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Separation of Pied Wheatear and
Cyprus Pied Wheatear

Brian | Small

he taxonomic status of Cyprus Pied Wheatear

Oenanthe cypriaca remains unclear. In the
past it has usually been regarded as a subspecies
of Pied Wheatear O pleschanka but more recent-
ly it has often been given specific status. Chris-
tensen (1972) and Sluys & van den Berg (1982),
who examined plumages, behaviour, food, moult
and biometry, differentiate it from Pied Wheatear
and the latter authors argue for specific status on
the basis of these criteria, a view followed by
Svensson (1992). Cramp (1988) and Keith et al
(1992), however, treat it as a subspecies, with the
latter stating that the differences in biometrics,
plumage and song between Pied Wheatear and
Cyprus Pied Wheatear are no greater than those
sometimes shown by races of other species. In
this article both taxa are treated as separate spe-
cies.

Cyprus Pied Wheatear remains relatively poor-
ly described and illustrated. A recent visit to
Cyprus and subsequent study of skins at the
Natural History Museum at Tring, England, en-
abled me to make detailed notes on the plumage
which form the basis of this paper.

Distribution and migration

The breeding range of Cyprus Pied Wheatear is
restricted to Cyprus and is clearly distinct from
that of Pied Wheatear, which breeds eastwards
from Rumania (the nearest regular breeding

|Dutch Birding 16: 177-185, oktober 1994)

place to Cyprus) across Central Asia to China.
Breeding of Pied has occasionally been noted in
Turkey (1964 and 1966), (former) Yugoslavia
(1966) and Greece (from 1989; Cramp 1988,
Lewington et al 1991).

Cyprus Pied has never been recorded west or
far north of Cyprus and is a highly unlikely va-
grant to Europe, whereas Pied is a regular
vagrant to north-western Europe, recorded (al-
most) anually, especially in late autumn. Up to
1993, Pied had been recorded in north-western
Europe in Finland (6+), Great Britain and Ireland
(28), Germany (6), Netherlands (4), Norway (2)
and Sweden (6+), as well as in central and south-
ern Europe: Austria (1), Hungary (8), Italy (7) and
Malta (2) (Lewington et al 1991, Rogers & Rari-
ties Committee 1993, Wiegant et al 1994). A
greater understanding of plumages and identifi-
cation of Cyprus Pied may lead to future acci-
dental records in the Mediterranean region or
even beyond. If White-crowned Black Wheatear
O leucopyga can turn up in western Europe (Eng-
land and Germany; Lewington et al 1991), why
not Cyprus Pied?

Cyprus Pied leaves the breeding grounds from
August onwards, moving south through Egypt,
Syria and, in small numbers, through Israel to
winter in southern Sudan and Ethiopia (Vaurie
1959), although its precise winter distribution is
poorly known. In its winter quarters, it frequents

TFF



Separation of Pied Wheatear and Cyprus Pied Wheatear

FIGURE 1 Plumages of Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka (left) and Cyprus Pied Wheatear /

Cyprustapuit Oenanthe cypriaca (right) (Brian | Small). Upper: adult-summer males (inset head on left showing

adult-summer male of pale-throated form of Pied O p ‘vittata’, inset head on right showing variability of dark

crown of Cyprus Pied). Middle: adult-winter males. Lower: first-winter males. Below: tails and rumps showing dif-
ferences in size of white rump and showing examples of variability of black and white in tail pattern




Separation of Pied Wheatear and Cyprus Pied Wheatear

FIGURE 2

Plumages of Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka (left) and Cyprus Pied Wheatear /

Cyprustapuit Oenanthe cypriaca (right) (Brian | Small). Upper: adult summer females (inset heads showing variahi-
lity in extent of brown-grey on head: main birds March-April, upper heads April, lower head May). Middle: adult-
winter females. Lower: first-winter females

open, stony areas. Pied has a different migration
route, due to its more easterly breeding range,
through Iraq, Iran, Afghanistan, northern Pakistan
and through the Gulf states, Bahrain, Oman and
Saudi Arabia to winter in Sudan and Ethiopia
(alongside Cyprus Pied) and Kenya. In lIsrael,
Pied is a very rare passage migrant. In spring,
Cyprus Pied appear in Cyprus from mid-March
onwards with males preceding females on avera-

ge by 5-10 days. At least in March, some appar-
ently regularly overshoot Cyprus to coastal
localities in southern Turkey (cf Martins 1989;
plate 137). The peak arrival period in Cyprus is
in April; 57% of limed birds were captured
between 10 March and 20 April, with the first
male on 10 March and the first female on 18
March (Cramp 1988). There is some evidence of
fidelity to previous breeding sites (Flint & Stewart
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Separation of Pied Wheatear and Cyprus Pied Wheatear

1983). According to Cramp (1988) overwintering
on Cyprus has been recorded only once.

Field comparison of the two species is possible
on passage or on the wintering grounds. There
are no accepted records (yet) of Pied on Cyprus.
A female offering prolonged observation at Kou-
rion in April 1992 and eventually identified as
this species (pers obs) will establish the first
record, if accepted.

Breeding Cyprus Pied are very common in vil-
lages but also utilise rock- and cliff-faces and
banks. In 1992, observations at the village of
Anayira in the Troodos foothills at an altitude of
600 m and containing ¢ 75 houses, revealed
more than 20 males on territory by late April. In
fields surrounding the village few singing males
were found; most birds seen there appeared to
be migrating non-breeding birds or feeding local
breeders.

Song

The very distinct cicada- or grasshopper-like
buzzing song of Cyprus Pied Wheatear was com-
monly delivered from an exposed perch, usually
from telegraph poles or wires and tall buildings,
such as water towers and churches. No song-
flight was noted. The short song, transcribed as a
rasping zzt...zzt... or bizz...bizz...bizz... (Jonsson
1992), lasted for five to 15 seconds but was most
prolonged in the hour just before dawn, when it
could last up to 40 seconds.

The song of Pied Wheatear is very different,
being a musical, rolling, rather lark Alauda-like
whistling, lacking any harsh notes, although it
may rarely begin with bizz...bizz. Like the songs
of many Oenanthe species it may include mimi-
cry (Cramp 1988).

Ageing and identification

General impression

When observing Cyprus Pied in the field, there is
no doubt that it is closely related to Pied. In
some plumages at certain times of the year, both
species may be virtually indistinguishable. How-
ever, the treatment of some plumages by Cle-
ments (1988) is confusing and does not match
my personal observations. The suggestion that
adult-winter Cyprus Pied is inseparable from
Pied is questionable. Detailed study of skins col-
lected in October at Famagusta, Cyprus, and Abu
Zahal, Egypt, shows clear identification features,
such as coloration of upperparts and size of
rump patch in relation to tail length, which
should allow Cyprus Pied to be identified in this
plumage as well.

180

Moult

Knowledge of the timing of moult is an important
aid for identification. In both Cyprus Pied and
Pied, a partial post-juvenile moult takes place on
the breeding grounds and results in first-winter
plumage. A partial and variable spring moult
takes place on the wintering grounds, although
abrasion of feather tips obscuring and gradually
revealing summer-plumage continues throughout
the spring in the breeding areas. Finally, a com-
plete post-breeding moult occurs in the autumn
on the breeding grounds.

The post-juvenile moult, from late June to
August, involves head and body feathers, some
lesser and median coverts, some or all tertials
and (in Pied) occasionally inner greater coverts.
In Cyprus Pied, many or all greater coverts may
be renewed. Worn retained coverts and remiges
can be used to age first-winter birds; adult-winter
birds, having gone through a complete moult,
have fresh wing feathers. First-winter plumage in
Cyprus Pied is very similar for both sexes and
also very similar to adult-winter. In first-winter
Cyprus Pied, the extent of white or buff on the
rump and uppertail-coverts is restricted; females
may show only a square buffish patch. Pied can
usually be sexed by studying, in particular, the
chin and throat (however, some males may be
very similar to females) and, in the hand, the
black bases of the mantle feathers and scapulars
in the male. In most cases, first-winter plumage is
distinct from adult-winter plumage.

The pre-breeding moult from December to
February involves the lores, ear-coverts, chin
and, in Cyprus Pied but not in all Pied, the
throat, sides of neck and breast. The first pre-
breeding moult may involve fewer feathers in
female Cyprus Pied and may, occasionally, even
be absent in female Pied. Summer plumage is
further attained by the abrasion of feather tips on
body and wings in spring, which reveals, for
example, the black mantle of male and female
Cyprus Pied and male Pied. In general, first-sum-
mer plumage is duller than adult-summer, most
naticeably on the flight feathers, which are still
retained from juvenile plumage. Males Pied in
first-summer plumage often still have the black of
the upperparts and throat obscured by brownish
feather tips.

The adult post-breeding moult begins in July
and lasts until September. October migrants
proved to be in either first-winter or adult-winter
plumage. Adult-winter plumage shows broad
pale fringes on the head (forehead, crown, chin
and throat), upperparts and wing feathers, like in
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136 Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Qenanthe pleschanka, male, Cape Kaliakra, Bulgaria, 15 May 1994 (Leo | R Boon) 137 Cyprus

Pied Wheatear / Cyprustapuit Oenanthe cypriaca, male, Akyatan Gélu, Adana, Turkey, March 1987 (Arnoud B van den Berg)

138 Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka, first-summer male, Eilat, Israel, 1 April 1993 (Leo | R Boon) 139 Pied

Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka, first-summer male, Eilat, Israel, 1 April 1993 (Leo | R Boon) 140 Cyprus Pied

Wheatear / Cyprustapuit Oenanthe cypriaca, first winter, Abu Simbel, Egypt, 31 January 1993 (Leo | R Boon) 141 Cyprus Pied Wheat-
ear [ Cyprustapuit Oenanthe cypriaca, first-winter male, Eilat, Israel, 6 October 1992 (Leo | R Boon)
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first-winter plumage. In Cyprus Pied, the fringing
is, when fresh, broadest on first-winter, most pro-
minently on lower scapulars and median coverts
(eg, 3 mm on first-winter female compared to 2
mm on adult-winter female).

In Cyprus Pied the differences between winter
and summer plumage are less well-marked than
in Pied, and sexing in (late) autumn and winter is
difficult. Immature females are usually brownest
and adult males usually blackest, but there is
overlap.

Structure and behaviour

Biometrically, Cyprus Pied is smaller than Pied (it
is the smallest Western Palearctic wheatear),
most importantly in the shorter wing, where
there is no overlap in either male or female, but
also in tail length. Although it is often difficult to
judge size differences in the field without direct
comparison, | found Cyprus Pied very chat
Saxicola- or redstart Phoenicurus-like, with the
sometimes rather upright posture and short tail
enhancing the chat-like appearance. The species
habitually perches on posts, branches and wires.
In flight, the wings are noticeably short and
square. Further subtle structural differences
include the shorter primary projection in Cyprus
Pied (with p1 being distinctly longer than the pri-
mary coverts; primaries numbered ascendantly)
compared to the longer primary projection and
shorter p1 of Pied. The wing formulae are sum-
marized in table 1. Other measurements show a

TABLE 1 Distances (mm) between tip of longest primary

and other primary tips in Cyprus Pied Wheatear

Oenanthe cypriaca and Pied Wheatear Oenanthe ple-

schanka. P4 longest in Cyprus Pied, p3 in Pied (prima-

ries numbered ascendantly). Measurements cf Cramp

(1988) and taken from skins at Natural History Museum,
Tring, England

primary distance

Cyprus Pied Wheatear Pied Wheatear
pl0 16-21 22-26
p9 14-19 20-24
p8 12417 17-21
p7 10-15 14-17
pb 6-9 8-11
p5 0.5-2 1-4
pd = 0-0.5
p3 0-1 4
p2 4-10 4-7
pl 42-51 47-59
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TABLE 2 Measurements (mm) of Cyprus Pied Wheatear

Oenanthe cypriaca and Pied Wheatear Oenanthe ple-

schanka. Bill measured to skull. Measurements cf

Cramp (1988) and taken from skins at Natural History
Museum, Tring, England

Cyprus Pied Wheatear Pied Wheatear

wing male 86 (83-88) 91.9 (92-99)
female 81.2 (82-86) 91.6 (90-95)

tail  male 56.3 (54-58) 59.4 (56-64)
female 56 (54-58) 58.8 (54-62)

bill  male 16.3 (15.5-16.9) 16.8 (15.8-18.1)
female 16(15.1-17.1) 16.9 (15.9-17.9)

tarsus male 226 23.3
female 23.2

225

great area of overlap but the bill and tarsus aver-
age marginally shorter in Cyprus Pied. In Pied,
wing length increases from west to east (cf
Cramp 1988).

