Newspaper Editorial Excerpts

Opposing the Shooting of Mourning Doves in Michigan

Dowagiac Daily News – Editorial

Vote NO on Proposal 3 for Mourning Dove Hunting – November 6, 2006

“There is no need to manage the mourning dove population in Michigan. There is no over population of these birds. They do not destroy or damage crops or the habitat of any other creature. That leaves only one reason that hunters would want to gun down these lovely songbirds -and that's for the thrill of the kill. What's next? Robins and cardinals?”
Michigan Daily – Editorial

No Reason to Hunt Doves; No on 3 – November 6, 2006

“But perhaps the best reason to vote against Proposal 3 is simply that unlike other game, doves are little more than target practice, with even hunters admitting that each dove, weighing three to four ounces, yields little meat. There's no good reason to add doves to already lengthy list of game birds; vote NO on Proposal 3.”
State News – Editorial

Proposal 3: NO – November 6, 2006

“Mourning doves are not overpopulated or dangerous and cannot possibly be a viable food source for human consumption. There seems to be no valid reason for legalizing the hunting of the birds.”
Oakland Press – Editorial

Don’t Believe Proposal 3 Ad – November 4, 2006

“But the ad urging a "yes" vote makes some outrageous claims. It talks about how a ban would infringe "upon our rights," how a "group of extremists is trying to change our way of life and restrict our freedoms" and how the proposal is the first step toward a total hunting ban. The ad even says the ban would lead to not allowing research on animals to find cures for a number of deadly diseases. All of these claims are false. The real extremists are the people who wrote this ad and a few newspapers that have used this wrong information in their editorials.” 
Niles Daily Star – Editorial

A NO Vote on Proposal 3 Will Save Mourning Doves – November 4, 2006

“Michigan hunters had survived nearly 100 years without the ability to hunt doves. We see no reason why they cannot continue to survive without a dove hunting season. Most Michigan residents consider mourning doves song birds like robins or cardinals. Their trademark coo can be as soothing a sound as one will find in nature.  The mourning dove is so beloved in Michigan, that it has earned the status as the state's official bird of peace.”
Manistee News Advocate – Editorial

State Proposals, Our View – November 3, 2006 

“NO, the News Advocate editorial team does not endorse this referendum. Because mourning doves would be shot mainly for "target practice" and not for food, and because these songbirds are not considered to be harmful to humans, property or crops, there seems to be no legitimate argument to hunt these birds.”
Lansing City Pulse – Editorial

Michigan Proposal 3, Vote No – November 1, 2006-11-02

“Simply put, throwing a mourning dove into the “game bird” designation defies common sense. We’re talking about creating a hunting season for a bird you can cup in your hands. Why? Because it’s there? Look, even if you’re a good enough shot to hit a moving dove, what are the odds of finding what’s left of it? And what do you do with it if you do? If the meat isn’t ruined, it takes four or five dove breasts to satisfy one grown human’s appetite. So now we’re talking 15 or so to feed a family of four.  Come on. Gun-happy scientists can try to justify this gloried target practice. We’d prefer they stick to clay pigeons.”

Lincoln Park News-Herald – Editorial

Endorsements – November 1, 2006

“We endorse a "no" vote on the proposal. mourning doves have been protected in Michigan for a century and a hutning season for them serves no wildlife management purpose. These doves are not a viable food source. There is no logical reason for hunting them.”
South Ben Tribune – Editorial

Michigan Ballot Proposals – October 30, 2006

“No on Proposal 3. Proposal 3 would change mourning doves from songbirds into game birds. Except that they are songbirds -- something Michigan residents have known for 100 years. To use live birds for target practice, which is essentially what would happen if mourning doves could be hunted, is troubling...”
The Kalamazoo Gazette – Editorial

The State Ballot Proposals – October 27, 2006
“Proposal 3. No. Mourning doves are not overpopulating Michigan. They are not disease carriers. They don't damage agriculture, landscaping or wild areas...While we don't feel any special affinity for these birds, we just don't buy the argument that it has become necessary to hunt them. Michigan has an abundance of game birds -- from pheasants, woodcocks and turkeys, to ducks, geese and coots. We see no compelling reason to add doves to the hunt.”
The Inkster Ledger Star – Editorial

