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Revisiting the Range and Habitat of the Ivorybill 

wŜŎŜƴǘ ǎŜŀǊŎƘŜǊǎΩ understanding of the range and habitat of the Ivory-billed Woodpecker are 
shaped by research conducted when the species was in severe decline and its habitat was 
shrinking. Evidence from literature, historical accounts, museum collections, and archaeology 
suggest the IvorybillΩǎ ǊŀƴƎŜ ǿŀǎΣ ŀǘ ƻƴŜ ǘƛƳŜΣ ƳǳŎƘ ǿƛŘŜǊΦ  

By Mark A. Michaels, Research Associate 

 

In pre-contact and early colonial times and into the 19th century, Ivory-billed Woodpeckers 
inhabited a more varied and expansive range than most people realize. The range probably 
reached from the southern tip of Florida to central Ohio, with the 40th parallel as the 
approximate northern limit, westward to St. Louis and perhaps along the Missouri River. The 
western limit of the range appears to have been somewhere around the 96th or 97th Meridian, 
in the southwest, and likely somewhat farther east at the northwestern edge, if unproven 
historic reports from the Kansas City area are valid. Outside of coastal areas, distribution 
appears to have followed riparian corridors to its outer limits, and there are no records from 
elevations of over 1000 feet. 

Most people with an interest in the Ivorybill have internalized a set of beliefs about the home 
ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŜǎ ǿƘŀǘ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜǎ άǎǳƛǘŀōƭŜέ ƘŀōƛǘŀǘΦ ¢ƻ ŀ ƭŀǊƎŜ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ōŜƭƛŜŦǎ ǘǊŜŀǘ 
the Singer Tract as a model ς a vast tract oŦ άǾƛǊƎƛƴέ ōƻǘǘƻƳƭŀƴŘ ŦƻǊŜǎǘ ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ƻŀƪǎ ŀƴŘ 
sweet gums, with abundant, moss-draped cypress for atmosphere (although Ivorybills seem to 
have avoided cypress in the Singer Tract). But, the roots of this belief go back even farther, to 
Audubon. 

In all likelihood, the Ivory-ōƛƭƭŜŘ ²ƻƻŘǇŜŎƪŜǊΩǎ ǊŀƴƎŜ ǿŀǎ considerably more extensive than is 
recognized by the general public and broader than has been represented in much of the 
literature, both popular and scientific. Archaeological evidence, specimens in collections, and 
historical accounts point to a wider range.  

Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǎŜǊƛŜǎΣ ǿŜΩƭƭ ŜȄǇƭƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ LǾƻǊȅōƛƭƭΩǎ ǊŀƴƎŜ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘŜŀǎǘ ¦ƴƛǘŜŘ 
States.  

 

9ȄŀƳƛƴƛƴƎ ¢ƘŜ wƻƻǘǎ ƻŦ hǳǊ ¦ƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ LǾƻǊȅōƛƭƭΩǎ wŀƴƎŜ 

¢ƘŜ Ƙŀōƛǘŀǘ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ {ǘŜǇƘŜƴ !Φ {ƘǳƴƪΩǎ Peterson Reference Guide to Woodpeckers of 
North America clearly expresses some of these beliefs, which have influenced the 
overwhelming majority of modern search efforts and which are embedded in the minds of most 
searchers (Project Principalis included) to the point of being a default: 

https://www.amazon.com/Peterson-Reference-Woodpeckers-America-Guides/dp/0618739955/ref=sr_1_1?ie=UTF8&qid=1507495013&sr=8-1&keywords=peterson+reference+guide+to+woodpeckers+of+north+america
https://www.amazon.com/Peterson-Reference-Woodpeckers-America-Guides/dp/0618739955/ref=sr_1_1?ie=UTF8&qid=1507495013&sr=8-1&keywords=peterson+reference+guide+to+woodpeckers+of+north+america
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Virgin bottomland forest almost always below 100 ft. (30 m) elevation. May also have 
occurred in uplands but by 1900 restricted to areas downstream of pine-bald cypress 
interface. Requires large tracts of contiguous forest with very large-diameter trees and 
adequate dead and dying trees to provide forage and nest sites. 

