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Selasphorus

——

In Brief

Sightings of Selasphorus hummingbirds in the East have increased sharply
In recent years. Though the majority of these birds may be immature
Rufous Hummingbirds (S. rufus), other species, such as Allen’s (S. satin),
Broad-tailed (S. platycercus), and Caliope (Stellula calbope) Hummingbirds,
. cannot be ruled out, as all have at loast some orange-buff coloring on the
sides or flanks and rufous coloring on the tail; and they, too, occur in the
East, Identifying most adult males in the field is relatively easy, but adule
fernales and immatures can be easily confused with one another. When at-
tempting to identify a female or immature bird to species, Broad-tailed
and Calliope can usually be eliminated at moderately close range,

but it is very difficult to separate Rufous and Allen's. In any attempt to dis-
tinguish Rufous from Allen's, the age and sex of the bird should first be de-
termined using differences in the throat pattern and, especially, the color
of the central tail feather. Separating the two species is extremely tricky:
differences between thom are small, with overlap in almost all key mea-
surements between individuals of the same age and sex class, and there is
much intraspecific varfation among individuals. Sull, once age and sex are
properly assessed, it may be possible to distinguish spedies under ex-
tremely favorable conditions—such as in the hand or when good close-up
photographs exist, especially of spread or fanned rectrices. The best dues
come from examining an outspread tall, e.g., extremely narrow, ribbon-
thin Rectrix 5 (outer tail feather) would indicate Allen's, whereas strong
emargination on both webs of Rectrix 2 would Indicate Rufous,

Thus, we can see why separating female and iImmature Rufous and Allen's
Hummingbirds in the field is notoriousty difficult and usually impossible.
Indeed, identification in the hand may be possible only after measuring

several characters, and even then, some individuals NGt

will nat be identifiable. Most birds should thus ,a

be left as “Rufous/ Allen's Hummingbird” / i :

(or “Selasphorus species” when Broad-tailed ’ ; 4
has not been eliminated).

ARNETTE HEIDCAMP*

B can RECALL MANY of my father's
interesting stories of life on the
road in Depression-era America,
burt one stands our vividly in my
mind: he told of a4 woman in
Loutsiana who had many beauti-
ful flowers on ber balcony to at-
tract hummingbirds. “Look at the
bards,” she said as she ponted out
a number of hummers working
the blossoms. “And,™ my father re-
membered, “one was reddish.” No
doubt he had scen a Selasphorus
hummingbird, perhaps an Allen’s
(S, sasin), but probably a Rufous

(S. rufus).

Selasphorus in the East

Apparently, these occurrences are
not something new to the South-
¢ast, where a number of Rufous
regularly winter—some banded
individuals pracncing rypical win-
ter site-fidelity have returned sev-
cral years in a row (Calder 1993).
The first specimen of Rufous
Hummingbird from cast of the
Mississippi River was captured in
a Charleston, South Carolina, gar-
den in December 199 (Conway
and Drennan 1979). The North-
cast and Midwest, however, are
another story. There 1s a limited
but growing number of Rufous
sightings for many of the north.
castern and midwestern states,
with first state records within just
the last few years for Michigan
(1988), West Virguma (1988),

*2314 Route 12 Susgerdes, New York 12477
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Wisconsin {1988), Kentucky

989, Connecnicur (1991, ind
Vermont (1992) (Womack 1993).
Rhode [sland had its first in 1995,
when a female turned up in the
Lictle Compton area. North
Dakota got its first record in 1995
s well, Stares such as Mame,
Mass I.'HI\L'TI\. New I('\\". Dela-
ware., Marvhnd, Pennsylvama,
Ohio, and Indiana, as well as sev
eral eastern provinces including
Ontario and Newfoundland, have
now had at least several sightings
each. An earlier summary of
records of Rufous Hummingbirds
in eastern North Amenca through
the mud-1970s was presented by
Conway and Drennan (1979).

What has been going on in the

Southeast for many years appears
now to be spreading to the North
cast and Midwest, Hummingbird
history in New York, mv own
state, includes one individual in
female plumage accepted as “be
|«-n:,m:, to the RBETRES M l'..'»'..‘l"u'.'(L
but was not idennfied as to spe-
cies™ in 1981 and the first state
record of an adult male Rufous in
August 1993, Several additional
reports, either unaccepted or still
LUNACT review, :,\nuul« that record

Able er al. 19935). Although most
likely S. raefus, many Eastern
records are histed simply as “Selas
sphorus species” —meaning Ru
fous, Allen's, or Broad-tailed
(S. platycercus). Most ol these
rports do, in fact, eliminare
road-tailed. thus listing them as

“Rufous/Allen’s™ is appropriate.