Plumage descriptions
Cyprus Pied Wheatear: adult-summer male
Very similar to Pied. Forehead, crown, nape, hindneck
and upper mantle-edge white, variably flecked black or
brown-black (possibly depending on wear and age).
Lores, ear-coverts, sides of neck, mantle, back, scapu-
lars and wing black, extending above eye and onto
lower back equal to tip of first tertial. Rump and under-
tail-coverts white, tinged buff in early spring. Rump-
patch measuring 20-25 mm and being ¢ 2/3 in length
of black on central rectrices (t6). Outer rectrices (t1-2)
showing less white on average than in Pied, with black
on outer feathers extending up to 2/3 along outer edge.
Very rarely showing ‘broken tail-band’ with white
reaching feather tips of t3 and t4, more regularly seen
in Pied (black on t4 usually 12-26 mm in Cyprus Pied,
7-15 mm in Pied, Svensson 1992). Chin, throat and
upper breast black, more extensive than in Pied, sides
of breast may be marked with black, but this often hid-
den by wing. Rest of underparts warm cinnamon-buff,
richest in colour on breast and lower flanks, paling
through wear into summer.

First-summer male similar to adult summer female,
generally browner and more extensive black on crown,
noticeably darker than in Pied.

Pied Wheatear: adult-summer male

Very difficult to differentiate from Cyprus Pied. Less
extensively black on upper breast. Usually whiter
crown and underparts, tinged yellowish-buff on breast
in early spring. More white on rump, uppertail-coverts
and lower back, measuring 35-40 mm, equal to or
slightly less than length of central black rectrix. Rare
form of Pied, O p ‘vittata’, marked|y different in having
white chin and throat. First-summer male usually
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FIGURE 3 Closed and open wings of adult summer males Cyprus Pied Wheatear / Cyprustapuit Oenanthe cypriaca
(upper) and Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka (lower) (Brian | Small). Note differences in primary
extension and wing shape

retaining some brown fringes on mantle feathers of
first-winter plumage into summer, and sometimes dark-
er on crown.

Cyprus Pied Wheatear: adult-winter male
Forehead, crown and hindneck black with buff-white
supercilium and flecking on hindneck and upper part
of mantle, sometimes extending across nape but often
on lower hindneck. Lores, ear-coverts, sides of neck,
mantle and scapulars black, indistinctly fringed brown-
grey, strongest on scapulars. Rump and uppertail-
coverts buff-white. Chin, throat and upperbreast vari-
ably tipped pale buff with rest of underparts warm
cinnamon. Wing-coverts fringed buff. Tertials and
secondaries edged white.

Pied Wheatear: adult-winter male

Crown brown or buff-grey with whitish feather tips.
Mantle, scapulars and upper back black, broadly fring-
ed olive-brown, sometimes obscuring black entirely.
Chin and throat black, broadly fringed pale cream,
more than in Cyprus Pied. Underparts pale warm buff
on upper breast, fading onto flank and belly. Vent pale
cream. Wing feathers showing broader and paler fring-

es than in Cyprus Pied, notably on greater coverts, ter-
tials and secondaries. Primaries tipped white.

Cyprus Pied Wheatear: first-winter male

Differing from adult-winter in having greyer forecrown,
more buff-coloured supercilium and flecking on hind-
neck. More contrasting fringes on upperparts, chin and
throat. More restricted buff-white rump-patch (¢ 1/2
length of black on central rectrices), upper edge falling
equal to tip of second tertial. Dingier, browner cinna-
mon-buff on underparts. Very difficult to distinguish
from female at this age but usually subtly darker on
areas of black. Pied in this plumage very different,
appearing like pale version of adult-winter,

Pied Wheatear: first-winter male

Variable. Sometimes very much like female, but nor-
mally showing some male characters. Crown, mantle
and scapular feathers with pale grey-brown centres and
buff tips. Wing feathers fringed and tipped buff on
coverts or warm buff on tertials. Notably primary
coverts edged distinctly bufi-white (indistinct or absent
on adults) and pale primary tips more worn than in
adult. Some inner wing-coverts sometimes new and
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142 Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka, first-summer male, Eilat, Israel, 31 March 1993
(Leo | R Boon)

143 Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka, first:summer male, Eilat, Israel, 1 April 1993.
Same bird as in plate 139 (Leo ) R Boon)
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differing in being more contrastingly centred black and
edged buff-white. Differing from sometimes very simi-
lar female in equivalent plumage by black basis to
feathers of chin and throat and to scapulars.

Cyprus Pied Wheatear: female

Very similar to corresponding male plumages and
hence distinctly different from female Pied. Adult fe-
male in early spring with black areas slightly browner
or greyer, with some pale fringing on lower throat and
more black on crown. Pale supercilia may meet on
nape and crown may be bloomed. Throat always
blackish. Becoming very much like male through wear
towards end of summer and then often indis-
tinguishable from male. Female Pied, in contrast, dif-
fering markedly from male.

Pied Wheatear: female

Variable. In spring and summer grey-brown above,
darkest on mantle and scapulars, with cream or buff-
white supercilium, flaring behind eye. On some, ear-
coverts, chin and throat black, tipped cream near bill
and on lores, often with chestnut on ear-coverts. Others
uniform grey-buff on chin and throat with even more
chestnut on ear-coverts. Underparts also variable, from
almost white to rufous-brown on breast, fading through
buff to pale cream on belly and rear flank. In winter,
feathers on upperparts fringed pale buff. Chin and
throat pale cream with few dark feathers. Wing-coverts
edged and tipped pale buff or cream. Tertials and
secondaries fringed whitish. First-winter female vari-
able and difficult to separate from adult. Sometimes
appearing frostier on upperparts and more buff on
underparts, creating overall uniform appearance.

Conclusion

Distinguishing Cyprus Pied from Pied Wheatear
should be based upon its generally darker
appearance, buff-tinged underparts, dark sooty-
brown or brown-grey crown and nape and small-
er white or buff rump-patch. There is overlap in
plumage details at some ages and therefore struc-
tural characters such as smaller size, shorter pri-
mary projection (and, in the hand, length of p10),
bill and tail length may aid field identification
(although, with the shorter wings, the tail may not
look shorter). Cyprus Pied may show a broader
black terminal tail-band but there is variation and
overlap with Pied. In female (and some male)
plumages Pied more closely resembles Black-
eared Wheatear O hispanica (notably the eastern
subspecies O h melanoleuca) than Cyprus Pied.,
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Samenvatting

ONDERSCHEID TUSSEN BONTE TAPUIT EN CYPRUSTAPUIT  In
dit artikel worden de verschillen in verenkleed en
structuur behandeld tussen Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe ple-
schanka en Cyprustapuit O cypriaca (in navolging van
verschillende auteurs hier als aparte soorten be-
schouwd). Cyprustapuit onderscheidt zich van Bonte
Tapuit door de algehele donkerdere indruk, warmer en
donkerder gekleurde onderdelen, donkere bruine of
bruingrijze kruin en nek en kleinere witte of vuilwitte
stuitvlek. In sommige kleden is er overlap in kleedken-
merken en daarom kunnen structurele kenmerken van
groot belang zijn voor de determinatie, zoals de, verge-
leken met Bonte, iets geringere grootte en kortere
handpenprojectie (en, in de hand, kortere buitenste
handpen), snavel en staart. Door de kortere vleugels
valt de kortere staart echter niet altijd op. Cyprustapuit
kan een bredere zwarte eindband aan de staart hebben
dan Bonte Tapuit, maar er is veel variatie en daardoor
overlap met Bonte Tapuit.

Vrouwtjes en sommige mannetjes Bonte Tapuit zijn
vaak moeilijker te onderscheiden van Blonde Tapuit
Oenanthe hispanica (vooral van de oostelijke onder-
soort O h melanoleuca) dan van Cyprustapuit.
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Identification of Pied Wheatear and
Eastern Black-eared Wheatear

Magnus Ullman

t is notoriously difficult to distinguish Pied

Wheatear Oenanthe pleschanka and Eastern
Black-eared Wheatear O hispanica melanoleuca.
This problem also occurs in north-western Euro-
pe, where both taxa have been recorded as vag-
rant. In this paper, the differences between the
two are summed up.

Males

Autumn

Adult Eastern Black-eared Wheatear

Autumn adult male Eastern Black-eared Wheat-
ears are reasonably easy to identify, since the
plumage is roughly the same as in spring and
gives a rather neat impression. The most obvious
difference from spring is formed by pale fringes
to primaries and secondaries, greater and median
coverts and rectrices. The lesser coverts are all
black or have very narrow pale fringes, while the
lesser coverts of autumn male Pied Wheatear are
broadly pale-fringed in fresh plumage. Even
though there may be some pale fringes on the
black of the throat and some tawny fringes on
the black scapulars, the bird looks almost as
‘clean’ as in spring; the lower border of the black
throat-patch is well-defined (plates 144 and 145).
The crown and the mantle are not as white as in
typical spring plumage, but brown-grey or sandy-
buff, sometimes recalling Western Black-eared
(plate 145).

Adult Pied Wheatear

Typical autumn adult male Pied Wheatears have
lores, ear-coverts and throat jet black with pale
fringes on the lower part of the throat and ear-
coverts. The black of the throat reaches further
down than in Black-eared Wheatear; if it reaches
the scapulars this will exclude Black-eared (plate
146). The white of the crown and nape is exten-
sively covered with sooty-grey. The feathers of
the mantle and scapulars are centrally black with
pale fringes. If the plumage is worn and the black
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of the mantle is visible, this will exclude Black-
eared.

First-autumn birds

First-autumn male Pied and Eastern Black-eared
Wheatear may be very difficull to separate. They
generally give a rather ‘untidy’ impression with
extensive pale fringing on the black throat, irre-
gularly patterned crown, nape, mantle and sca-
pulars. The black of the throat reaches further
down on the upperbreast on Pied than on Black-
eared. On many Pied, however, pale fringes will
cover most of the lower part of the black throat-
patch, so that they resemble Black-eared. Thus, a
‘Black-eared-type’ throat in autumn could imply
any species, whereas a bird with an extensive
black throat-patch is a Pied. On Pied males that
show a small throat-patch, because the lower
part is covered with pale fringes, the lower bor-
der of the patch is usually diffuse (plate 147). On
Black-eared males, the lower border is usually
well-defined with no tendency of showing more
pale fringes here than further up on the throat
{plate 148). The significance of this character has
to be investigated further.

In autumn, most young Eastern Black-eared
have pale fringes to the basically black scapulars.
Thus, there is no difference in the pattern of the
mantle and the scapulars as in spring. On the
other hand, some Pied have less pale fringes on
the scapulars than on the mantle, giving a
‘melanoleuca-impression’. This means that the
presence or absence of contrast between the sca-
pulars and the mantle is of no use when identi-
fying a first-autumn bird in fresh plumage.

The mantle of Pied and Black-eared is sandy-
grey or greyish-brown, on average slightly warm-
er in Black-eared. It may be neatly fringed or
irregularly blotched, depending on wear. This
general impression is typical for both species.
With wear, the mantle of Pied will turn blackish,
the mantle of Black-eared buffish or even whit-
ish. To be able to use the colour of the mantle for
identification, it is absolutely necessary to see the
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base of the feathers. Unless the feathers are worn
this is only possible in the hand or if the feathers
are out of position, blown by the wind for instan-
ce. These remarks apply to adult and first-
autumn birds alike.