The Guide, which draws on an 1891 article by 
Edwin Hasbrouck for the 100 foot 
elevation, goes on to list three different habitat 
types described by James Tanner in his study. 
The habitat types identified are: sweet gum-
oak dominated forests in the southeast (with 
species of oak varying depending on location) 
outside of Florida; river swamps in Florida 
dominated by cypress, black gum, and green 
ash; and creek swamps in Florida characterized 
by cypress, red maple, laurel oak, black gum 
and cabbage palmetto, with feeding in 
adjacent pine woods. 

This is not to criticize the Guide or its author ς I recommend the book highly and the overall 
treatment of the Ivorybill is thorough and evenhanded. The quote excerpted here is intended 
to point out the pervasiveness of these ideas about habitat requirements, ideas that Tanner 
reinforced, especially in latŜǊ ȅŜŀǊǎΦ ¢ƘŜȅΩǊŜ ǎƻ ǇŜǊǾŀǎƛǾŜ ƛƴ ǇŀǊǘ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ƳȅǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άǾƛǊƎƛƴ 
ŦƻǊŜǎǘέ Ƙŀǎ ǎƘŀǇŜŘ Ivorybill lore since well before Hasbrouck and has influenced almost all 
habitat assessments since Tanner. 

Audubon, with his romantic, indeed gothic, language is the father of the cypress myth. 

I wish, kind reader, it were in my power to present to your ƳƛƴŘΩǎ eye the favourite 
resort of the Ivory-billed Woodpecker. Would that I could describe the extent of those 
deep morasses, overshadowed by millions of gigantic dark cypresses, spreading their 
sturdy moss-covered branches, as if to admonish intruding man to pause and reflect on 
the many difficulties which he must encounter, should he persist in venturing farther into 
their almost inaccessible recesses, extending for miles before him, where he should be 
interrupted by huge projecting branches, here and there the massy trunk of a fallen and 
decaying tree, and thousands of creeping and twining plants of numberless species! 
Would that I could represent to you the dangerous nature of the ground, its oozing, 
spongy, and miry disposition, although covered with a beautiful but treacherous 
carpeting, composed of the richest mosses, flags, and water-lilies, no sooner receiving 
the pressure of the foot than it yields and endangers the very life of the adventurer, 
whilst here and there, as he approaches an opening, that proves merely a lake of black 
muddy water, his ear is assailed by the dismal croaking of innumerable frogs, the hissing 
of serpents, or the bellowing of alligators! Would that I could give you an idea of the 
sultry pestiferous atmosphere that nearly suffocates the intruder during the meridian 

https://sora.unm.edu/sites/default/files/journals/auk/v008n02/p0174-p0186.pdf
https://sora.unm.edu/sites/default/files/journals/auk/v008n02/p0174-p0186.pdf
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heat of our dogdays, in those gloomy and horrible swamps! But the attempt to picture 
these scenes would be vain. Nothing short of ocular demonstration can impress any 
adequate idea of them.  

Hasbrouck (1891) perpetuated the emphasis on cypress and very low-lying locations, as seen in 
this excerpt: 

 

