
The status of  ‘Siberian Chiffchaff ’ 
Phylloscopus collybita tristis in Britain
and other western European countries

has long been the subject of conjecture. In
Britain, the first record was on Sule Skerry,
Orkney, in September 1902 (BOU 2006),
while in more recent years reports have
become annual. Published comments on the
taxon’s status in Britain have varied from the
generalised observation that passage and
wintering Common Chiffchaffs (hereafter
simply ‘Chiffchaffs’) include tristis (Cramp
1992) to more confident assertions that
(‘classic’) tristis is a scarce migrant while the
westerly form ‘fulvescens’ is a winter and
passage migrant (Parkin & Knox 2010). Else-
where in Europe, Siberian Chiffchaff has
been regarded as a true rarity and features on
the lists of several European rarities commit-
tees. It has been suggested on a number of
occasions that reports in Britain should be
assessed by the BBRC. 

Based upon informal evidence, the Com-
mittee had judged hitherto that reports of
Siberian Chiffchaffs were too numerous to
warrant inclusion on the BBRC list, while
uncertainties over the appropriate identifica-

tion criteria created practical difficulties. 
Following the publication of  ‘Siberian
Chiffchaff revisited’ (Dean & Svensson 2005),
suggestions resurfaced, including from
within the ranks of the Committee, that the
status of tristis should be investigated by the
BBRC. Consequently, in 2007, a ‘tristis panel’
was set up by the Committee. Using 2008 as a
‘sample’ year, there were two central ques-
tions to be addressed:
• Are most reports of Siberian Chiffchaff

based upon rigorous identification 
criteria? 

• Is Siberian Chiffchaff a true rarity that
should be assessed by the BBRC, or is it a
scarce migrant and winter visitor?
The panel’s members were Colin Brad-

shaw, Alan Dean, John Martin, Andy Stod-
dart and Grahame Walbridge, with executive
and early secretarial support from Adam
Rowlands (BBRC Chairman) and Nigel
Hudson (BBRC Secretary), respectively. Chris
Kehoe acted as observer for the BOURC. A
press release outlined the panel’s rationale,
membership and procedures; publicised a
call for the submission of reports; and pro-
vided a summary of core criteria for tristis
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Abstract The first British record of Common Chiffchaff Phylloscopus collybita of
the Siberian race tristis was on Sule Skerry, Orkney, in September 1902. Reports of
‘Siberian Chiffchaff ’ have become regular in more recent years, both as a migrant
and as a winter visitor. However, for more than a century after the first record, the
status of tristis in Britain remained ill defined, beset by morphological, vocal, genetic
and taxonomic uncertainties. In 2007 the BBRC co-opted a ‘tristis panel’, charged
with investigating the current status in Britain of Siberian Chiffchaff and the criteria
employed in its identification. The background to the review, the procedures and
criteria adopted, and the conclusions reached are presented here.



(Stoddart 2008). This resumé encapsulated
perceptions of ‘the Siberian Chiffchaff issue’
at the time of the panel’s instigation and
complements some of the information pro-
vided here. It should be consulted in 
conjunction with this report.

Siberian Chiffchaff: morphological
and taxonomic uncertainties
East of  the Yenisey, the appearance of
Siberian Chiffchaff is relatively consistent
(see Svensson 1992). It has drab-brown or
grey-brown upperparts, often with a warmer
and characteristic ‘sandy’ tinge. The super-
cilium, ear-coverts, and sides of the breast
and flanks have a rich buff suffusion, of
varying intensity but approaching rusty-buff
at its most distinctive. Olive hues are con-
fined to the scapulars, rump and edges of the
remiges and rectrices, while yellow is entirely
absent apart from on the underwing-coverts,
the axillaries, and the marginal coverts near
the bend of the wing. The legs tend to be
‘densely’ black while the bill is often rather
slight and predominantly black, with paler

hues absent or confined to the base of the
lower mandible. Biometrics are similar to
abietinus but, unlike that form, P2 is rarely as
long as =6/7. In combination, this suite of
features is distinctive and enabled Svensson
(1992) to generate guidelines by which such
‘classic’ examples of tristis could be distin-
guished with confidence from less-colourful
examples of the Fennoscandian and Russian
race abietinus. These guidelines are fre-
quently referred to as the ‘Svensson criteria’.
An updated version was provided in Dean &
Svensson (2005) and was summarised by
Stoddart (2008).

In most published texts dealing with the
identification of Siberian Chiffchaff, the
absence of yellow away from the underwing
has been assigned particular significance.
However, as noted by Svensson (1992), indi-
viduals between the Ural region and the
Yenisey frequently exhibit traces of yellow in
the supercilium, upper part of the eye-ring
and on the underparts, together with slight
olive streaking on the mantle, features which
are absent from ‘classic’ tristis. Overall they

321British Birds 103 • June 2010 • 320–338

The status in Britain of ‘Siberian Chiffchaff ’ 

Fig. 1. Map showing the ranges of the forms Phylloscopus collybita abietinus, tristis and ‘fulvescens’, 
and the ‘zone of overlap’ between abietinus and tristis/‘fulvescens’ (hatched). In the ‘zone of overlap’,
as well as abietinus and tristis (including individuals with ‘fulvescens’ characters), individuals with more
evidently intermediate appearance are encountered, to which the name ‘riphaeus’ has been applied
(see text). Reproduced from Dean & Svensson (2005) and based largely upon Marova & Leonovich
(1993).
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tend to be a little paler than ‘classic’ tristis.
Sushkin (1925) and subsequent Russian
authors indicated that the rump and edges to
the remiges are brighter, more olive-green in
western individuals, though Ticehurst (1938)
questioned the validity of this character.
Since Sushkin (1925), and based upon the
type description of Severtzov (1873), the
name ‘fulvescens’ has been applied to individ-
uals with slight ‘additional’ yellow and olive
originating between the Ural region and the
Yenisey. The name was employed in this way
by Svensson (1992) and Dean & Svensson
(2005). The West Siberian Plain constitutes
some 80% of the range of ‘fulvescens’ (see fig.
1).

The presence of additional yellow and
olive in the plumage of ‘fulvescens’ is some-
times attributed to gene flow resulting from
secondary contact with abietinus (e.g.
Williamson 1967) but the genetic origins and
taxonomic treatment of ‘fulvescens’ have long
been debated. When applied to Chiffchaffs
from the West Siberian Plain, ‘fulvescens’ does
not refer to individuals from a region of co-

occurrence between tristis and abietinus.
There may be slight gene flow in this region
but the West Siberian Plain lies beyond the
normal range of abietinus. Svensson (in Dean
& Svensson 2005) has suggested that 
‘fulvescens’ may best be regarded as a form of
tristis.

