nor- 

it was the warmest winter, December mal, much reducing the snow cover 

through February, since the federal and making one question the safety of 

government began keeping records frozen ponds and lakes. 

105 years ago. Further, the last three The new century was ushered into 
winters have been the warmest on rec- Wisconsin by several snowstorms mov- 

ord in the United States. This warming ing through the state in the first week 
trend seems to be real, and not part of of January. By this time, southern Wis- 

a natural fluctuation; those cold, snowy _ consin had a snow cover of 1-4 inches, 

winters of the not-too-distant past now and northern Wisconsin approxi- 
seem almost archaic. mately 9 inches. Gradually this in- 

Strange things were happening in creased, due to series of mainly light 
Wisconsin in December: on the 7th in — snowfalls, although southern Wiscon- 

Crawford County, Martin Murphy saw sin remained relatively open. Tem- 

several American Robins foraging for peratures for approximately the last 10 

worms; a few days later, in Portage days of January ranged from below nor- 

County, Rob Whitmire noticed that mal to above normal. 

some of his lilacs were leafing out; and By the middle of February, the Wau- 

on the 14th Karen Etter Hale was still sau area had approximately average 

picking broccoli and lettuce in Jeffer- snow cover, while northern and south- 
son County. November’s mild weather, ern Wisconsin were below average. 

with little or no snow cover, actually Record high temperatures in the last 

continued until mid-December. On week of February led to such newspa- 
the 15th, the first significant storm per headlines as ‘“Warm weather can- 

moved through the state, with the cels Birkebeiner ski race,” ‘More 

heaviest snow—up to a foot—in north- events fall victim to warm weather,” 

ern Wisconsin. Soon after, on the 20th, and “‘Nice weather is hurting those in 

the period’s first subzero weather blew _ the winter business.” 

into Wisconsin and persisted for five Comments from contributors help 
days. For the remainder of the month, put the season in perspective. Robbye 
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Johnson in Douglas County remarked kee County, the heaviest snowfall was 
that, once again, ‘‘winter never hap- approximately 7 inches on 18 Febru- 

pened,” and as a result found herself ary—it melted in less than a week, and 

reacting indifferently to the arrival of _ there was seldom, if ever, more than 6 
spring. Alta Goffin Barron County re- inches on the ground, as reported by 
ported that the beginning of Decem- Mark Korducki. By the end of the pe- 
ber and all of February were warmer riod in Kenosha County, soggy yards 
than usual; after a thunderstorm on 25 were common, as noted by Ron Hoff- 

February, standing water was every- mann. 

where and the yard was bare of snow. So how did the birds fit into all this? 

In the Eau Claire area, as related by In a sense, all records are weather re- 

Janine Polk, the winter started and  Jated, but certain ones, for example 
ended warmer than usual, but it was the two species of loons and four of 
fairly average’ in between; Dan Bel- grebes, and the three scoters, stand 

ter reported much the same for Mara- out, Also noteworthy are Wisconsin’s 
thon County. For Oconto County, as first winter record for Yellow Warbler 
reported by Jerry and Karen Smith, the and third for Yellow-throated Warbler. 
heaviest snowfall was 5 inches in early gandhill Crane, Tufted Titmouse, and 

February, and the maximum on the European Starling reports are also in- 
ground at any one time was 10 inches; triguing, and again ranging farther 

usually it was just 1-2 inches. The snow . . x 
north than usual were Ring-billed Gull, 

cover throughout the state melted re- z 2 
. . Cedar Waxwing, and American Tree 

markably quickly with the surge of Sparrow. See the species accounts for 
warm weather in late February. For ex- Cee P 

. details. 
ample, Charlotte and Roy Lukes in Daryl Tessen aptly described the 

Door County reported snowmobilers . : . ee - 

to be everywhere 19 and 20 February, spring migration as a great finish toa 

but a week later most of the snow was Y°'Y quiet season. The goose build up 

gone. In the Madison area, as reported - the Arlington a of Columbia 

by Philip Ashman, the winter started CUnty was especially impressive: on 28 
and ended mild, with only one major February, Tessen saw all five species of 

cold snap and just two snowfalls of over geese known from Wisconsin here, the 

5 inches; lakes were open until 12-13 first time that anyone has been so for- 
January, and small patches of open wa- tunate as to find all the Wisconsin 

ter were again present by the end of 8€¢Se on the same day. Earlier, on 22— 

the period. Tom Klubertanz reported 23 February, Ron Hoffman in Kenosha 

the Rock River on the south side of County watched flocks of ducks mov- 
Janesville to be mostly frozen by 25 Jan- ing north over Lake Michigan. On 26 
uary, but again mostly open by 1 Feb- February, Mark Peterson and Tessen 

ruary. Karen Etter Hale in Jefferson saw two Broad-winged Hawks in Dane 
County remarked that January had 13 County, and on 29 February Will ty January yy ry y 
days over 30 degrees and less than 10 Hutcheson found a Lesser Yellowlegs 

inches of snow, while February had all in Columbia County, both new early- 
but three days above 30 degrees with arrival dates. The Northern Harrier 
10 inches of snow that didn’t last be- and Sandhill Crane migrations were 
cause of the mild weather. In Milwau- impressive, and so, too, was the Amer-
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ican Woodcock migration. For details, Douglas County (Steve and Laura 

see the species accounts. LaValley). 
Spring migration was reported for Late fall migration was reported for 

these species, possibly a record num- Snow Goose, Canada Goose, Tundra 

ber: Red-throated Loon, Common _ Swan, some of the diving ducks, Ring- 
Loon, Pied-billed Grebe, Turkey Vul- _ billed Gull, and Herring Gull. As I’m 
ture, Greater White-fronted Goose, so fond of saying, see the species ac- 

Snow Goose, Ross’s Goose, Canada counts for details. And while you’re at 
Goose, Brant, Tundra Swan, Wood it, check the account for Barrow’s 

Duck, Gadwall, American Wigeon, Goldeneye to find out the likely source 

Mallard, Blue-winged Teal, Northern of those birds on Lake Michigan. 
Shoveler, Northern Pintail, Green- A total of 89 people contributed re- 
winged Teal, Canvasback, Redhead, Ports or photos covering 57 counties. 
Ring-necked Duck, Greater Scaup, The counties with the most complete 

Lesser Scaup, Common Goldeneye, Coverage (five or more contributors 

Hooded Merganser, Common Mer- P& county) were Brown, Columbia, 
ganser, Ruddy Duck, Bald Eagle, Dane, Forest, Kewaunee, Manitowoc, 

Northern Harrier Sharp-shinned Milwaukee, Oconto, Ozaukee, Racine, 

Hawk (?), Cooper’s Hawk (?), Red- Sheboygan, and Waupaca. A total of 10 

shouldered Hawk,  Rough-legged counties was covered by just two con 

Hawk, American Kestrel, American tributors per county: Chippewa, Fon 
. . du Lac, Jackson, La Crosse, Langlade, 

Coot, Sandhill Crane, Killdeer, Amer- : : 
i ‘ 3 Menominee, Rock, St. Croix, Wau- 
ican Woodcock, Ring-billed Gull, Her- . 

‘ shara, and Wood. A total of 19 counties 
ring Gull, Long-eared Owl, Short- z 

was covered by only one contributor 
eared Owl (?), Northern Saw-whet 

. per county: Adams, Barron, Burnett, 
Owl, Northern Flicker (?), Eastern 

‘ % ! Clark, Crawford, Florence, Grant, Jef- 
Bluebird, American Robin, Cedar ferson, Lincoln, Monroe, Pepin 

Waxwing, Fox Sp aT OW; Song Sparrow, Pierce, Richland, Sawyer, Shawano, 
Red-winged Blackbird, Eastern Mead- Taylor, Vilas, Walworth, and Wash- 

owlark, Western Meadowlark, Rusty burn. These 15 counties were not cov- 

Blackbird, Brewer’s Blackbird (?), ered: Polk, Buffalo, Trempealeau, and 

Common Grackle, and Brown-headed Vernon along the Mississippi River; 
Cowbird. See the species accounts for Iron, Price, and Rusk in northern Wis- 

details. consin; Marinette in northeastern Wis- 

There were also these signs of consin; Calumet in eastern Wisconsin; 

spring: night-crawler castings by the Juneau, Marquette, and Green Lake in 
end of the period in Kenosha County central Wisconsin; and Iowa, Lafayette, 

(Hoffmann), a chipmunk on 29 Feb- and Green in southern Wisconsin. 

ruary in Barron County (Goff), Red- The following statewide species are 
tailed Hawks copulating on 7 February not included in the species accounts: 
in Milwaukee County (Korducki), a Ruffed Grouse, Great Horned Owl, 

Mourning Dove carrying nest material Barred Owl, Downy Woodpecker, 

on 22 February in Kenosha County Hairy Woodpecker, Pileated Wood- 

(Hoffmann), and a Northern Saw-whet pecker, American Crow, and Black- 

Owl calling on 27-28 February in capped Chickadee.
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These abbreviations are included ties (m. obs.). Lone birds in Dane and Eau Claire 

3 5 . Counties 24-27 February (m. obs.) were most 
with i the species accounts: BOP—be- likely spring migrants. 

ginning of period, EOP—end of pe- 

riod, TTP—throughout the period, Horned Grebe.—Verch noted this species 
CBC—Christmas Bird Count(s), and _ im Bayfield/Ashland Counties through 9 Decem- 

bs b ber, a total of 12; in Dane, Washington, and 

M0 si -many, GDSERVETS. Ozaukee Counties through 31 December-1 Jan- 
A final note, a farewell, really, to a _ uary (m. obs.). Diehl reported a grounded bird 

very special person. I began going in the city of Milwaukee 28 January; it was reha- 
R ° bilitated at the Wisconsin Humane Society and 

through the field reports for this sea- released. 
sonal summary soon after Sam Robbins 

died, and found myself thinking of him Red-necked Grebe.—One on Lake Men- 
often. It just wasn’t the same, after all soe Dane County, on 12 December (Ashman, 
these years, without at least one report tutz). 

from this kind and gentle man; I half Eared Grebe-—One in Oconto County 5~ 

expected that if I looked yet once 16 December (Smiths). 
more, surely I would find at least a note 
or two. Double-crested — Cormorant.—Bayfield/ 

we . Ashland Counties through 16 December, 5 
To Sam, may your: spirit commingle (Verch); TTP, 1-3, Brown and Winnebago Coun- 

with the call notes of all those birds _ ties. Also January records for Outagamie and Mil- 
that you loved and knew so well. We waukee Counties, and a February record on the 

should all strive to follow the message Zend for Kenosha County: (m.iobs.). 

that you wrote in my copy of Wisconsin Great Blue Heron.—After the Christmas 
Birdlife: “Keep them flitting, feeding, Bird Counts, one from 15-30 January in Craw- 
flying!” ford County (Kirschbaum), and one into Febru- 

ary in Racine County (Bielefeldt and Peters). 