The truth is that Ivorybills have been found in more diverse habitat types than most have 
believed. LǘΩǎ ǿƻǊǘƘ ōŜŀǊƛƴƎ ƛƴ ƳƛƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ¢ŀƴƴŜǊ ƘƛƳǎŜƭŦ ŀǎǎŜǊǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ at the time he was 
studying the species, in the 1930s, άΧat present, the only suitable habitat for Ivorybills is in 
ǘǊŀŎǘǎ ƻǊ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ǾƛǊƎƛƴ ǘƛƳōŜǊέΣ ŀ ƴŀǊǊƻǿΣ ŀƭƳƻǎǘ ƭŀǿȅŜǊƭȅΣ ŀƴŘ ƭŀǊƎŜƭȅ ŎƻƴƧectural conclusion ς 
ƻƴŜ ƴƻǘ ŜƴǘƛǊŜƭȅ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ōȅ ŦŀŎǘΦ LǾƻǊȅōƛƭƭǎ ōǊŜŘ ƛƴ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ƻƴŜ {ƛƴƎŜǊ ¢ǊŀŎǘ ŀǊŜŀ όaŀŎƪΩǎ 
Bayou) that was predominantly regrowth. Tanner became more rigid about habitat 
requirements in later years, dismissing John DennisΩǎ мфтм Texas recording because a Pine 
Warbler was captured on the tape. 

Similarly, what the historic 
range as delineated by Tanner 
in 1942 and as reflected in 
almost all popular treatments 
of the species is considerably 
too narrow. Jackson (2005) 
makes this clear, and 
subsequent work by Leese has 
shed additional light on the 
historic range. Tanner accepted 
additional records from outside 
these confines in an 
unpublished 1989 update to his 
monograph.  

 

 

IUCN range map based on Tanner, including locations of selected post-Singer Tract 
reports 
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A map drawn by Hasbrouck in the 1890s, showing both the original range and what Hasbrouck 
believed to be the limits at the time, includes more of the eastern Plains and the Missouri River 
Valley. 

It is very difficult to assess 
ǊŜŎƻǊŘǎ ŜǾŜƴ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜǊŜΩǎ ŀ 
paper trail. An Ivorybill 
specimen in a collection in 
Pennsylvania has a tag 
suggesting it was collected on 
aƛŎƘƛƎŀƴΩǎ ¦ǇǇŜǊ tŜƴƴƛƴǎǳƭŀ 
ƛƴ муурΦ ²ƘƛƭŜ ƛǘΩǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ 
that tags accidentally switched 
ŀǘ ǎƻƳŜ ǇƻƛƴǘΣ ǘƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ 
to show that they were. 
(Schreffler, Schreffler, and 
Leese, 2019). The challenge is 
ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƴƻ ǇǳǊŜƭȅ 
objective standard for 
evaluation of historic (and pre-
contact) records, even when it 
comes to specimens. In many 
cases, location information for 

specimens is non-existent or ambiguous. FƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ ƻƴŜ ǎǇŜŎƛƳŜƴ ƛƴ /ƻǊƴŜƭƭΩǎ ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ 
dating to муфс ƛǎ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ŀǎ ŎƻƳƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ άCƭƻǊƛŘŀ YŜȅǎ.έ άYŜȅέ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƳƻǊŜ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ 
refers to an island of forest surrounded by the Everglades than to the islands offshore. 

The more surprising of these reports are unsupported by physical evidence. These come from 
the Eastern Shore of Maryland, Swedesboro, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania. Most date to the 
18th century, a time when Ivorybills were reported to have fed on trees girdled for clearing. The 
most interesting of these come from Peter Kalm, a Swedish naturalist and student of Linnaeus. 
They have been discussed in several articles by Benjamin E. Leese, who has also written about 
early records from Ohio, Indiana, and Kentucky (for which the case is stronger).  

One record that is ŎƻƳǇŜƭƭƛƴƎ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛƳŜƴΤ ƛǘΩǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ 1820 Long Expedition, 
the first scientific exploration of the American West. 

IŀǎōǊƻǳŎƪΩǎ LǾƻry-billed Woodpecker Range Map (1890) 

http://www.jstor.org/stable/4069787
https://www.jstor.org/stable/3883131?seq=1#page_scan_tab_contents
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 The IǾƻǊȅōƛƭƭΩǎ Ŏŀƭƭ ƛǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘΣ ŀƴŘ tƛƭŜŀǘŜŘ 
Woodpecker is distinguished and described as 
common in the area. These facts lend 
credibility to the report, as does the fact 
that Thomas Say ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǇŜŘƛǘƛƻƴΩǎ 
naturalist. While Say is best known as an 
entomologist, the expedition produced the 
first descriptions of a number of bird species, 
and an entire genus of flycatchers was named 
in his honor. 