The true region of overlap between abie -
tinus and tristis (and here ‘tristis’ includes the
form ‘fulvescens’) extends northwest from the
southern Ural Mountains beyond the
Pechora basin, an area some 1,500 km long
and 400 km wide (Marova & Leonovich
1993; see hatched area in fig. 1). However,
areas of co-occurrence are discontinuous and
sometimes very narrow (e.g. Marova et al.
2009). In this overlap region, as well as indi-
viduals matching abietinus and tristis (sensu
lato), Chiffchaffs with more evidently inter-
mediate appearance are encountered, to
which Snigirewski (1931) applied the name
‘riphaeus’, based upon examples from the
southern Urals. Some individuals have songs
that incorporate elements characteristic of
both abietinus and tristis. Such ‘mixed

singing’ is some-
times attributed to
one taxon simply
copying the song of
another (see dis-
cussion in Clement
et al. 1998 and
Lindholm 2008).
However, based
upon studies of
‘mixed singers’ 
in the tristis/abie -
tinus overlap 
zone, Marova &
Leonovich (1993),
Marova & Alekseev
(2008) and Lind-
holm (2008) all
concluded that a
combination of
‘mixed singing’ and
intermediate mor-
phology indicated a
significant level of
h y b r i d i s a t i o n .
Earlier, Buturlin &
Dementiev (1937)
had also attributed
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162. Siberian Chiffchaff Phylloscopus collybita tristis, Quendale, Shetland,
November 2009. In Siberian Chiffchaff, the prominence of brown and 
buff components, and the ‘rusty’ tinge to the ear-coverts, vary with 
light conditions but are well displayed in this image.
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individuals with
intermediate fea-
tures in the
southern Urals to
h y b r i d i s a t i o n
between ‘fulvescens’
and abietinus. 

More recently,
Marova et al. (2009,
in prep.) have
extended their
studies to include
genetic as well as
morphological and
acoustic data. They
s o u n d - re corde d
and trapped male
Chiffchaffs along a
65-km transect
through an area of
c o - o c c u r r e n c e
approximately 10
km wide in the
southern Urals.
They found that,
among Chiffchaffs classified as tristis (in
terms of phenotype), 7% possessed an abie -
tinus mtDNA haplotype. Among individuals
classified as intermediate (‘with a few small
spots of yellow feathers’), 6% possessed an
abietinus mtDNA haplotype. Most intri -
guingly, of individuals classified as abietinus,
43% possessed a tristis mtDNA haplotype. In
addition, among the southern Ural popula-
tion, individuals were found with a distinctive
mtDNA haplotype that was not found among
individuals examined from pure populations
of abietinus and tristis. Further research was
recommended on this interesting genetic
characteristic. They also found that, in this
area of co-occurrence, most Chiffchaffs with
different types of song reacted to both typi-
cally European and typically Siberian songs.
In contrast, tristis from the allopatric popula-
tion in the Yenisey valley did not react to the
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1 Using Applied Fragment Length Polymorphism (AFLP) analysis, Bensch et al. (2002) demonstrated that, in the
zone of overlap between Iberian Chiffchaff and Common Chiffchaff, many individuals previously thought to be
pure ibericus or collybita on the basis of song and morphology were in fact hybrids and that most mixed singers
were genetic hybrids. It is also worth noting that mtDNA has been examined from two putative extralimital Iberian
Chiffchaffs trapped in northern Europe. Both had morphological characters indicating ibericus. One, in Sweden in
2004, sang like ibericus, while the other, in Finland in 2007, called like ibericus. Both proved to have collybita
mtDNA, indicating that they were hybrid offspring resulting from pairings between male ibericus and female colly-
bita (Magnus Hellström & Antero Lindholm in litt.).

163. Siberian Chiffchaff Phylloscopus collybita tristis, Sumburgh, Shetland,
November 2008. A Siberian Chiffchaff with typical plumage. Note absence 
of visible yellow; grey-brown crown and mantle, with a ‘sandy’ tinge; warm
buff suffusion to supercilium and ear-coverts; and olive confined to fringes 
of the remiges, rectrices and wing-coverts.
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song of abietinus at all. On the basis of these
findings, the authors reaffirmed that the level
of genetic introgression in this region is high.
Irina Marova (in litt.) has drawn an analogy
with the situation in the zone of overlap
between Iberian Chiffchaff P. ibericus and
Common Chiff chaff in southwest France and
northeast Spain, where significant hybridisa-
tion has been confirmed1.

Clearly, there are complex issues here.
Definition of clear ‘plumage limits’ for thor-
oughbred Siberian Chiffchaff is hindered by
the plumage variation and genetic uncertain-
ties embraced collectively by ‘classic’ tristis,
‘fulvescens’ and ‘riphaeus’. The potential for
gene flow seems likely to be low in the ‘ful-
vescens’ zone and relatively high in the
‘riphaeus’ zone, but each type may show
additional yellow and olive compared with
‘classic’ tristis.



Vocalisations
The song and
typical calls of
tristis are distinctive
and, rightly, have
received consider-
able emphasis in
recent discussions
of the identification
of Siberian Chiff -
chaff (e.g. van den
Berg et al. 2009).
The song is much
more varied and
flowing than that of
abietinus and nom-
inate collybita and
has a slightly faster
delivery. It includes
characteristic notes
with ascending
modulations, which
are absent from the
typical song of
collybita and abie -
tinus. The individual

notes in tristis song have a disyllabic structure
and a typical song phrase might be rendered:
‘chivvi-tee, chooee, chivvi-tee, chooee-tee,
chivvy’. See Lindholm (2008) for a compre-
hensive account of the songs of tristis and 
abietinus, the characteristics of ‘mixed song’,
and the problems that ‘mixed singers’ present.

The typical call of tristis is a near-mono-
syllabic ‘eeep’ or ‘iiihp’ with an even or very
slightly falling pitch (Jännes 2002; fig. 2a). It
is slightly ‘off-key’ and tends to fade away
somewhat at the end, which produces a
plaintive quality. It is often likened to the call
of the Dunnock Prunella modularis or a
high-pitched and sharper version of the call
of the Bullfinch Pyrrhula pyrrhula.