Hoffmann reported several TTP in Kenosha 
REPORTS County. 

(1 DECEMBER 1999- 
29 FEBRUARY 2000) Turkey Vulture.—One in Dane County on 

27 February (Harriman and David Kuecherer). 

Red-throated Loon.—One in Manitowoc . 
County, 11-16 December (Holschbachs, Son- Greater Whitefronted Goose.—Spring 
tag), Wisconsin’s first winter record since 1 De- _ migrants in record-high numbers. First noted by 
cember 1997, when one was also found in Man- _ Stutz on 25 February in Columbia County, then 
itowoc County (Tessen); previous to the 1997 on the 26th in Dane (m. obs.) and Dodge (Tes- 
record, this species had not been reported in sen) Counties. The total number of birds in Wis- 

winter since 12 December 1987. Even more re- _ consin on the 26th was approximately 300, in- 
markable was one in Ozaukee County 27 Febru- cluding a flock of 185 in Columbia County (Pe- 
ary (Uttech), presumably an early migrant; the __ terson, Tessen); latest date was 27 February. 
previous extreme early date was 24 March 1984 

in Manitowoc County (Sontag). Snow Goose.—December records for 5 
counties: St. Croix, Outagamie, Winnebago, 

Common Loon.—Verch noted this species Ozaukee, and Walworth. Apparently TTP in 
in Bayfield/Ashland Counties through 8 Decem- Dane County. Spring migrants in these counties: 
ber, a total of 8; also in several southern counties St. Croix at EOP, Portage on 26 February (1), 
through 11-12 December (m. obs.). Uttech Columbia on 25 February to EOP (maximum 17 

found one in Ozaukee County 27 February, pre- on the 27th), and Dane on 26 February to EOP 
sumably an early migrant. (maximum 41 on the 27th). 

Pied-billed Grebe.—One still in Bayfield/ Ross’s Goose.—tThe first winter records for 
Ashland Counties 2 December (Verch); TTP, 1- __ this species in Wisconsin were in February 1996 
2, in Dane, Ozaukee, Racine, and KenoshaCoun- —_ and December 1998. This season 1-2 were found
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with other species of geese in Dane and Colum- Gadwall.—TTP or likely so in these coun- 
bia Counties on 26-28 February (m. obs.). Also __ ties: St. Croix, Pierce (maximum 9), Dunn (max- 

2 in a cornfield with 6 Tundra Swans in Outa- imum 6), Crawford, Winnebago, Dane (maxi- 

gamie County on 28 February (Peterson). mum 380, 15 January), Ozaukee, Milwaukee 
(maximum 8), and Racine (11 January, a pair). 

Canada Goose-—TT?P in at least 26 coun- Migrants in these counties: St. Croix, 20 Febru- 

ties, north to Barron, Bayfield/Ashland, Mara- ee Ebru yjaiand Renosha; 

thon, Oconto, and Door Counties (m. obs.). A u 
Hale in Jefferson County reported this species . 
TTP, with 180+ migrating south on 7 January. American Wigeon.—TTP in Ozaukee and 
Spring migrants found mainly on 26-29 Febru- _ Milwaukee Counties, also(?) Racine County (1 
ary in these counties: Douglas, Washburn, Pierce, 0n 11 January). Migrants 26 February in Dane, 
Clark, Marathon, Oconto, Dane (1,000 on 27. Columbia (8 birds), and Marathon Counties (m. 

February), and (25 February) Washington (m. — obs.). 
obs.). 

American Black Duck.—Reports from 22 
Brant.—One in the Arlington area, Colum- counties scattered throughout the state (m. 

bia County, on 27-28 February (documented by obs.), except for the southwestern quarter and 
Heikkinen and Unson, who discovered it, and by the northernmost two tiers of counties, other 

Tessen). This is Wisconsin’s seventh reliable than Bayfield/Ashland Counties. 
spring record and 3rd winter report (Robbins, 
Samuel D., Jr., Wisconsin Birdlife, 1991:155-156). Mallard.—TTP in 25 counties scattered 

throughout the state, except for the southwest- 
_ ac. €rm quarter and the extreme northernmost 

wae ae B S ee ie eee counties, other than Bayfield/Ashland. Migrants 

Croix, TTP, 1; Marathon, TTP, 1; Shawano; TTP, or likely migrants 24 February to EOP in Douglas 

4; Door, TTP; Winnebago, 1 December; Dane, County; 27 February in’ Clark County, and 28 
TTP, 6; Washington, 9 January; Ozaukee, 30 De- February in Jefferson County (m. obs.). 
cember; Milwaukee, TTP, 4; Kenosha, TTP, 1; 

and Walworth, TTP, 6 (m. obs.). Blue-winged Teal.—Found 28 February in 

Jefferson County (Hale). 

Trumpeter Swan.—One TTP in Douglas 
County (Johnson, Putz); TTP in St. Croix Northern Shoveler.—TT? in Dane County, 
County, with 42 on 8 January (Persico) and 46 maximum 300, 15 January (Stutz), and in Mil- 
on 30 January (Tessen); and 2 on the Little Wolf | waukee County (m. obs.). Migrants in Columbia 
River in Waupaca County, 4 February to EOP County on 26 February (Stutz, Tessen) and in 
(Hewitt). Racine County on 28 February (Bielefeldt and 

Peters). 

Tundra Swan.—Verch noted this species sg oe 
in Bayfield/Ashland Counties through 16 De- Northern Pintail—TTP in Door County, 2 
cember, with a maximum of 500 on 2December; 0. 8 January in Milwaukee County, and 1 into 
3-28 December records for 11 other counties. February in Racine County. For Dane County, 
The latest significant fall migration was reported through 19 December, then 23 February to EOP, 
for Dane County on 8 January, a total of 44 birds, | ™aximum 5. Migrants also in Walworth, Ozau- 
and on 12 January, 94 birds; the latest date for kee, Dodge, and Columbia Counties, 25-29 Feb- 
Dane County was 18 January (m. obs.). Spring Uary, and (a few) by 29 February in Douglas, 

migrants were noted in Columbia County on 26 Bayfield, and Ashland Counties (m. obs.). 
February (Stutz); in Dodge County 27-28 Feb- 

ruary, 12-13 (Tessen); and in Winnebago Green-winged Teal.—Found in Brown 
County at EOP (Tessen). County through 3 February. Migrants or possible 

migrants in these counties: Racine, 13 February, 
Wood Duck.—TTP, 1 to “several,” in Eau TG Ozaukee, 27 February; Dane, 26 February, 8; 

Claire, Ozaukee, Milwaukee, and Kenosha Coun- Columbia, 26-27 February, 15; and Shawano, 17 

ties. Also found 15-30 January in Crawford February, | (m. obs.). 
County, through 3 February in Brown County, 
and into February in Racine County (m. obs.). Canvasback.—TTP in these counties: Wal- 

Migration observed in Door County on 27-28  worth(?); Milwaukee, maximum 6; Ozaukee; and 

February (the Lukeses). (?) Sheboygan (12 February). Migrants or possi-
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ble migrants in Dane County on 23 February and Oldsquaw.—Apparently TTP in Lake 
in Columbia County on 26 February (m. obs.). Michigan, from Kenosha County north to Door 

County (m. obs.), although Gustafson asked: 

_ . Sha . “Where are the Oldsquaws? I finally saw my first 
ieee 6 ion i 2 boon eae anes, for the winter 2/5/00 in Milwaukee,’’ and Son- 

Counties(?); a total of 8 on 1 February in Wal- ae an Maniiowoc County noted this species only 

worth County (m. obs.). A maximum of 300 on throug: January. 
28 February in Door County (the Lukeses) likely 
included migrants. Bufflehead.—TTP on Lake Michigan, from 

Kenosha County north to Door County. Also 
Ring-necked Duck.—TTP in Milwaukee T!Pin Winnebago and Dane Counties (m. obs.). 

and Ozaukee Counties, and Dane County(?), 1 

with one on 1 February in Walworth County. Mi- Common Goldeneye.—TT? in these local- 
grants or likely migrants in these counties: Ke- _ ities: western and northwestern Wisconsin, for 
nosha 29 February, Racine 28 February, Dane by example Chippewa, Dunn, and Eau Claire Coun- 

23 February, Columbia 25-27 February (13),and _ ties, Pierce and St. Croix Counties, and Douglas, 
Marathon 27 February (m. obs.). Bayfield, and Ashland Counties; the Wisconsin 

River, from Dane and Sauk Counties to Mara- 
_- . + aps thon County; Rock County; Washington County 

~ Greater Scaup. TTP in Lake Michigan, on 9 January; Winnebago County; and Lake 
from Kenosha County north to Door County. ie 

: zi : Michigan, from Kenosha County north to Door 
Korducki for 15 January estimated 10,000+ in s : 

ae . County. Migrants on 24 February in Walworth 
Milwaukee County, Sontag for 29 February esti- C d by EOP in Marathon C ( 
mated a maximum of 3,300 in Manitowoc oral ane 2y my Maration: @ounly ay 

County, and the Lukeses estimated a maximum OPS:24 

of 700 in Door County. Migrants seen in Win- 
nebago County on 28 February and in St. Croix Barrow’s Goldeneye-—TTP on Lake 
County from 1-27 February (m. obs.). Michigan, Ozaukee County, for the sixth consec- 

utive winter (m. obs.); Frank on 18 December 
—_ ‘ «oc: Mi. Observed a male and a female. The likely source 

a ee ° ho Me for these birds is the Laurentian Highlands in 
rare , * 82:28 Quebec (see The Wilson Bulletin, March 2000, Vol. 