Some notes on ageing

Typical adult male Pied Wheatears have been
described above. Some adult Pied, however,
closely resemble first-autumn birds in many vital
respects: heavily fringed throat-patch, which may
not reach scapulars, and heavily fringed mantle
and scapulars with no black showing (plate 149).
These birds may be as difficult to separate from
first-autumn Black-eared Wheatear as are young
Pied. They may actually be even more confusing
since they more often show black scapulars con-
trasting to pale mantle. In fresh plumage, the
mantle may be paler sandy-buff, even recalling
adult Black-eared (plate 150).

These ‘first-autumn-type’ Pied may be difficult
to age. On adult Pied, the lores and the chin are
black, even if the ear-coverts and lower part of
the throat are pale-fringed (plate 149). On first-
autumn Pied, the lores and the chin usually have
pale fringes (plate 151), although variation
occurs (plate 147). The pale fringes of the lesser
coverts are generally more obvious on first-year
birds than adults (plates 147 and 149). Usually
the most reliable way to tell the age of a “first-
autumn-type’ male is by the colour of the pri-
maries: through wear and poorer quality of the
feathers, the primaries in most first-year birds
have bleached to dark brown or blackish-brown
as early as mid-autumn while they usually stay
black in adults through much of the spring. This
is occasionally impossible to determine in the
field but is often a reliable character. If a “first-
autumn-type’ male is shown to be adult by black
primaries, it can not be a Black-eared (which
looks rather different in adult plumage), but must
be a Pied (plate 150).

Useful characters in autumn males

¢ ‘Neat, clean and pale impression’ with sharply de-
fined, wholly black throat-patch — adult Black-
eared

* Extensively blackish mantle —» adult Pied

* Black throat covering upperbreast —+ Pied

¢ ‘First-autumn-type’ male with jet black remiges —
adult Pied

* All black lesser wing-coverts (in fresh bird with pale
fringes to median and greater wing-coverts) — adult
Black-eared

Useless characters in ‘first-autumn-type’ males
* Black of throat not reaching scapulars

* Scapulars darker than mantle

* Scapulars concolourous with mantle

* Mantle not giving blackish impression

* Mantle not giving whitish impression

Adults should always be separable, given good
views. First-autumn birds with small black throat-
patches, where it is not apparent whether the
black reaches the scapulars, and where the bases
of the mantle feathers are impossible to see,
should be left unidentified.

First-autumn males Pied are sometimes so ex-
tensively pale-fringed on the throat, that they will
be mistaken for females in the field (unless the
basic colour of the mantle can be seen).

Spring

Adult Eastern Black-eared Wheatear

Spring adult male Eastern Black-eared Wheatears
are distinct, but do not always have the ‘ideal’
bird’'s white or pale buffish colours on the crown
and the mantle, since some dusky sandy grey
may be retained. Presence of indistinct pale
fringes on the throat-patch or the scapulars does
not necessarily mean that the bird is a first-year.
Black primaries will tell an adult male from a
young one, which has brownish primaries.

Adult Pied Wheatear

Spring adult male Pied Wheatears are quite easi-
ly separated from Black-eared by the extensive
black throat-patch and black mantle. Grey on the
crown and the nape and pale fringes on the
throat and even on the mantle, scapulars and
wings may be retained well into the spring. The
birds are best aged by the colour of the remiges.

First-spring birds
Black-eared Wheatears resemble adults. Import-
ant characters for separation from Pied Wheatear
are the colour of the mantle and the extent of the
throat-patch. The mantle is pale: whitish, sandy
buff or greyish brown with or without a warm
tinge. The black throat-patch is separated from
the black of the scapulars by the pale side of the
neck. Beware of hunched birds where the throat
seemingly reaches the carpal joint and the
scapulars! Some pale fringes are usually retained
on the black of the throat and scapulars during
all of the spring and the crown and the mantle
usually are more dusky than in adult birds.

Pied Wheatears resemble adult birds as well.
The throat-patch is extensive, reaching the sca-
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pulars, although regularly with some pale fring-
ing, and the mantle is blackish enough to differ
from Black-eared, even though pale fringes still
give it a slight brownish tinge.

During spring the extent of the black throat-
patch will in principal separate Black-eared from
Pied, given good views. Rarely, however, first-
spring Pied as late as March still has pale fringes
covering the lower part of the black throat,
which might suggest Black-eared. The effect,
though, will not be that of a well-defined throat-
patch and a clean, pale side of the neck, as in
Black-eared.

Main characters in spring males

¢ Pale mantle — Black-eared

¢ Black or brownish black mantle — Pied

¢ Pale division between throat-patch and scapulars —
Black-eared

¢ Black of throat-patch reaching scapulars — Pied

‘Vittata’

Only dark-throated birds have been discussed so
far, since they are the main source of confusion.
Black-eared Wheatears occur in a white- and a
black-throated form in roughly the same num-
bers. Pied Wheatears, on the other hand, are
nearly always black-throated. There is, however,
a rare white-throated form in Pied, called
‘vittata’. How rare this form actually is has never
been clarified, but according to my experience in
the field as well as in museums it may not be as
rare as has been suggested. Maybe there is one
‘vittata’ in every 50 Pied males, maybe even
more. This obviously differs in different geo-
graphical areas.

In ‘vittata’, the throat is whitish or creamy-
tinged, in sharp contrast to blackish lores and
ear-coverts, There are no dark fringes or dusky
tones on the throat of ‘vittata’in the autumn; the
black of the lores and the ear-coverts is pale-
fringed in first-autumn birds, the impression still
being rather distinctive (in both these respects
resembling white-throated Black-eared). Possibly,
it is uncommon for a ‘vittata’ male in autumn to
have pale fringes covering the dark connection
between the ear-coverts and the scapulars. Out
of four ‘vittata’ that were checked in this respect
all had an obvious blackish connection (two in
October, one in December and one in January).

It has been suggested that ‘vittata” wheatears
are merely hybrids between Pied and Eastern
Black-eared. This being the case or not, of cour-
se, such hybrids could occur, which should be
borne in mind.

An autumn ‘vittata’ might possibly be mistaken
for a female, but the black of the lores and ear-
coverts differs.

Females

Autumn

It is not possible to tell the age of females in the
field once they have completed their moult (after
breeding).

Upperparts

The crown, nape, mantle and scapulars of typical
female Black-eared Wheatears are rather dark
brown, usually with a slight russet tinge. Occa-
sionally the feathers are neatly fringed, especially

144 Eastern Black-eared Wheatear / Oostelijke Blonde Tapuit Oenanthe hispanica melanoleuca, adult male, Van,
Turkey, September 1989 (Garan Ekstrém). Note distinct, ‘clean’ plumage, including wholly black throat-patch, re-
sembling spring bird. Also note black lesser coverts.

145 Eastern Black-eared Wheatear / Qostelijke Blonde Tapuit Oenanthe hispanica melanoleuca, adult male, Israel,
14 October 1986 (Pekka | Nikander). Except for pale fringes to wing-feathers, this bird looks very much the same
as a spring male

146 Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka, adult male, Bahrain, October 1990 (Erik Hirschfeld).
Adult males that do not have lower part of black throat-patch concealed by pale tips are easily identified

147 Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka, first-autumn male, Sweden October 1988 (Lars Jonsson).
Brownish primaries show that this is a first-year bird. Very difficult to distinguish from Black-eared, but black cen-
tres to mantle feathers and very long primary projection suggest Pied

148 Eastern Black-eared Wheatear / Qostelijke Blonde Tapuit Oenanthe hispanica melanoleuca, first-autumn male,
Israel, 14 October 1986 (Pekka | Nikander). Much like bird in plate 147. Sharp division between lower border of
dark throat-patch and side of neck perhaps indicates Black-eared. Identification only possible when colour of base
of mantle feathers is seen

149 Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka, adult male, Sweden, October 1988 (Lars Jonsson). ‘First-
autumn-type’ male. Black remiges show that it is an adult and thus a Pied. Throat-patch does not reach scapulars
but some blackish feathers between carpal joint and ear-coverts reveal that it is a Pied
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on the lower part of the mantle and scapulars,
and rarely also higher up. Normally, though, the
impression is rather plain (plate 152).

In Pied Wheatear, the crown, nape, mantle
and scapulars are rather dusky greyish-brown,
with a faint warm tinge. In fresh plumage they
are virtually always neatly fringed on these parts
(plate 153). Very rarely the pale fringes are lack-
ing on the mantle and scapulars already in Octo-
ber, but normally they are quite obvious through
November. The pale fringes often give a greyish
and rather pale touch to the upperparts. Such
birds may give a very uniform impression (plate
154).

A bird in September-November with plain,
rather dark, russet upperparts is a Black-eared,
and a pale greyish bird with extensive fringing
(including nape and crown) is virtually certainly
a Pied. The differences are so slight and difficult
to see, though, that unless viewing conditions are
excellent, it will not be possible to get a firm opi-
nion on the details of the upperparts. Moreover,
many birds will show intermediate characters.

Throat and breast
The throat may be pale or dark. In many pale-
throated Black-eared Wheatears, the throat is
white or whitish with a slight, creamy tinge, in
either case giving a clear and clean impression
(as in plate 156, although this is a spring bird).

In other pale-throated Black-eared and most
pale-throated Pied Wheatears, the throat is not as

white as this. There is a faint dusky tinge to the
throat, and quite often a hint of a malar stripe.
Below the throat there is often a cleaner whitish
thin horizontal border and regularly there is also
a whitish submoustachial stripe (plates 154 and
157). These females will actually have dark
throats by spring, although they appear pale
during the autumn.

Rarely, there are truly white-throated Pied
females, the ‘vittata’ morph, which appear just as
clean and white on the throat as many Black-
eareds during autumn.

The throat may also be more obviously dark,
with dark brown or blackish-brown ground
colour. The tips to most feathers, especially on
the upper part of the throat, are pale, giving a
blotched, irregular impression. In some Pied, the
dark throat-patch covers the upperbreast, never
so in Black-eared. These females might be diffi-
cult to separate from males unless the basic
colour of the mantle is seen. The ear-coverts and
lores are generally paler, though.

The breast of Black-eared typically shows a
rather obvious, fairly broad, orange-rusty breast-
band, quite sharply defined from the throat and
lower breast. The breast-band of Pied is not so
warm, but shows a faint, creamy or buffish tinge,
or sometimes just greyish (plate 157). The breast-
band may also be almost lacking in Pied (plate
154). In both species, the breast-band tends to be
darker brown-grey close to the carpal joint.

The colour of the breast-band is one of the

150 Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka, adult male, Sweden, 28 September 1987 (Jérgen Wik-
lund). Black remiges indicate that it is an adult. Adult Black-eared is not as ‘untidy’, lacks extensive pale fringes to
lesser coverts and has more sharpy demarcated lower part of throat-patch. Lower mantle feathers show blackish
centers which exclude Black-eared. However, note dark scapulars contrasting to sandy pale mantle as well as pale
area between throat and carpal joint, suggesting Black-eared

151 Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka, first-autumn male, Bahrain, October 1990 (Erik Hirsch-
feld). Black of throat-patch reaches scapulars, excluding Black-eared. Note extensive pale fringing on lores and
area from lower part of eye to chin, showing that this is a first-year bird. Compare plates 148 and 149

152 Eastern Black-eared Wheatear / Oostelijke Blonde Tapuit Oenanthe hispanica melanoleuca, female, Israel, 16
September 1986 (Pekka | Nikander). Obvious warm colouration of upperparts excludes Pied, as does absence of
pale fringes. Clean white throat is much more common in Black-eared than in Pied

153 Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka, female, Finland, October 1988 (Pekka Komi). Obviously
fringed upperparts, darkish throat and upper breast, and lack of obvious, russet breast-band are typical for Pied

154 Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka, female, Siberia, Russia, 23 August 1990 (Magnus
Ullman). Pale, very uniform impression, including total lack of russet on breast. Pale fringes of crown, nape, mantle
and scapulars do not show in photograph

155 Female, identified as Eastern Black-eared Wheatear / Oostelijke Blonde Tapuit Oenanthe hispanica melano-
leuca, Van, Turkey, September 1989 (Géran Ekstrém) (seen together with male in plate 144). Grey upperparts and
pattern of throat are possible for both species, although grey impression is more typical of Pied. Breast-band seems
to be russet in a way typical of Black-eared but (from this side view) seems atypically narrow. Positive identification
requires good views of breast-band and, especially, opportunity to establish whether there are pale fringes to
crown, nape and upper mantle
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more reliable features distinguishing the two spe-
cies but again it must be used with caution, since
the difference is not striking and exceptions do
occur. Both species can show an ‘intermediate’
rather pale orange breast-band, generally broad-
er and more sharply defined in Black-eared.