Van den Berg et al. (2009) went so far as to
suggest that, in a European context, call alone
was adequate confirmation of tristis. Their
assessment was based upon Siberian
Chiffchaffs on migration through Kazakh -
stan, which were reported to show ‘wide
plumage variation’ yet to call and sing consis-
tently like tristis (Arend Wassink in litt. to
Arnoud van den Berg; Ovaa et al. 2008).
Allowing for inevitable photographic arte-
facts, the images accompanying their paper
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164. Siberian Chiffchaff Phylloscopus collybita tristis, Buckfastleigh, Devon,
February 2010. A fine portrait and typical plumage. The base of the bill
appears more extensively pale, perhaps, than on a thoroughly ‘classic’ tristis
but this feature is variable and its prominence depends to some extent 
upon light conditions and the angle of observation.
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A note on ‘fulvescens’ and ‘riphaeus’
The potential for significant hybridisation
between tristis and abietinus lies only west
from the Ural Mountains, in the ‘riphaeus’
region, and not across the entire range of ‘ful-
vescens’ as defined above (fig. 1). Unfortu-
nately, the name ‘fulvescens’ has frequently
been applied indiscriminately to individuals
with variably ‘intermediate’ features, whether
or not from the true zone of overlap. This has
led to a great deal of ambiguity in discussions
of  the hybridisation issue. The name
‘riphaeus’ is to be encouraged, as it identifies
explicitly those individuals with intermediate
characters in the zone of overlap and poten-
tial hybridisation, west from the southern
Ural Mountains. The name ‘fulvescens’ should
be reserved for tristis individuals with slight
‘additional’ yellow and olive occurring
between the Urals and the Yenisey, which is
predominantly beyond the zone of overlap.
This distinction was appreciated by Ticehurst
(1938), who discussed both ‘fulvescens’ and
‘riphaeus’ but did not advocate the use of
formal names for birds he regarded as,
respectively, variants of tristis and hybrids
between tristis and abietinus.



illustrate ‘brown-and-buff ’ Chiffchaffs –
none is a ‘grey-and-white’ Chiffchaff of the
type discussed by Dean & Svensson (2005) –
but they do confirm a considerable level of
yellow in the supercilium of some individ-
uals. Van den Berg et al. suggested that
hybridisation between tristis and abietinus in
their zone of overlap occurs infrequently ‘if at
all’, and hence that any bird observed in
Kazakhstan will be a thoroughbred tristis.

We do not profess to judge the issue of
hybridisation west from the Urals but await
the outcome of projected genetic studies (see
Discussion). However, we note the opinions
of van den Berg et al. (2009) and the contrary
findings of Marova et al. (2009), who con-
cluded that the level of hybridisation was sig-
nificant. Clearly, opinions are divided but, if
hybridisation in the overlap zone is indeed
extensive, then some hybrids will doubtless
call like thoroughbred tristis. 

As acknowledged by van den Berg et al.,
another issue (arguably of less concern in a
European context) is the extent to which calls
of other Chiffchaff taxa from farther afield
approach those of tristis (e.g. Dubois &
Duquet 2008, Dally 2009, and the sonograms
in Clement et al. 1998). 

More subjectively, experience shows that it
can be difficult for the human ear to distin-
guish between the typical tristis call and so-
called ‘alternative’ calls uttered at times by
abietinus, collybita and other races of
Chiffchaff. Observers can be misled when
confronted by an unfamiliar, downward-
inflected call that differs clearly from the
familiar, rising ‘hweet’ or ‘hüit’ of nominate
collybita and abietinus. This is particularly so
when a call is heard only intermittently, as
can be the case with wintering individuals. It
is sometimes claimed that such ‘alternative’
calls are confined to juveniles up until early
autumn (i.e. around the end of September)
and, in consequence, do not provide a serious
pitfall, since tristis rarely reaches Britain and
continental Europe before October. However,
there is evidence that ‘alternative’ calls can be
heard throughout the winter (Copete &
Armada 2004; pers. obs.) and that they have
also been heard in spring from assumed
migrants in Britain.

Perhaps the most frequently documented
‘alternative’ call is a downward-inflected
‘sweeoo’ (Jännes 2002; fig. 2b). The ‘sweeoo’
call has been attributed to eastern abietinus
(e.g. Jännes 2002) but is also given by western
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165. Siberian Chiffchaff Phylloscopus collybita tristis, Virkie, Shetland, November 2009. Note lack of
visible yellow and absence of olive in crown and mantle. Olive fringes to the remiges are well
defined on this individual.
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‘additional’ yellow or olive is
limited are fully compatible with
‘fulvescens’ from the West Siberian
Plain, which are unlikely to be
hybrids. In contrast, ‘riphaeus’
from the ‘zone of overlap’ west
from the Urals may well involve
hybrids (Marova et al. 2009, in
prep.). However, morphologically
at least, there is no absolute

dividing line between ‘fulvescens’ and
‘riphaeus’ – it is a matter of degree. Arguably,
therefore, there is potential for error in
accepting other than classic tristis which have
been confirmed as such in the hand.
Adhering strictly to the ‘Svensson criteria’ for
classic tristis, as confirmed in the hand, will
ensure that any individual accepted is cer-
tainly tristis — but it will also exclude many
valid Siberian Chiffchaffs from the West
Siberian Plain and lead to serious misrepre-
sentation of the true status of the taxon in
Europe. If the objective is to produce a mean-
ingful assessment of status, then criteria for
field identification must be defined which
embrace individuals from the west as well as
the east of the range.

Defining criteria that are robust yet
embrace a majority rather than a minority of
individuals is the challenge. The panel judged
that reliable criteria were achievable when
based upon a combination of morphological
and vocal evidence. We concluded that
appropriate criteria would be the ‘Svensson
criteria’ for classic tristis but leavened with a
sensibly strict margin for ‘fulvescens’ traits,
especially when an appropriate call was
heard. For example, an individual which
matched the ‘Svensson criteria’ when exam-
ined carefully in the field would not be
excluded if photographs suggested very mar-
ginal ‘additional’ yellow. Thereby, the panel
would assess which reports met plumage cri-
teria defining the broader category of ‘tristis
or fulvescens’. In contrast, the criteria would
exclude more evidently intermediate individ-
uals and ‘grey-and-white’ birds. Irrespective
of call, the origins of such individuals remain
equivocal.