(maximum 10) Dane. Migrants 23 February in : 
D . 112(1), pp. 1-7, The breeding range of the Bar- 
ane County, and 26-27 February in Walworth, "5 Gold : tern North America) 

Manitowoc, Columbia, and Marathon Counties "OW S Ol@eneye Mm eastern Nor Suea 
(m. obs.). 

Hooded Merganser.—TTP in these locali- 
. 3 ee ties: St. Croix County; Dane County; Winnebago 

ge “A. female inyMilyaukee County; and Lake Michigan, from Kenosha 
sounty (m. obs.). County north to Door County. Migrants from 

23-29 February in these counties: Walworth, Ra- 

Surf Scoter.—Noted after December in cine, Washington, Dane(?), Columbia, Shawano, 

Lake Michigan for the fifth consecutive winter. | Oconto, Marathon, and Dunn (m. obs.). 
These records: Racine County, a female from 12- 
20 January; Milwaukee County, one from 31 De- _ . _ 
cember-19 February; and Ozaukee County, TIP, ; Common Merganser.—TTP in these local- 

ities: Douglas, Bayfield, and Ashland Counties; 
(m. obs.). Also one on Lake Mendota, Dane , 7 sais . : 
G h h 12D ber (Ashman, S: St. Croix and Pierce Counties; the Wisconsin 

ounty,.Anroug ecember (Ashman, Stutz). River, from Dane and Sauk Counties to Mara- 

. . thon County; Winnebago County; Washington 
White-winged Scoter—These reports for County on 9 January; and Lake Michigan, from 

Lake Michigan: Milwaukee County on | January Kenosha County north to Door County. Migrants 
(m. obs.) and Ozaukee County on 15 February in these counties: Walworth, 24 February, 45; 

(Uttech). One other record: a female on 1 Jan- Rock, 20 February, 12; Columbia, 26 February; 

uary in Winnebago County (m. obs.). Oconto, 30 January to EOP; Dunn, 26 February; 
and Barron, 28 February (m. obs.). 

Black Scoter.—These reports for Lake 
Michigan: Milwaukee County, one on 9 February _Red-breasted Merganser.—TTP on Lake 
(Peterson, Tessen), and Ozaukee County, 15-16 — Michigan, from Kenosha County north to Mani- 

January (Uttech, Wood). One other record: a fe- _ towoc County (3 January in Kewaunee County). 
male through 11 December in Marathon County Also TTP in Winnebago County, and found 
(Belter, Ott). through 23 January in Dane County (m. obs.).
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Ruddy Duck.—TTP on Lake Michigan, Red-tailed Hawk.—Northward to these 

from Racine (Kenosha?) County north to Ozau- counties, where TTP: Douglas, Clark, Marathon, 

kee County (8 January, 3 in Sheboygan County). | Oconto (BOP and EOP), and Door (m. obs.). 

Also found TTP in Winnebago County and Dane 

County and through | February in Walworth . 
Coun! Migrants in Columbia County on 26 Feb- Rough-legged Hawk.—Birds, as usual, 
ruary, also Dane County EOP? (m. obs.). moving north in February (m. obs.). 

Bald Eagle-—1TP in some 20 counties, in- Golden Eagle.—£xclusive of the CBC, 
‘ - s these reports: Bayfield/Ashland Counties, an 

cluding Douglas, Bayfield and Ashland, and adult on 28 February (Brady); Jackson Count 

Door; at least some individuals departing south- 7 ny a Ys 
ern counties by EOP (m. obs.). an adult and an immature on 6 January (Stutz), 

y 2 adults on 22 January (Wood), and an immature 
on 29 January (Tessen); Crawford County, 15-30 

Northern Harrier.—ITP in these coun- January (Kirschbaum); and Grant County, one 
ties: Kenosha, Waukesha, Washington, Ozaukee, found dead, probably electrocuted, 5 February 
Manitowoc, Winnebago(?), Dane(?), Portage, (Kirschbaum). 
and, apparently for the first time ever, Bayfield 
and Ashland. Migrants or probable migrants on American Kestrel.—Northward to these 
26 February in Winnebago County; 27 February counties, where TTP: Barron, Marathon, Oconto 
in Dane, Columbia, and Fond du Lac Counties; (15 January and 24 February, the latter record 

and 29 February in Marathon, Clark, and St. likely a migrant), and Door (m. obs.). 
Croix Counties. One in Douglas County on 6 
February might have been a wintering bird or an 
early migrant (m. obs.). Merlin.—Exclusive of the CBC, reports for 

these counties: Clark, 1-14 January (Decker); 
. Portage, 27 February (Hall); Brown, 11 Januar 

Sharp-shinned Hawk.—After the CBC, re- (Hansen): and Ona kee, 1 January Samy v 
ports for 21 counties, from St. Croix, Barron, . 

Marathon, Oconto, and Door Counties in the . 

north to Richland, Dane, Walworth, and Keno- Peregrine Falcon.—Reports for Milwau- 
sha Counties in the south (m. obs.); these reports kee, Ozaukee, Manitowoc, and Brown Counties, 
may include migrants. and Douglas County (m. obs.). 

Cooper’s Hawk.—After the CBC, reports Gray Pe artridge.—A total of 7 counties: 
for 29 counties, north to St. Croix, Dunn, Chip- Shawano, maximum 15 on 7 February (Peter- 
pewa, Clark, Marathon, Oconto, and Door Coun- $00); Door, TTP (the Lukeses); Kewaunee, 20 on 
ties (m. obs.); some migrants may be included in 22 January (Tessen); Brown, maximum 75 on 22 
these reports. January (Hansen); Ozaukee, 9 on 23 January 

(Wood); Kenosha, maximum 6 (Hoffmann); and 

Dane, 27 February (Tessen). 

Northern Goshawk.—Exclusive of the 

CBC, reports for 4 counties: Bayfield and Ash- . 

land, TP (Verch); Vilas, 8 February (Reardon); Ps A 

and. Door, /EEP (the: Lukeses) (29 February, 1), Oconto (TTP), and Door 
(TTP). 

Red-shouldered Hawk.—T11? in St. Croix 
County(?), 15-30 January in Crawford County, Spruce Grouse.—No reports. 
one on 12 January in Portage County, one on 8 
January in Dane County, and TTP in Washington 
County. Migrants or probable migrants on 22 Sharp-tailed Grouse.—Found in Jackson 

February in Shawano County, 27 February in County on 29 January (Tessen reports one bird, 
Waupaca and Columbia Counties, and 29 Feb- which was caught and eaten by a Bald Eagle), and 
ruary in Washington County (m. obs.). in Douglas County (Johnson). 

Broad-winged Hawk.—Peterson and Tes- Greater Prairie-Chicken.—Reports for 3 
sen observed 2 on 26 February in Dane County; counties: Clark (Decker); Marathon, 19 Febru- 

the previous early-arrival date was 6 March 1976 ary, 41 (Belter); and Portage, 22 January, 225 
in Walworth County (Tessen). (Tessen) and 30 January, 229 (Hall).
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Wild Turkey.—Noted in 28 counties, north _ early arrival date of 17 March 1977, in La Crosse 
to St. Croix, Barron, Chippewa, Clark, Marathon, County (Jerome R. Rosso). 
Waupaca, Oconto, and Door (m. obs.). 

. Purple Sandpiper.—One in Milwaukee 
Northern Bobwhite.—Reports for 6 coun- Gimene heeds and one in She- 

ties: Dunn; Chippewa; Richland, maximum 1 boygan County 17 December (the Brassers, Tri- 
(Duerksen); Portage, TTP, maximum 15 on 27 _ pensee); same bird? 
February (Hall); Walworth; and Kenosha (m. 
obs.). 

Common Snipe.—TTP in these counties: 

Virginia Rail.—One until 18 December at ete sees 7 on! 12'February, 
the western end of Lake Wingra in the UW-Madi- Be) . 
son Arboretum, Dane County; this species has 

been at this locality in six of the last seven winters American Woodcock.—Previous to this 
(Ashman). season, migrants had been detected in February 

in 1981, 1996, and 1998, the earliest date being 
American Coot-—TTP in St. Croix the 19th. In this season, woodcocks were found 

County(?), Dane County (Hilsenhoff found i? 3 counties: Marathon, 1 on 28 February (Bel- 

1,600 on 6 January), Walworth County(?), and ter); Portage, 1 on 29 February (Hall); and Wal- 

the counties bordering Lake Michigan from Ke- Wrth, 2 on 29 February (Parsons). 
nosha County north to at least Ozaukee County 
(January records of 1-2 birds for Washington, Bonaparte’s Gull.—One in Bayfield/Ash- 
Portage, and Dunn Counties). February records land Counties on 9 December (Verch); one in 

for Sheboygan County (3 on the 15th), Manito- — ghawano County on 10 December (Peterson); a 
woc County (the 26th), Winnebago County (lon total of 25 in Milwaukee County on 2 December 
the 12th), and St. Croix County (30 on the 27th) (Frank); and 2 in Kenosha County through 19 
likely include migrants (m. obs.). January (Hoffmann). 