INGBIRDS

ARSETTE s DC Ay

Throst pottern and, particwiorly, the cofor of the centrol tail feathers are
the best field charocters 1o use In sexng Rufous ond Alen’s Humming
Birds. The clmost entirely preen centradl tolf feathers on this bid sexes it o3

@ fernale The width of the oster 1af feathers

portcuiorly the outermeost

Rectrix 5)—it @ chorocter wsed by many birders 10 seporote Rufous from
Alen’s i the fiokd Extrome coutien should be exercisod when wiing this
featere, however, s the differences between the two species are sight,
and differences m width between males and females ond oduits and
immateres of the serse species exist. Thes blrd 5 0 coptive fornale Refous

Hurmmngbid, phosogrophed in Februsry (994

Allen's Hummingbirds have
shown up a number of times in
Lowmsiana, a “hot-spot”™ for
Selasphorus hummingbirds in the
Southeast, Womack {1993) Lists 76
Rufous banded there from 1991
through 1993, and three Allen's
banded in 1992 and 1993 (pers
comm.), for a total of ar lease 12
reports of Allen's for the state
through 1992, These totals are ac-
tually substantally lower than the
actual numbers of Selaspborus tor
1 number of Southeastern states,
particularly Lowsiana. Rufous

Hummungbirds have become so

routine that many sightings and
banding records are no longer re
ported 10 American Birds
Audubon Field Notes; for exam
ple, in the Selaspborus-rich Baton
Rouge region, some 133 Rufous
Hummingbirds were banded by
two people during the winter of
19951996 (N. Newheld, pers,
comim.

Hummingbird-bander Bob
Sargent banded a harching-year
male Allen’s Huommingbird on 27
December 1993 in Soddy Daisy,
Tennessee, 4 MOountainous region

northeast of Chattanooga—a first




ARNETTE D Y

This is another captive fomole Rufous

Hummmgsird, Note the colorator

of the tof's upper wrface and the shope

of the suter rectrices. Fernale Selasphorus

awerope wides recrices than moses

and immasares average siphty wider

recerices thon odwis. Thus, an observer

must properly oge ond sex an Indwidual

Selasphorus before ettermpting

10 use this subtle chargceer

Diferences in feather

wicth are useful

i the field only with "extrerme” indflwdeck

e . female Rufous with porticutarly

brood tod feathers

mole Alen’s with

versus svnature

peric .u'.f.\, thwn

There is some overfop in meoswrements

between the two spedes, ond whet

differences there ore may be

only in o few tesths of milimeters

see Table

2). Phategraphed

in Jonwary | 996

record for the state. The bird re
mained in the vicinity untl 5 Jan
uary 1994, A few davs later the
bird was recaprured by Sargent in
Cartersville, Georgia, a distance
ot .'p:,‘l:)\l’"lhl'- 85 air miles
costh-southwest of the banding
cite! This bird remained in the

—:"~'

Lo } recapture vicimty or
three weeks and then disappeared
The first state record for Georgia
was of an immature male n the
Atlanta arca tron 12 l)\'\k'\'iwl
1992 through 6 March 1993, That
bird was also banded by Sargent.
Sargent has now banded Allen's

Alabama,

Georgia, Tennessee, and Missis

Hummungbirds

NOIC 1IN J
uals in Georgia (pers. comn \

1993 banding record of

SIDPL, A5 \\L'H as two
‘\”\;‘I] S
Hummingbird from Florida was
rejected by the Flonda Ornitho
logical Society Bird Records Com
mittee.) Not without an appear
ance in the Northeast, an Allen's
Hummingbird was netted and
subseguet tly died on Nantucket
Island, Massachusetts, 26 August
1988 |Andrews ind Baltosser
\'\'L‘ b