As discussed under Vocalisations, call pro-
vides a key character in diagnosing tristis.
Any individual that utters an anomalous call
would clearly breach the established criteria.
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Fig. 2. Sonograms showing: (a) tristis ‘iiihp’ call, (b) abietinus
‘sweeoo’ call, and (c) call of tristis Chiffchaff at Halligarth,
Unst, Shetland, in November 2008. Sonograms (a) and (b)
have been generated from recordings on the CD Calls of
Eastern Vagrants, Jännes 2002. Sonogram (c) was generated
from a recording by Rory Tallack.

abietinus and collybita, principally during
their first autumn. Typically, this call is more
abrupt, discernibly more disyllabic and
reaches a slightly higher pitch than the usual
call of tristis, but confusion between the two
arises nevertheless. Moreover, ‘alternative’
calls are variable and malleable. Less inflected
‘alternative’ calls are encountered, which
more readily invite confusion with the typical
tristis call. For examples and comments see
Copete and Armada (2004) and Antero Lind-
holm’s website (www.elisanet.fi/antero.lindholm/
Linnut/Phylloscopus/PhycolCalls.html). 

It is quite conceivable that Siberian
Chiffchaffs, too, utter ‘alternative’ calls, espe-
cially in their first autumn. A bird identified
as tristis was sound-recorded by Rory Tallack
on Unst, Shetland, in November 2008. Its call
was disconcertingly difficult to place. Sound
and sonographic analysis indicate a call
rather intermediate between tristis and the
‘eastern abietinus’ type of call (fig. 2c). It rises
and falls in pitch and is arguably closer in
sound to ‘sweeoo’ than to ‘iiihp’.

It seems likely that the archetypal call of
tristis is not matched precisely by any other
pure-bred taxon, when heard unequivocally
and analysed objectively. However, it may be
approached by some ‘alternative’ calls,
uttered by various races, and by the standard
calls of certain more-southerly races. Corres -
pondingly, assessment of call in the field is
not always straightforward. When defining
our criteria, we attached singular importance
to call. However, questions surrounding
‘hybridisation’ and ‘alternative calls’ meant
that reliance upon call could not be absolute.

The criteria adopted
As the forgoing discussion makes clear, confi-
dent definition of Siberian Chiffchaff is less
than straightforward, both morphologically
and taxonomically. Individuals on which



However, wintering Siberian Chiffchaffs are
often silent and the panel saw no justification
in excluding well-observed but persistently
silent individuals which fully matched the
appearance of tristis. For example, few of the
individuals involved in an influx into Shet-
land were heard to call but details of only
thoroughly observed individuals were sub-
mitted and several were well photographed. 

An ancillary feature of tristis is its rela-
tively extensive and late pre-breeding moult,
which can lead to a rather dishevelled
appearance during March and April, at a
time when most collybita and abietinus have
completed their moult (e.g. Ticehurst 1938).

It is not implied that the adopted criteria
are absolute and they will certainly be subject
to further review. However, the criteria are
guided by the most recent research and we
believe that they are well founded. They pro-
vided an effective basis for our assessments,
which were often unanimous. In practice, few
genuinely problematic individuals were
encountered.

Procedures, findings and
conclusions
The number of Siberian Chiffchaffs
reported in 2008
The first task of the panel was to establish a

baseline figure for the number of reports of
Siberian Chiffchaff in Britain during 2008.
An examination of the BirdGuides website
(www.birdguides.com) revealed reports of
about 80 individuals. In addition, there were
significant totals from three other sources, as
follows. Roger Riddington (in litt.) reported a
notable influx into Shetland. On the basis of
locations and dates, at least 15 birds were
individually identifiable but he estimated
that between 30 and 50+ Chiffchaffs with
tristis characters reached Shetland (excluding
Fair Isle) during the autumn of 2008. In
addition, Deryk Shaw estimated that about a
dozen individuals were recorded on Fair Isle.
Finally, Greg Conway is conducting in-depth
morphological and genetic studies of
Chiffchaffs wintering in southwest England
and has also gathered data from other ringers
in his study area. He estimated that around
20 tristis candidates were recorded in Corn-
wall during 2008.

A number of other unpublished claims
were known to panel members. In total, we
estimated that 150+ Siberian Chiffchaff can-
didates were encountered during the year. A
further examination of  the BirdGuides
archive showed that between 50 and 85 have
been reported every year since 2001 (the first
full year of the BirdGuides news service).
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166 & 167. Siberian Chiffchaff Phylloscopus collybita tristis, Filey, Yorkshire, April 2008. As well as
‘brown and buff ’ hues, note that pre-breeding moult involving body, tertials, wing-coverts and central
tail feathers is still evident as late as April.
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Consequently, the panel’s first conclusion was
that, in recent years at least, the level of
claims of Siberian Chiffchaff has been con-
siderably above the threshold level for taxa
adjudicated by the BBRC.

Fig. 3 illustrates the approximate distribu-
tion of known reports during 2008 (this
includes unsubmitted reports and the esti-
mated totals for Shetland, Fair Isle and Corn-
wall). 

The total of 150+ tristis candidates during
2008 included several estimated components
and the panel calculated that descriptive
details might be available for perhaps 95 indi-
viduals at best. The panel’s request for submis-
sion of reports appeared in March 2008 while,

in the May 2009 issue of BB, a deadline for
submissions was set at the end of June 2009.
During the 15-month period, reports totalling
57 individuals were received (several reports
from previous years were also provided). That
descriptions were received for 57 individuals
from a realistic maximum of about 95 was
encouraging. This level of submissions was
more than sufficient to provide a representa-
tive sample of the birds reported during 2008,
and to assess the criteria being employed in
their identification, and the geographical and
seasonal distribution of Siberian Chiffchaffs in
Britain during that year.

The percentage of reports matching the
criteria for tristis or ‘fulvescens’
Of the 57 individuals, 49 were judged to
match the plumage criteria employed by the
panel. Of these 49, tristis call and/or song was
heard from 31 individuals while 18 were per-
sistently silent. Thus, 86% of reports were
accredited (Appendix 1). This is somewhat
higher than the acceptance rate of 81% for all
taxa adjudicated by the BBRC during
2000–04. Eight individuals (14%) were
judged ‘not proven’.

If ‘fulvescens’ individuals are included, it
follows that:
• Identification of Siberian Chiffchaff does

not appear to be posing an identification
challenge greater than average for rare
taxa as a whole.

• Currently, most observers are applying
appropriate criteria in identifying Siberian
Chiffchaffs.
If 86% of the estimated total of 150+

reports were correct, then more than 120
Siberian Chiffchaffs occurred in Britain
during 2008. The credentials of  the 49
accredited individuals are summarised in
table 1. 