Sandhill Crane.—Robbins in Wisconsin + hei . 
Birdlife (1991:249) reports this species in winter Hetalted Cull — ox northernmost Wis: 
to be “‘rarely present north to Marquette and Bayfield sid. aban Cousies and Oh De 
Brown Counties.” In 1998, this boundary may te J 7 
have been nudged slightly north, as cranes mnight eee ° vies County et ears S20 Des 
have overwintered in Waushara County (The Pas- Sova Tae ‘Claire, Portage os oa oe 

senger Pigeon, 1999, Vol. 61, No. 2, pages 221 and ° Sas . > . 
298). This season the northern Boundary may ve Fake Michigan. Hom Kenosha County 
have been nudged northward yet another notch, aed ee anes ounty.-Hor Dane County, 
as Hall found one on 27 January in Portage note neuen January, then again on 23 on 
County. Spring migrants were found from 20-29 Pu) Oe Caanty’oH. 94 Feb soni fits 
February in a remarkable total of 17 southern ebruary, Rock County on 27 February, Manito- 
and central counties, north to Shawano County pin county on 20 February, and Dunn County 
(m. obs.); Domagalski reported ‘‘flocks” on 23 on 26 February (m. obs.). 
February in Waukesha County. Some birds ap- 
parently returned even earlier; remarked Par- Herring Gull.—tTTP in these far north- 
sons in Walworth County, ‘‘Left area late Decem- western counties: Douglas (1,000+, Johnson), 
ber—arrived back mid-February.” Bayfield, and Ashland. Also TTP in St. Croix 

County (maximum 6), Washington County, and 
Killdeer.—aAfter the CBC, through 17 Jan- Lake Michigan from Kenosha County north to 

uary in Milwaukee County. Migrants from 22-28 | Door County (m. obs.). For Dane County, Ash- 
February in these counties: Walworth, Kenosha, ™an reported this species through 17 January, 
Milwaukee, Ozaukee, Manitowoc, Winnebago, then again on 23 February. For Oconto County, 
Dane, Columbia, Sauk, Richland, Portage, and the Smiths noted it through 19 December, then 

Taylor; usually one bird, maximum 5 on 26 Feb- again on 29 February. 
ruary in Dane County (m. obs.). 

Thayer’s Gull—Exclusive of the CBC, re- 
Lesser Yellowlegs.—One bird was seen at _ ports for these counties: Winnebago, Outagamie, 

Goose Pond near Arlington, Columbia County, Kewaunee, Manitowoc, Ozaukee, and Milwau- 

with Killdeer, on 29 February (Hutcheson). This kee. The dates range from 11 December to 21 
is two and a half weeks earlier than the previous February (m. obs.).
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Iceland Gull.—€xclusive of the CBC, re- Long-eared Owl.—After the CBG, these re- 

ports for Milwaukee, Ozaukee, and Manitowoc __ ports: Milwaukee County, 25 and 27 February, 4 
Counties, the dates ranging from 3 January to21 —_ (Bontly, Strelka); Vernon Marsh in Waukesha 
February (m. obs.). County, 12 February, 1 (Wood); Dane County, 8 

February, 1 (Ashman); Winnebago County, 4 
Lesser Black-backed Gull.—Lone birds in J@2uary, 1 (Tessen); and Manitowoc County, 29 

Dane County from 12-20 December, and in Mil- Rebruary (the Holschbachs) these’ records may 
waukee County on 8 January (m. obs.). include migrants. 

Glaucous Gull —Exclusive of the CBC, re- Short-eared Owl.—After the CBC, these re- 
ports for these counties: Douglas, maximum$on Ports: Bong State Recreation Area in Kenosha 

2 February (the LaValleys); Outagamie; Manito- County, 8 January to 20 February, 2; Ozaukee 
woc, maximum 8 on 22 January (Tessen); She- County, 21 January to 6 February, maximum 2; 
boygan, maximum 5 on 12 February (the Manitowoc County, 1 January to 19 February, 

Brassers); Ozaukee; Milwaukee; and one on 26 tek bide 3; Outagamie County, 1-14 January, 2 

February in Columbia County. The dates range to 4: birds; Portage County, TTP; Fierce County, 
from BOP to EOP for Douglas and Manitowoc 2 January, 1):and Bayfield/Ashland Counties, 20 
Counties, and from 14 December to 27 February January, 1 (m. obs.). 

for the other counties (m. obs.). 

Northern Saw-whet Owl.—Reports for 3 
Great Black-backed Gull.—Exclusive of  COUDtES; all from late February, suggesting mi- 

the CBC, reports from these counties: Milwau- gration: Marathon County, 20 Nebruatys (Bel 
kee, Ozaukee, Sheboygan, Manitowoc, and Ke- ter); Oneida County, 25 February (Bechtel); and 

waunee; TTP in Sheboygan and Manitowoc Douglas County, 27 February to EOP (the 
Counties, otherwise 3 January to 21 February. No LaValleys) 
more than 2 birds seen at a time (m. obs.). . 

Belted Kingfisher.—After the CBC, reports 
Rock Dove.—Northward to the followin: for 12 counties, a relatively high number in re- 

counties, where TTP: Douglas, Bayfield and cae cent winters: Crawford, St. Croix, Oconto, Sha- 

land (180 on 1 January, Verch), Marathon, wano, Wood, Portage, Waushara, Winnebago, 
Ocorito; and Door (i. obs) Sheboygan, Ozaukee, Washington, and Dane 

> ae (m. obs.). 

Mourning Dove.—Northward to the fol- Reaheaded: Weedpeak aE i 
lowing counties: Douglas (TTP), Bayfield and eae One pecker: —AMter Ene: 
Ashland (TTP), Vilas (4 December), Forest (19 CBC, reports for 6 counties: Kenosha, Columbia, 

December), Oconto (TTP), and Door (TTP). Sauk, Portage, Shawano, and Oconto (m. obs.). 

Eastern Screech-Owl.—After the CBC, re- Yellow-bellied Sapsucker——Three _ re- 

ports for 10 counties: Kenosha, Milwaukee, por Wanpaca Gounyy, one: at a tural met 

Ozaukee, Washington, Winnebago, Waupaca, ‘©C¢€h January Bp ebruary: (the Bue- 
Shawano, Marathon, Richland, and Dane (m. tows); Brown County, 27 December to 4 January 
obs.) 2 (Hansen); and Kenosha County, one at a feeder 

- 8 January (Hoffmann). 

Snowy Owl.—Exclusive of the CBC, reports 

for 9 counties: Douglas, 23 January to 22 Febru- Black-backed Woodp A cher, Found TTP 
ary; Portage, 20 December to 17 February; Sha- in Bayfield/Ashland Counties (Brady), a male on 
wano, 7 February, 1; Outagamie, 14-21 January, 24 January in Sawyer County (Belter), and in For- 

maximum 3; Brown, 6 February; Kewaunee, 4 est County on 12 January (Peterson) and 16 Jan- 

December; Manitowoc, 28 December to 5 Feb-  U'Y (Tessen). 
ruary, 1; Milwaukee, 9-16 December (one hunt- 
ing along I-43 until colliding with a car and Northern Flicker.—After the CBC, reports 
breaking a wing; rehabilitated at the Wisconsin for 11 counties: Kenosha, Waukesha, Ozaukee, 

Humane Society and released, Diehl); and Ke- Washington, Jefferson, Dane, Columbia (25 Feb- 

nosha, several TTP (m. obs.). ruary), Sauk, Richland, Portage, and Douglas (21 
February to EOP) (m. obs.). 

Great Gray Owl.—One at Fort McCoy, . 
Monroe County, on 2 January (Dennis Kuech- Northern Shrike-—Generally uncommon. 
erer). After the CBC, reports for 35 counties, from the
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far northern counties south to Pierce, Pepin, Eau worms for food (see The Passenger Pigeon, 1999, 

Claire, Clark, Wood, Adams, Columbia, Dane, Vol. 61, No. 2, pages 222 and 231). 

Rock, and Milwaukee (m. obs.). 

Winter Wren.—Found in Sauk County 4 
Gray Jay.—£Excluding the CBC, reports for January in Devil’s Lake State Park (Harris), and 

these counties: Douglas; Bayfield; Ashland; Saw- in Dunn County 24 January (Aaron Holsch- 
yer; Vilas; Forest; Oneida (m. obs.); and Lang- _ bach). 
lade, 16 January, 4 (Tessen). 

Golden-crowned Kinglet.—After the CBC, 
Common Raven.—Southernmost records Teports for 4 counties: Ozaukee, 15 January 

from Jackson, Waushara, and Outagamie Coun- _ (Strelka); Washington, TTP (Domagalski) ; Craw- 
ties (m. obs.). ford, 15-30 January (Kirschbaum); and Douglas, 

11 February (Putz). 

Horned Lark.—TTP in these counties: Bar- ‘ 
ron, Pierce, Clark, Dane, Washington, and Eastern Bluebird.—A pronounced migra- 
Kenosha. High counts from 15 January to 26Feb- tion was noted from 13-28 February, especially 
ruary, mainly in February, in 18 additional coun- the last several days of the period. Reports from 
ties scattered throughout the state (m. obs.). 12 counties: Milwaukee and Ozaukee; Rock, 

Dane, Columbia, Sauk, and Richland; Pierce and 
. Dunn; and Waupaca, Shawano, and Oconto. 