Characters indicating Black-eared Wheatear

* Broad and rather distinct rusty breast-band

* White throat with or without slight warm tinge, with-
out greyish tones, distinctly demarcated from breast-
band

* Obvious russet tinge to upperparts

e Mantle and scapulars with no fringes, or faint fringes
confined to lower part (of use through November)

Characters indicating Pied Wheatear

* Weak and diffuse breast-band with greyish tinge

e Rather dark and dusky throat-patch reaching upper-
breast

* Obviously fringed scapulars and mantle, especially if
also crown and nape fringed

* ‘Colourless’ greyish and pale impression of upperparts

Characters not excluding Black-eared Wheatear
* Pale fringes to upperparts

* Lack of russet tinge to upperparts

* Duskiness on throat

¢ Lack of obvious warm tones to breast

Characters not excluding Pied Wheatear

* Lack of obvious fringes to upperparts (late autumn)
e Slight warm tinge to upperparts

* White throat

* Presence of some warm tones to breast

The separation of females in autumn is very dif-
ficult, and not always possible. Several factors
always have to be taken into account. For in-
stance, unless when dealing with a Pied with
very pale, greyish upperparts, the difference in
the colour of the upperparts is so slight (or totally
lacking) between both species, that it is of no use
on a cloudy day in October or November in
north-western Europe. The same may be true for
the throat and the breast.

It is quite possible to identify typical females.
However, it should always be remembered that
females of both species can show most of the
characters of the other species. It is not un-
common to see birds with a mixture of charac-
ters indicating both species. Whether these are
hybrids or not, they should not be identified.

Spring

Upperparts

The crown, nape, mantle and scapulars of female
Black-eared Wheatear have changed very little
since the autumn, still being rather dark brown
with a russet tinge, or brownish-grey, lacking any
warm tones. Very rarely some pale fringes are
retained. The upperparts of Pied Wheatear are
darker, less grey than in autumn, since the pale
fringes are worn off. Generally, Black-eared is
slightly paler, slightly warmer brownish than
Pied, which is somewhat darker sooty brown or
grey, occasionally with a warm cast. In typical
individuals, the colour of the upperparts may be
of some significance, but many are indistinguish-
able on this character (plate 158).

156 Eastern Black-eared Wheatear / Oostelijke Blonde Tapuit Oenanthe hispanica melanoleuca, female, Eilat, Isra-
el, March 1980 (Gdran Ekstrém). A spring bird, making identification quite easy. Bird probably looked much the
same during autumn (except for neater pale fringes to wings and perhaps darker upperparts). Clean white throat
being quite sharply demarcated from orange breast-band is typical of Black-eared. Breast-band seems narrow at
centre but this may be due to feather disorder

157 Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka, female, Bahrain, November 1990 (Erik Hirschfeld). Like
many autumn female Pied, it almost totally lacks warm tones to breast

158 Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka, female, Jubail, Saudi Arabia, 20 April 1991 (Arnoud B
van den Berg). Dark of throat covers upperbreast and, as usual, there is no obvious warm tinge to breast

159 Pied Wheatear / Bonte Tapuit Oenanthe pleschanka, female, Kazakhstan, June 1987 (Pekka Komi). Like most
summer plumage Pied females, it shows some pale feathers on upperthroat (usually less than in this bird). Dark on
breast is typical

160 Eastern Black-eared Wheatear / Oostelijke Blonde Tapuit Oenanthe hispanica melanoleuca, female, Filat, Isra-
el, April 1990 (Géran Ekstrom). Dark is confined to throat and does not reach upperbreast as in Pied. Pale fringes
more evenly distributed in this individual than in Pied. Throat would probably appear darker if bird was less
hunched

161 Eastern Black-eared Wheatear / Blonde Tapuit Oenanthe hispanica melanoleuca, female, Eilat, Israel, 23
March 1993 (Leo | R Boon)
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Throat and breast

The most reliable character in spring is the pat-
tern of the throat. Pied Wheatear has a dark,
blackish or dark brown, extensive throat-patch
that reaches the scapulars and upperbreast. The
lower border may be ill-defined, and sometimes
much of the breast is rather dark (plate 158). The
chin is usually pale with wholly pale feathers
close to the base of the bill and pale-fringed dark
feathers below (plate 159). The lower part of the
throat-patch is darker than the upper, unlike in
males. Occasionally, the female may show very
little pale fringing to the chin (plate 158).

As late as March, the female may be dusky
rather than plain dark on the throat, but still this
dusky coloration will cover the upperbreast.

In Black-eared Wheatear, the dark throat-
patch, blackish or dark brown, is smaller and
does not reach the scapulars or the upperbreast.
There may be pale fringes, even quite a lot.
However, they show a tendency to be more
evenly distributed on the throat, not necessarily
giving the impression of a whitish chin above a
blackish throat, as in Pied (plate 160).

Eastern Black-eareds with a white throat occur
regularly (plate 156). The throat is clean white
and may have a faint creamy-buff tinge; rarely,
the pale throat is a bit dusky even in spring.
White-throated Pieds also occur but they are
rare. In these, the throat does not differ from
Black-eared.

The breast of Black-eared usually has the same
comparatively distinct orange-rusty band as in
autumn, while the breast in Pied is off-white,
occasionally with a slight warm tinge below the
dark throat-patch.

Main characters in spring females
* Dark throat-patch covering upperbreast — Pied
¢ Dark throat not reaching breast — Black-eared

Identification of dark-throated birds is straight-
forward but may be difficult early in the spring
before most of the pale fringes are worn off. A
white-throated bird with greyish-brown upper-
parts and a warmly-tinged but not well-defined
breast-band may be impossible to identify, al-
though white-throated individuals are rare in
Pied.

Primary projection

The primary projection may at times aid the
identification of both species. Although the pri-
mary projection varies a lot, it is generally short-
er in Black-eared than in Pied Wheatear. In East-
ern Black-eared, it is obviously shorter to slightly
longer than the length of the tertials and in Pied
it is as long as to obviously longer than the ter-
tials. This character is pretty safe for a short-
winged Black-eared and may support the identi-
fication of a long-winged Pied.
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Bonte Tapuiten bij Petten en Katwijk
in oktober-november 1992

Arnoud B van den Berg, Ruud E Brouwer, Enno B Ebels, Han | Endt & René van Rossum

I n het najaar van 1992 werden kort na elkaar
twee Bonte Tapuiten Oenanthe pleschanka in
Nederland ontdekt. De eerste vogel was een
eerste-winter mannetje bij Petten, Noordholland,
op 23-26 oktober, de tweede een (vermoedelijk)
eerste-winter vrouwtje in Katwijk aan Zee, Zuid-
holland, van 30 oktober tot 4 november.

Petten

Op vrijdagochtend 23 oktober liepen Ruud Brou-
wer en Han Endt langs de Hondsbossche Zee-
wering ten zuiden van Petten, op zoek naar een
Grote Pieper Anthus richardi die RB hier op 20
oktober had waargenomen. Om 10:50 zag RB
een tapuit zitten op het hekwerk langs het
opslagterrein van Hoogheemraadschap Hollands
Noorderkwartier. De vogel had een vage donke-
re keeltekening en veel wit in de staart. Samen
kwamen zij vrij snel tot de conclusie dat het om
een Bonte of Blonde Tapuit O hispanica ging. Na
deze kortstondige observatie vloog de vogel naar
de zeedijk waar hij enige tijd goed kon worden
waargenomen. Hierna verdween de vogel op-
nieuw naar het opslagterrein. Na toestemming te
hebben gevraagd om het terrein te betreden
werd de vogel pas na een uur zoeken terugge-
vonden. Omdat de determinatie de nodige pro-
blemen opleverde besloten RB en HE thuis litera-
tuur te gaan halen. Na terugkeer op het
opslagterrein  konden zij de wvogel langdurig
observeren en kwamen zij tot de conclusie dat
het een mannetje Bonte Tapuit in eerste-winter-
kleed moest zijn. Diezelfde dag konden enkele
gewaarschuwde vogelaars de vogel nog net voor
donker waarnemen en — zij het na veel discussie
en niet unaniem — de determinatie bevestigen.

In de ochtend van 24 oktober kon het opslag-
terrein niet betreden worden waardoor het enige
tijd duurde voordat de vele 10-tallen verzamelde
vogelaars concludeerden dat de vogel hier niet
meer aanwezig was. Na enige uren besloot men
daarom wat verder in de omgeving te zoeken en
om 9:30 vonden Bert de Bruin en Enno Ebels de
Bonte Tapuit terug op de oostzijde van de zee-

|Dutch Birding 16: 195-200, oktober 1994]

dijk, enkele 100en meters ten zuiden van de
oude plek. Gedurende vrijwel de gehele dag ver-
bleef de vogel op deze tegen de stormachtige
westenwind beschutte plek (om 12:50 vioog aan
de andere kant van de dijk een donsstormvogel
Pterodroma feae/madeira/mollis langs; cf Wie-
gant et al 1994). De volgende dagen bevond de
vogel zich zowel op het opslagterrein als op
allerlei posten langs de zeedijk, tot genoegen van
vele waarnemers en fotografen. Op de laatste
dag van zijn verblijf, 26 oktober, werd in hetzelf-
de terrein een Bosgors Emberiza rustica ontdekt
(cf Wiegant et al 1994).

De beschrijving is gebaseerd op veldnotities
van RB en HE, veldnotities van EE en BdB en
foto’s van Arnoud van den Berg, Hans Gebuis en
René van Rossum (cf Dutch Birding 14: 200,
plaat 172, 1992; 14: 237, plaat 205, 1992; 16:
140, plaat 102, 1994).

GROOTTE & POSTUUR Relatief kleine, gedrongen ta-
puit, kleiner lijkend dan Tapuit O oenanthe, herin-
nerend aan Roodborsttapuit Saxicola torquata, hoewel
beide soorten niet aanwezig voor directe vergelijking.
Houding lichaam meestal nogal horizontaal, minder
rechtop dan Tapuit. Handpenprojectie ten minste even
lang als zichtbare deel van tertials.

KOP Kruin licht grijsbruin met donkere vlekjes. Oor-
streek grijsbruin en vlekkerig, bij bepaalde belichting
vrij donker lijkend. Vanaf snavel opvallende lichte cre-
mekleurige wenkbrauwstreep, achter oog breder wor-
dend en daar meest opvallend, bij bepaalde belichting
minder opvallend. Teugel donker als kruin, vaag
begrensd en met witte veerrandijes. Kin zwartachtig met
witte veerrandjes. Keel vuilwit met kleine donkere,
zwarte vlekjes (veerbases), enkele verticale donkere
banen vormend vanaf mondhoek. Onder bepaalde
waarnemingsomstandigheden kin en keel (tot op
bovenborst) donker en groezelig lijkend, vermoedelijk
door zwartachtige veerbases.