None of the individuals accredited by the
panel showed any ‘additional’ yellow or olive
in the field. Photographs were not always of
the highest standard but, of 21 individuals
for which images were available, only four
suggested traces of these hues away from the
appropriate feather tracts. Conceivably,
examination in the hand might have revealed
a higher incidence but it can be concluded
that any such hues were rudimentary. Conse-
quently, the appearance of all accredited 
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Fig. 3. Approximate distribution of
unadjudicated reports of Siberian Chiffchaffs
Phylloscopus collybita tristis during 2008. This
figure displays unadjudicated reports and
includes all such reports that appeared on
BirdGuides, and/or were submitted to the
BBRC’s ‘tristis panel’, and/or became known to
the panel via other sources.
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individuals is wholly
compatible with an
origin east of  the
Urals.

The eight reports
assessed as ‘not
proven’ included five
that were promising
but lacked sufficient
detail to be thor-
oughly convincing.
One record involved
a bird in Berkshire
that was claimed to
be ‘call switching’
(between tristis and
collybita/abietinus)
and may also have
been a ‘mixed singer’.
Only two individuals
displayed characters
ambiguously inter-
mediate between
tristis and abietinus.

Geographical distribution
The panel was aware of reports of Siberian
Chiffchaffs during 2008 from at least 32
recording areas in Britain (fig. 3). Reports
were submitted from 18 recording areas
(treating Yorkshire as a single unit). The geo-
graphical distribution of reports submitted
and judged to meet the applied criteria for
tristis or ‘fulvescens’ is shown in fig. 4. The
regional distributions indicated in figs. 3 & 4
are broadly similar, confirming that sub-
mitted reports were representative. The most
productive region was Shetland (31% in fig.
4), with a majority of other records concen-
trated in southwest England (and we are
aware that the identity of several further
individuals in Cornwall was established in
the hand).
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Table 1. Summary of credentials of 49 Siberian Chiffchaffs Phylloscopus collybita tristis that
matched the criteria for tristis or ‘fulvescens’ applied by the BBRC ‘tristis panel’.

Field appearance comprising pale brown or grey-brown upperparts; warm buff in supercilium, ear-
coverts and sides of breast/flanks; no yellow away from bend of wing; no olive in crown and mantle: total 49

Photographed Call Song Sound- Responded Evident moult in Suggestion in photographs
heard heard recorded to tape March/April of very slight 

‘additional’ yellow or olive

21 29 5 6 9 of 9 6 of 9 4

168. Siberian Chiffchaff Phylloscopus collybita tristis, Unst, Shetland,
November 2008. The appearance of tristis can vary quite markedly,
depending upon light conditions. In this image, captured on a 
November day in Shetland, the brown and buff hues are sombre.
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Seasonal distribution
The monthly distribution of  submitted
reports that met the criteria for tristis or ‘ful-
vescens’ is shown in fig. 5. The earliest of the
submitted and accredited reports during
2008 was on 11th October. By far the highest
number of arrivals was during November
(53%), many of which soon moved on, par-
ticularly those arriving in Shetland. Unfortu-
nately, there is a dearth of readily available
data from Shetland during earlier years but
an examination of (unadjudicated) nation-
wide reports appearing on the BirdGuides
website during 2001 to 2008 reveals approxi-
mately 80 individuals during October and
120 during November (fig. 6). Thus,
November is confirmed as the peak month.
However, its prominence relative to October



in 2008 was inflated by the significant influx
into Shetland, which accounts for 14 of the
26 individuals in fig. 5 (and 30+ were esti-
mated to have reached the archipelago).

Two individuals that arrived at Portland,
Dorset, during late 2007 remained through to
the following spring. Among other reports
submitted, individuals first detected in
December, January or February – and also
assumed to be wintering in Britain – com-
prised a further 18% of the total. Among
individuals reported on the BirdGuides
website between 2001 and 2008, 44% were
first detected between December and Feb-
ruary (fig. 6). Apart from one individual in
Cleveland, which arrived in late November
and remained into early December, all indi-

viduals reported to the panel and present
during December, January or February were
south of a line approximately between the
Severn Estuary and the Wash.

There is evidence of  a small spring
passage. In 2008, 16% of individuals reported
to us were first detected in March or April.

Comparisons with other species
The current exercise suggests that, during
2008, at least 49 and probably in excess of
120 Siberian Chiffchaffs reached Britain. Two
other Siberian Phylloscopus warblers which
reach western Europe in some numbers are
Yellow-browed P. inornatus and Pallas’s Leaf
Warblers P. proregulus. The range of the
Yellow-browed Warbler extends west to the
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Fig. 4. Distribution by recording area of
reports of Siberian Chiffchaffs Phylloscopus
collybita tristis during 2008 that were submitted
to the BBRC’s ‘tristis panel’ and met the
criteria for tristis or ‘fulvescens’.
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Fig. 5. Monthly distribution of reports of
Siberian Chiffchaffs Phylloscopus collybita tristis
during 2008 that were submitted to the
BBRC’s ‘tristis panel’ and met the criteria 
for tristis or ‘fulvescens’.
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Fig. 6. Approximate monthly distribution
(showing month of arrival) of reports of Siberian
Chiffchaffs Phylloscopus collybita tristis during
2001–08 appearing on the BirdGuides website.
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northern Urals, bringing it almost
as close to Britain as that of
Siberian Chiffchaff. Pallas’s Leaf
Warbler has a more southerly dis-
tribution that extends west only to
the Altai Mountains. Since the
mid 1970s, both Yellow-browed
and Pallas’s Leaf Warblers have
reached Britain in increasing
numbers. A total of 9,093 Yellow-
browed Warblers were recorded in
Britain between 1968 and 2003,
and a total of 1,783 Pallas’s Leaf
Warblers between 1958 and 2003.
In most years between 1990 and
2002, 300–400 Yellow-browed
Warblers were recorded annually
compared with 80–100 Pallas’s
Leaf  Warblers. In 2003, 853
Yellow-browed and an exceptional
303 Pallas’s Leaf Warblers arrived
(Fraser & Rogers 2006). BTO data show that,
between 2000 and 2007, 475 Yellow-browed
and 100 Pallas’s Leaf Warblers were ringed
(Mark Grantham in litt.).

If  the estimated number of  Siberian
Chiffchaffs reaching Britain during 2008 is
typical, then (year-to-year variations
notwithstanding) these figures suggest that
Siberian Chiffchaffs reach Britain in broadly
similar numbers to Pallas’s Leaf Warblers and
are outnumbered by Yellow-browed Warblers
by a ratio of approximately
5:1.