Our Vote on Proposals – October 26, 2006

“Proposal 3 would establish a hunting season for mourning doves. Is this really necessary? No. We have better things to worry about than blasting little creatures our of existence. This is one of those things that we find ourselves shaking our collective heads at.”
The Flint Journal – Editorial

Maintain Bird’s Protection in Michigan by Voting No – October 23, 2006

“By getting lawmakers in 2004 to lift the century-long protection for the gentle bird, they've also set up a showdown with many in the state's population that fully backs our hunting heritage, but opposes shooting doves. Count us in that group, as we've long considered the mourning dove a songbird, a stand that admittedly is partly based on emotion. But we make no apologies for our feelings, and urge voters Nov. 7 not to add this creature to a long list of game birds already available.”.
The Bay Voice – Editorial

Dove Hunting is Not Needed Here – October 18, 2006

“Clearly, there is no overwhelming reason to enact a permanent dove hunting season. There is no groundswell clamoring for dove hunting. There is no compelling reason to add mourning doves to the lsit of game that can be hunted in Michigan. Vote "no" on Proposal 3 to defeat a mourning dove season.”
The Detroit Free Press – Editorial

To Ban Dove Hunting – Vote No on 06-3 – October 13, 2006

“Michigan has plenty of mourning doves, enough that city folk recognize them and hear them cooing gently into the dusk. The idea of shooting them evokes a wince; some hunters will use the birds for target practice, rather than clean and cook them in line with good hunting practices...Hunting is very much a part of Michigan's culture and deserves continued support. But birders and backyard observers have every bit as much right to draw the line on targeting a gentle species that they enjoy. Vote NO on Proposal 06-3.”
Travers City Record Eagle – Editorial
No Reason for a Season on the Mourning Dove – October 13, 2006
“Michigan hunters already have approval to kill 40 species of birds, and until now the mourning dove has been a protected songbird. Let's keep it that way. Vote "no" on Proposal 3.”

The Bay City Times – Editorial 

We Don't Care How They Do It Down South; We Don't Hunt Doves Here – October 10, 2006
“Should dove hunting be allowed in Michigan?  No. Of course not.  In Michigan, we consider our mourning doves songbirds: Coo. Coo.  Not targets, nor food….On Nov. 7, end this effort to kill our doves.  Vote ''no'' on Proposal 3.”

The Muskegon Chronicle – Editorial

Dove Hunting Ban Should Be Put Back – October 8, 2006

“Doves have been off-limits to hunters for more than a century, and should remain so, but those who support the hunt want them to be classified as game birds, like partridge and woodcock and nearly 40 other species in our state. That would be a stretch. For one thing, mourning doves are sought mainly for target practice -- clay pigeons with wings -- and where's the sport in that? Doves aren't "food" birds either; you'd have trouble covering a toast point with what was left of one.”
Saginaw Daily News  – Editorial

Reject the Dove Hunt  –  October 8, 2006

“There are plenty of other birds -- 40 species -- to hunt in Michigan, and the argument that doves are shot for their meat doesn't fly. Since other states allow the hunt, how would one benefit tourism in Michigan? It wouldn't.  


Although the species is plentiful in Michigan, it's not overpopulated, so a hunt isn't an wildlife management issue. Doves don't harm crops or property. So why do it? It amounts to little more than live skeet shooting. A hunt for the sake of target practice is unnecessary.”
Jackson Citizen Patriot  – Editorial

Proposal 3: A ‘NO’ to the Dove-Season Law  –  October 8, 2006

“The Citizen Patriot has consistently sided with those who argue that the dove enjoys a privileged status as songbird and "Bird of Peace." Therefore, we advocate a "no" vote on Proposal 3 -- that is, "no" to the law that permitted dove hunting.”