Some of these c,'\l".lii"‘l\'i.:l
\'i.'.,,”.‘.; ot Sel Pf""'-f'(‘ thar seem
18] ‘.\;' \l"(.lni\ 1% 1O Mo lmll]‘\'l‘
latitudes and casterly longitudes
may involve proneers secking out
ew wintering arcas, although
most northerly birds assumably

perish due to the lack of food and

very cold temperature. In any case,

1s Sargent suggests, the genus
Selasphorues, partcularly S, rafus,
s much more widespread in the
Northeast than we had reahzed
[he most common humminghird
vagrant is the immature Rufous
for vears it may have been passe d

Oft as the Common Rau by throated

Hummingbard Archilochus colu
bris | bw the casual observer. Bar
\\I'Il the recent surge in humiming
bird popularity and feeders kepe
up later in fall to attract them
least mto October 1, S ;'..:[ hores
are being noticed more frequently
Indeed, many M .‘-‘.fn'v IS Are
mrning up in October just afrer
the Last of the RU[". throateds have
departed, Perhaps a combinanion
of these factors and others have

contributed 1o this “explosion.”

Separating Rufous/
Allen’s from Other
Hummingbirds

[he genus most likely to be seen
im e '\'l-l"ll"f.','.\f -VI""H\'.' "" an \'l ™
and Rutous

s 1s Selasphorus,

Hummungbird s

the species sce
maost often. Separating Selasphor-
ws from Archiochies m the fiekd at
ll‘lh.'«l.‘u'['. Jn\.' FANEC 15 US l.'.}'.‘.
1 relatively straightforward task

Most feeder owners report that

they first l'l-‘.l_(J then \.-|"(.':r- 4
]

s DOCAUSE Of :h‘|~ ?'.i\.(!l(<f AT

the fact that nt Wiks prescent Jate n
fall, after the Ruby-throats had a

H'.'.Al‘

e ad EIVCAWAY, TOO, IS VO, In

heen gone for 2 while. A

fact, an appreciation of call-note
ditferences 18 an important 100 to
use in most hummingbird idenuf
cations. Compared to the solt,
lorw pirched ¢ hewe of Black-

and Ruly

1

throated, the call of Rutous {and

chinned (A, alexandri

’
)

Allen's) is a distinctive chij

Oor -

chip Iru|,lcm‘\ ZIVCI Sevel 1l timaes
in succession. The vocalizanon
that | have heard most often when
one Rufous is in the presence ¢ f
other hummingbirds s best de
scribed as a very shnll rzeeept. ns

:r(./'

ind a tast Zee-chip

mg at the end, or a raspy

Calder 1993),



prey-chuppity or eecee-didayer-di-
dayer-didayer in response to an
incruder that passes overhead or
does not leave che territory Bue
because the Rufous frequently ar-
rives after the Ru}‘\ throateds I\‘I\l.'
departed, other vocalizations may
not be heard (or given). For the
Broad-tailed, the call is somewhat
higher pitched and sharper
Calder and Calder 1992), more
metallic,

I'be presence of a strong buff
to orange-buff coloring on the
sides and flanks, bur especially ru
fous coloring on the tadl, 1s char-
actenstic of Selusphorus. Such
colonng on the sides and flanks
tends to indicate that the bird 1s
not a Ruby-throated Humming
bird, although that 1s not a sure-
fire sign, because the flank color
can vary trom pale to deep buff
on Selasphories, and occasmonal fe
male and immarture Ruby-throat-
eds and Black-chinneds will show
1 wash on their sides that nvak
the coloring of a pale Rufous
Hummungbird in depth and hue
Rufous coloning on the tail,
however, does not occur in
Archilochus

Field idemtification is, at nmes,
a process of chimination. Of the
temale and immature ABA-Area
hummingbirds with rufous on the
tail, the Broad-tailed can usually
be eliminated on the basis of call,
size {including larger tail and
longer bill), and the more “blend
ed™ and peachy color to the sides
and flanks (J.L. Dunn, pers.
comm . ontrary to some
sources {e.g.. Johnsgard 1983),
however, the central rectrices of
female Broad-taileds are about the
same length as the next-to-central
ONnes, not ln!ll\\'.ll‘l\ shorter (N,

AN LEN

Ths femcie Rufous was bended
in Shefty County. Alabama,

on 9 November 1995

and was aged os “ofter
The

hatching yeoar™ (Anr
Ot 15 movked with
dark (greensh) spots
toward the tps of the
feathers