BOVENDELEN Mantel, schouder en bovenrug koud
bruingrijs tot lichtbruin (bij bepaalde belichting met
opvallende grijszweem). Mantel- en vooral schou-
derveren duidelijk getekend door donker centrum en
lichte zoom, waardoor bovendelen vaag geschubd lij-
kend. Bij opwaaien van mantel- en schouderveren
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zwarte bases van mantel- en schouderveren zichtbaar.
Stuit en bovenstaartdekveren wit.

ONDERDELEN Oranjegeel op borst meest intens op zij-
borst, vaag doorlopend over bovenborst en, afhankelijk
van belichting, borstband vormend. Benedenborst en
buik vuilwit, afhankelijk van belichting variérend van
wit tot licht oranjegeel. Anaalstreek en onderstaartdek-
veren wit.

VLEUGEL Grote dekveren met brede vuilwitte randen,
donkere veercentra vrijwel geheel bedekkend en daar-
door lichte baan over gesloten vleugel vormend; top
van grote dekveren wit en witte vleugelstreep vormend.
Zwarte middelste dekveren met vuilwitte zoom con-
trasterende smalle zwarte band over gesloten vleugel
vormend. Kleine dekveren donker met brede, vuilwitte
zoom. Duimvleugel zwart en contrasterend, met zeer
smalle lichte zoom. Grote handdekveren donker met
lichte zoom. Handpennen, armpennen en tertials don-
kerbruin tot zwartachtig met lichte, vuilwitte randen.
Vuilwitte randen van armpennen op gesloten vleugel
licht vleugelveld vormend. Ondervleugeldekveren
opvallend zwart, niet alleen in vlucht maar soms ook
in zit zichtbaar. Rest ondervleugel contrasterend licht
grijsachtig getekend.

STAART Middelste staartpennen (t1) voor groot deel
zwart en brede zwarte balk vormend. Overige staart-
pennen voor groot deel wit met zwarte eindband. Eind-
band zeer smal op naast middelste gelegen staartpen-
paren ({t2-3) en over buitenste staartpennen (t4-6)
breder wordend. Op buitenste staartpenpaar (16) zwart
ongeveer even lang als op middelste staartpennen.
Smalle zwarte eindband bij spreiden staart gehakkeld
lijkend.

NAAKTE DELEN Iris, snavel en poot zwart.

GEDRAG Tijdens foerageren vanaf uitkijkpost op hek,
steenhoop, zandhoop, draad of paaltje naar gras vlie-
gend om vervolgens vrijwel direct naar dezelfde post
terug te keren. Soms korte tijd in gras zittend of op
asfalt onderaan zeedijk foeragerend. Af en toe op
schuine spandraden van grote antenne zittend. Niet
schuw, soms tot op minder dan 10 m te bekijken, maar
wel onrustig en zich snel verplaatsend.

De determinatie is voornamelijk gebaseerd op
Clement & Harris (1987), Cramp (1988), Lewing-
ton et al (1991) en Jonsson (1992). Het vergele-
ken met Tapuit kleine postuur en de staartteke-
ning met meer wit op tweede tot vierde paar
staartpennen en meer zwart op buitenste staart-
pennen dan bij Tapuit duidden op Bonte of Blon-
de Tapuit. De handpenprojectie scheen te lang
voor de in het algemeen donkerdere, minder
contrastrijk getekende Cyprustapuit O cypriaca,
die ook om geografische redenen niet in aanmer-
king leek te komen (cf Small 1994). De vogel
werd gedetermineerd als Bonte door de combi-
natie van de koud getinte bruingrijze mantel
(warmer getint bij Blonde, vooral bij Westelijke
Blonde O h hispanica), de zwarte veerbases van
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de mantel (Blonde heeft geen zwarte mantel) en
de zwarte veerbases van benedenkeel en boven-
borst (bij zwartkelige Blonde reikt het zwart min-
der ver naar beneden). De zwarte bases van de
kin-, keel-, mantel- en schouderveren duidden
op een mannetje (een vrouwtje zou bruingrijze
veerhases moeten hebben). De meer bruin dan
zwart getinte slagpennen wezen op een eerste-
winter (een adult mannetje houdt zwarte slag-
pennen tot in voorjaar), evenals de lichte teke-
ning op teugel en kin (zwart bij adult mannetje)
en de opvallende lichte randen op de handdek-
veren (cf Ullman 1994).

Katwijk

Op zaterdagochtend 30 oktober 1993 zaten
René van Rossum en Casper Zuyderduyn na
enkele uren vogelen achter een welverdiend
kopje koffie in Hotel Savoy aan de noordpunt
van de boulevard in Katwijk aan Zee. Vanachter
het raam ontdekten zij in de tuin van het hotel
een vreemde tapuit, die opviel door het bleke,
grijsbruine en vrijwel ongetekende verenkleed.
Het was RvR direct duidelijk dat het om een
Bonte of Blonde Tapuit ging. De vogel verschilde
van het eerste-winter mannetje Bonte Tapuit dat
een week eerder 60 km noordelijk te Petten was
ontdekt en werd direct via het semafoon-circuit
doorgegeven als ‘mogelijke Blonde Tapuit’. Ver-
geleken met de vogel van Petten gaf hij in het
algemeen een valere, bruingrijzere en minder
getekende indruk, met minder duidelijke lichte
veerrandjes. De kop was veel egaler dan bij de
vogel van Petten, zonder opvallende wenk-
brauwstreep. Bovendien was de keel witter, de
onderzijde zonder oranjeachtige zweem en de
borst meer grijsbruin. Gedurende de rest van de
dag kwam een groot aantal vogelaars naar de
vogel kijken. Uiteindelijk werd hij gedetermi-
neerd als vrouwtje Bonte Tapuit (vermoedelijk
eerste-winter) en bleef tot 4 november onder
grote helangstelling van veel vogelaars aanwezig
(van der Bent 1992).

De beschrijving is gebaseerd op foto's van
AvdB, RvR en René Pop (cf Dutch Birding 14:
237, plaat 206, 1992; 15: 40, plaat 19, 1993; 16:
140, plaat 101, 1994).

GROOTTE & POSTUUR Als Tapuit maar iets kleiner en
slanker (geen directe vergelijking mogelijk). Snavel iets
fijner dan van Tapuit. Houding meer horizontaal dan
bij Tapuit. Handpenprojectie langer lijkend dan zicht-
bare deel van tertials.

KOP Bovenkop licht bruingrijs, met zelfde tint als
bovendelen en borst en met fijne lichte veerrandjes.
Lichte wenkbrauwstreep zeer vaag en onduidelijk,
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162-165 Bonte Tapuit / Pied Wheatear Oenanthe pleschanka, eerste-winter mannetje, Petten, Noordholland,
26 oktober 1992 (Arnoud B van den Berg)

voornamelijk zichtbaar achter oog. Behalve iets don-
kerdere bruine oorstreek nauwelijks tekening op kop,
waardoor smalle lichte oogring opvallend. Kin en keel
vuilwit, lichter dan oorstreek en borst, maar nauwelijks
contrasterend en vaag begrensd. Bij opwaaien van
keelveren soms bruingrijze veerbases te zien.
BOVENDELEN Mantel en schouder licht bruingrijs met
koude tint en met vage schubtekening door vage smal-
le lichte veerrandjes. Tijdens opwaaien van man-
telveren bruingrijze bases zichtbaar. Stuit en boven-
staartdekveren wit. Wit hoger op benedenrug oplopend
dan bij Tapuit.

ONDERDELEN Bovenborst vlekkerig licht grijsbruin (tint
afhankelijk van belichting), contrasterend met vaag
begrensde, vuilwitte keel en benedenborst. Zijborst
donkerst. Buik vuilwit. Anaalstreek scherp begrensd
wit.

VLEUGEL Grote dekveren donker met lichte randen en
witte toppen, smalle vleugelstreep vormend. Middelste

dekveren contrasterend donker met lichte zomen, vage
tweede vleugelstreep vormend. Kleine dekveren licht-
bruin met brede vuilwitte zoom, van afstand een licht
gebied vormend. Handpennen, armpennen en tertials
donkerbruin tot zwartachtig met lichte, vuilwitte ran-
den. Vuilwitte randen van armpennen op gesloten
vleugel licht vleugelveld vormend. Ondervleugeldek-
veren zwartachtig.

STAART Bovenstaart wit met zwarte omgekeerde T.
Zwarte tekening op middelste en buitenste staart-
pennen hoog oplopend, twee witte ovalen op boven-
staart omgevend. Zwarte eindband op overige pennen
smal, maar wel aaneengesloten. Witte randjes aan top-
pen staartpennen.

NAAKTE DELEN Iris, snavel en poot zwart.

GEDRAG Vaak op uitkijkpost langs zeereep zittend,
zoals op paaltje, prikkeldraad, lage struik of attributen
van in onbruik geraakte midget-golfbaan. Regelmatig
enige lijd op dak van hotel of huizen verblijvend.
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166-167 Bonte Tapuit / Pied Wheatear Oenanthe pleschanka, vermoedelijk ee wvinter vrouwtje, Katwijk,
Zuidholland, 3 november 1992 (Arnoud B van den Berg)
168 Bonte Tapui ied Wheatear Oenanthe pleschanka, vermoedelijk eerste-winter vrouwtje, Katwijk
Zuidholland, oktober 1992 (René van Rossum)
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De determinatie is op dezelfde literatuur ge-
baseerd als de vogel van Petten. Vanwege het
postuur en de staarttekening kwamen alleen
Bonte en Blonde Tapuit in aanmerking. De
koude tint van het lichte bruingrijze kleed, de
geschubde kruin en bovendelen en de vage
bruingrijze borstband zonder spoor van oranje
wezen op een Bonte (cf Ullman 1994). Een Blon-
de zou een warmere, rossigere tint moeten heb-
ben (ook Oostelijke Blonde O h melanoleuca)
met een meer uniforme bovenzijde en een scher-
per begrensde, meer oranjeachtig getinte borst-
band. De grote handpenprojectie (die ook pleitte
tegen Cyprustapuit) ondersteunde de determina-
tie als Bonte. Door de bruingrijze bases van
mantel- en schouderveren kon de vogel worden
gedetermineerd als een vrouwtje (een mannetje
zou zwarte veerbases moeten tonen). Dit hand-
kenmerk kon worden vastgesteld dankzij het feit
dat de vogel zich veelvuldig van dichtbij liet
fotograferen terwijl de wind de veren opblies.
Ook het geringe contrast in koptekening met
lichte oorstreek en lichte teugel was een indica-
tie voor een vrouwtje. De opvallend lichte teke-
ning van de handdekveren duidde wellicht op
een eerste-winter, maar het is in het algemeen
niet mogelijk een vrouwtje met zekerheid op
leeftijd te brengen (Magnus Ullman in litt).

Voorkomen

Na het eerste geval van een vrouwtje op 28 mei
1988 op Schiermonnikoog, Friesland (van der
Have 1989), betroffen deze waarnemingen het
tweede en derde geval voor Nederland en de
eerste najaarsgevallen (cf Wiegant et al 1994).
Het vierde aanvaarde geval, dat hier niet bespro-
ken wordt, betrof een eerste-winter mannetje op
Vlieland, Friesland, op 7-8 oktober 1993 (van
Splunder 1993; Dutch Birding 15: 279, plaat
201, 1993).

De broedgebieden van de Bonte Tapuit liggen
langs de kusten van de Zwarte Zee in Roemenié
en Bulgarijé oostelijk tot voorbij het Baikalmeer
in Aziatisch Rusland, en zuidelijk tot Afghani-
stan. De overwinteringsgebieden liggen in Oost-
en Noordoostafrika, van Fgypte tot in Kenya
(Cramp 1988). In Noord- en Noordwesteuropa
wordt de Bonte Tapuit vrijwel jaarlijks als dwaal-
gast vastgesteld (Lewington et al 1991). De mees-
te gevallen komen uit Groot-Brittannié en ler-
land, 28 tot en met 1992 (Rogers & Rarities
Committee 1993). Het betreft voor het overgrote
deel najaarsgevallen. De meeste zijn vrij laat in
het najaar, vooral rond eind oktober.

