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ABSTRACT

Breeding bird populations were surveyed in two habitat types sharing a watershed
in the Upper Mississippi River basin during the summer of 1999. Two routes in
each of two study sites were surveyed mornings during 14 weeks between April
14th and July 31st; night surveys were also conducted to observe nocturnal species.
Routes were surveyed using the methodology of the Wisconsin Breeding Bird
Atlas, and observations of species present, abundance, breeding level, and habitat
were recorded. A total of 124 avian species were observed (84 in Hixon forest and
102 in Myrick marsh). Sixty-five and 74 species in Hixon forest and Myrick marsh
respectively were considered summer residents; 41.5% and 58.1% of those respec-
tively were confirmed by observation to be breeders. Diversity indices indicated
that avian populations in Hixon forest were slightly more diverse. Average abun-
dance of avian populations in Myrick marsh were found to be significantly higher
using an independent T-test (P<0.05). Similar percentages of neotropical migrants,
which as a group have experienced recent population declines, were found in
Hixon forest and Myrick marsh. Comparisons of this survey with other relevant
surveys revealed slight changes in avian communities over time.

INTRODUCTION

In order to make decisions involving the environment and the wildlife it contains, it is
necessary to first obtain some idea of species present and their abundance. This information
can be used to determine possible effects of habitat changes and thus aid in decisions regard-
ing wildlife management, land use, and land development. Bird surveys are the primary tool
used to provide valuable information on avian aspects of ecological communities. These sur-
veys can provide both quantitative and qualitative measures such as species presence,
seasonal abundance, migrant, or breeding status.

Myrick marsh and Hixon forest are two areas that are different in habitat, but are part of
the same watershed. They are considered significant because they provide important habitat
for wildlife in the Upper Mississippi River valley, but are also situated within the La Crosse
city limits, therefore sustaining a considerable amount of human recreation. Due to this over-
lap of wildlife habitat and human use, as well as the potential for further development, it has
become crucial to maintain at least a basic inventory of the wildlife present, including birds,
and their ecological requirements.

I have conducted a survey of the breeding birds of Myrick marsh and Hixon forest.
Breeding birds have been given priority in this survey due to their greater dependence on
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these habitats. Although a comprehensive list of birds using these areas does not currently
exist, other relevant avian studies have been conducted. The UW-La Crosse Biology
Department published a master’s thesis by Paul Harris in 1975 in which he studied the year
round presence and abundance of avian species utilizing the Myrick marsh; he also noted
confirmed breeding species (Harris,1975). Past observations by Jean Ruhser and Fred Lesher
in Myrick marsh have been compiled in the 1998 UW-L Energy Environment Earth Audit
(Maly, 1998). A Natural Resource Inventory published by the Wisconsin DNR in 1990
included a list of the birds known to occur and breed in the Upper Mississippi River Valley,
which includes Myrick marsh (Thompson, 1990). Additional observations for both sites have
been gathered between 1995 and 1999 from project papers of UW-L ornithology students
(Pieper et. al. 1995-99).

Although these reports provide pieces of the whole picture of the birds utilizing these
areas, none provide a current status of bird species, and none use a survey specifically
designed to survey breeding birds. The Wisconsin Breeding Bird Atlas (WBBA) uses such a
survey but none of the more than 1000 atlas study areas chosen across the state include either
Myrick marsh or Hixon forest. Both study sites are included in the central west (CW) block
of the La Crosse quadrant, #4309172, of the topographic quadrangle maps prepared by the U.
S. Geological Survey. The WBBA surveys central east (CE) blocks of every quadrant
(Wisconsin Breeding Bird Atlas, 1995). The results of the La Crosse CE block have been
obtained to compare with results from this study. Also, changes in avian communities may
have occurred since earlier avian studies were conducted. Recent concerns over declining
North American breeding birds that winter in the neotropics have indicated a need for recent
and frequently updated bird surveys. Determining rapid changes in avian populations is cru-
cial in making informed decisions involving these avian communities (Peterjohn, 1995).
Since several of the above surveys provide only partial information on the avian communi-
ties, a current and complete list of the species and abundance of breeding birds found in
these two areas was needed.

The main objective of this research project is to determine what bird species utilize
Myrick marsh and Hixon forest for breeding. The information gathered for one summer has
several uses. It provides a baseline inventory of the breeding birds of Myrick Marsh and
Hixon Forest. It has been sent to the Wisconsin Breeding Bird Atlas to compliment their
database. Finally, it was used to develop a breeding bird checklist for Myrick Marsh and
Hixon Forest.