AANETTE MDD CAMP

Ths immatere fernale Rufous Hummnghied, bonded
at Gulf Shores, Alobama, on & December (995,
shows Irvted dark spotting on the throat (wich
W7 more of @ strecked pattern 1o the chin
ond center of upper throat) with few or mo
iridescent red foathers, typical of young
fermnake Rufous and Alen’s. Many females
bepn acguning oddeanal imdescent red
e | feathers on the center of the threat,
hewever, a3 the winter progresses

MARTHA TARGENT

The throat pactern on tha captive
fermale Rufous Mummingdind & sypicel
of that of mony such brds, dghtly
mavked, with @ concentrotion of dorker,
red midescent feathers at the conter,
Be oware, however, that there is some
Varistian in ths pectern sven amang
indiduals of the same age and fex
Phasogrephed in Aprd 1995




.\k"-\?l;'.f\'\:'ls comm.). ( \I||-)|\«
”lﬁh‘ltlng;\lh; \:l"l'l“'u -.ill'( wpe s
climinated from contention by ats
smaller saze, shorter bill, and a
stubbier ratl thar conrains only a
little rufous. When perched, the
Calliope's wing-tips are even with
':’l:'

female Calliope's \".lll.l_\(; \lllp

the tail or extend bevond
ed muddle recrrces frequenty lack
rufous alcogether, and colorimg on
its sides tends to be somewhat
subdued and blended (Baltosser
1994, as in Broad-taled. Obser-
vers should be aware, however,
that both Broad-tailed and Cal
hope can be easily confused wath
Rufous and Allen’s, particularly

bw observers | l\l\“‘.’, compar e
experience and when direct com-
parisons are not possible. Both
road-tailed and Calliope have
.ll\” '(7"'('\' lr m f}’l' }' 15t ’."11"'4 n
creasing frequency. They are now
regular in fall and winter in small
numbers in the western Gulf
Coast states, with records east-
ward to Flonda Georgia, v

North Carolina {Calliope).

Determining Age

and Sex

Idenufyving adult male Selasphbor
us from a distance 1s relanively
straightforward. Both Rufous and
Allen’s have completely metallic
red throats (sometimes appearing
reddish-orange), and both give a
high buzz in Aight (provided that
they are not molting the outer pn
maries, such as in late summer)
I'he courtsh p-display flights of
the two species are different, how-
ever, and such displayvs may be ob-
served on occasion on the winter
ing grounds during late winter
and carly spring.

The back of the adult male

AMETTE v DOy
The coptive femele Rufous Hummingbind shows the theoat pottern,
soi pattem, and rectric shape syl of this sex Photogropbed in
Decomber /1995

This ovnature male Rufous Humesingbird was banded
in Hurtswile, Alcberna, on 6 Jamvary 1995 The
vomature throat i heavily ond unformly spotted
with dusky. Obwisus red parpet feathers are
commg In on the “side gorgee’’ sach feathers
myght bave been locking on ths ndwvidual
duing the foll. The rufous colar on the
sides of the foce 1S typioad of that of many
young males of both speces, ond is lackng
n many females (oithosgh same fomales
nay shaw o bufly or soft nfous wosl
10 ot leest part of the foce). The back
on thvs bird wat over 75 percent rufous

¥ the remp and uppertol coverts were ersirely
rufous. Mavy, but not o, immature male Rufous

acquire seltole nufous on the back by mideinter

sametemes by lote fol. The tad feathers o this bed

=
PUIURA were @il immaoture

WWGINT

Rufous 1s rutous, whereas the back first few vears of their hives (Jones

of Allen’s 1s green. Adult mak 1992), particularly during theis

Rufous Hummingbirds may retamn first spning. Nonetheless, rufous

or renew vanable amounts ot colored teathers on the upper

green-upped feathers on the back back indicate that the bard s S.