The location of this record is approximately 
south of Tulsa on the Canadian River, near 
the 96th Meridian. This is well into the 
eastern Great Plains. It is also well beyond the 
range of the bald cypress. The relatively 
narrow floodplain would have been 
dominated by cottonwoods and willows, as it 
is to this day. This image, circa 1920s, shows 
ά{ǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ wƻŎƪ,έ ŀ ƎŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ Ŧeature now 
flooded that was discovered by the 
expedition a day after the Ivorybill encounter. 
Lǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŀŘŘ ŀ ǾƛǎŎŜǊŀƭ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ 
appearance to supplement the description. 

 

Even if one opts to reject this record for 
lack of physical evidence, there are several 
others from approximately the same 
longitude that do involve specimens, and 
some are from the 20th century. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Recovery 
Plan for the Ivory-billed Woodpecker 
suggests that there are two records from 
west ƻŦ ¢ǳƭǎŀΣ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛƳŜƴ ǿŀǎ άǇǊƻōŀōƭȅέ 
collected by S. W. Woodhouse along the 
Cimarron River, Pawnee County in 1849. Per Jackson, the specimen was sent to the Philadelphia 
Academy of Natural Sciences, which has four specimens without location information in its 
collection. The second is from House Creek in Pawnee County, also Woodhouse 1849, and also 
reportedly sent to the Philadelphia Academy but not found there. 

There are several Plains records from Texas. A specimen currently in the Dallas Museum was 
collected in 1900 ƻƴ .ƻƛǎ ŘΩ!ǊŎ LǎƭŀƴŘΣ Ƨǳǎǘ ǎƻǳǘƘŜŀǎǘ ƻŦ 5ŀƭƭŀǎΣ ŜƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ плл Φ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ǿŜǊŜ 

Excerpt from the Long Expedition 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Thomas_Say
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multiple reports from the area through 1910, and an additional specimen may have been 
ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ мфмуΦ ! ōƛǊŘ ǿŀǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘŜŘƭȅ άŎŀǳƎƘǘ ƛƴ ŀ ǘǊŀǇέ ƛƴ ƴŜŀǊōȅ YŀǳŦƳŀƴ /ƻǳƴǘy in 1927 
and examined by an R.E. Huck but not preserved. An additional Texas record, from farther 
south but west of the 96th Meridian, comes from New Braunfels County, south of Austin and 
east of San Antonio. There were multiple reports around 1900, with a collection reported but 
no specimen preserved. 

Although only one record from the eastern Plains can be attached with certainty to a currently 
ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ƳǳǎŜǳƳ ǎǇŜŎƛƳŜƴΣ ǘƘŜǊŜΩǎ ǇǊƻƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ LǾƻǊȅ-billed Woodpeckers were found in this 
region as recently as 1900 and considerable circumstantial evidence for their presence along 
riparian corridors on the plains of Texas, and possibly Oklahoma, into the 20th century. The 
habitat involved is markedly different from what so many have believed Ivorybills require. This 
is not  to suggest that Ivorybills persist at the western edges of their historic range, but as will 
be discussed below, I think their ability to exploit these relatively narrow willow- and 
cottonwood-dominated floodplains can help explain how the species could have persisted into 
the 21st century. 

 

9ȄǇƭƻǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ [ƛƳƛǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ LǾƻǊȅōƛƭƭΩǎ wŀƴƎŜ 

Historical records of sightings and collected specimens demonstrate that the Ivory-billed 
²ƻƻŘǇŜŎƪŜǊΩǎ ǊŜŀŎƘ ŜȄǘŜƴŘŜŘ ŦŀǊ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ǿƘŀǘ ƛǎ ǘƻŘŀȅ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ƛǘǎ ǊŀƴƎŜΦ  

A couple of maps may be useful for additional information about forest, bioregion, and habitat 
types and may help with visualization along with my map of records from unexpected habitats. 