Checklists not only detail avian communities for a specific region, but also are available to
the public and promote interest in the birds of the region and in their preservation
(Greenberg, 1995). I made a checklist for the breeding birds of Myrick Marsh and Hixon
Forest available to the Hixon Forest Nature Center, which services the public. Although the
checklist contains only breeding birds, future researchers will be able to add information
about birds utilizing these areas year round.

Other objectives of this research project included the following: to determine the avian
species utilizing Myrick marsh and Hixon forest, their abundance, and breeding status, to
compare the results between study sites based on habitat differences, and to compare the
findings with those of previous avian studies, particularly the Harris thesis published in 1975,
in order to examine changes in avian communities over the last 25 years.
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STUDY AREA AND METHODS

Study Area: The breeding bird surveys were conducted at two separate sites, Myrick marsh
(Figure 1) and Hixon forest (Figure 2), each located within the city limits of La Crosse, Wis.
(maps for figures were obtained from the Hixon Forest Nature Center). Both sites were
selected because of their close proximity (~ 0.5 miles apart) and shared watershed. This
insured similar physical conditions, such as temperature and precipitation, allowing habitat to
be the single main variable in the surveys.

The boundaries of the 700-acre Myrick marsh study area were selected to match those of
a bird survey conducted by UW-La Crosse graduate student Paul Harris in 1974 (Figure 1),
(Harris, 1975). Myrick marsh is classified as a combination of sedge meadow and shallow
marsh communities with sedges (Carex spp.) and cattails (Typha spp.) as the respective dom-
inant species present (Eggers, 1997). There are also small sections of shallow, open water
communities containing submergent species such as coontail (Ceratophyllum demersum) and
pondweed (Potamogeton spp.), and a section of floodplain forest consisting mainly of silver
maples (Acer saccharinum). The raised dirt paths that interlace the marsh are lined with hard-
wood trees and shrubs, mostly willow (Salix spp.) and alder (Alnus spp.).

The 720-acre Hixon forest study site is in the Hixon Forest Park and contains several
bluffs sides and valleys; grade within this study site was moderate. The forest is a xeric
southern forest community consisting predominantly of oaks (Quercus spp.) and hickory
(Carya spp.), (Curtis, 1987). A small section of meadow that was formerly farmed was situ-
ated on a ridge top, and contained mostly Reed Canary Grass (Phalaris arundinacea).
Several miles of dirt hiking paths are present throughout the forest.
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weeks until
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dents arriving s River to Bluff Trall
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week for the remainder of the study period. Each site was divided into two survey areas for
optimal coverage of the study area and all the habitat types present. Surveys were conducted

Figure 1. Map and survey routes of Myrick marsh, (map provided by the Hixon
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four mornings out
of each week,
with a different
survey route fol-
lowed each
morning between
5:45 a.m. and
7:45 a.m. Avian
species, specific
abundance, habi-
tat type, and
breeding evidence
were observed
and recorded
while walking
consistent survey
routes. A single
song from an
adult male or
visual observation
of an adult count-
ed as one breeding pair. The number of breeding pairs observed for each species during each
survey within a study site were summed each week and recorded as the abundance. Type and
amount of breeding evidence for each observed species was also recorded. Duplications of
observations were avoided. Once the data was collected, it was translated into the breeding
and abundance codes used by the Wisconsin Breeding Bird Atlas (Figure 3), (Wisconsin
Breeding Bird Atlas, 1995).

Morning surveys were selected to observe the diurnal avian species when they are most
vocal, allowing for optimal observation of species present. Although this covered the majori-
ty of species a separate set of night surveys were conducted to observe nocturnal species.
Night surveys were conducted between 8 p.m. and 10 p.m. (once it was dark outside) once a
week in each site during the first three survey weeks. This time period covered most of the
breeding season for owls, when adults are most vocal and early fledglings may be heard.
Three to four locations were strategically selected in each study area so the majority of the
study area and all representative habitat types would be within range of a series of owl calls
emitted from a tape recorder. This method is suggested by the WBBA and consists of playing
a series of calls from seven owl species found within Wisconsin, starting with the smallest
and allowing five minutes between species to listen for responses.

Once the data was collected, average abundance for each species was calculated for each
study site and tested for significant differences between habitats using the independent T-test.
Species richness (S), Simpson’s diversity indices, and a dominance diversity plot were then
derived.