occasionally as high as 75 percent reefies,

Patrerson 1990, Calder 1993 More dithiculty hes in sdentafy-

which may give the impression
that the bird has an essentially
green back). There s also consid-
crable variauon in the amount of
indescent green on the backs ol
maturing male Rufous Humming-
birds, and males may or may not

have completely rufous backs the

ing adult females and the similar-
looking immartures of these two
closely-related species. But there
re differences between adult fe-
m x].-\ ANdG iImmarures r..':Ali are ver
ifiable in the hand and may be
conspicuous in the fickd under fa

yvor .ll“L LIrCUMSLANCES A reason



ably close range. Immartures ofren
show a slight rufous or buff wash
along the shaft and on part of the
white tip on some of the ourer
three rectrices, This suffusion is
typically lacking in adults, bue it is
often not conspicuous in the ficld
even when present on the imma

tures. 'he immanire male’s recrri

ces average narrower and more
pointed than those of immature
temales, Th

an observer who has had previous

S 1S more «-l\\ 1Ous to

CXpPCnNeve w l(}a l-iv\|\ nl- L':Qv‘-\'rillg_’
ages and sexes, and 1s a characrer
best judged in the hand or in ex-
cellent photos or video footage. In
general, immarture makes have
more rufous than adult or imma-
ture females—which is most no
ticeable on the face and rump

and their throats are usuvally more
extensively and uniformly spotted.,

By autumn, indescent red feathers

shoukd be visible ar the edges of
the immature malke’s gorget (W,
Calder, pers. comm.), and by
January or carly February (rarely
already in November) immature
males may exhibit some rutous
colored dorsal feathers as well.

Some females can acquire some
fridescent red feathers on the cen
ter of the throar during their firse
fall. Of two hatching-year females
which 1 observed closely, one ac
quired its first indescent red feath-
ers in carly December bue had a
large throar-patch by the end of
the month; the second, exhibiting
only a few small, centrally-located
red teathers on the throar in lare
Ocober, added many more in
December. Although the size of
the throar-pars h 15 somenmes re-
ported to mncrease with age, this
As such, a

\.‘.Ir.!\'\.' s van \“IL

small parch or only a few red

MARTHA SARGENT

teathers will not conclusively 1den
tify the bird as an immature. |
have seen adult females with only
1 few red feathers on the throam
One adule female with only a few
red feathers on the lower throat
showed evidence of feather mok
on the throat in December, but no
change in the pattern of the patch
nor the number of red feathers
was evident (pers. obs.).

.'\g\' Hl\’ SEX are k‘t'\l \'('l\‘l
muncd by examining the throar
and tail and by measuring the bill,
wing-chored, and tail Jengeh, Table
1 15 based on the information con-
tainsed in Stiles (1972) and outlines
the m yor ditferences between
adult females and immarures.
Note, however, that Stiles's infor
mation is based largely on a limae-
ed sample of muscum specimens
and that he believed that the dit

terences which he proposed

The undertod pattern of the same
immoture mole Rufous s w the peeviows
photogroph shows how the outer rectrix
Might be seen an @ perched bird

in the field if viewed at close ransge,
particulorly with @ scope The white tp
on Rectrix 5 & somewhat wom,
reducing its width. Sorme obaervers
might be tempoed to wse this “narmower”™
tp 20 meidentify ths Rufous
Hummingbird o3

on Allen’s




notes on identification

should be regarded as temtative.
More work 1s needed with imma-
ture birds banded and measured
and then recapeured as adults,

Separating Rufous
from Allen’s

After the observer properly as-
sesses the age and sex of the bird,
what remains to be done is to dis-
tinguish 5. rufus from S. sasm—
the most difficult task of all, and
considered 1o be usually impossi-
ble in the field. Perhaps some “ex-
treme” individuals may be identi-
fied by experts with comparative
expenience. Although Allen’s
tends to be shightly smaller overall
than Rufous, there are few consis-
tent or dependable differences be-

tween the two species, Many bird-

ers try to base their in-field iden-

their tails while moving toward
and away from feeders or flowers
or when leaving a perch. This
feather may be more easily seen
by looking with a scope at the un-
derside of the tail on a perched
bird. Such field identifications,
however, are tenuous at best. The

1 width of the outer rectrix is a use-

ful character that may be notice-
able in sharp, dose-up pho-
tographs only if the measurement
15 extreme (€8, immature male
Allen’s with ribbon-thin outer-
most tail feathers versus imma-
ture female Rufous with broader
Rectrix 5). In Seiles (1972), the
width of Rectrix § for an adult fe-
male Allen’s ranges from 2.0 1o
2.7 mm; for an adult female

*Thero are ten recerices (five pairs), which
Sties (1972) nusvbered from the canter out-