 

https://www.davidrumsey.com/luna/servlet/detail/RUMSEY~8~1~206747~3003328:Natural-Vegetation--Atlas-of-Americ
http://www.natureserve.org/sites/default/files/NatVegMap.jpg
https://www.google.com/maps/d/edit?mid=18iJCXC-cY4Ro7vHxlmyonQvUSvc&ll=39.226795196325085%2C-82.56391773840323&z=11


 
 

7 
 

9ȄǘǊŀƭƛƳƛǘŀƭ ǊŜŎƻǊŘǎΣ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƘŜǎŜ ōŜƭƻǿΣ ǘŜƭƭ ŀ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǎǘƻǊȅ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ LǾƻǊȅōƛƭƭΩǎ ǇŀǎǘΦ  

¶ Reedy River, South Carolina: Nest with eggs reportedly collected in 1896 and later lost. 
The location is in the Piedmont, south of Greenville, at an elevation of approximately 
флл Φ ¢ƘŜ wŜŜŘȅ Ŧƭƻǿǎ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ŀƭŀŘΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ŧƭƻǿǎ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴƎŀǊŜŜΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ƛǎ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ 
ƛƴ ǘƘŜ wŜŎƻǾŜǊȅ tƭŀƴ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŜŘ ōȅ {ǇǊǳƴǘ ŀǎ άŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛǾŜέ ōǳǘ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ 
highly questionable. 

¶ Etowah Mounds, Georgia: Pre-ŎƻƴǘŀŎǘ ǎƛǘŜΣ ŜƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǇǇǊƻȄƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ тлл Φ tǊŜǎǳƳŀōƭȅ 
ƴƻǘ ǘǊŀŘŜ ƎƻƻŘǎ άōǳǘ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜǎ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴέ ǇŜǊ ǘƘŜ wŜŎƻǾŜǊȅ tƭŀƴΦ ¢ƘŜ 9ǘƻǿŀƘ 
River is at the northern end of the Alabama River watershed. 

¶ Between Martinsburg, West Virginia and Winchester, Virginia: Specimen reportedly 
ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘŜŘ ōȅ ²ƛƭǎƻƴ ŎŀΦ мумлΦ 9ƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǘ ²ƛƴŎƘŜǎǘŜǊ ƛǎ тнр  ŀƴŘ ŀǘ aŀǊǘƛƴǎōǳǊƎ ƛǎ про Φ 
This would appear to be in the Potomac watershed. The claim is based on 20th century 
speculation and is unsupported by evidence. (Leese and Michaels, in press.) 

¶ Moundsville, West Virginia: Two lower mandibles found in a pre-contact (early 
Common Era, 0-200) midden (trash heap)Φ tƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ǘǊŀŘŜ ƎƻƻŘǎΦ 9ƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ сфс Φ ¢ƘŜ 
location is on the Ohio River. 

¶ Philo, Ohio: Near the Muskingum River. Tarsometatarsus found in pre-contact midden, 
dates from ca. 1100-мрллΦ 9ƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ тор Φ 

¶ Scioto County, OhioΥ {ŀƳŜ ŀǎ ŀōƻǾŜΦ 9ƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘŜ ƛǎ млрл Σ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŀǊōȅ {Ŏƛƻǘƻ 
River is lower. The site is about 10 miles from the Ohio River, and the elevation at the 
ŎƻƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƛǎ роо Φ 

¶ Ross County, Ohio: Same as above. Also on the Scioto River but farther upstream. 
9ƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ усо 

¶ Near Troy, Ohio: Near the Miami River, March 1804 sight record by Gerard Hopkins, a 
Quaker envoy to the Miami and PotaǿŀǘƻƳƛΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ŀ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴΣ άΦ Φ Φ 
resembling the red headed woodcock of Maryland, except that its head is black and its 
ōƛƭƭ ƛǾƻǊȅΦ έ ό[ŜŜǎŜ нллмύΦ hƳƛǘǘŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǇ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƛǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛƳŜƴΣ 
but included here because it adds weight to the archaeological records. 