Boreal Chickadee.—kxcluding the CBC, TTP(?) in Kenosha County (m. obs.). 
reports for Oneida, Forest, and Langlade Coun- 

ties (bE): Townsend’s Solitaire—One on 1 January 
at the north end of the west bluff in Devil’s Lake 

Tufted Titmouse.—Robbins in Wisconsin State Park, Sauk County (Harris). 
Birdlife (1991:413) asked ‘‘Are Wisconsin winters 
proving too hard for some of our titmice?” A Hermit Thrush.—Atier the CBC, these re- 

partial answer may have been provided this wit ports: Dane County, 4-19 February, 1 (Evanson, 
ter, as titmice were noted in a relatively high Stutz); and Waukesha County, 21 February, 1 
number of 12 counties, including southeastern + 

: _ (Moretti). 
Wisconsin where generally they have been 
scarce. In Jefferson County, for example, this spe- . . 
cies was found from 25 January to 28 February, American Robin.—TTP in at least 20 coun- 
prompting this comment from Karen Etter Hale: _ ties, north to St. Croix, Dunn, Eau Claire, Clark, 
“It is rare to have one in town, even rarer to have Marathon, Oconto, and Door Counties, but over- 
one stay more than a day or two.” Reported from alll. geographic range and numbers much re- 
these counties: Dunn, Chippewa, Eau Claire, duced from last winter’s records. The largest 
Richland, Sauk, Columbia, Dane, Jefferson, flocks reported were of approximately 30-40 
Ozaukee, Waukesha, Milwaukee, and Kenosha _ birds in just a few counties. Migrants in some 10 

(m. obs.). southern and central counties 23-29 February 

(19 February in Walworth County); also 29 Feb- 
ruary in Vilas and Washburn Counties and 19 

Red-breasted — Nuthatch—Throughout _ Felyruary to EOP in Douglas County (an, obs.). 
the state, except for the southwestern quarter, 

generally in average numbers (m. obs.). Varied Thrush.—Atter December, reports 

. from 5 counties: Dane, latest date 7 Januai 
White-breasted Nuthatch.—Northward to (Pearsons); Waukesha, at least one ie (on 

the following counties, where TTP: Douglas, Bay- obs.); Kewaunee, 3 January; Brown, BOP to 16 
field, Ashland, Vilas (4 December), Oconto, and February (Garrison); and Oconto, a male from 
Door (m. obs.). 1-26 January (Peterson, the Smiths). 

Brown Creeper.—After the CBC, the only Gray Catbird.—One in Kewaunee County 
report from northern Wisconsin was from Doug- on 21 January (Peterson). 

las County, 15 February (Putz). 

European Starling.—Northward to these 
Carolina Wren.—Only one report: Once counties, where TTP: Douglas, Bayfield and Ash- 

again a bird was found TTP in Waupaca County — land, Vilas (18 December), Forest (19 Decem- 

at the Hewitt residence, where it was supplied ber), Oconto, and Door (m. obs.). Hale in Jef 
with cotton for roosting and grubs and meal- _ ferson County on 7 January counted over 300 on



The Passenger Pigeon, Vol. 62, No. 2, 2000 195 

one barn roof, and Lange in Sauk County noted Field Sparrow.—Brown County, 29 Janu- 
a flock of 60 in Devil’s Lake State Park on 29 ary to EOP (Hansen, Tessen). 

December. Are starling numbers increasing in 

mid- to late winter? Fox Sparrow.—TTP(?) in Kenosha County 
(David, Hoffmann). Burcar’s report for this spe- 

American Pipit—one in Ozaukee County cies at EOP in Dane County likely represents mi- 

on 18 December (Uttech), and one in Milwau- Tatton. 
kee County on 7 January (Idzikowski); rare in 
winter. Song Sparrow.—TTP in counties border- 

ing Lake Michigan; for example Kenosha, Mil- 
. . . waukee, Ozaukee, and Manitowoc. Also TTP in 

Bohemian Waxwing.—Excluding the Dane County. Migrants or likely migrants on 25- 
CBC, reports for 14 counties in the northern half 9g February in Kenosha(?), Racine, Waukesha, 

of the state; TTP in Marathon and Bayfield/Ash- Dodge, Columbia, and Dane Counties (m. obs.). 
land Counties (m. obs.). The largest flock re- 

orted was of 200+ birds on 29 February in Bay- . . , 
field /Ashland Counties (Verch); most flocks an Swamp Sparrow.—TTP in these counties: 
less than 40 (m. obs.). Kenosha, Washington(?), Kewaunee(?), Dane, 

and Sauk (m. obs.). 

Cedar Waxwing.—Afier the CBC, north- White-throated Sparrow.—TTP in these 
ernmost reports from these counties: Douglas counties: Kenosha(?), Milwaukee (maximum 15 
(10 February), Dunn (14 February, maximum — on 3 January), Ozaukee, and Dane (maximum 
18), Marathon (TTP), Oconto (5 February), 6 on 4 February). Also found in Marathon 
Brown (6 January), and Kewaunee (3 January, County on 16 January, and in Dunn County from 
140). High counts in several southern counties 31 December to 2 January, 1 (m. obs.). 
21-25 February (m. obs.). . 

Harris’s Sparrow.—An immature TTP in 

Yellow Warbler.—Wisconsin’s first winter | Oconto County (m. obs.). 
record: one in the Port Washington harbor, 

Ozaukee County, on 4 December (Fisher). This White-crowned Sparrow.—One at a 

is approximately a month and a half later than feeder on 19 January in Kenosha County (Hoff- 
the previous late-departure date of 20 October, mann), and one on 9 January in Dane County 
which was set in Dane County 72 years ago in (Ashman). 

1927! 

Dark-eyed Junco.—Northward to these 
Yellow-throated Warbler.—wWisconsin’s counties: Douglas, 12-21 February (Putz); Bay- 

first winter record was a bird at a feeder in On- _ field and Ashland, 18 December (Verch); Mara- 
alaska, La Crosse County, 8 December 1997 to 8 thon, TTP (m. obs.); Oconto, BOP and EOP (the 
February 1998, and the state’s second winter rec- Smiths); and Door, TTP (the Lukeses). 
ord was a bird at a feeder in Orion, Richland 

County, 22 December 1998. This winter, as in the Lapland Longspur.—After the CBG, re- 

winter of 1997-98, one again appeared at the ports for 16 counties, east and north of a diago- 
feeder at the Leif L. Marking residence in Ona- nal line from Kenosha County to Dane and Sauk 
laska, La Crosse County, where it was noted from — Counties to Dunn and Washburn Counties; not 

mid-November through 30 December (Mark- reported from extreme northern Wisconsin. 

ings fide Domagalski and Lesher). TTP in Ozaukee, Door, Dane, and Sauk(?) Coun- 
ties. Most flocks less than 50; the largest group 

American Tree Sparrow.—Again ranging aay wazanvane County one28. January (ms 
farther north than usual: Douglas County, TTP “ 
(Johnson, Putz); Washburn County, 6 January to . . 
16 February (Haseleu); Oneida County, 11 Feb- Snow Bunting.—Atter the CBC, reports for 
ruary (Stutz); and Oconto County, BOP and 25 counties, east and north of a diagonal line 

EOP, maximum 73 on 19 December (the from Kenosha County to Dane and Sauk Coun- 
Smiths). ties to Pierce, Dunn, Barron, Washburn, Doug- 

las, Bayfield and Ashland Counties. Not reported 

from extreme northern Wisconsin, other than 
Chipping Sparrow.—One at a feeder in the northwestern corner. TTP in Bayfield, Ash- 

Waushara County, 15 January (Tessen). land, Barron, Dunn, and Door Counties. Most
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flocks less than 100; the largest groups (over 100) Pine Grosbeak.—Reports for 7 counties: 
in Kewaunee County, where 550 were seen on 29 Douglas, TTP, 20 February, maximum 54; Bay- 

January (Domagalski), and in Brown County, _ field and Ashland, 6 on 24 January and 16 on 12 
where 800 were seen on 11 January (Hansen). February; Sawyer, 24 January, 1; Vilas, ‘‘com- 

mon”; Forest, 12 January, 50, with some still 
Northern Cardinal.—Northward to these Present 26 February; and Door, 7 January to 10 

counties: Douglas (31 December to 21 Febru- Hebruary:(m.sobs:) 
ary), Bayfield and Ashland (TTP), Marathon . 
(TTP), Oconto (BOP and EOP), and Door Purple Finch.—Reports from 17 counties, 
(TTP). from Barron, St. Croix, Dunn, Wood, Portage, 

Shawano, Oconto, and Door Counties south to 
Red-winged Blackbird —ttP in these Richland, Sauk, Dane, Waukesha, and Kenosha. 

tee ho ° : Generally uncommon, maximum number 14 (m. 
counties: Kenosha, Dodge and Winnebago(?), obs) 

Manitowoc, Door, and Barron. Spring migrants 
in southern Wisconsin mainly 12-25 February . 
(including 500+ on 23 February in Washington House Finch.—Northward to these coun- 
County), and mainly 26-29 February in more _ ties, where TTP: Douglas, Bayfield and Ashland, 

northerly counties, for example Marathon, Marathon (through 21 January), Oconto, and 
Clark, Dunn, Pierce, St. Croix, and Douglas (m. Door (m. obs.). 

obs.). 

Red Crossbill.—Excluding the CBC, re- 
Eastern Meadowlark.—Migrants 24-29 ports for 2 counties: Portage, 13 December (1); 

February in Kenosha, Milwaukee, Ozaukee, and Forest, 12 and 16 January (maximum 6) (m. 

Washington, Dane, and Winnebago Counties obs.). 
(m. obs.). 