Figure 2. Map and survey routes of Hixon Forest, (map provided by the

RESULTS

A total of 124 avian species were observed (84 in Hixon Forest and 102 in Myrick Marsh)
during the 14 survey weeks between April 14 and July 31, 1999. For each species, weekly
abundance, breeding status, and nonbreeding activities were summarized for Hixon forest
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Breeders Non-Breeders
Myrick i T for - T E
Pied-billed Grebe - Double-crested Cormorant
Least Biftern Great Blue Heron Great Blue Heron
Green Heron Great Egret
Canada Goose |Green-winged Teal
Wood Duck Wood Duck Northern Shoveler
Mallard Mallard Turkey Vulture Turkey Vulture
Blue-winged Teal Ring-billed Gull
Hooded Merganser " |Rock Dove
Cooper's Hawk Common Nighthawk
Red-shouldered Hawk Pileated Woodpecker
Red-tailed Hawk Red-tailed Hawk Alder Flycatcher

American Kestrel

Brown Creeper

Wild Turkey Tufted Titmouse
Virginia Rail Golden-crowned Kinglet - |Golden-crowned Kinglet
Sora Ruby-crowned Kinglet Ruby-crowned Kinglet
Common Moorhen Swainson's Thrush Swainson's Thrush
American Coot . Hermit Thrush
Killdeer . Golden-winged Warbler
Black Tern Tenr Warbler Tennessee Warbler
Rock Dove Nashville Warbler
Mourning Dove Mourning Dove Chestnut-sided Warbler Chestnut-sided Warbler

" |Black-billed Cuckoo

Magnolia Warbler

Yellow-billed Cuckoo

Yellow-billed Cuckoo:

Yellow-rumped Warbler

Yellow-rumped Warbler

Eastern Screech-Ow! Blackburnian Warbler
I Barred Owl Palm Warbler

Chimney Swift Chimney Swift Northern Waterthrush

Ruby-thr. Hummingbird Ruby-thr. Hummingbird Wilson's Warbler

Belted Kingfisher Belted Kingfisher Scarlet Tanager

Red-headed Woodpecker

~|Lincoln's Sparrow

Red-bellied Woodpecker

Red-bellied Woodpecker

White-throated Sparrow

White-throated Sparrow

Yellow-bellied Sapsucker

Yellow-bellied Sapsucker

Dark-eyed Junco

Downy Woodpecker

|Downy Woodpecker

Eastern Meadowlark

Hairy Woodpecker

Hairy Woodpecker

Rusty Blackbird

Northern Flicker

Northern Flicker

White-crowned Sparrow

White-crowned Sparrow

Pileated Woodpecker

Black Polt Warbler

Eastern Wood-Pewee -

Eastern Wood-Pewee

Willow Flycatcher

~'|American Tree Sparrow

Fox Sparrow

Least Flycatcher

Eastern Phoebe

Eastern Phoebe -

Great Crested Flycatcher

Great Crested Flycatcher

Eastern Kingbird

Tree Swallow

Tree Swallow

No. Rough-winged Swallow

No. Rough-winged Swallow

Swallow

Swallow

Cliff Swallow
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{Myrick marsh Hixon forest

Barn Swallow Barn Swallow -

Blue Jay Blue Jay

American Crow American Crow
Black-capped Chickadee |Black-capped Chickadee

Tufted Titmouse

'White-breasted Nuthatch

White-breasted Nuthatch

House Wren House Wren
Winter Wren
Marsh Wren
Blue-gray Gnatcatcher Blue-gray Gnatcatcher
Eastern Bluebird
Veery
Wood Thrush
American Robin American Robin
Gray Catbird Gray Catbird
Brown Thrasher
Cedar Waxwing Cedar Waxwing

European Starling

European Starling

Yellow-throated Vireo

Yellow-throated Vireo

Warbling Vireo

Red-eyed Vireo

Red-eyed Vireo

Blue-winged Warbler

Blue-winged Warbler

Yellow Warbler

Cerulean Warbler
American Redstart American Redstart
Ovenbird
Common Yellowthroat Common Yellowthroat
Scarlet Tanager
Northern Cardinal Northern Cardinal )
Rose-breasted Grosbeak [Rose-breasted Grosbeak
Indigo Bunting Indigo Bunting
Eastern Towhee |Eastern Towhee
Chipping Sparrow Chipping Sparrow