Rufous the range is 2.8 to 4.0 mm.
So there is often very little differ-
ence. Stephen M. Russell, who
has done work with Allen’s
Hummingbirds in Arizona, pomnss
out that there is no reliable tail-
pattern difference to help identify
Allen's, He beheves that identifi-
cation of adult females is most re-
liable in hand when Rectrix 5 is
less than 1.8 mm, 95 percent reli-
able when Rectrix § is less than
2.0 mm, and uncertain when it
measures in the “gray arca” of 2.3
to 2.8 mm (pers. comm.). For im-
mature females, the range of
these measurements in Stiles
(1972) is close as well. Allen's
ranges from 2.4 t0 3.3 mm and
Rufous from 3.2 to 4.7 mm, with
a (0.1 mm area of overlap between
the two species.

tifications of these birds on the ward, the middie pair being the first. and the In hand (without calipers) or
idth of ix §.0 . ounermaost tha S, Lisewise, the primares are ibly i I TR
width of Rectrix §,° somenmes sumbered | to |0, searting st $he isside—<clon- POsSSIDIY 10 excelient Cose-range
visible in glimpses as the birds fan | estco te body—and working cutward. photographs, distinguishing
TABLE |
mmmm&nmmmwpmmmn
) Aduk - B 7 fo—— '
L. ESSeRt E e  Saah (Dt s e _Q-_-!-m‘!g Ji=ag Saumi—t-cd‘ ]
Thevss Cloar, buﬂyu&ﬁ.oﬁd‘u-ud o shy and amfimsndy ipadtond oo sovpubnd mmmom p‘-d.
wroes ot hrownvh spoming leemaly wik ﬂuyvm with vuke  imimatvee o Sk by oot
ccher sowand vp of Searhurs ooncemtraned tesand vhah wemmet men rovirnwnl 1o shar, prmg oo
df--hu
Red ender ot frathery compeminiind Virrabde anmaromts af red rndens ot Fon 1o e iraden ot sad fouthers st ted
A ey Parrheme met ey comcrntneved o o cmber
ot :
Docky Giroca feathe s withaue batdy edgr Grom foathers wih by edgrs | Gorvan feaihas w itk buafify cdpn
[abdvoagh sew Scathers huve dacon
b ol Offen exsomubes rafious sn wppoviad cooots Groon st ofucened on spperiad covore
! i
Senme iibane s udimad D fosthurs wiay !
appen by corly wovier Mfos! -4 )
Tl Feathers | Recuices) i
meddle punr | Mosthy groon with vaesng amournes of 6% nons @ base, 1gped grom i | Vanable ameames, bie <50% moe, ,
oo 2 banc. black at 10; o butfy cdang | Mack concentrased monr sml dlomg st sy westly preos wnk Mak !
conertraind Tomand ng. (dusdy foge l
haxally, nurow whesh-buf clgnpsep
b el 4 S e C T i e IR
wocomd par Vaskos dogros of omarpmavom Vavoss degrvns of emvergreanon awd ledle. | Oftew wivee ar budfy of np. (ifesnme
100 gooem oo !
Recral scctnices . Wivte tipe and sadrtervatnal Nock sosally | No grees iodvie 195 and seboe rmisil Wihew spns ol safoemsamn blad wuh
;Mm-&n-a-udnh ﬁ;ﬁm.ﬁh*ﬁ anffwason of mferns, e iy along sha®
Teabios imdacons dhone chasaowrs mase usclsl i ek idermhioacen. '
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SPCCICS 1S sOmcetimes possidic ™

examining the tal;

Foe adulr females. the second pair of
1OCT0es 0n Rulous 1 more or bess
P wousty rmang od notdhed along
he feather margin) on both 1an

i ouser webs, om Al et

C O DO CMANUNALO) I I Dresen

F nm I nal Ihe ¢l - |
non on Rearnix 2 s grearer in Rutous
wit very variable', Rufous genersll
has more green and less robous o 1«
wndi r ' thas Allen's
1 | | 1) ol Rectirx
s emargnated srongly 1in most
Rufous, weakly o ot ar all i Allen’s
When dissinguishing Rufous FARTHA LTINS

from Alken’s with calipers, adule This immature mole Rufous Hummingbird wos photogrephed in Atianta,