. LY M W

169 Bonte Tapuit / Pied Wheatear Oenanthe ple-
schanka, vermoedelijk eerste-winter vrouwtje, Katwijk,
Zuidholland, 3 november 1992 (Amoud B van den Berg)

Summary

PIED WHEATEARS AT PETTEN AND KATWIK IN OCTOBER-
NOVEMBER 1992 On 23-26 October, a Pied Wheatear
Oenanthe pleschanka stayed at Petten, Noordholland,
near the sea dike. It was separated from Eastern Black-
eared Wheatear O hispanica melanoleuca by, eg, the
dark base of lower-throat and upperbreast feathers con-
cealed by whitish fringes. The bird was identified as a
male because of the black feather bases on, eg, mantle
and scapulars. It was aged as a first-winter because of
the white fringes on lores and chin, the conspicuous
pale fringes on the primary coverts and the brown-grey
rather than black remiges.

Another Pied Wheatear was discovered along the
coast of Katwijk aan Zee, Zuidholland, on 30 October
and stayed until 4 November. It was identified as a
female hecause of the brownish-grey base of mantle
feathers and scapulars, which was visible thanks to
windy weather conditions. Its cold pale brown-grey
overall colour without any orangy, diffuse pale brown-
greyish breast-band and fringed crown, mantle and
scapular feathers supported the identification as Pied.

These are the second and third records of this spe-
cies for the Netherlands and the first in autumn. The
first record concerned a female on Schiermonnikoog,
Friesland, on 28 May 1988. In 1993, a first-winter male
on Vlieland, Friesland, on 7-8 October represented the
fourth record.
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Mededelingen

Blonde Tapuit op Rottumeroog
in juni 1991

Op 6 juni 1991 waren Koen van Dijken en Wil-
lem Steenge, eilandbewakers en vogelwachters
van Rottumeroog, Groningen, bezig met hun
dagelijkse ronde over het eiland. De dag was
goed begonnen met een mannetje Roodkopklau-
wier Lanius senator. Verder was er aardige trek

170 Blonde Tapuit / Black-eared Wheatear Oenanthe
hispanica, Rottumeroog, Groningen, 6 juni 1991
(Willem Steenge)
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van Wespendieven Pernis apivorus en zwaluwen
Hirundinidae. Om 15:10 zagen zij kort een
vreemde tapuit Oenanthe in een struikje zitten.
De vogel viel op door het kleine formaat (verge-
leken met Tapuit O oenanthe), de uniform bruine
bovendelen, de lichte onderdelen en de donkere
tekening op de keel. De vogel vloog vrijwel
direct weg maar maakte na ¢ 75 m een zwen-
king, waarbij de staart werd gespreid. KvD zag
toen het staartpatroon, dat sterk deed denken aan
Bonte O pleschanka of Blonde Tapuit O hispani-
ca. In combinatie met de eerder vastgestelde
kenmerken waren beide waarnemers ervan over-
tuigd dat de vogel één van deze twee soorten
moest betreffen.

Ruim een uur later dook de vogel weer op bij
de plaats van ontdekking. Bewust van het feit dat
foto’s onontbeerlijk waren voor een zekere deter-
minatie en aanvaarding door de Commissie
Dwaalgasten Nederlandse Avifauna (CDNA),
werd alle tijd en energie gestoken in het fotogra-
feren van de vogel, die erg beweeglijk was
(Dutch Birding 15: 151, plaat 91, 1993). Meer
gedetailleerde kenmerken werden zodoende
alleen door de zoeker van de camera vastgesteld.
Na ¢ 17:00 werd de vogel niet meer gezien. Na
raadpleging van de op het eiland aanwezige lite-
ratuur meenden de waarnemers dat het een eer-
ste-zomer vrouwtje van de oostelijke ondersoort
van de Blonde Tapuit O h melanoleuca betrof.

|Duwteh Birding 16; 200-205, oktober 1994]



De beschrijving is gebaseerd op notities en
foto’s van KvD en WS.

GROOTTE & POSTUUR Vrij kleine en compacte tapuit,
kleiner lijkend dan Tapuit. Handpenprojectie korter
dan zichtbare deel van langste tertial, geschat 3:4.

KOP Voorhooid en bovenkop bruin, naar achteren lich-
ter wordend en overgaand in opvallend lichte vuilwitte
nekvlek. Teugel en oogstreep donkerbruin (donkerder
dan kruin), achter oog overgaand in donkere warm-
bruine oorvlek. Wang lichter dan oorvlek. Smalle lichte
wenkbrauwstreep, vooral achter oog, nauw verbonden
met lichte nekvlek en achter oorvlek naar beneden
afbuigend. Keel bruin met zwartachtige vlekjes, afhan-
kelijk van belichting en waarnemingshoek meer donker
of meer licht lijkend en scherp afgegrensd van lichte
borst. Kin lichter dan keel.

BOVENDELEN Bruin tot zandbruin met vage warme
gloed. Mantel iets lichter dan schouder en dekveren,
maar sterk contrasterend met lichte nekvlek. Dekveren
zonder lichte randjes.

ONDERDELEN Borst, buik, flank, anaalstreek en on-
derstaartdekveren wit met kleine oranjeachtige ‘veeg’
op zijborst nabij vleugelboeg en op achterflank.
VLEUGEL Hand- en armpennen donkerbruin als boven-
delen, met smalle lichte rand. Tertials bruin met iets
lichtere warmbruine rand. Slagpennen en vooral ter-
tials iets rossiger dan bovendelen.

STAART Wit met omgekeerde bruine T op bovenstaart.
Eindband smal maar hoog oplopend op buitenste
staartpennen.

NAAKTE DELEN Snavel zwart, oog donker, poot donker.
GEDRAG Regelmatig op hoge posten zittend zoals bos-
jes en stapel takken. Steeds op gras foeragerend.

De determinatie kostte zowel de waarnemers als
vervolgens de CDNA vele hoofdbrekens. Op
grond van het staartpatroon was duidelijk dat
een keuze moest worden gemaakt tussen Bonte
en Blonde Tapuit. Om tot een definitief oordeel
te komen besloot de CDNA advies in te winnen
bij twee buitenlandse tapuitenkenners, Hadoram
Shirihai (Isragl) en Magnus Ullman (Zweden). HS
(in litt) volstond met het aangeven dat het naar
zijn mening een Blonde betrof (die hij in Israél in
groten getale en in alle mogelijke kleden bestu-
deerd heeft) maar gaf geen inhoudelijke onder-
bouwing. MU (in litt) concludeerde dat het vrij-
wel zeker een Blonde van de oostelijke
ondersoort O h melanoleuca betrof, op grond
van de volgende redenen: T de korte handpen-
projectie past goed op Blonde en lijkt te kort
voor Bonte, die meestal een langere projectie
toont, 2 Bonte vertoont zeer zelden een overwe-
gend lichte keel (als zichtbaar op de foto's), 3 de
kleur van de bovendelen op de foto’s is iets war-
mer roodbruin dan de vrijwel altijd donkerder en
kouder getekende bovendelen van Bonte (hoe-

Mededelingen

wel de verschillen zeer gering zijn), en 4 het ont-
breken van enige donkere of groezelige tekening
op borst en buik, zoals vaak aanwezig bij Bonte
(al is het de vraag of dit ook geldt voor zeldzame
lichtkelige Bonte). De westelijke ondersoort van
Blonde, O h hispanica, is altijd lichter en warmer
gekleurd. De lichte nekvlek die op alle foto's dui-
delijk is te zien, past naar zijn weten op geen
van beide soorten en biedt derhalve geen hou-
vast voor de determinatie. Ook in de geraad-
pleegde literatuur wordt dit kenmerk niet (expli-
ciet) genoemd. Van der Have (1989) wees op de
aanwezigheid van een opvallend licht achter-
hoofd bij het vrouwtje Bonte Tapuit dat hij op 28
mei 1988 op Schiermonnikoog, Friesland, ont-
dekte. Hij opperde op basis van een aantal
geraadpleegde foto’s de mogelijkheid dat dit ken-
merk karakteristiek zou kunnen zijn voor Bonte
en niet voor Blonde. De aanvaarding van boven-
staand geval als Blonde spreekt deze hypothese
tegen. In vergelijking met de vogel van Rottumer-
oog vertoonde het vrouwtje van Schiermonnik-
oog meer koudbruin getinte bovendelen en een
veel donkerdere bruingrijze keel die overging in
een vlekkerig bruine bovenborst. De overige on-
derdelen kwamen echter sterk overeen met de
vogel van Rottumeroog, inclusief de kleine
oranjeachtige vlek op de achterflank, en ook de
koptekening vertoonde veel overeenkomsten.

MU stelt dat geen van de door hem gehan-
teerde kleedkenmerken op zich doorslaggevend
is en dat de handpenprojectie op basis van de
foto’s moeilijk exact is te bepalen. Verder baseert
hij een deel van zijn determinatie op de overwe-
gend lichte keel zoals die op de meeste foto's
zichtbaar is. Volgens de beschrijving waren kin
en keel echter niet licht maar bruin met zwart-
achtige vlekjes, hetgeen door enkele foto's lijkt te
worden bevestigd.

Ondanks deze kanttekeningen heeft de CDNA
besloten de vogel als Blonde Tapuit te aanvaar-
den, met name op grond van de warmbruine
kleuren op de kop en bovendelen en de oranje-
achtige zijborst (Edward van lJzendoorn in litt;
van den Berg et al 1993).

Bovenstaand geval betrof de zesde Blonde
Tapuit voor Nederland en is het eerste dat met
foto's is gedocumenteerd. Eerdere gevallen wa-
ren op 7 mei 1937 te Wassenaar, Zuidholland,
op 6 mei 1970 op Terschelling, Friesland, op 3-5
mei 1972 te Den Haag, Zuidholland, op 8 juni
1975 te Den Haag en op 30 april 1982 op Vlie-
land, Friesland. Al deze gevallen betroffen veld-
waarnemingen waarvan geen foto gepubliceerd
is (van den Berg 1994).
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Summary

BLACK-EARED  WHEATEAR  ON  ROTTUMEROOG IN  JUNE
1991 On 6 June 1991, a female Black-eared Wheatear
Oenanthe hispanica of the eastern subspecies O h
melanoleuca was observed and photographed on the
island of Rottumeroog, Groningen. It was distinguished
from female Pied Wheatear O pleschanka by its short
primary projection, predominantly pale throat, slightly
warm brown upperparts and lack of dusky flecking on
breast and belly. The bird showed a very prominent
pale neck patch, which is atypical for both Black-eared
and Pied Wheatear. Its upperparts were considered too
dark and cold-toned for the western subspecies O h
hispanica. None of the features on its own was con-
clusive for the identification. Moreover, the short pri-

mary projection was not visible from the photographs
(though described in the field). Nevertheless, this was
accepted as the sixth record for the Netherlands. It was
the first record of this species that could be document-
ed by photographs.
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Kanttekeningen bij herkenning van
juveniele Kleinste Jager

Op 16 september 1993 troffen enkele kinderen,
na zware aanlandige storm aan de kust, bij Lem-
selo (tussen Oldenzaal en Weerselo), Overijssel,
een verzwakte jager Stercorarius aan. De vogel
kwam via | Weusthof van de Weidevogel-
werkgroep Weerselo terecht bij vogelasielhouder
Anton Conings te Enschede, Overijssel. Daar
determineerden Paul Knolle en AC de vogel als
een relatief donkere juveniele Kleinste Jager
S longicaudus op grond van de combinatie van
slanke gestalte, kleine afgeronde kop, ‘koude’ tint
van de vogel, kleine snavel met stompe nok,
hoeveelheid zwart op de snavel (vanaf de punt
tot juist voorbij de nok, iets doorlopend naar de
snijranden), verlengde middelste staartpennen,
koud grijsbruin getinte egale borstband en witte
buikstreek (met bruine veertoppen), gestreepte
flanken, witte schachten van slechts de twee bui-
tenste handpennen en sterk gebandeerde boven-
en onderstaartdekveren, okselveren en onder-
vleugeldekveren. Verder zijn de lichte veerran-
den van een juveniele Kleine Jager S parasiticus
in het algemeen warmer van kleur (tot kastan-
jebruin) dan bij Kleinste Jager (Harris et al 1989,
Olsen & Jonsson 1989, Olsen 1992).