Field Sparrow

Field Sparrow

Savannah Sparrow

Song Sparrow

Song Sparrow

Swamp Sparrow

Bobolink

Red-winged Blackbird

Red-winged Blackbird

Eastern Meadowlark

Western Meadowlark

Yellow-headed Blackbird

Common Grackle

Brown-headed Cowbird

Brown-headed Cowbird

Baltimore Oriole

Baltimore Oriole

House Finch House Finch
American Goldfinch American Goldfinch
House Sparrow House Sparrow

and Myrick marsh. Abundance and
breeding status were defined according
to the Wisconsin Breeding Bird Atlas
(WBBA) standards(Figure 3).

A list of the species observed in each
study site was compiled (Table 1). The
species observed were categorized as
Breeders or Nonbreeders. Breeders were
defined as potential breeders observed at
least once in suitable breeding habitat
and range; nonbreeders included tran-
sient species, late-leaving winter
residents, spring or fall migrants, or
species observed in unsuitable breeding
habitat and range. The names of species
confirmed to be breeding during this
study by observation of behavior are in
bold. Table 2 summarizes the number of
species, breeders, nonbreeders, neotropi-
cal migrants (WSO, 1999), percent of
summer residents that were confirmed
breeders and percent that were neotropi-
cal migrants.

Comparisons between the two study
sites were made using species richness,
diversity indices (Table 2), and a domi-
nance diversity plot (Figure 4). The
diversity indices showed that generally,
Hixon Forest was slightly more diverse
than Myrick Marsh. Simpson’s diversity
index was calculated using the following
formula (Krebs, 1989).

Table 2. Comparisons between Hixon forest and Myrick marsh and summary.

# # . L
Study area Species Breeders Nonbreeders Confirmed.

- Simpson's Harris's’ % Neotropical

Hixon Forest - 84 65
Myrick Marsh 102 = 74
Total 124 92

# %
19 415
28 58.1
37 587

0.95
083 14.39

DI Migrants
21.28 40.0
39.2

39.1
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Figure 4. Dominance diversity plot of avian breeders in Myrick marsh and Hixon forest.

Simpson’s DI: D=1 - Zsizl([ni(ni-l)/N(N-l)])
ni = # of individuals of breeding species i in the sample
N = Total # of individuals in the sample = sum of (ni)
s = # of species in the sample

Harris used a diversity index he called a Simpson’s diversity index in his thesis. The for-
mula he used, however, did not correlate with the standard Simpson’s diversity index found
in Krebs, 1989. In order to compare the current findings with Harris’s findings in 1975, the
following formula, used by Harris, was employed and shall be referred to as Harris’s diversi-
ty index to avoid confusion.

Harris’s diversity index:
D =N(N-1) /[ n1(n1-1) + n2(n2-1) + n3(n3-1) + ... + nx(nx - 1)]

The dominance diversity plot used relative abundance and rank of the nth species from n

to 1 (Krebs, 1989).

Data of species observed in five previous and relevant studies were summarized in
Table 3 along with the observations of this study. The data used for these comparisons
include Paul Harris’ 1975 thesis “The Avifauna of Myrick Marsh”, WBBA data from a near-
by Atlas block, a list of birds known to occur within the La Crosse River Valley compiled by
the Wisconsin DNR, observations of Myrick Marsh included in the 1998 Energy
Environment Earth Audit and observations from 14 UW-La Crosse ornithology student proj-
ects.



A BREEDING BIRD SURVEY OF MYRICK MARSH AND HIXON FOREST 93

DISCUSSION

Habitat comparisons: Different habitat types are known to support different avian
species. The two study sites compared in this study differed significantly in habitat type;
Myrick marsh consisted of a mixture of open water, marsh and upland hardwood shrub while
Hixon forest was primarily mature upland, hardwood forest. The close proximity (~0.5 miles)
of the sites and their shared watershed ensured similar conditions, such as temperature and
precipitation, and allowed a precise comparison between sites with habitat as the single main
variable. Species richness, abundance, and diversity indices were used to compare the avian
community structure of the two study sites.