White-winged Crossbill.—£xcluding the 
Western Meadowlark.—One in Portage CBG, reports for these counties: Douglas, 19 Feb- 

County on 27 February (Hall). ruary, 30 (Johnson, Putz); Menominee, 16 Jan- 

uary, 2 (Tessen); Door, 10 December to 22 Feb- 
5 ruary (the Lukeses); and Fond du Lac, 2 males 

Rusty Blackbird.—Noted in Brown County and 2 females by a feeder from “‘before Christ- 
on 27 January (Hansen), andin Dane Countyon yas” to at least 27 February (Wood). 
9 February to EOP (Burcar); were these mi- 

grants? Likely migrants on 25 February in Wash- 5 A 
ington County, on 26 February in Dodge County, samen ee tomar: ne 
and on 27 February in Portage County (m. obs.). in the southern half. Reports for 24 counties, 

. 5 from Douglas, Vilas, Oconto, and Door Counties 

Brewer’s Blackbird.—On 5 February, 2in south to Pierce, Dunn, Eau Claire, Clark, Por- 

Dodge County (Tessen). tage, Waushara, Winnebago, Dodge, Milwaukee, 
Ozaukee, and Kenosha Counties. Also from 

Common Grackle.-—TTP in Kenosha Dane County 5 January to 5 February. Generally 
County; also January records (lone birds) in noted on only one ora few dates in southeastern 

Dane, Winnebago, and Dunn Counties. Migrants Counties, typically TTP in central and northern 
found 22-25 February in southeastern Wiscon- Counties. High counts (over 100) in January and 
sin, north to Columbia and Winnebago Coun- _ February in Barron, Oconto, Marathon, and Por- 
ties; on 26 February in several additional coun- tagé Counties; also numerous in Manitowoc 
ties, including Waupaca, Clark, and Dunn; on 28 County, for example 75 on 14 January (m. obs.). 

February in Marathon and Manitowoc Counties; 

and on 29 February in Brown County (m. obs.). Hoary Redpoll.—Documented for 6 coun- 
ties, from 1 to 3 birds, all at feeders: Douglas, 6- 

Brown-headed Cowbird.—TTP in Win- 31 January (Johnson, Putz); Barron (Goff); Lang- 

nebago County, maximum 14 on 29 January; also lade, 16 January (Tessen); Oconto, 4 December 

one on 22-23 January in Walworth County. To- "© EOP (the Smiths); Waupaca, 23 December, 1 
tals of 80 in Dodge County on 5 February and 50 (Tessen); and Door, 26 January (the Lukeses). 
in Dane County on 6 February suggest migration, 
as does a clustering of dates from 23-29 February Pine Siskin.—After the CBC, reports for 23 
for 4 southern counties and Portage County. Also counties, ranging south and east from Barron 
on 8 February in Manitowoc County and on 11 County to Pierce, Eau Claire, Wood, Portage, 

February in Brown County (m. obs.). Waushara, Winnebago, Washington, Waukesha,



The Passenger Pigeon, Vol. 62, No. 2, 2000 197 

and Walworth Counties; also Dane and Sauk Janet Avis Hewitt, William Hilsenhoff, 

Counties. Generally low numbers: maximum 2 _ 

flocks of 20-25 in Waupaca and Dane Counties, Ron Hoffmann, Aaron and Jim 

otherwise usually less than a dozen (m. obs.). Holschbach, Eric Howe, William H. 

. Hutcheson, John Idzikowski, Joe Ja- 
American Goldfinch.—Northward to these cyna, Robbye Johnson, Dennis Kirsch- 

counties, where TTP: Douglas, Marathon, be qT Klub. Roy Knispel 
Oconto, and Door. Numbers generally average anim, LOM me ertanZz,, Koy ISPEt, 
or below average (m. obs.). Mark Korducki, Dave Kuecherer, Den- 

nis Kuecherer, Kenneth I. Lange, 

Snows Gr usec Aly the ee x © Laura and Steve LaValley, Fred Lesher, 
ports ‘or counties: lougias, urnett, aye! ‘ i 

and Ashland, Vilas, Forest, Langlade, Oconto, Charlotte and Roy Lukes, Dennis Mal 
Menominee, Shawano, Marathon, Portage, and Ueg, Leif L. Marking, Robert W. Mc- 
Door. Maximum numbers of 25-50 in Burnett Inroy, Anne Moretti, William P. Muel- 

County (7 January), Oconto County (16 Janu- . was 
ary), and Menominee County (16 January). ler, Eric C. Nelson, Lynn Ott, Patricia 

Parsons, Nancy and Dick Pearson, 

House Sparrow.—Northward to these Larry Persico, Mark Peterson, Janine 
counties, where TTP: Douglas, Bayfield and Ash- Polk, Helen and Bill Pugh, Shaun Putz, 
land, Marathon, Oconto, and Door (m. obs.). Bill Reardon Jerry and Karen Smith 

Leon Solberg, Charles Sontag, Jean M. 

CONTRIBUTORS Strelka, Aaron Stutz, Daryl Tessen, Bob 
. Tribensee, Tom Uttech, Dick Verch, 

Philip Ashman, I. Baumann, Steve Joan M. Williams, Norma Zehner. 
Bechtel, Dan Belter, Murray Berner, 

John Bielefeldt and Terri Beth Peters, Kenneth I. Lange 

Marilyn Bontly, Ryan Brady, David and 1530 East Street 

Margaret Brasser, Paul Bruce, Janet Baraboo, WI 53913 

and Karl Buetow, Kay Burcar, Nathan 

Carlsen, David Cederstrom, Karl Da- ERRATUM: 

vid, Connie Decker, Scott Diehl, Bob 

Domagalski, Barbara Duerksen, Marty In “The Winter Season: 1998-99”’ 

Evanson, Joanne Faber, Bob Fisher, (The Passenger Pigeon, Vol. 61, No. 2), 

Jim Frank, Alan Gamache, Jenny Gar- the second sentence of the second par- 

rison, Alta Goff, Robert Green, Dennis agraph on p. 219 should read “‘On the 

and Margot Gustafson, Karen Etter third of December [not November], 

Hale, Kent Hall, Jan Hansen, Bettie painted turtles were active at Goose 

Harriman, Jim Harris, Judy Haseleu, Pond.”’
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Rare species documentations for winter 1999-2000 include 

Ross’s Goose, Brant, Barrow’s Goldeneye, Lesser Yellowlegs, 

Purple Sandpiper, Thayer’s Gull, and Yellow Warbler. 9 

Ross’s GOOSE (Chen rossii) stayed close to each other during my 

35-minute observation.—Thomas_ C. 

26 February 2000, Mielke Road, Co- Wood, Menomonee Falls, WI. 
lumbia County—I observed a number of 7 . 

white birds among a huge flock of 28 Febiriary 2000; Sisactor; Outagainie 

Canada Geese, Greater White-fronted County—Just east’ of Shiocton. along 
Geese, Snow Geese (both color Highway 54, I found a small flock of 

hases) and a few duck species in a white birds feeding in a cornfield on 

embed just east of Schoeneberg the south side of the road. Six of the 

Marsh. Five of the geese were smaller bin’s Were funda Swans pat mee 

than the other goose species present, ® er twomweresmallwi Le a 8 a out 
and somewhat larger than the Mal- the size of Mallards. Their wing tips 

lards. I had opportunity to compare were an the beads mad 

their size as the smaller geese slowly wink? i _ ise be S were 's me an 

worked across the field, sometimes as- P'7X1S'1 12 Color. No grin’ pateh'was 
sembling in front of the Snow Geese. seen on the bills. The Ross’s Geese fed 

The smaller birds:were white with quietly while I was there, occasionally 

black wing tips, and had a more raising their heads.—Mark S. Peterson, 

rounded head than did the Snow Caroline, WI. 

Geese. Their bills were markedly differ- Brant (Branta bernicla) 

ent, lacking the “‘grin’”’ patch of their 

larger neighbors, and were stubbier, 27 February 2000, Harvey Road just 

more triangular, and had a greenish- north of Highway 60, Columbia County— 
gray discoloration at the base. Four of We were scoping the pond on Harvey 

the birds had pink bills, and one hada Road for Greater White-fronted and 

dark bill (probably an immature bird). Ross’s Geese when we discovered this 

Their dark eyes, smaller bills, and over- bird in the midst of a mixture of Can- 

all size gave these geese a more gentle ada Geese, Snow Geese, and Mallards. 

impression than the fiercer counte- At first, it struck me as an unusual 

nance of the Snow Geese. Although duck, but on looking more carefully I 

the Snow Geese were scattered across _ saw the all-black head, black neck and 

the field, the group of Ross’s Geese chest, and a narrow broken band of 

199
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white marks on the neck (quite differ- The Brant was a small goose, mainly 
ent from a Canada Goose). I immedi- black and white. Its head, neck, and 

ately thought it was a Brant. The head upper breast were black, while the back 

was angular, somewhat unusual in and wings were a gray/brown black. 
shape compared to a duck’s, with a flat- The small white mark on the neck was 
tish crown. There was a small (nickel- very obvious. The lower belly was white 

sized?), blurry gray patch behind the with gray striping, while the rump and 

base of the bill. We only saw the bird _undertail were pure white. 
while it was floating in the pond; the An interesting side note is that this 
primaries were black and the second- sighting gave me a “grand slam’? for 

aries were dark gray. The flanks and geese for the day—Greater White- 
mid-chest appeared dirty white, while fronted, Snow, Ross’s, Canada, and 
the tail and undertail were pure white. Brant!—Daryl D. Tessen, Appleton, WI. 