De jager werd gevoerd met vis en op 25 sep-
tember 1993 geringd (Arnhem 3485697) losgela-
ten op het strand te Bloemendaal, Noordholland,
ter hoogte van restaurant Parnassia, waarna hij
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krachtig wegvloog. Dit geval werd door de Com-
missie Twentse Avifauna aanvaard als de tweede
Kleinste Jager voor Twente (Knolle & Conings
1994). De eerste, eveneens in juveniel kleed,
werd waargenomen op 31 oktober 1985 in
recreatiegebied Het Rutbeek bij Enschede door
Peter Nijhuis en Jowi de Roever (de Roever
1986, cf Moerbeek et al 1987). Waarnemingen
van deze soort na 1 januari 1993 worden niet
meer behandeld door de Commissie Dwaalgas-
ten Nederlandse Avifauna (CDNA) vanwege de
sterke toename van het aantal gevallen (van den
Berg & CDNA 1992).

De definitieve determinatie vergde enige tijd,
omdat enkele kenmerken van de vogel strijdig
schenen met zogeheten ‘harde’ kenmerken in de
standaard veldgidsen. Ook in het veld zouden
waarnemers zeker voor problemen zijn gesteld.
Ten eerste waren bij deze vogel de einden van
de verlengde staartpennen accoladevormig; de
toppen van de pennen waren inderdaad afge-
rond maar eindigden in een puntje, vermoedelijk
door sleet van de lichte randjes. In recente litera-
tuur worden echter afgeronde toppen van de
twee middelste staartpennen steevast een goed
kenmerk van juveniele Kleinste |agers genoemd.
Zo komt men omschrijvingen tegen als ‘bluntly
pointed’ (Ferguson-Lees et al 1983), ‘iets afge-
rond (als twee pinken)’ (Olsen 1992) en ‘am
Ende gerundet’ (Glutz von Blotzheim & Bauer
1982). Alleen Olsen (1992) meldt terloops dat de
middelste staartpennen gesleten kunnen zijn
waardoor zij er ‘donkergerand of puntiger uit-
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171-172 Kleinste Jager / Long-tailed Skua Stercorarius longicaudus, (gevonden te Lemselo, Overijssel,
16 september 1993), Enschede, Overijssel, 19 september 1993 (Paul Knolle)
173 Kleinste Jager / Long-tailed Skua Stercorarius longicaudus, King George V Reservoir, Greater London,
Engeland, =mber 1993 (Tim Loseby)
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zien’; dit wordt in Cramp & Simmons (1983) niet
vermeld. Hoe men zich ‘puntiger’ precies moet
voorstellen (kan zo'n veer zelfs gaan lijken op
een middelste staartpen van een juveniele Kleine
Jager?) meldt Olsen niet.

Ten tweede bleken weliswaar op de boven-
vleugel alleen de twee buitenste handpennen
zuiver witte schachten te hebben (bij Kleine
lager zijn dat er zeker drie of vier) maar ook de
schacht van de derde handpen was zeer licht:
wit met een lichtbruine gloed die alleen van
nabij was waar te nemen. Op enige afstand zou
deze schacht zeker als wit zijn ervaren. De
schacht van de vierde handpen was lichtbruin,
dat wil zeggen nog altijd lichter dan die van de
binnenste handpennen. Volgens Olsen (1992)
heeft minder dan 5% van de juveniele Kleinste
Jagers een derde lichte handpenschacht; vaker is
de derde schacht qua kleur een tussenvorm tus-
sen de schachten van de binnenste en de buiten-
ste handpennen. Incidenteel komen zelfs vier tot
vijf lichte buitenste handpennen voor. Dit is
evenwel moeilijk te rijmen met tabel 10 in
dezelfde publikatie: hier staat op grond van
Olsens eigen onderzoek aan balgen vermeld dat
92.3% van de door hem bestudeerde juveniele
Kleinste Jagers drie lichte (dus niet witte) hand-
penschachten heeft, 7.7% vier en geen enkele
vijf of meer. Daarbij wordt aangetekend dat in
het veld vaak meer lichte schachten worden
gezien dan aan balgen. Maar een juveniele
Kleinste Jager die in september 1993 in Greater
London, Engeland, werd waargenomen had
daadwerkelijk  vijf lichte handpenschachten
(plaat 173; cf Hardwick 1993, waar meer geval-
len worden genoemd). Dit betrof een donker,
relatief warm getint individu, met veel wit op de
vijf buitenste handpennen; alleen de schachten
van de twee buitenste handpennen waren echter
smetteloos wit. Een lichte juveniele Kleinste Jager
die in oktober 1984 dood werd gevonden op Ter-
schelling, Friesland (nu in de collectie van René
Pop te Capelle aan den ljssel, Zuidholland), heeft
vijf lichte handpenschachten, waarvan zelfs de
eerste drie smetteloos wit zijn; de vierde is iets
donkerder en de vijfde heeft de door Olsen
(1992) genoemde tussentint. De middelste staart-
pennen van deze vogel zijn door sleet iets puntig
(pijlvormig). Overigens is dit geval (nog) niet
door de CDNA behandeld. De Overijsselse
vogel, met twee witte handpenschachten, een
derde bijna witte schacht en een vierde van de
tussentint, was dus uitzonderlijk, maar niet
uniek.

Ten derde toonden enkele lichte banden op de
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stuitveren en de onderstaartdekveren een bruine
gloed (op de stuit zelfs licht roestkleurig) die war-
mer aandeed dan ik op grond van literatuur (bij-
voorbeeld Glutz von Blotzheim & Bauer 1982:
‘Ilhre Gesamtfirbung wirkt wegen des Fehlens
rostgelber und -brauner Toéne immer kalt und
grau’) en eigen waarnemingen aan lichte juve-
niele Kleinste Jagers had verwacht. Weliswaar
viel de warme tint bij een ‘totaalaanzicht’ van de
vogel niet direct op maar ook deze zou bij
nauwkeurige observatie in het veld — met Klein-
ste Jager = ‘koud’ in gedachten — tot onzekerheid
kunnen leiden. Het Overijsselse en het Engelse
geval zouden erop kunnen wijzen dat vooral
donkere vogels warme tinten tonen.

Deze mededeling is ter nagedachtenis opge-
dragen aan Jowi de Roever.

Summary

REMARKS ON IDENTIFICATION OF JUVENILE LONG-TAILED
Skua On 16 September 1993, an exhausted juvenile
Long-tailed Skua Stercorarius longicaudus was found
far inland near Lemselo, Overijssel. After having been
fed and ringed (Arnhem 3485697), the bird was releas-
ed on 25 September at the beach near Bloemendaal,
Noordholland. The bird showed three features which
deviate from the standard field guides and which could
have posed some problems to observers in the field.

Firstly, the tips of the two elongated central rectrices
were accolade-shaped (ending in a sharp point) caused
by wear of the pale feather margins. Only Olsen (1992)
makes a casual remark on the possibility of sharply
pointed central rectrices but does not state precisely
the shape of these feathers. A pale juvenile found in
October 1984 on Terschelling, Friesland, even showed
arrow-shaped tips, like in Arctic Skua S parasiticus.

Secondly, the shafts of the two outer primaries on
the upperwing were pure white and the third shaft was
white with a very pale brown hue (which would ap-
pear white at a distance). The fourth shaft was still
obviously paler brown than the shafts of the innermost
primaries; according to Olsen (1992), most juvenile
Long-tailed Skuas show this intermediate tone on the
third shaft. The Terschelling bird showed five pale pri-
mary-shafts: the first three even immaculately white,
the fourth somewhat darker and the fifth of the interme-
diate hue. A dark and rather warm-coloured juvenile
observed in September 1993 in Greater London, Eng-
land, also had five pale primary-shafts.

Thirdly, some of the pale bars on rump and un-
dertail-coverts showed a brown hue (on rump even
pale rusty), warmer than expected on basis of literature
and own observations. With good views in the field,
this warm tone could mislead observers having in mind
that juvenile Long-tailed Skuas are known as having
‘cold’ colour tones. The Owerijssel and English birds
demonstrate that juvenile Long-tailed Skuas, possibly
dark birds in particular, can show warm tones.
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Two new raptors for Israel

When birding in locations on the edge of the
Western Palearctic, it is often essential to have
advanced information on field identification of
possible vagrants to the region, especially on
confusion species. In Israel, for instance, the first
occurrence of Pintail Snipe Gallinago stenura in
1984 (Shirihai 1988) came after the paper on its
identification by Madge (1977) which appeared
to have been essential for its recognition (Hado-

174 Crested Honey Buzzard / Aziatische Wespendief
Pernis ptilorhynchus, adult male, Mount Yoash, Eilat
Mountains, Israel, 14 May 1994 (Hadoram Shirihai)

[Dutch Birding 16: 205-206, oktober 14994)

ram Shirihai in litt). In March 1994, Hadoram
Shirihai met Dick Forsman in lsrael and they
were discussing some characters by which to
separate Crested Honey Buzzard Pernis ptilo-
rhynchus from Honey Buzzard P apivorus and
the possibility of its occurrence among migrating
flocks of Honey Buzzard in Israel in spring.

On 14 May 1994, HS was photographing
migrating Honey Buzzards from a high cliff on
Mount Yoash, Eilat Mountains, lIsrael. While
looking through his camera, HS discovered a
strange-looking honey buzzard and somehow

175 Tawny Eagle / Savannearend Aquila rapax
belisarius, western Negev, Israel, T November 1992
(Hadoram Shirihai)
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realised that this had to be a Crested Honey Buz-
zard! Within a few seconds only, he managed to
take some pictures of the bird while it was glid-
ing past and before it disappeared in a spiralling
flock of 500 Honey Buzzards.

The bird was separated from Honey Buzzard
by the larger, truncated body, heavier-headed
appearance, characteristic broad blackish neck-
lace, broad wings with rounded wing-tips with
diagnostic relatively long and protruding sixth
primary, small blackish carpal spots and shorter
and evenly banded tail; the small amount of
black in the primary tips and the broad bars on
the remiges, bunched proximally close to the
underwing-coverts, revealed that it was an adult
male. For a further discussion of the plumages
and identification of Crested Honey Buzzard, we
refer to Forsman (1994).

Another new raptor species for Israel, a north-
ern African Tawny Eagle Aquila rapax belisarius,
was discovered by HS in the Negev desert in
November 1992. It was separated from Steppe
Eagle A nipalensis, which occurs very commanly

in Israel during migration, by, eg, the pale tawny
underparts and underwing-coverts (contrasting
with the remiges and rectrices), the creamy
uppertail-coverts extending well onto the back,
the contrasting sandy wedge on the inner prima-
ries from below and the short gape line, not
extending beyond the eye. Additional photo-
graphs and a short further discussion on its iden-
tification were published in Shirihai (1994).

The Tawny Eagle was the 40th, and the Crest-
ed Honey Buzzard the 43rd species new to Israel
discovered by HS. EDITORS
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Brieven

Identiteit van ‘kleine goudplevier’
bij Middelburg in september 1991

In de brief van Eigenhuis et al (1994) over de
identiteit van een aanvankelijk als Aziatische
Goudplevier Pluvialis fulva gedetermineerde
vogel die van 13 tot 18 september 1991 bij Mid-
delburg, Zeeland, verbleef, wordt naar onze
mening een aantal punten niet juist belicht en
worden enkele belangrijke details onvoldoende
uitgewerkt.