Breeding bird species richness was higher for Myrick marsh (S=74) than for Hixon forest
(S=65) suggesting that the habitat type of Myrick marsh was able to support a greater variety
of breeding species. Although the habitat types were distinctly different, the mature forest of
Hixon was considerably more monotypic and contained a narrower range of species. The
abundance levels of the observed species in both sites were relatively similar when compared
with a diversity dominance plot, but were in fact significantly different (P < 0.05) with Hixon
forest containing a lower average abundance per species. Red-winged Blackbirds in Myrick
marsh were overwhelmingly the most abundant species; Myrick marsh also contained a larg-
er number of species with very low abundance. These slight differences were reflected in the
Simpson diversity indices of Hixon forest and Myrick marsh (0.95 and 0.93 respectively).

Concerns over recent declines in neotropical migrant populations have, in turn, caused
concern over the ecological health of areas and habitats supporting these migrants as summer
residents. The percent of summer residents that were neotropical migrants in Hixon forest
versus Myrick marsh were similar (40.0% and 39.2% respectively). These percents may indi-
cate the habitats of both Hixon forest and Myrick marsh as equally valuable when
considering critical breeding habitat for neotropical migrants.

Comparisons to relevant studies: Several relevant studies were used for comparison to this
study’s results (referred to as Summer 1999 Myrick marsh or Hixon forest surveys), and were
grouped in the following way. One group of surveys, vicinity studies, were those conducted
in the vicinity of either study site and consisting of the same type of habitat. Comparisons
were made between species lists assuming that any differences found are not attributed to
local or habitat differences. The surveys in this group include a Wisconsin DNR bird invento-
ry of a nearby section of the Upper Mississippi River valley (Thompson, 1990), and the
WBBA results for an area near Hixon forest (Thompson, 1999). A second group of surveys,
same site surveys, were conducted actually on either study site, but in earlier years and by
different observers using different methods. Surveys included in this group are the UW-L
Environmental Audit (Maly, 1998), and UW-L ornithology student projects (Pieper et. al.,
1995-99). With study site as a constant, changes in presence of species over time can be
established. The last comparison is with a single study, the Harris thesis; this study was con-
sidered the most valuable because it was conducted within the Myrick marsh study site by
similar methods, but 25 years earlier in 1974 (Harris, 1975). Differences between Paul
Harris’s thesis data and the Myrick marsh summer 1999 data provide the most reliable indi-
cation of changes over time. A second study conducted in 1979 by Kurt Brownell was similar
to the Harris thesis but it was found to be less complete and thus was disregarded in the com-
parisons (Brownell, 1979).
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Table 3. Comparisons of observed species from six related studies.
Species : |DNR TMyri',ck! Harfi‘s’ Campus | Class-MM | | Hixon | Craig | Class-HF
Pied-billed Grebe b | NE2 b X X :
“{Horned Grebe ) X | ‘
Dble-crested Cormorant 02 |
American Bittern “b Xp
Least Bittern b X1 p i
Great Blue Heron X O-3 | x-p X | 0-2.
Great Egret X 03 | xp | x X '
Snowy Egret = X
Green Heron . b S-2. XX
Black-cr Night-Heron X Cooxp |
Yellow-cr Night-Heron C|Xpl
Snow Goose X }
Canada Goose b NY-3 ] x X
Wood Duck b FL-2 | b X X P-1
Green-winged: Teal X 0-2 X )
American Black Duck X p . B
Mallard ] b JJNE3] b | ~x X P-1 X
Northern- Pintail X
Blue-winged Teal ) P2 |- b | x X
{Northern Shoveler X O1 | x| x X
Gadwall } X ; X
“{American Wigeon X X X
Canvasback X X X
Redhead - . X
Ring-necked Duck . X X X X
Lesser Scaup X X X X
Common Goldeneye X
Bufflehead X X X
Hooded Merganser - X || FL-1 ] b X X
Common Merganser X )
Ruddy Duck: e X
Turkey Vulture - - 1 02 X O-1 0o X
Osprey : i '-f X X ]
Bald Eagle X X X
Northern Harrier X p X
Sharp-shinned: Hawk e X
Cooper's- Hawk " - . X FL-2 | NY
Northern Goshawk .~ - X X
Red-shouldered Hawk" p : X1
Broad-winged Hawk o x L
Red-tailed Hawk X 014 x X X 01 | NY X
Rough-legged Hawk x T x L
IAmerican Kestrel - b [} X1 X X X C
Merlin ) : AL X
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Species DNR ||Myrick| Harris | Campus | Class-MM || Hixon Craig | Class-HF
Gray Catbird b} NE-3| b X UN-2
Brown Thrasher b || CN-1 b - X i NY
Cedar Waxwing - x ] FL-3:{ b : X CN-2 [ FL
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European Starling b FL-3 |1 b X X NY-2 | NB X
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Yellow-throated Vireo x| M-2 X S-2 M-
Warbling Vireo b || FY-2 X X
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Blue-winged Warbler X-1 P X-1 NY
Golden-winged Warbler ; p O-1
Tennessee Warbler X 0-2 X 0-2
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Northern Waterthrush 02 | x X
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Eastern Towhee - b X1 L X - S22 [ NY
American Tree Sparrow X 0O-1 X X X
Chipping Sparrow b FY-2 ] x T x X CN2 | M X
Field Sparrow b X-2 b X X S-2 | FY i
Vesper Sparrow X ) X )