The peak time of arrival
for Yellow-browed War-
blers is between late Sep-
tember and mid October
while that for Pallas’s Leaf
Warblers is from mid
October to early Nov ember
(Baker & Catley 1987;
Dymond et al. 1989). Thus,
Siberian Chiffchaffs arrive
on average 2–3 weeks later
than Yellow-browed War-
blers and at a similar time
to Pallas’s Leaf Warblers.
Whether this suggests any-
thing about their areas of
origin is open to specula-
tion (see Origins and
trends, below).
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170. Siberian Chiffchaff Phylloscopus collybita tristis, Unst, Shetland,
October 2008. An image taken in good light (note the shadow) 
but against a solid background and not against the sky. In these
circumstances, the characteristic hues are displayed to advantage –
both to the eye and to the camera. 
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169. Siberian Chiffchaff Phylloscopus collybita tristis, Plymouth,
Devon, April 2009. Photographed while giving its distinctive
song. Note the evident rusty-buff wash on ear-coverts, breast
and flanks. This individual has densely black legs and feet, 
a variable character of tristis but frequently striking.
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Comparisons with other European
countries
At face value, a total of at least 49 and most
probably over 120 Siberian Chiffchaffs in
Britain in a single year (2008) appears signifi-
cantly in excess of the annual totals accepted
in other European countries. However, gen-
uinely comparable data on the status of
Siberian Chiffchaff in different European
countries is difficult to establish. As in
Britain, many European countries lack 



official, long-term data. We contacted AERC
representatives and several of those who
replied confirmed their lack of structured
data. Owing to uncertainties over appropriate
identification criteria, most countries either
do not monitor occurrences at all at a
national level or accept only birds that have
been trapped and found to match the
‘Svensson criteria’ for classic tristis.

The highest totals cited were 130 in
Sweden (Magnus Hellström in litt.) and 74 in
Finland (Antero Lindholm in litt.). Although
these are by some margin the highest totals,
they are ‘all-time’ totals and equate with very
few individuals in any one year. Traditionally,
in both these countries, only trapped individ-
uals have been accepted. Consequently, the
totals must be regarded as absolute minima

in relation to 
the true levels 
of  occurrence.
Although ‘official’
figures would
imply that rela-
tively few Siberian
Chiffchaffs reach
most European
countries, respon-
dents from several
countries suggested
that individuals
with field characters
of Siberian Chiff -
chaff were signifi-
cantly more
numerous than 
the figures might
suggest. 

In Sweden, 615
Ye l l o w - b r o w e d
Warblers and 32
Siberian Chiffchaffs
have been officially
recorded since
2000, a ratio
approaching 20:1.
However, Magnus
Hellström (in litt.)
suggested that,
although Yellow-
browed is the com-
moner taxon along
the northern coast-
lines, tristis-like
Chiffchaffs are
more numerous
than Yellow-
browed Warblers
across the country
as a whole, perhaps
by a ratio of  3:1
south of  a line
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171 & 172. Siberian Chiffchaff Phylloscopus collybita tristis, Greatham, Sussex,
February 2008. Little olive is apparent anywhere in the plumage of this
individual. This is not unusual as feather fringes wear, while residual hues 
can be difficult for the eye and the camera to capture.
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through Stockholm. In Finland, 227 Yellow-
browed and 45 Pallas’s Leaf Warblers were
recorded during 2008 (Hytönen et al. 2009)
but just one Siberian Chiffchaff was officially
accepted, though two others are under con-
sideration (Lehikoinen et al. 2009). However,
ringing totals imply very different ratios.
During autumn 2008, 26 Yellow-browed
Warblers (11% of the total), six Pallas’s Leaf
Warblers (13% of the total) and four tristis
Chiffchaffs were reported to the ringing
centre in Finland (per Antero Lindholm). If
the percentages of the other two taxa trapped
are also representative of tristis, they imply
that the true number of Siberian Chiffchaffs
reaching the country is an order of magni-
tude higher than the number trapped. In
Norway, 100–200 Yellow-browed Warblers
occur annually while 59 Pallas’s Leaf War-
blers were accepted between 2000 and 2007.
Only three Siberian Chiffchaffs were accepted
up to 1999 and none since but ‘tristis-like’
Chiffchaffs are regular, in numbers some-
where between those of Pallas’s Leaf and
Yellow-browed Warbler (Tor Olsen in litt.).

In Italy, Andrea Corso (in litt.) estimated
that some 20 Chiffchaffs ‘with tristis features’
were present during the winter of 2007/08
and 35 during the winter of 2008/09. In
France, the CHN ceased to assess reports of
Siberian Chiffchaff
after 2005 but,
between 1982 and
2005, published
records were
divided into two
categories: those
deemed fully con-
firmed as tristis (17
records involving
22 individuals) and
those deemed ‘to
show characters of
Siberian Chiffchaff ’
(197 records
involving 228 indi-
viduals). The CHN
considers that, as
well as tristis, the
latter category may
well include greyer
examples of
‘eastern abietinus’,

which it considers cannot be distinguished
with certainty from westerly populations of
Siberian Chiffchaff (Crouzier et al. 2000).
Collectively, such birds are regarded as
regular in winter in southern France and
probably also locally along the coasts of
western France (Philippe Dubois in litt.). 

It must be stressed that these assessments
and opinions relate to candidates for Siberian
Chiffchaff and that not all would prove to be
authentic. However, they suggest that the
Siberian Chiffchaff is a significantly more
numerous visitor than most officially pub-
lished figures imply.

In most countries providing data, individ-
uals with field characters of  Siberian
Chiffchaff  are considered to occur in
numbers comparable with or exceeding those
of Pallas’s Leaf Warbler. Generally, they are
outnumbered by Yellow-browed Warblers by
single-figure ratios but may even outnumber
Yellow-broweds in southern Sweden.

Origins and trends
The range of tristis, including ‘fulvescens’,
extends from west of the Urals east to the
Kolyma River (fig. 1), a distance of some
5,000 km. Cramp (1992) stated that, in
autumn, Siberian Chiffchaffs migrate via
central Asia and the extreme west 
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173. Siberian Chiffchaff Phylloscopus collybita tristis, Quendale, Shetland,
November 2008. A paler-looking individual but still displaying the
characteristic ‘brown and buff ’ hues. 
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of Mongolia, requiring an initial direction of
movement which is increasingly west of
south the farther east the birds originate. Do
some Siberian Chiffchaffs from eastern
Siberia – the home of ‘classic’ tristis – main-
tain a westerly orientation and then make
landfall in Britain, particularly in the
Northern Isles?