Het eerste punt betreft de handpenprojectie.
Eigenhuis et al (1994) stellen, op grond van plaat
49, dat de vogel een ‘ruime’ handpenprojectie
heeft, die kenmerkend is voor Amerikaanse
Goudplevier P dominica. De door enkele waar-
nemers beschreven rui van de tertials, waarbij in
ieder geval één tertial aan de rechterkant van de
vogel ontbrak, wordt door de auteurs op de vol-
gende wijze uitgelegd. Tertial nummer 1 zou ont-
breken, en de langste tertial (nummer 2) zou dus
nog aanwezig zijn. Volgens Cramp & Simmons
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(1983) wordt de buitenste tertial (nummer 1) zel-
den naar zomerkleed geruid. Wij zijn van
mening dat tertial nummer 1 nog zichtbaar is als
een grijs winterkleedveertje aan de onderrand
van de nog aanwezige zomerkleedtertials (cf
plaat 49). Het ‘gat’ dat door enkele waarnemers
werd gemeld zou dus veroorzaakt worden door
het ontbreken van tertial nummer 2. Dit zou kun-
nen leiden tot een wat langer, zichtbaar deel van
de primaries. Als gevolg van deze rui is het ter-
tialkenmerk onbruikbaar. Tevens dient te worden
opgemerkt dat in de literatuur speciaal voor de
Aziatische Goudplevier wordt vermeld dat in het
vroege najaar al één of meerdere tertials kunnen
ontbreken (Golley & Stoddart 1991, zie ook plaat
7 aldaar en Limicola 3: 265, 1989; 4: 323, 1990;
5: 198, 19971:6: 170, 1992).

Het tweede punt dat door de auteurs ten gun-
ste. van Amerikaanse Goudplevier naar voren
wordt gebracht is het ontbreken van een witte
flanklijn. Meerdere waarnemers stelden echter
vast dat in de vlucht wel degelijk een lichte
flanklijn te zien was. Dit lijkt bevestigd te wor-

| Dutch Birding 16: 206-211. oktober 1994]



den door plaat 47 en 48. Dat de flanklijn bij
Aziatische Goudplevier wel eens minder opval-
lend kan zijn is ook te zien in Golley & Stoddart
(1991; plaat 7 en 8) en op een foto die begin juni
op Fair Isle, Schotland, werd genomen (Birding
World 5: 248, 1992),

Bij de vogel van Middelburg lijken de zijborst-
vlekken van voren gezien te groot voor een Azia-
tische Goudplevier (plaat 50). Echter, de vorm
van de zijborstvlek wordt onderaan vertroebeld
door de rui van de vogel. Ook Golley & Stoddart
(1991) wijzen erop dat de zijborstvlek, recht van
voren gezien, een geheel andere vorm kan lijken
te hebben. Op het vooraanzicht (plaat 50) is te
zien dat er geen sprake is van een versmalling
van de centrale borststreep, zoals die aanwezig
is bij Amerikaanse Goudplevier. Resumerend
stellen wij dan ook dat de twee hierboven
behandelde kenmerken niet tegen een Aziatische
Goudplevier pleiten.

Eén van de belangrijkste kenmerken ten gunste
van Aziatische Goudplevier is de lange pootpro-
jectie (cf plaat 47 en 48). De door de auteurs
gegeven verklaring ten aanzien van de pootpro-
jectie is onbevredigend, daar een vogel met een
kortere staart naar alle waarschijnlijkheid ook
proportioneel kortere poten zal hebben. Het
ruistadium van de vogel van Middelburg past ons
inziens goed op dat van Aziatische Goudplevier
in deze tijd van het jaar en veel minder op dat
van Amerikaanse Goudplevier, die later in het
jaar ruit.

Het ontbreken van zwart boven de snavel en
de kleur van de bovendelen van de vogel van
Middelburg zijn tevens kenmerken ten gunste
van Aziatische Goudplevier.

Wij zijn dan ook verbaasd dat de door Eigen-
huis et al (1994) aangevoerde argumenten voor
de CDNA voldoende waren om het geval te her-
zien en te aanvaarden als ‘kleine goudplevier’
Het was beter geweest als eerst de brief van
Eigenhuis et al was gepubliceerd en deze daarna,
met eventuele reacties, was meegenomen bij de
beoordeling van het geval door de CDNA. Hoe-
wel het door de actie van de CDNA moeilijk is
geworden om de vogel alsnog als Aziatische dan
wel Amerikaanse Goudplevier te aanvaarden,
pleiten wij ervoor om het dossier van deze vogel
nog niet te sluiten. Wij zijn er namelijk van over-
tuigd dat de vogel van Middelburg wel degelijk
op naam te brengen is.

Brieven

Summary

IDENTITY OF ‘LESSER GOLDEN PLOVER' AT MIDDELBURG IN SEP-
TEMBER 1991 In their letter concerning the identifica-
tion of a Pacific Golden Plover Pluvialis fulva staying at
Middelburg in September 1991, Eigenhuis et al (1994)
stated that this bird should be reconsidered since it had
too many characters fitting American Golden Plover
P dominica. In their opinion, it would be better to
leave it a ‘lesser golden plover’. Eigenhuis et al (1994)
mentioned two vital points in favour of American
Golden Plover: the long primary projection and the
absence of the white flank margin. Contrary to Eigen-
huis et al, we think that the missing tertial, as reported
by most observers, is not the outer one. This feather is
rarely moulted in the pre-breeding moult (Cramp &
Simmons 1983) and is still visible as a little grey non-
breeding feather on plate 49 in Eigenhuis et al (1994),
It is more likely that the second outermost tertial is mis-
sing and this could explain the long primary projection.

Most observers mentioned the presence of a white
flank margin in the field. So, despite the fact that it is
not clearly visible on photographs (cf plate 47-48), we
still think it is enough for a Pacific Golden Plover.
Moreover, this character is not always conspicuous
(Golley & Stoddart 1991, plate 7-8).

Furthermore, Eigenhuis et al mention that the white
breast-patches are too large for Pacific Golden Plover
(cf plate 50). Since the photograph they refer to is taken
head-on, this character can not be used because, as
Golley & Stoddart (1991) point out, the size and shape
of these patches can look rather different when seen
head-on. One of the most important characters in
favour of Pacific Golden Plover is the long projection
of the feet beyond the tail. The explanation given by
Eigenhuis et al seems a little far-fetched. It is more like-
ly that a bird with long legs is a larger bird and thus
also has a proportionally longer tail.

In our opinion, the moult pattern of the Middelburg
bird could well fit Pacific Golden Plover. Furthermare,
the absence of black above the bill and the colour of
the upperparts are in favour of this species. We do not
concur with the fact that the CONA has discarded this
record merely as a ’lesser golden plover’ and we are
convinced that further study will reveal the true identity
of the Middelburg bird.
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Brieven

Identity of ‘lesser golden plover’ at
Middelburg in September 1991

After studying the photographs of the ‘lesser gol-
den plover’ at Middelburg, Zeeland, in Septem-
ber 1991, published in Eigenhuis et al (1994), |
am convinced that the bird was a Pacific Golden
Plover Pluvialis fulva. In stating this, | hasten to
add that I did not see the bird in life, nor have |
discussed it with anyone who did, and | fully
respect the opinion of the CDNA. However, the
five excellent photographs (plates 47-51 in
Eigenhuis et al 1994) are most informative and
my comments are purely based on them.

The main point of contention appears to be the
primary projection. This is only visible in one
photograph and it seems that the longest tertial is
missing (as well as the outermost and maybe
even some secondaries? — note that in plate 47 at
least some of the secondaries appear to be extre-
mely abraded). More importantly, the bird still
lacks the really attenuated look of American
Golden Plover P dominica; in fact, the whole
stance (with the near vertical axis of the body
and legs set well back) appears very typical of
Pacific.

The patterning of the upperparts is fine for
Pacific (American should be darker, due to larger
black feather centres and smaller, sometimes
more random, pale spots) and the underparts are
perfectly patterned for Pacific. Indeed, all the
photographs prove that it has the requisite under-
parts coloration. The white stripe running around
the ear-coverts and down the sides of the neck
bulges only slightly on the breast side (barely
constricting the black of the foreneck), then con-
tinues down the flanks and onto the undertail-
coverts, whilst also extending onto the vent
behind the legs. The white is invaded by gold
and black speckles at various points but most
especially on the flanks where the very dense

patterning virtually obscures the white areas.

The two flight photographs show a very pro-
nounced projection of the feet beyond the tail-
tip, typical of Pacific. Surely this would not really
be possible in American, even if the latter spe-
cies’ shortest possible tail length is considered
(on measurements, a short-tailed bird would be a
small individual, with corresponding short legs!).

Perhaps it is just my imagination, but are the
two outermost primaries virtually the same
length, as in Pacific, rather than as in American,
in which the outermost primary is longer?

When considering the body moult, | suspect
that arrested moult is not uncommon amongst
vagrants, whereas advanced moult (amongst
waders at least) is probably unlikely but either
way it does not really add much to the problem.

In summary, | can see no real justification in
naming this bird anything other than Pacific
Golden Plover. Admittedly, it has a peculiar-
looking exposed primary (interestingly, only the
one, longest primary tip is discernable) and, per-
haps, a rather weak bill but these features (along
with upperparts patterning) might just as easily
be argued as pointers towards Furopean Golden
Plover P apricaria...

Finally, I endorse the view of David McAdams
(McAdams 1994) that the identification of Ameri-
can and Pacific Golden Plovers should not be a
problem nowadays and (not that it is applicable
in this case) | agree with him that only the term
indeterminate is valid for non-identified birds;
even in situations of known and proven hybridi-
zation, intermediate is too ambiguous a term and
should be avoided in identification discussions.
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Identity of ‘lesser golden plover’ at
Middelburg in September 1991

Having studied the note by Eigenhuis et al
(1994), and the photographs accompanying it
(plates 47-51), on the identification of the ‘lesser
golden plover’ present at Middelburg, Zeeland,
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in September 1991, | feel that the summary is
perhaps over-pessimistic with regard to the indi-
vidual concerned and that some of the argu-
ments proposed to support an indeterminate
identification are open to question.

The excellent photographs should allow speci-
fic identification and indeed the majority of the
bird’s features appear to support the identifica-



tion as Pacific Golden Plover Pluvialis fulva. The
main feature held against this identification is the
apparently long primary projection beyond the
tip of the tail in plate 49. Looking closely at this
plate, however, | wonder if the apparent pro-
jection is all it seems? Firstly, it is not certain
which tertial is missing but even allowing for the
longest one present being the longest, there
appear to be two sets of feathers visible beyond
the tertial tip. The primaries of the right wing
appear to be brown and to end just beyond the
tail-tip. There then appears to be an extension of
black primaries beyond the brown ones which 1
suggest are the primaries of the left wing, prob-
ably held lowered, and creating a photographic
illusion. A similar effect can be seen in other
photographs where the back wing appears to
project farther beyond the tail than the wing in
the foreground. For extreme examples of this
phenomenon, see the photographs of an Oriental
Pratincole Glareola maldivarum (Birdwatch July
1993: 13) and a Yellow-billed Cuckoo Coccyzus
americanus (Delin & Svensson 1988, p 159).
This suggestion is further supported by the two
coloured feather groups being out of line, ie, not
continuous. If this is in fact the case, then the
relations of the tertials to primaries and tail all
accord with that expected for Pacific Golden
Plover.

Also supporting the identification as Pacific
Golden Plover is the obvious projection of the
feet beyond the tail-tip in flight. The suggestion
that this could occur in American Golden Plover
P dominica by assuming the shortest tail meas-
urement is flawed, as surely the shortest-tailed
birds would also be smaller in all respects,
including leg length? Having examined a number
of photographs of the two species in flight, | only
came across one of an American Golden Plover
where any toe was visible beyond the tail and
this was only a very short projection and in a
juvenile bird where the tail might not have been
fully grown. It is often possible to take single
extreme measurements from a series of speci-
mens which will contradict the appearance of
the vast majority of individuals but it is not wise
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