97



98

FIEDLER-

Sgpncies R | [Wynck| Harris | Campus | Class-8M || Hizan [Crafg | CwesHF ]

arnah Sparcay b FTe] F-2 | WY
Orasatappar Spariow M
Lo cante ' Spario X
Fix Spamaw ¥ 'l ] -1 0
Song Spamaw b F-3 &) ® X FLZ | WY %
Lincaln's Epunnw 3] ]
Syamp Epu'mw b K2 3 ] [

-throarisd Sparmw ] Cn3 " i X o2

White-craowred Sparow K (V] % F]
Llark-eyed Junco M x % x [435] X
Laplard Langspur % |
Hobaolink [ | X1 5 |
Fead-warged Blackbind [ HNE-4 k ] ] FL-Z | MY ¥
|Eastarm Masdowiark ] %1 ] %1 | FL
Wastarn Maadeuwlark k|| e
VelcwTaaded Blackard | B || MEJ | E X "
Pty Blacekad o7 | = X
|Elrw-Ea Blabin A ¥
COMMEn Gracis B | MYd| b " " %
Broran-hag 0 o [|FLZ[ E ] ] FLZ | WY ¥
||:.|ru-arm'rlu_m B

1H ] L] FYe 3 x FY-Z
[Furpk= Finch i ¥
Hau== Finch TEE] ] ] -1
Cammon Reedpoll ]
Haany Redpall 3
Fine Sizkin X ]
Bmerican ZodAnch o | M2 B ] x ME-3 | WY %
Hause Sparow L] M- b E % &1 i 5]
BHE - & = kraai o e i L Crods A Widdn dhay b | e 1805 . TR, b ed porrees

M prich mereh rssy B

- b wdcerriad EvEcE | i sk SR
hrick; - Ala iomscing ar ko namarer 10
Harh - Feaei fewr Ped ey PS-L mapsr rea Aolnrs of ek blvur

- 3w pbaarved cusing e yem

-z = conlimeed b reing

- = rypoieiosl s

Campan - Cibm wrvaborm reade by Mubser i Laskar i ehyrick Meak. complad 158
£ » s in Byric bamh

anaraiarsn Wyrck Maah compdsd rom LAYL 1osesi propsts
L I:l.nd ir: Rhrick Warsh

Hixgs - diflgy brawdieg ped shvrdoen vodmn e porerer 1R
g - AP Dt e OOk i) P i L K Hom ] - |1 1R

Camee - HE - Sy ohosm wions inHETa Fore g compded o LWL gL e] pogas
L] i1 Himoen Faast] B adecdennd 1

Fromcua
. Temifa Frycmeihr o e 30 o e Akder PRy resr S e FAie P e



A BREEDING BIRD SURVEY OF MYRICK MARSH AND HIXON FOREST 99

First comparison, vicinity surveys: The number of total species found in the DNR survey
and the Myrick marsh 1999 survey were 138 and 102 species respectively with 81 of those
species in common. Of the additional species observed in the DNR survey, 53% were
migrants, particularly shorebirds. The comparison between the Atlas site survey and the
Hixon Forest 1999 survey revealed 53 and 84 species respectively with 44 of the species in
common. Sixty-seven percent of the additional species in the Hixon Forest 1999 survey were
also migrants. Therefore, surveys based in the same vicinity and habitat showed similar num-
bers and species once migrants were removed from the comparisons. Specific migrant
species were different likely because the vicinity studies were conducted in different years
than the summer 1999 surveys. Removing migrants also resulted in more accurate compar-
isons since the methodology used in the summer 1999 surveys was geared towards breeding
birds, not migrants.