The reasons why Siberian species reach
western Europe have been much debated,
suggestions varying from simple disorienta-
tion, to reverse migration (see especially
Vinicombe & Cottridge 1996), to ‘pseudo-
vagrancy’ – defined as purposeful move-
ments en route to new (but undiscovered)
wintering grounds (in western Europe or
West Africa) (Gilroy & Lees 2003). 

Under the concept of ‘pseudo-vagrancy’,
the rising number of records is a reflection of

high winter survival rates,
leading to a progressive
increase of the ‘west-orien-
tating’ genotypes within the
Siberian breeding popula-
tion (de Juana 2008). This
would require that a signifi-
cant proportion of individ-
uals returned successfully
from their wintering
grounds to the breeding
grounds in Siberia, in order
to pass on their genes. The
comparative geographical
and seasonal distributions of
Yellow-browed and Pallas’s
Leaf Warblers in northwest
Europe and in Iberia were
examined by de Juana
(2008). Taking into account
variations in the distribu-
tion of observers, he con-
cluded that the evidence did
not support the notion of
undiscovered wintering
grounds in (southern)
Europe or Africa. He con-
cluded that a more likely
scenario was that birds
arriving in northwest
Europe are mainly juveniles
on exploratory migration
(Zwischenzug) and that they
later travel back to Asia

directly from northwest Europe.
If such a model is extended to the Siberian

Chiffchaff, then it would imply that a signifi-
cant proportion of individuals reaching
Britain have found successful wintering
grounds here, especially the insect-rich
microclimate of southern-county sewage
treatment works. They remain over winter
before returning successfully to Siberia,
where their migration strategy is inherited by
their offspring.

A note on ‘grey-and-white’
Chiffchaffs
Dean & Svensson (2005) discussed at length
the possible origins of Chiffchaffs that dis-
played some characters of Siberian Chiffchaff
but lacked their characteristic ‘brown and
buff ’ hues. They concluded that, while some
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174. This ‘grey-and-white’ Chiffchaff Phylloscopus collybita was
photographed at Broadsands, Devon, in January 2008. It was at the
same location as two Siberian Chiffchaffs P. c. tristis. Its calls were
described by Mike Langman as ‘sii-u’, recalling one call of Hume’s
Warbler P. humei, and also a rising ‘pee-E’.
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‘grey-and-white’ Chiffchaffs might be
extreme examples of tristis, others were likely
to be hybrids or less-colourful examples of
abietinus from the east of its range. Corres -
pondingly, it was recommended that such
individuals were not assigned to a particular
taxon.

Experience shows that observers’ percep-
tions and designations of ‘grey’ differ quite
markedly and that colour nomenclature as a
whole can be problematic (Dean 2008). The
upsurge in digital photography has demon-
strated that Siberian Chiffchaffs with evident
brown and buff  hues are sometimes
described inappropriately as ‘grey and white’,
leading to an exaggerated impression of their
frequency (cf. Dean & Svensson 2005). The
hues of typically ‘brown-and-buff ’ tristis
resemble those of Mountain Chiffchaff P. sin-
dianus while those of  ‘grey-and-white’
Chiffchaffs (sensu Dean & Svensson) recall
Eastern Bonelli’s Warbler P. orientalis. 

No truly ‘grey-and-white’ individuals were
submitted as Siberian Chiffchaff during the
current exercise. However, valuable compara-
tive notes, sketches and photographs were
provided of one ‘grey-and-white’ Chiffchaff
which was seen in the same location in
Devon as two Siberian Chiffchaffs (Mike
Langman, Paul Nunn et al.). This individual
was not claimed as tristis and, significantly, it
did not call like tristis (plate 174).

Discussion
Much remains to be clarified regarding the
status, distribution and origins of Siberian
Chiffchaffs reaching western Europe. Recent
studies report significant levels of hybridisa-
tion between tristis and abietinus west from
the Urals. More encouragingly, the field char-
acters of most Siberian Chiffchaffs identified
in Britain are compatible with an origin east
of the Urals and beyond the reported zone of
hybridisation. The key to resolving these
issues beyond doubt lies in determining:
• the genetic origins of ‘fulvescens’ from the

West Siberian Plain;
• the genetic origins of ‘riphaeus’ from the

zone of overlap between tristis and abie -
tinus west from the Urals; and

• the relative numbers of  individuals
reaching Britain (and elsewhere in
Europe) from these two regions.

Genetic and stable-isotope studies of
Chiffchaffs wintering in southern Britain are
in progress (Greg Conway pers. comm.)
while Amplified Fragment Length Polymor-
phism studies are planned for Chiffchaffs
encountered in Britain and Kazakhstan (Greg
Conway in litt.) and in the ‘zone of overlap’
between tristis and abietinus (Irina Marova in
litt.). Among many other issues of interest,
this research may provide some clarification
in terms of the genetic and geographical
origins of tristis-like Chiffchaffs with slight
‘additional’ yellow or olive. Only when these
issues are resolved will there be a prospect of
universally acceptable identification criteria.
Without prejudging the outcome of this
research, current criteria must include appro-
priate constraints.

Despite this proviso, we believe that an
insistence on ‘classic’-tristis plumage limits,
confirmed by trapping, is too restrictive. We
believe that an appropriate combination of
morphological and vocal characters, assessed
carefully in the field (and ideally supported
by good photographs, sound recordings and
sonograms), provides reliable identification
of Siberian Chiffchaff. Borderline cases
should be regarded as ‘not proven’, especially
any encountered before the second week of
October.

When the criteria adopted by the panel are
used as a basis, the number of  Siberian
Chiffchaffs reaching Britain during 2008 was
at least 49 and near-certainly in excess of 120.
Thus, Siberian Chiffchaff is currently a scarce
rather than rare visitor to Britain and it does
not warrant joining the list of taxa adjudi-
cated by the BBRC. Correspondingly, assess-
ment of reports should remain with local
records committees.

Assessment remains a demanding exercise
but the ‘tristis panel’ hopes that the informa-
tion and photographs presented here, and the
discussion of the criteria applied, will provide
local committees with valuable guidance.

Summary of conclusions
• In recent years, the level of  claims of

Siberian Chiffchaffs in Britain has been
significant. During 2008, some 150 were
reported.