¶ Franklin County, IndianaΥ wŜǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛƳŜƴΣ мусфΣ ƴƻǿ ƭƻǎǘΦ 9ƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ пфл Φ 
Probably along the Whitewater River, an Ohio tributary. There are a number of early 
reports from Indiana, but no other reported specimens and no archaeological records. 
Lƴ ƭƛƎƘǘ ƻŦ !ǳŘǳōƻƴΩǎ ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŀǘ IŜƴŘŜǊǎƻƴΣ Y¸ όƧǳǎǘ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ hƘƛƻ wƛǾŜǊύ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ 
the Ohio records, it seems likely that Ivorybills were present in parts of Indiana into the 
19th century. 
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¶ Henderson, Kentucky: Female specimen collected by Audubon in July 1810 and used as 
ŀ ƳƻŘŜƭ ŦƻǊ Ƙƛǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǇŀƛƴǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŜǎΦ 9ƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ плл Φ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ 
in the Recovery Plan or Jackson, and it seems to have been overlooked by researchers. 
!ǳŘǳōƻƴΩǎ ƻǿƴ ƴƻǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜǎ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ άwŜŘ .ŀƴƪǎέΣ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ hƘƛƻ wƛǾŜǊ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ 
northernmost limit of the cypress-tupelo association, well upstream from the 
confluence with the Mississippi. Article by R. Haven Wiley in Kentucky Warbler, May 
1970. 

¶ Stanford, Kentucky: Pair reported, with one specimen collected by a Colonel Fleming, 
мтфлΦ wŜŎƻǊŘ ŀŎŎŜǇǘŜŘ ōȅ ¢ŀƴƴŜǊ ƛƴ мфуфΦ 9ƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ фпн Φ ¢ƘŜ 5ƛȄ wƛǾŜǊΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ŧƭƻǿǎ ƛƴǘƻ 
the Kentucky and thence the Ohio, is nearby. 

¶ Cahokia Mounds, Illinois: East of the confluence of the Mississippi and the Missouri, 
мрллǎ ƻǊ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊΣ ǘŀǊǎƻƳŜǘŀǘŀǊǎǳǎΦ 9ƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ пфл Φ 

¶ Forest Park, Missouri or Vicinity: West of the confluence of the Mississippi and 
Missouri. Specimen collected 1896 and in the collection of the Colorado Museum of 
bŀǘǳǊŀƭ IƛǎǘƻǊȅΦ 9ƭŜǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǇǇǊƻȄƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ рлл Φ 

With regard to Missouri and the Missouri River watershed, Hasbrouck accepted reports from 
Fayette and Kansas City, and given the overall picture, this does not seem implausible. In 
addition, there were persistent reports from the vicinity of Lake of the Ozarks, in the Missouri 
River watershed, until the end of the 1940s; Tanner received information about Missouri 
reports from local Audubon Society officers but apparently disregarded it. There is no way to 
assess the validity of these old, anecdotal claims and no evidence to support them, but given 
this perspective on the historic range, they may be somewhat less far-fetched than it seems at 
first glance. 

There are a number of records from Florida and South Carolina involving offshore islands. While 
most if not all of these offshore islands would have been covered in old-growth forest at the 
time of collection, reaching them would have required crossing expanses of open water or 
marsh. 