wnd immature S. rufus cencrally Georgia, i late Josuary, loter in winter than the bird o the two brevioss
have broader Rectrices 1 through 3 photos, yet & shows lethe in the way of large, indescent govpet feathers
5 LB LN AT ' ’
" ] . The cluster of dork gorget feathers in the center forms @ pattern similar
and longer culmen, wing, and tail
. to that of many femsfe Selasphorus. Other young males hove the red
lengths than do ther 8. sasrn coun
| ) ' feathers more spread out on she throat There 5 @ wide difference
[CrPparts, DUt there s weriap in .
' ’ e | in the trme in which thes species mafts. Note the unforrn dusky spotting

nearly all measurcments between and strecking that covers much of the threoe
individuals of the two species of
the same age and sex. Birds with . ,
intermediat e . Hexibility of a teather, such exact bird rehabilitator, | have had the

itermediate measurcinents can
PR DR XS Ry S PO il measurements should be taken opportunity to obscrve several

aas 5 (R IRINS i

basis of any one measurement only by experienced {and licensed captive Rufous Humminghirds in
tdone (e.g.. width of Rectnx § handers, recent years, A female Rufous
housed in my sunroom from

Individual Variation November 1993 until May 1994

ind several characte s must he

consadered, Table 2, based upon

information contained in Stiles Irrespective of the fine line of dit- Hedcamp 1995) fit the descrip
1972), 1s of dhagnostic measure ferences between species, it ap non of a typical Rufous found
ments: note that differences in pears that there may also be pro Calder (1993), Johnsgard (1983
some kev measurements are is wunced incraspecific vananon bene (1940), and clsewhere. A sec
terths of millmeters and that among bards even of the same age ond female, housed followmng her
SOME IMPOrTant MEasurcments and sex. capture in December 1994 until
may overlap. Given the genera \s a state and federally licensed her release in May 1995, was no
TABLE 2
DIAGNOSTIC MEASUREMENTS (IN MM) (FROM STILES 1972)
Adah ¥ TS O A0
' ¥ b Watenr ' '
pessod cben o ¢ 149 170 144 b4
¥ing choal 424 418 <0 4 i) 4 429 414
Wl i 2 | an 140 Isn
Widh of Ry | J ) A0 )
Widh of Rocer ] v » < »
Neote: Micswurowsents few the lorpely neesrmigsinry race of Alleri's Husmevinghind (5. o anfmtorimn L. wivich see bargely issersandisne berween S esgher ard £ . annia
SETL whed we b 1




potes on identification

MARTHA LARCENT

Thes ndwdea! was captured for bandng
et Diamondbead, Mississippl,

on 3/ Joouary 1995 and identified

03 an immatwe maole Allen’s Harmmingbied
The foce ks datinady refous, typical

of mest immanire mole Rufous and Alens
The thwoat an ths indiidual hewever,

is very lightly maerked: the sgnficance

of thes feature i unknown. In-hond
measurements ncluded culmen,

16,1 mwm; wing chosd, 39.9 meng

tail 24,1 mm; ond width of Recwrix 5, 1.3 mm
According 10 Sthes (1972}, two of these
measurements fovor Allen's, whereos

two are ntermediate (Toble 2),. This bird
remoined on ste untd the first week

in April by which time it hod mofied

n a shimmering abpreen back

and a complete porpet The new green
bock feathers were mabed in wel chead
of the full parget

ticeably different from the firse
bird when viewed up close. It had
richer colormg on the sides and
flanks and across the lower rump:
soft, honey-colored, concolorous
undertail coverts (without darker
coloring at the center of each
feather); no metallic green sepa-

“ raning rutous from black on

Rectrices 4 and 5: and extensive
soft rufous coloring on the face
{auriculars and supercilium).
Nancy Newfield, who has banded
thousands of hummingbirds, in-
duding hundreds of Rufous, has
told me thar Rufous Humming-
bird is very variable. Likewisc,
varving amounts of rufous are ob-
vious m photographs of individu-
al females banded by Bob Sargent,

Some differences between indi-
vidual Rufous Hummingbirds
(e.g., varying amounts of spotting
on the throat and intensity of -
fous or buff coloring on the sides
and flanks) are noted in Sules
(1972) and elsewhere, and should
be expected. Some of this vana-
tion relating to the age and sex of
a bird (e.g., throat and rail par-
terns) may be explained casily
enough. Other variation (e.g., ab-
sence of green on outermost tail
feathers) may be specific 10 the in-
dividual,

Not only are Rufous and
Allen’s Hummingbirds usually not
safely distinguishable in the ficld,
considerable plumage vanation
can be exhibited among individu-
als of the same age and sex within
either species.

