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Abstract. In this issue, Jenni and Winkler, Piersma, Thompson, and
Willoughby offer commentaries on our modifications (Howell et al. 2003) to the
Humphrey-Parkes system for naming molts and plumages (Humphrey and Parkes 1959;
the H-P system). Piersma generally accepts our revision and outlines how its use could
improve our ability to understand other cyclic life-history phenomena. Both Jenni and
Winkler and Willoughby disagree with the philosophy of the H-P system, particularly its
ability to reveal homologies. Thompson accepts the H-P system but argues that our
elaboration on the system is faulty. However, we believe that despite a diversity of
opinion concerning our proposal there is much common ground, including agreement
regarding the homology of juvenal and basic plumages across species and the utility of
the new term “formative.” The main points we review here are the potential dichotomy
between homologies of molt and homologies of plumage coloration; the caution that
should be applied when using plumage coloration to identify presumed homologous
molts; and a clarification of definitions of plumage, molt, and the first plumage cycle. We
remain convinced that our modified version of the H-P system represents a significant
improvement in terminology, and will better reflect the homologies of molts.

Key words:  homology, molt terminology, plumage.


mailto:ppyle@prbo.org