In South Carolina, there were multiple reports from barrier islands into the 1880s. A specimen 
collected in 1879 or 1880 is now lost. Hoxie, writing in 1918, reported that Ivorybills were 
ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ άǳƴǇŜǊǎŜŎǳǘŜŘ ƻǊ ƘŀǊƳŜŘ ōȅ Ƴŀƴέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀŘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǎǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŦŜŘ on the 
barrier islands, following hurricanes, but disappeared when the food supply was exhausted. 

My knowledge about Florida and conditions there is limited, but it seems clear that Ivorybills 
lived and bred in a variety of habitats. Florida is also the largest single source of specimens and 
probably had the largest Ivorybill population in the country. What may also be relevant is 
their apparent use of mangrove forests, including potentially some 1-2 miles away from the 
mainland, especially in the Everglades region. As with barrier islands, use of this habitat may 
have involved crossing some open water between mainland forests (e.g., Big Cypress, 
associated forested sloughs, and open pine woods, leading to the Gulf of Mexico) and 
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mangrove forests, both along the coastline and in the area referred to as the Ten Thousand 
Islands, extending south to where Tanner relayed reports during the 1930s from Shark and 
[ƻǎǘƳŀƴΩǎ wƛǾŜǊǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǿƘŀǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǿ 9ǾŜǊƎƭŀŘŜǎ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ tŀǊƪΦ 

¢ƻ ŜƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƻǳǊ ƻŦ ΨǳƴŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘΩ Ƙŀōƛǘŀǘǎ ŀƴŘ ΨŜȄǘǊŀƭƛƳƛǘŀƭΩ ǊŜŎƻǊŘǎΣ ƭŜǘΩǎ ƧǳƳǇ ƴƻǊǘƘ ŀƴŘ ǿŜǎǘ 
by a thousand miles or so and consider records from Arkansas/Missouri and Virginia. 

The Arkansas/Missouri records are from George Featherstonhaugh who explored the area in 
the 1830s and published his account in 1844 as Excursion Through the Slave States from 
Washington on the Potomac to the Frontier of Mexico; with Sketches of Popular Manners and 
Geological Notices. Featherstonhaugh reported seeing Ivorybills in two different locations ς 
one from a bottomland area above the confluence of the Ouachita and Caddo Rivers, in the 
vicinity of present day Arkadelphia, AR. This passage is from Volume 2: 

 

The second location appears in Volume 1 and is more interesting for the purposes of this 
discussion, since it involves fire-damaged upland forest, likely oak-dominated, with hickory and 
ǇŜǊƘŀǇǎ ǎƻƳŜ ǎƘƻǊǘƭŜŀŦ ǇƛƴŜΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ŎƭŜŀǊ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘŜ ƛǎ ƛƴ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ Řŀȅ !Ǌƪŀƴǎŀǎ ƻǊ 
present-day Missouri. Either way, it appears to be on the edge of the Ozark Plateau where it 

https://books.google.com/books/about/Excursion_Through_the_Slave_States.html?id=_XQFAAAAQAAJ&printsec=frontcover&source=kp_read_button#v=onepage&q&f=false
https://books.google.com/books/about/Excursion_Through_the_Slave_States.html?id=_XQFAAAAQAAJ&printsec=frontcover&source=kp_read_button#v=onepage&q&f=false
https://books.google.com/books/about/Excursion_Through_the_Slave_States.html?id=_XQFAAAAQAAJ&printsec=frontcover&source=kp_read_button#v=onepage&q&f=false
https://books.google.com/books?id=F3UFAAAAQAAJ&pg=PA140&dq=featherstonhaugh+%22ivory+billed%22&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwiq05fts57YAhWkmeAKHVFcA7YQ6AEIQjAE#v=onepage&q=featherstonhaugh%20%22ivory%20billed%22&f=false
https://books.google.com/books?id=_XQFAAAAQAAJ&printsec=frontcover&dq=featherstonhaugh+volume+1&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwiq44ud2p7YAhVET98KHcQhA_QQ6AEILzAB#v=onepage&q&f=false