Royal Oak Daily Tribune – Editorial
Shoot Down Dove Hunting Ballot Proposal – October 5, 2006
“Michigan offers hunters plenty of opportunities without adding mourning doves to the list of species that can be hunted…There are 40 species of bird in Michigan that can be hunted. Clearly, there is no overwhelming reason to enact a permanent dove hunting season.”
Oakland Press – Editorial
We Don’t Need Hunting Season on Mourning Doves, so Vote No – October 4, 2006
“There is no groundswell clamoring for dove hunting. There is no compelling reason to add mourning doves to the list of game that can be hunted in Michigan. We're going to be hawkish and urge residents to vote no on Proposal 3 to defeat a mourning dove season.”
Macomb Daily News – Editorial

No Clear Reason to Allow Hunting of Mourning Doves – September 29, 2006

“Voters should reject mourning dove hunting because there is no clear and compelling reason to hunt the birds.  Some dove hunting proponents claim the opponents are anti-hunting forces seeking to use this ballot issue as a stepping stone in which to further attack hunting in Michigan. Such claims are hogwash. Michigan has an enduring hunting heritage, and that heritage is not going to be threatened by the lack of dove hunting.”

South Bend Tribune – Editorial

Ballot Proposal Partisans Aren’t Playing Fair – September 7, 2006

“With a goal to raise $3.2 million for an advertising blitz, the pro-dove hunting group Citizens for Wildlife Conservation staged a lottery. Problem is, it is illegal in Michigan for anyone but the state to conduct a lottery, and Michigan law expressly forbids running lotteries to support or oppose ballot proposals. After investigating for two months -- while the lottery continued -- Michigan Attorney General Mike Cox declared it illegal. But instead of requiring that the ill-gotten gains be returned, the agreement Cox reached lets the group keep the money unless ticket-buyers ask for it back by Sept. 30…There is something very wrong when it is possible to break the law, get caught and get away with it.

The Oakland Press – Editorial

Sportsmen’s Group Ought to Chill – August 26, 2006

“The Ohio-based U.S. Sportsmen’s Alliance obviously has too much time on its hands. That’s about the only explanation for its rather strange attack this week directed at the Detroit Zoo. The USSA, a pro-hunting group, is upset because the zoo is the site of a Sept. 16 fundraiser for a group campaigning to restore Michigan’s nearly 100-year old ban on hunting mourning doves…If it’s a question of having to much time, perhaps they Ohio group should look into doing some volunteer work..  
The Oakland Press – Editorial

Cox Acts to Ban Dove-Hunting Lottery – Sort of, with a Wink – August 16, 2006
“You may have read that Michigan Attorney General Mike Cox has shut down an illegal lottery that was using its proceeds to fight a Nov. 7 ballot proposal to ban dove hunting in the state. That's true as far as it goes, but the devil is in the details. Officials of the Committee to Restore the Dove Shooting Ban point out that Cox has allowed the lottery operators [Citizens for Wildlife Conservation] to keep the money already raised and to use it to fight the ban. So the ban Cox finally imposed was much less a crackdown than a wink and slap on the wrist.”
The Ontonagon Herald
Mourning Doves Are Not Game Birds - October 19, 2005
“The real issue is what we value as a society, and the ballot results in November of 2006 will determine how Michigan residents view the Mourning Dove. Voters are urged to vote “NO” on the hunting of doves. As this is a referendum rejecting an existing law which legalized the hunting of this bird, voting “NO” is the appropriate response to maintain the current policy banning the hunting of this unique Michigan songbird, the designated Michigan bird of peace.”
The Daily Mining Gazette – Editorial
Dove Hunting Ban Should Be Restored - October 15, 2005

“The hunting of mourning doves seems especially cruel considering that the birds mate for life and when one parent dies, the other is unable to raise the offspring on his or her own. In addition, mourning doves are also the only birds allowed to be hunted during their nesting season. Mourning dove hunting is simply unnecessary with so many other game birds available for sportspeople to hunt.”