• Marova et al. (2009 and in prep.) report
significant hybridisation between tristis
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and abietinus in their zone of overlap, west
from the southern Urals. Thus, individuals
with more evidently intermediate appear-
ance may involve such ‘riphaeus’ hybrids.
However, individuals that match ‘classic’
tristis apart from slight additional yellow
and olive are fully compatible with ‘ful-
vescens’ from the West Siberian Plain,
which lies beyond the ‘zone of overlap’
between tristis and abietinus. The level of
gene flow here is likely to be low and
Svensson (in Dean & Svensson 2005) has
suggested that ‘fulvescens’ may best be
regarded as a form of tristis. Correspond-
ingly, appropriate plumage criteria must
exclude individuals with more evidently
intermediate features but will accommo-
date those with minor ‘fulvescens’ traits.

• Vocalisations provide a powerful identifi-
cation aid. However, a robust approach to
the identification of Siberian Chiffchaff
will combine appropriate morphological
criteria and vocalisations.

• Descriptions of 57 individuals were sub-
mitted to the ‘tristis panel’, of which 49
(86%) were endorsed. Of the accredited
individuals, all complied with the plumage
criteria for tristis or ‘fulvescens’ and an
origin east of  the Urals. Appropriate
vocalisations were heard from 31 individ-
uals, while 18 were persistently silent.

• If ‘fulvescens’ individuals are embraced,
then observers in Britain appear to be
aware of, and are applying, appropriate
identification criteria. Siberian Chiffchaff
does not appear to be posing an identifi-
cation challenge greater than average for
rarer taxa as a whole.

• At least 49 and near-certainly more than
120 Siberian Chiffchaffs reached Britain
during 2008. It is a scarce rather than rare
visitor and adjudication of reports rests
appropriately with local records commit-
tees rather than the BBRC.

• Arrivals of Siberian Chiffchaffs in Britain
are rare before early to mid October and
reach a peak in November.

• The Northern Isles and southwest
England receive most Siberian Chiffchaffs.
Those which arrive in northern Britain
soon move on. Individuals remaining to
winter are nearly always in southern
England and predominantly south of a

line from the Severn Estuary to the Wash.
• Currently, the numbers of  Siberian

Chiffchaffs reaching Britain in autumn are
comparable with those of Pallas’s Leaf
Warblers but significantly less than those
of Yellow-browed Warblers. However,
Siberian Chiffchaffs are considerably more
frequent than these two species during the
winter months, December to February.

• The origins of  Siberian Chiffchaffs
reaching Britain and the reasons for their
increasing numbers remain speculative
but may be related to genetically evolving
migration strategies, passed on by individ-
uals which have overwintered in Britain
(and elsewhere in Europe) before
returning successfully to Siberia.
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Appendix 1. Reports of Siberian Chiffchaffs Phylloscopus collybita tristis during 2008 which were
submitted to the ‘tristis panel’ and were assessed as meeting the criteria for tristis or ‘fulvescens’ 
as applied by the panel.

County Location No. of Dates Observer(s)/Submitter(s)
birds

Avon Chew Valley Lake 1 28 Dec 08 to 2 Jan 09 J. P. Martin, R. Mielcarek, 
C. Stone et al.

Berkshire Darby Green STW 1 19 Dec 07 to Mar 2008 J. O’Brien, G. C. Stephenson, 
M. Walford et al.

Cambridgeshire Cambridge 1 29 Jan 08 to 2 Feb 08 P. J. & S. M. Holt

Cleveland Billingham 1 29 Nov 08 to 2 Dec 08 M. A. Blick, I. Forest, 
G. Iceton et al.

Cleveland Skelton 1 12 Nov 08 D. A. Money

Cornwall Marazion 4 From Nov 07 P. St Pierre et al.
to Mar 08

Devon Broadsands 2 11 Dec 07 to 16 Jan 08 M. Langman, P. Nunn et al.

Devon Countess Wear 1 28 Oct 08 to Dec 08 M. Knott et al.

Dorset Portland 1 12 Nov 07 to 01 May 08 M. Cade, G. Walbridge et al.

Dorset Portland 1 10 Dec 07 to 29 Mar 08 G. Walbridge

Dorset Portland 1 31 Oct 08 G. Walbridge et al.

Dorset Portland 1 04 Nov 08 G. Walbridge

Dorset Portland 1 08 Nov 08 G. Walbridge

Dorset Portland 1 14 Nov 08 G. Walbridge

Dorset Portland 1 26 Nov 08 to 02 Apr 09 G. Walbridge et al.

Dorset Radipole Lake 1 07 Mar 08 to 09 Mar 08 J. Cockram, 
G. Walbridge et al.

Isles of Scilly Bryher 1 11 Oct 08 A. Brown, S. C. Votier

Isles of Scilly Tresco 1 29 Oct 08 to 30 Oct 08 G. Richards, M. Telfer et al.

Northumberland Holy Island 1 01 Nov 08 P. R. Massey

Northumberland Newbiggin 1 01 Nov 08 to 03 Nov 08 C. Knox et al.

Shetland Quendale 3 02 Nov 08 * R. Riddington et al.

Shetland Quendale 6 03 Nov 08 * R. Riddington et al.

Shetland Sumburgh 1 17 Nov 08 * J. Nicolson et al.

Shetland Unst 4 04 Nov 08, one R. Brookes, 
from 30 Oct 08 R. Riddington et al.

Shetland Unst 1 08 Nov 08 * M. Pennington

Somerset Burnham-on-Sea 1 03 Apr 08 to 13 Apr 08 A. Slade et al.

Somerset Westhay Moor 1 At least 01 Jan 08 D. Buckingham

Staffs Westport Lake 1 09 Apr 08 N. Smith

Suffolk Long Melford STW 1 25 Dec 07 to 18 Mar 08 D. K. Underwood et al.

Suffolk Southwold 1 31 Oct 08 B. Small

Sussex Greatham 1 09 Feb 08 to 23 Feb 08 D. Cooper et al.

Yorkshire Filey 1 13 Mar 08 to 16 Apr 08 C. C. Thomas et al.

Yorkshire Flamborough 1 02 Nov 08 R. Baines, M. Thomas

Yorkshire Flamborough 1 04 Nov 08 C. C. Thomas

Yorkshire Spurn 1 02 Nov 08 L. Degnan, R. Scally et al.

* Dates for Shetland reports generally concern first sightings. There was a significant influx into Shetland
during November 2008, with between 30 and 50+ individuals estimated in total (R. Riddington in litt.)