Second comparison, same site surveys: The comparisons with same site surveys showed
species lists closer in species present and numbers. The UW-L Environmental Audit and the
Myrick marsh 1999 survey had 118 and 102 species respectively with 76 species in common.
Once again the main difference in the species lists was due to a large number of migrants
included in the UW-L Audit. The species lists of the Myrick marsh 1999 survey and the
Myrick Marsh student projects were 102 and 60 respectively with 47 species in common.
This indicated similar species were observed by both surveys for each of the sites, but the
number of summer residents was more complete in the 1999 surveys. UW-L student ornithol-
ogy projects were conducted in the months of April and May, months during which migration
occurs and some summer resident species have not yet arrived. Observer error was also a
probable explanation for the short species lists in the student projects (Ruhser,1999).

Third comparison, Harris thesis: The last but most comprehensive comparison was
between the Myrick marsh 1999 survey and the Myrick marsh survey conducted by Harris in
1974. The species lists were 102 and 160 respectively with 88 species in common. Thirty-
eight of the remaining 79 species were migrants and excluded from the comparison. Specific
physical changes in habitat conditions, random chance, and actual species population
changes over time are three explanations offered to explain the remaining 41 species not in
common.

Physical changes over the last 25 years may account for some of the species. The urban-
ization of La Crosse County has increased from 82,741 in 1974 to 103,149 in 1996. A 25%
increase in the county population over that 22-year period translated to increased public use
of Myrick marsh leading to increased disturbance for wildlife. Habitat type is a second physi-
cal change that may have affected species composition over time. When comparing photos of
habitat in Myrick marsh in 1974 with observations during the summer of 1999, decreases in
emergent vegetation and increases in open water area within this site were observed. This
slight habitat change coupled with a greater disturbance by the public may account for some
of the differences in species lists.

Some of the differences may be due to chance alone. A few of the summer residents are
naturally less common, have a large foraging range, or have more secretive behavior. The
presence or absence of these species can not be easily determined even by regular observa-
tion. Species in this category include the Turkey Vulture (Cathartes aura) and Osprey
(Pandion haliaetus) which are wide-ranging, Least Bittern (Ixobrychus exilis) which is secre-
tive in nature, and Pileated Woodpecker (Dryocopus pileatus) and Le Conte’s Sparrow
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(Ammodramus leconteii) which may be uncommon in the area. Because such species may be
missed during a survey, conclusions on changes in their populations over time are difficult to
make.

A third explanation for changes in species composition over the last 25 years is actual
changes in individual species populations. For example, the ranges of both the Blue-winged
Warbler (Vermivora pinus) and the House Finch (Carpodacus mexicanus) have recently
greatly increased and now include La Crosse County in their summer distribution (Craven,
1990). Also, species populations may have changed over time. Double-crested Cormorant
populations have been increasing since the 1970°s after DDT was banned (del Hoyo, 1992).

Specific species concerns

Surveys of breeding birds and comparisons among related surveys allow the definition of
avian community structures for the present, as well as over time. The surveys also provide
valuable information on species of special concern, either by the presence, or changing abun-
dance of a species of concern. Special notice was given to certain species during this study.

The Cerulean Warbler (Dendroica cerulea) is one such species because it has been declin-
ing throughout much of its range, showing the largest decline of any North American warbler
between 1966 and 1987 (Peterjohn, 1995). Cerulean Warblers were commonly observed in
Hixon Forest during their breeding season from 1982-1988 and not seen during regular visits
since, (Wilson, 1999). During this study, however, a lone male was observed singing in
Hixon on June 2nd and again on June 22nd. Although this species is of conservation concern,
its reappearance indicates that the habitat of Hixon Forest matches the large tracts of mature
deciduous forest needed by this species.

The American Bittern (Botaurus lentiginosus) is another species of concern that in the
past was observed in Myrick marsh in 1974 by Harris and again in 1985 and 1986, (Ruhser,
1999, Lesher, 1999, and Wilson, 1999). The absence of this species during the 1999 survey
may be the result of the secretive nature of this bird, or more likely, the population decline of
this species in the north central states of the United States (Gibbs, 1992).

A third species of concern is Bell’s Vireo (Vireo bellii), which has shown significant
declines in the central United States (Peterjohn, 1995). The 1990 DNR Natural Resources
Inventory found this species breeding within five miles and in similar habitat as the Myrick
marsh study site (Thompson, 1990 and 1999). Although not observed during this study, the
prior observations indicate Myrick marsh as a potential breeding area for this species.
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