Huron Daily Tribune – Editorial

Dove Hunting Ban Should Be Restored - October 15, 2005

“So how did the mourning dove get on the hit list of a small group of hunters in the first place? Thanks to some fast work by a downstate representative in a 2004 session, a bill allowing dove hunting passed the Legislature by a narrow vote and was signed by Gov. Jennifer Granholm. The public outcry was immediate and loud.” 

L’Anse Sentinael

 Dove Hunt Suspended…Issue Draws Citizen Fire - Published October 12, 2005
“… the state’s hunting lobby has shot itself in the foot by pushing the dove hunt which simply raises the hairs on the necks of many, many people...They are simply beloved songbirds and backyard friends for many people. It’s hard to dispute that, and puts other forms of hunting in jeopardy to do so...Michigan’s dove season is all done. Voters will overwhelmingly shoot it down.”
The Clare County Review – Editorial

Dove Fight is About Right to Hunt - September 16, 2005

“It isn't us versus them. We [hunters] are not a solid monolithic block that wants to kill anything the State of Michigan allows us to kill…The majority of the public doesn't hunt. They do vote. The people that they vote for make the laws that allow hunting to exist. If hunters ignore the tastes of non-hunters and regard them as enemies because, like PeTA, they don't like killing doves they're picking a fight they can't win.”
Huron Daily Tribune

Are Mourning Doves Fair Game in Michigan? – September 11, 2005
“We're not among those who sit on the fence. Fences are for the birds. But we have been known to jump the fence in recent years on some issues that involve the "sport" of hunting. With age, we seem to have become more dovish than hawkish...So as I see a mourning dove under one of the backyard feeders, I see a soft-spoken, family -oriented bird that is a peace with itself and its surroundings…not a target for shooting.”

=
The Oakland Press – Editorial

Higher Prices at Gas Pumps Mean More Money for Lansing - September 6, 2005

“The (dove) hunt has been opposed in this space on the basis, among others, that it amounts to little more than target practice.”

The Bay City Times – Editorial

Tasty Bird or Tweety Bird – Michigan Voters will Decide - August 5, 2005

“The first dove-hunting season last year in six southern Michigan counties was the result of some particularly stinky politics in Lansing.”
The South Bend Tribune – Editorial

No More Need for Doves to Duck - June 15, 2005
“The Michigan Board of State Canvassers certified the vote to place the issue on the ballot in November 2006. The coalition against dove shooting collected 275,000 petition signatures -- 73 percent more than the 159,000 required. The shooting ban will be reinstated pending the referendum and then, we hope, permanently affixed.”
The Kalamazoo Gazette – Editorial

Settle Dove Hunt Dispute at the Ballot Box - June 6, 2005

“We could back dove-hunting if mourning dove populations were growing at an exponential rate, were damaging crops, befouling golf courses and parks or leaping out in front of semis on the interstate at dusk…But mourning doves are little more than live target practice.”

The Lansing State Journal – Editorial

Dove hunts: At long last, voters may make final call - May 24, 2005
“For the record: We believe there are enough game birds already on Michigan’s hunting list…In any event, Michigan voters will have the last say on doves. As they should, at long last.”
The Midland Daily News – Editorial

Let Voters Decide on Mourning Dove Hunt - March 30, 2005

“In a state that already allows the hunting of duck, geese, pheasants, quail, woodcock, snipe, coots, rails and grouse, we've often wondered why state sharpshooters need another, albeit tiny, airborne target to shoot at. And we've often wondered why, after being a protected songbird since 1905, the mourning dove showed up in the sights of hunters just in the past few years. We believe it is time for Michiganders to weigh in on the issue.”
The Lansing State Journal – Editorial
Going Dovish: Lawmakers Fueled Petition Drive - March 27, 2005

“Since elected leaders have acted in an untrusting fashion, it only made sense for opponents to cut them out of the process. And that means a referendum – and that means a statewide vote.

The Macomb Daily – Editorial
In Our Opinion: Battle to Ban Dove Hunting - January 7, 2005

“There is plenty of legitimate game to hunt. Using birds for target practice simply is unjustifiable.”