It was hard to confuse this bird with 
any other because it was so clearly BARROW’S GOLDENEYE 
unique, but the Canada Goose comes (Bucephala islandica) 

closest. The Brant lacked the broad, 

solid white ‘‘chinstrap”’ of the Canada, 18 December 1999, Virmond Park, 

having instead a narrower broken se- Ozaukee County—While straining to ob- 
ries of white marks lower on its neck _ serve a flock of 700+ Common Gold- 

and extending toward the nape. The  eneyes sitting tightly against the south 
black on the breast also extended shore of the park, I was fortunate to 

down to the water, unlike on the Can- have someone spook the entire group 
ada Goose.—Chuck Heikkinen and Delia out in front of me, It then became eas- 
Unson, Madison, WI. ier to spot a male Barrow’s Goldeneye 

among them. While watching the 

28 February 2000, Harvey Road, Co- drake, I noticed him drifting away from 

lumbia County—I had received calls the _ the flock with a female goldeneye close 
previous night about a Brant being beside him. The possibility of her be- 

sighted at the Harvey Road/Highway _ ing a female Barrow’s intrigued me, so 

60 pond. As I had some work on Wis- I looked more closely at her. 
consin Bird Haunts to do at Lake Wis- The female’s body and back were 

consin, I stopped by in the morning mottled gray like those of the female 

but saw nothing out of the ordinary. Common Goldeneyes, and the usual 
After finishing my work, I decided to white wing patch was evident, but her 

bird my way back through the Arling- beak was entirely gray and not yellow- 
ton ponds on the way home, making tipped like the Commons. Her fore- 
the Harvey Road pond my last stop. As__ head rose more quickly than the Com- 
I completed counting the 175 Greater mons, similar to the drake Barrow’s, 

White-fronted Geese at the pond, I was but not quite as dramatically. As the 
surprised to see the Brant suddenly _ pair drifted back to the main flock, a 
walk out from behind some Canada more direct comparison was possible. 
Geese. For the next 50 minutes, the The female’s bill was not only different 

Brant put on a great show, walking — in color, it was actually shorter than on 

around in the field and feeding and the female Commons. In addition to 
preening. the difference in head shape noted,
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her head was a darker brown or gray- fairly shallow water, picking out items 

tinted. When she started diving, I with its bill at irregular intervals, and 

found I could repeatedly locate her changing its direction of movement of- 

again because of these differences in _ ten. In the time I observed it, it made 
the shape and color of the head and no _vocalizations.— William Hutcheson, 

beak. Once back in the flock, the two Madison, WI. 

Barrow’s didn’t hang together as 
tightly as they previously had.—Jim PURPLE SANDPIPER 
Frank, Mequon, WI. (Calidris maritima) 

LrEssER YELLOWLEGS (Tringa flavipes) 6 December 1999, just north of Bradford 
Beach, Milwaukee County—I learned 

29 February 2000, Goose Pond Sanctu- about this bird from John Idzikowski, 

ary, Columbia County—While returning who had found it on the previous day. 
from a day of birding around the I first observed the bird in flight. It was 

ponds and puddles of Columbia a chunky gray shorebird with a white 
County, I stopped for a final look at the _ wing stripe. Its overall coloration was a 
birds on the western side of Goose _ steely gray, with white edges on the 

Pond. As I scanned the entire pond back feathers. The breast was also dark 

from the pullout on Goose Pond Road, gray, and there were flecks of gray 
I noticed a Lesser Yellowlegs actively along the dull white flanks. The legs 
feeding among a collection of Canada and proximal third of the bill were 
Geese, Mallards, and Green-winged bright orange, but the bill became 

Teal on the northern edge of the black over its distal two-thirds and 

pond. drooped slightly near the tip. A white 

The overall size and shape of the eye ring was also observed. The bird’s 
bird were of a long-legged, medium-size was comparable to a Dunlin, but 
sized, gray shorebird with a straight, its overall build was more squat. It was 

medium-length bill. The legs were yel- quite approachable as it fed among the 

low; the breast and belly were a clean, algae mats. This individual had more 

pale grayish; and the back, neck, and _ vivid coloration than the Purple Sand- 

head were darker brownish-gray with piper seen a few weeks earlier at Har- 

some faint markings (white barring or rington Beach State Park.—Mark Kor- 

dots) giving a little bit of texture. The ducki, Milwaukee, WI. 
neck was fairly long. There was a no- 

ticeable whitish line above the bird’s THAYER’S GULL (Larus thayeri) 

eye, as well as the suggestion of a white 
eye ring. The bill was slim (almost nee- 9 January 2000, Kewaunee Harbor, Ke- 

dlelike), straight, and long, with very waunee County—This was an adult bird 

little or no curvature in either direc- standing on the ice. It was slightly 
tion, and was colored fairly evenly a smaller than nearby Herring Gulls and 
dark gray color. Unfortunately, I did had amore rounded head. The bill was 

not note the color of the bird’s rump somewhat straighter and more petite. 
or tail. The dark brown streaking on the head 

The bird was feeding quite actively. was extensive and thick, and no Her- 

It waded in a jumpy manner in the ring Gull present had this amount of
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streaking. Looking at the bird about 50 the harbor to look for gulls, we saw 
yards away through my spotting scope, a small warbler-sized bird with a 
I could see that the iris of the eye was greenish-yellow back, a dull yellow 

entirely brown. The white spots on the _ breast with some grayish and reddish 

folded wing were larger than those on  gtreaks (suggesting a first-winter male), 

the Herring Gulls. When the bird 4 small dark beak, greenish wings with 
preened, the underside of the primar- yellow edges, and a yellow-brown tail 

reswas noted fo be a pale gray, notblack with yellow tail spots beneath. The bird 
like the Herring Gulls. Since the upper looked a little “bead: d.” The bird 

tips of the wings were black, Iceland cooked all eacly eyee. oe 

Gull was eliminated as a possibility.— Was actively foraging and catching in- 
Thomas C. Wood, Menomonee Falls, WI. sects, first in the woods along the shore 

and then in the trees and grass on the 

YELLOW WARBLER south side of the restaurant. It did not 

(Dendroica petechia) vocalize, but was chased occasionally by 

4 December 1999, Port Washington House Sparrows.—Bob Fisher, Downer’s 
Harbor, Ozaukee County—While visiting Grove, IL. 

50 Years Ago in The Passenger Pigeon 

Conservation activities by the WSO often go unnoticed, but have been 

a key component of the Society’s work since its very early days. Joe Hickey, 

who chaired WSO’s Bird Conservation Committee in 1950, reported on 

WSO's view of conservation problems. Issues discussed included: 

¢ Predator control in Alaska 
¢ Introduction of exotic species (The introduction of Capercaillie and Black 
Grouse was being considered by Wisconsin’s Conservation Department.) 

° Status of rare Wisconsin birds (The Committee recommended that three 
steps be taken: organization of a statewide inventory of rare Wisconsin 
birds, appraisal of environmental hazards threatening our rare breeders, 
and organization of special wildlife management committees for species 
such as the Sandhill Crane, Peregrine Falcon, and Common Tern. The 
committee noted as a “disgrace” the fact that, although 25—50 cranes were 
present in the state, no sanctuaries or refuges had been established for 
them as had been done in Michigan.) 

¢ Other Wisconsin birds needing study and protection (Double-crested Cor- 

morant was mentioned.) 

¢ Reallocation of federal responsibilities in conservation (Other members 

of the Committee were W. S. Feeney, Wallace Grange, Frank King, Clar- 

ence Jung, and Earl Loyster.) 

(Excerpts from Vol. 12, No. 2, 1950)



WSO Records Committee Report—Winter 
1999-2000 

{ WSO Records Committee re- This goose was smaller than accom- 

viewed 18 reports of eight species panying Canada Geese. Its black head 

for the relatively quiet 1999-2000 win- and neck extended down onto the up- 
ter season. Seventeen of the reports per breast. The face lacked the Can- 

were accepted. ada’s white chin patch, but the upper 
neck had a small patch of white lines. 

ACCEPTED The dark brown back and wings con- 
Ross’s Goose— trasted with the gray-white flanks and 

#2000-001 Columbia Co., 26 February lower breast. The rump and undertail 

2000, Hutcheson (1 bird), Were white. 
Wood (5 birds); 27 Febru- ; 

ary 2000, Tessen (2 birds). Barrow’s Goldeneye— 
#2000-008 Dane Co., 27, 28 February #99-051 Ozaukee Co., 18 December 

2000, Tessen (1 bird). 1999, Frank; 8 January 2000, 

#2000-002 Outagamie Co., 28 Febru- Stutz, Domagalski; 16 January 
ary 2000, M. Peterson 2000, Wood; 17 January 2000, 

(2 birds). Gustafson. 

These individuals were seen in com- #99-082 Ozaukee Co., 18 December 
parison to Canada, White-fronted, and 1999, Frank (1 female). 

Snow Geese. The obviously smaller size The male exhibited the broader 
of these white geese with black wing black coloration to the back, extending 

tips was apparent, as was the smaller, down in a point over the shoulder. This 

more rounded head, and the smaller, Plack encompassed white spots on the 
triangular bill. This pink bill lacked the back instead of white encompassing 
dark ‘‘grin patch” of the Snow Geese. black spots as on nearby Common 

Goldeneyes. The head had a faster rise 

Brant— up to the forehead, with the overall 

#2000-003 Columbia Co., 27 February _ color bluish-black instead of greenish- 

2000, Heikkinen, Unson; black. The white spot on the face was 

28 February 2000, Tessen. elongated instead of round. The dark 

203
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bill was slightly shorter than those of The distal portion of the bill became 
the Common Goldeneyes. This is the black, drooping slightly at the tip. A 
sixth consecutive winter that this spe- faint, white eye ring was also noted. 

cies—and probably this bird—has win- 
tered in Lake Michigan off Virmond Iceland Gull— 

Park. #2000-007 Milwaukee Co., 22 Febru- 
The female was noted because the ary 2000, Gustafson. 

male Barrow’s Goldeneye at one point This bird was slightly smaller than a 
was seen swimming very tightly next to Herring Gull, slightly larger than a 
feck tiers ma away gi the Ring-billed Gull, and with a lighter 

ock of Common Goldeneyes. she was ray mantle. More strikingly, the pri- 

fee nee Common Oe tae hae tips lacked any black. The bird 
that her body was gray with a white had the grayish tips of a probable kum- 
wing patch evident. Slight differences — fien’s race individual. The yellow bill 
were noted in the entirely dark gray was slightly thinner than that of a Her- 
bill, lacking the yellow tip of the Com- ring Gull, and the legs were pink. The 
mon Goldeneye and appearing just a folded wing tips extended noticeably 
bit stubbier in size and shape. The fore- beyond the tail. 

head rose faster than the Common 

Goldeneye females, although this was 

not quite as pronounced as on the ene 
a aes 8 . #2000-005 Monroe Co., 2 January 

male Barrow’s. The overall brown 9000. Kwecherer. 

color to the head was also consistently 7 pasbecnerels 
sce This large owl lacked ear tufts, had 

different from the female Common : . 
; yellow eyes, and a yellow bill. The facial 

Goldeneyes. The female Barrow’s head : Le 
disks appeared to be concentric rings. 

was a dull brown color no matter how 
: The body was mottled and barred 
it was turned, whereas the dark brown aie hout. 

heads of the female Commons had an ous: . 

orangish cast that was never seen on . . 

this bird. When the pair drifted back American Pipit— 
into the flock, they separated and she #2000-006 Milwaukee Co., 7 January 

began diving. Even mixed in with the 2000, Idzikowski (photo 
other birds, the aforementioned char- . only). : 

acteristics made it possible to find her This buffy-breasted, sparrow-sized 
each time she surfaced. bird had a dull brown back and crown. 