.
Unfortunately, the pitfall of such
variability—and one which we

should guard against with utmost
caution, especially when dealing

with any out-of-range specics—is
that we may assign an individual
to the wrong species. Because hav-
ing the bird in hand is not always
possible (or desirable) and diag-
nostic charactenistics are not often
visible in the ficld {or are not obwi-
ous without direct comparison),
individuals can be easily misiden-
tified. Most birds showdd thus be
listed simply by gemes rather than
by species (e.g., Selaspborus or
“Rufous/ Allen’s™ [assuming that
Broad-tailed is eliminated]).
Birders should also be careful 1o
eliminate Calliope Hummingbird.
Uneil additional hummmnghird
identification methods are discov-
ered and published, we must con-
tinue to rely upon Stiles (1972
and calipers to help us idenufy
maost of the birds we see. Keep in
mind that these hummingbirds
can be highly variable, and be
willing to leave many of them
unidencified to species.
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The amount of emarginanon ot the tp of Recrix 2 is o chasacter most
visible in the hand that con be used 10 help diferentiate the two speces
Bat, ke the other characters discussed here, the amowt of emargination
i voriable within @ sngle ape-andsex dass; ths dlogram shows
the most emarpnated conditlan (from Stikes 1972) fer doth the adult
femaole ond immatue mole.

Many but not afl imesature Rufors and Alen's shew o tinge of rufous
or bufly 20 the white tps and block subterminal arecs of Recuces 3, 4,
and 5, but thes coler is often fess extensive than shown bese,
and is uswelly very hard 10 see b the fiekd even i mest phatographs

SELASPHORUS sUMMNCBRDS

ARNETTL DO

The color patsem of the centrel
to¥ feathers (Rectrix 1) s

a good choracter to use

in sexing Rafous and Aen's
Hurerningbirds i the feld:
immature males hawe the base!
25 to % of the fecther rufous,
wheregs the famalke feather
i5 mestly green with @ sanoble
But dmited amount of rnufous,
However, even within the ape
ond sex closses, these color
pattarns and the widh

of the individea! rectrices

are vanoble, The wickh

and shape of the ocuter tal
feather (Rectrix 5) is

an often-touted diference
between the twe species, Bot
such differences are small
overiopping, ond vary

with the oge and sex

of the bird, as wel o2

froe indiiduel 2o ndivdual




notes on identification

On many mmoture male Rufous ond Alen's
Hummingbirds, the rufous coler on the sides
and flonks shows o rch chestaut tone
lackng in many females. Bewore

however, that theve & some wanaton

» thi color between ndnduals

of the same sex. Do not be tricked

N0 wsing such intrespecific dfferences

to idontify swo birds as belonping

10 dfferent species. For example,

0n one occason in the Eost

vagrant mele and fermale Rufous
Hummengbirdi seen together

were misoly maidentifed

by many abservers o @ Rufous

and o Brood-taled. respectively

The bisd in thes photo

i the some Musaspe

Allen's Mummingburd

TAANTTIA LARCENT
Another view of the some mmmaoture male Allen's Hummingbird, showng
the width of an owter rectrix, which oppears marrower thon the outer
il feathers of the femole Rufous depicted sarber. The larpely rufous
centref sai feathers are typical of male Rufous and AVen's
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My Rufowm Selasphorus hummingbinds in Clatsop

Couny, Uveron, Oregorr Hnds 16

R AND NORA BOWIRL VRIO
Female ond immature Brood-tavied Hummingbads moy be
confosed with Rufous end Alles’s but shew @ mare blended

peachy color 10 the sdes, are kirger overal with @ Jonger 1ol
and hove o sighly diferent collacee. Ths Broodtoded was
photegraphed in Seraita, Arizena, in Septembder 990

M BN
Fernale and mmeatere Calfope Murmmingbeds ore asother
seurce of confion with Selasphorus, Mast Callopes
may be ditisgushed by their sightly smoler sze, shorter
bl (note thee this bed's tosgue is extended), and studby tall
with limited rufoes. Phategraphed in Arizena in Morch 1993