The Oakland Press – Editorial

Dove Alert! - August 26, 2004

“The point of opposing the hunt is not so much to prevent the elimination of the species, as with passenger pigeons a century ago. The concerns are the wounding and leaving in the field of a large percentage of birds, damage to the power liens from shooting at perching birds and the mistaken shooting of similar but protected species.”

South Bend Tribune – Editorial

Unfortunate Dove Hunt - August 13, 2004

“The voters should decide. What we expect them to decide is that mourning doves are songbirds that should not be hunted. That would be the right decision, in any case.”
The News-Herald

Governor Signs Dove Hunt Legislation - June 27, 2004

“...there is no compelling reason for hunters to set their sights on doves. There are no concerns with overpopulation and mourning doves aren’t known to do damage in the state.”

The Oakland Press

Dove Issue Shows Granholm is a Pushover - June 23, 2004

“A public opinion survey in 2000 found that two-thirds of Michigan residents either opposed or were indifferent to a dove hunt. In other words, there has been no grass-roots clamor for a hunting season for what is a songbird.”
The Saginaw News – Editorial
An Albatross in Dove Bill - June 15, 2004

“...there is no compelling reason to allow a dove hunt. There are plenty of other sport birds to kill, and if 40 other states allow the hunts, out-of-state hunters aren't’ likely to flock to Michigan. Besides, Michigan’s ban on dove hunting extends back to 1905. And there’s something unseemingly about using backyard birds for little more than target practice.”
Traverse City Record Eagle – Editorial
Granholm Must Honor Vow to Veto Dove Bill - June 11, 2004

“Tabor and her backers try to paint dove hunting opponents as radical PeTA types who hate all forms of hunting. It’s nonsense of course. The truth is, the vast majority of Michigan residents simply see no need to add this delicate songbird to the state’s list of huntable critters and fowl. That’s why Tabor and her special interest cronies are loath to travel the democratic route and let voters decide. They know it doesn’t stand a chance at the ballot box.”
The Oakland Press – Editorial
Granholm Should Do What’s Right and Veto - May 12, 2004
“There is no overpopulation. They are no threat to the environment or to other birds and animals. And, as with the death penalty for humans, Michiganders banned the killing of doves more than a half century ago, when the possibility of putting them on the table must have meant more than it does now.”
The Daily Oakland Press
Wishy-Washy Governor, Stop Punting - May 3, 2004

“...it’s simply not necessary to put another animal in the sights of hunters.”

The Daily Press and Argus – Editorial

Governor Needs to Make Up Her Mind - May 2, 2004

“In our opinion, we don’t need dove hunting in Michigan.”

Traverse City Record Eagle – Editorial
Dove Hunting Backers Take Aim at Voters Too - April 6, 2004

“How can an elected official defend a vote to deny everybody else a vote? Why do they feel a greater obligation to the special interest groups backing the dove hunting measure than to the people who elected them?”

The Flint Journal – Editorial
Veto Dove Hunt Bill - April 2, 1004

“Some hypersensitive hunters wrongly assume that anyone who opposes dove hunting must have a broader agenda, such as a wish to ban all forms of hunting and perhaps gun ownership as well. That’s demonstrably untrue for most who favor continuing the state protection for the songbird, including our own view that the mourning dove should not become a hunting target. Michigan’s game list already offers plenty of targets. We can afford to leave the mourning dove alone.”

The Lansing State Journal

Voters Lukewarm on Death Penalty, but Not on Mourning Doves - March 2, 2004

“A new poll suggests that Michiganders would rather kill murderers than mourning doves. For certain, Michigan voters don’t approve of shooting doves, according to the poll of 600 voters by EPIC/MRA of Lansing.”
The Bay City Times – Editorial
We Don’t Love the Proposal to Hunt Doves - February 20, 2004

“Put it on the ballot. And we’ll send it down in flames, once and for all. We don’t do dove-hunting here.”