The upper breast had heavy brown 

Purple Sandpiper— streaking that thinned out on the mid- 

#99-083 Milwaukee Co., 6 December le and lower breast. The bill was thin- 

1999, Korducki. ner and slightly longer than the bill of 

This dunlin-sized shorebird was 4 Sparrow or longspur. A buffy eye line 
overall chunky and gray. In flight, a and faint buffy wing bars were also ap- 

white wing stripe was noted. The upper _ Parent in the photos. 
breast was steel gray, breaking into 
flecks of gray on the flanks and lower Yellow Warbler— 
breast. The legs and proximal one- #99-084 Ozaukee Co., 4 December 

third of the bill were bright orange. 1999, Fisher.
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This warbler had a green-yellow pered by the indirect comparison of 
back, greenish wings with yellow _ size with Herring and Ring-billed Gulls 
feather edgings, andadullyellowbreast _ in the area. For the most part the bird 

that exhibited some gray streaks and a__ seemed larger than a Ring-billed Gull, 
few reddish streaks. The tail spots were but not larger than a Herring Gull. 
reported to be yellow. This is alate rec- The bill was not as a small as the ob- 
ord for Wisconsin. server expected for an Iceland Gull, 

but not as large as anticipated for a 

Nor ACCEPTED Glaucous Gull. Given the “‘in-flight”’ 
view of this bird away from the observer 

Iceland Gull— and the fact that relative size is decep- 
#2000-004 Dane Co., 27 February 2000. tive in these circumstances, there is 

This light gray-mantled, white wing- some uncertainty as to what species was 

tipped gull was observed flying away actually seen. 
from the observer at distances of one 
hundred to several hundred yards. The Jim Frank 

identification of this bird was ham- WSO Records Committee Chair
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ABOUT THE AUTHORS AND ARTISTS 

Jack R. Bartholmai is an amateur wild- fice on a variety of northern, forest 
life photographer and wood sculptor. birds: 

His current focus is photographing the 
birds of Dodge County, his stomping 

grounds since 1972. His photos appear. eee 

frequently in local newspapers, travel Joan ‘Wyeth Griggs isa. bird artist who 
brochures, calendars, and maps. divides her time between Wisconsin 

and Tampa, Florida. A distant cousin 

of the great American painter Andrew 

Wyeth, she enjoys drawing and paint- 
ing the birds she encounters during 

James O. Evrard is a retired Wisconsin her summers in Bayfield County, WI. 

Department of Natural Resources wild-_—<$_2#2--77.£——————. 

life research biologist, with areas of in- 

terest including pine barrens, wet —_—-2#—222H]_____—— 

lands, and waterfowl. He obtained his + Tod Highsmith is a freelance envi- 
B.S. and M.S. degrees in Wildlife Ecol- ronmental sciences writer and is editor 

ogy from the UW-Madison. of The Passenger Pigeon. He received a 

Ph.D. in Zoology from the University 
of Massachusetts at Amherst, where he 

studied the vocal behavior of wood- 

warblers. 

Jim Frank has been one of WSO’s most. —§ 

active contributors to Seasonal Field 

Notes. He now assists WSO by compile | —§ 
ing and summarizing the annual May Jim Hoefler is the Interpretive Wildlife 
Day Counts, Big Day Counts and Mi- Biologist at the Crex Meadows Wildlife 

gration Day Counts and is the Records Area, which is owned and managed by 
Committee Chair. He is a veterinarian the Wisconsin Department of Natural 

in Milwaukee with an interest in avian Resources. He has worked at Crex 
medicine. since 1980. 

SSC~Patul A. Kooieerr is currently the Team 

Larry Gregg is a recently retired wild- Leader supervising the WDNR’s for- 
life biologist for the Wisconsin Depart- _ estry, fire control, and wildlife manage- 

ment of Natural Resources. He was ment operations in Burnett County. 
lucky enough to spend the past 30 He received his M.S. in Wildlife Ecol- 
years working out of the Park Falls of ogy from Michigan State University, 
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and previously served as Project Man- and paint at his home in rural Dane 

ager at Crex Meadows Wildlife Area. County. 

SNe Niermutth works with the Habitat 

Kenneth I. Lange is the retired Natu- and Population Evaluation Team of 
ralist of Devil’s Lake State Park. He has the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in 

a master’s degree from the University Bismarck, North Dakota. He was pre- 

of Arizona. Ken has been a frequent viously an assistant professor of wildlife 
contributor to WSO publications, as a at UW-Stevens Point, where he studied 

field note compiler and author of ar- landscape-level habitat selection by 
ticles and the book Breeding Birds of the Sharp-tailed Grouse. 
Baraboo Hills. He formerly worked at © —— 

the Smithsonian Institution’s U.S. Na- 

tional Museum. He is the 1993 recipi- © — $$ 

ent of WSO’s Silver Passenger Pigeon William K. Volkert is a wildlife educa- 
award. tor and naturalist for the Wisconsin 

a COC‘CSCSCSC*C‘«C@ etpatmeerntt. of Natural Ressources at 

Horicon Marsh. He coordinates the In- 

ternational Lake Baikal Project in Si- 
a CSC# err, Russia, and has traveled exten- 

Sumner W. Matteson is an avian ecol- sively in the Canadian Arctic and 
ogist working in the non-game pro- Central and South America. 
gram of the Bureau of Endangered Re- | —_________ 

sources of the Wisconsin Department 

of Natural Resources. He is a regular | ———————_____@__ 

contributor to The Passenger Pigeon. Ken Yasukawa is a professor of biology 
saat Beloit College who has been study- 

ing Red-winged Blackbirds since 1973. 
He has written widely on this common 
but intriguing species, including 35 

Jim McEvoy, a microbiologist by train- journal articles, species accounts for 

ing, has been an art instructor in Madi- The Birds of North America and the Wis- 

son and spent 20 years as a graphic art- consin Breeding Bird Atlas, and a 

ist for the Wisconsin Department of Monograph in Behavior and Ecology for 
Natural Resources before his retire- Princeton University Press. 

ment in 1997. He continues to draw  — SSS
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The Practical Side of Inter-American 

Bird Conservation 
Birders’ Exchange is a joint project of the Manomet Center for 

Conservation Sciences and the American Birding Association. It aims 

to assist in the conservation of Neotropical migrant and resident birds 
by filling a need for basic equipment and tools in Latin America and 
the Caribbean. 

Birders’ Exchange is working to get the tools to people who need 
them. By effectively recycling important optical equipment and other 
supplies, North American birders will help empower grassroots 

research, bird conservation, and environmental education in Latin 

America and the Caribbean. 

Please send your financial contributions and equipment (in good 
working order only, please) to either of the following organizations: 

Manomet Center for Conservation Sciences 
Birders’ Exchange 
81 Stage Point Road 

PO Box 1770 3s 
Manomet, MA 02345 

508-224-6521 

American Birding Association 

Birders’ Exchange 

ae a Street Birders' Exchange 

Colorado Springs, CO 80934 

719-578-9703 

http://americanbirding.org/programs/consbex.htm
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—— Wisconsias 

BIR HAUNTS | : ea Ee Beeps | Wisconsin's 
So ° 
a Favorite 

_-____ | Bird Haunts, 
s < a) / oo Fourth Edition (2000) 

~ | ee 

ee ae 
Te 

Compiled and edited by Daryl Tessen with contributions from 
birders throughout the state. Features artwork by Thomas 
Schultz, David Kuecherer, Rockne Knuth, Judith Huf and 

Jeannie Perry. 

° Covers all 72 counties 

¢ Contains 135 favorite haunts 1 WESTEIN GRANT COUNTY 

detailing more than 1,000 areas eee ee 
° Includes detailed directions as well | S223 SSiS 

as a map for each location eee eee 
¢ Features some 45 bird illustrations, fa 7 7 

15 of them in color Ree f re 
° Includes a list of 400 valid ek . 

Wisconsin state species and 15 i? 7 re] 
hypothetical species (current as of Was EY y 
january 2000) IS abs January 2000) Ee 

This book, designed for durability and a 
functionality, is printed on heavy — ae 
coated paper and has a spiral binding Re 
so it lies flat when open. bs 
6" by 9". 544 pages. 

Contact WSO Bookstore for price and ordering information. 
262-547-6128 or dcreel@execpc.com



THE WISCONSIN SOCIETY FOR ORNITHOLOGY 

The Wisconsin Society for Ornithology is an educational and scientific non-profit organization 

founded in 1939 “‘to encourage the study of Wisconsin birds.’’ The Society achieves this goal 
through programs in research, education, conservation, and publication. 
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President*: Sumner W. Matteson, 5101 Coney Weston Place, Madison, WI 53711 (h. 608-276- 
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