The Kalamazoo Gazette – Editorial
State Has Enough Game, Don’t Legalize Hunt - February 17, 2004

“...we fail to understand the need for it. Mourning doves, songbirds that are frequently seen around neighborhood bird feeders, are not a menace. These small birds don’t yield much in the way of meat. And it isn’t as if Michigan has a shortage of other, legal wild game – four legged, swimming and on the wing. It would be a shame if the state Senate demoted the mourning dove from protected bird to live target practice.”

The Oakland Press

Meeting May be Last Chance to Stop Dove-Hunting Measure - February 3, 2004

“The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service estimates a third of the doves shot elsewhere are not retrieved, much less dressed and eaten. They’re simply blasted for the fun of it. We don’t need this in the great state of Michigan.”

The Times-Herald
Doves Just Don’t Look Like Game - November 29, 2003

“I’m trying to figure why the great sportsmen of Michigan would like to see this small bird as a target for no other reason than to shoot and kill. Shucks, they are no prizes. And the way they swoop in flight makes them an easy target. Do you think anyone is going to eat them?”
The Rochester Essentric – Editorial
Keep target Off Mourning Doves - November 13, 2003

“Adding docile doves to the list of animals facing lethal force won’t do much good to improve the public’s perception of hunting and may only inspire ill will. If our state’s hunters really need to shoot mourning doves, let them go to Ohio or Indiana or Illinois or Wisconsin. No one is trying to deprive them of this pursuit of happiness. But Michigan has protected these birds since 1905 and is none the worse for it. Our lawmakers in the Senate should respect this tradition and keep the bull’s-eye off this particular target.”

Traverse City Record Eagle – Editorial

What Budget Crisis? House Has Bigger Game - November 13, 2003

“They [the Michigan State Legislature] tried to clip the public’s wings and voter-proof this bill by tacking a $350,000 “appropriation.” That money from the state’s Game and Fish Fund would pay for a Department of Natural Resources brochure on the mourning dove. And the expenditure would also make the bill immune to a citizen referendum. What a brilliant way to spend money during a budget crisis and be accountable to constituents.”

The Grand Rapids Press – Editorial
The House’s Dirty Bird Ploy Disgraceful - November 7, 2003

“This newspaper is opposed, finding that Michigan doesn’t lack for game birds and that cause for ending the state’s 99-uyear protection of doves hasn’t been shown. Among other reasons, doves aren’t pests or troublesome predators. They aren’t overpopulated and adding them to the target list isn’t going to bring a rush of high-rolling dove hunters into the state.”

The Oakland Press

House Vote for Dove Hunting Comes Down to Politics, Cash - November 6, 2003

Opponents of dove hunting are not necessarily opposing hunting or guns. To go after doves is to go after a target only because it is living, not for the meat, bone and hide that have been the quest of hunters since time immemorial. It is time for Lansing to just say no to the lobbyists and special interest groups. They represent narrow interests, not the people in general.”
The Flint Journal – Editorial
Senator has Smart Idea for Dove Hunting - November 6, 2003

“As ever, arguments for dove-hunting range from the unconvincing to the ridiculous. One raised at a recent National Riffle Association rally in favor of the dove-hunt bill holds that one can be sedentary and still shoot these birds…so the argument goes.”
Detroit Free Press – Editorial
Keep These Birds Off State Game List - November 4, 2003

“There’s something unsettling about adding any bird to the game list mostly to provide target practice. And it seems almost unfair to track mourning doves by their gentle coo.”

The Saginaw News – Editorial
Take Aim at a Coo - October 23, 2003

“Michigan has outlawed dove hunting since 1905. To say that not allowing a mourning dove hunt now could mean an end to hunting other game bird slices the baloney pretty thin.”
Jackson Citizen Patriot – Editorial
No Dove Souffle Here - October 10, 2003

“So why reverse a public policy that has been in effect for nearly a century, since 1905? If lawmakers are listening to the public on this issue, there is no hue and cry for change. There is, rather, a growing impatience with the hunters’ insatiable demand to hunt a songbird that poses no threat to anyone and is cherished symbol of peace and contentment.”

The Oakland Press – Editorial

Our Opinion - October 8, 2003

“Experience in states in which dove hunting already is legal show that many non-doves are shot. Protected birds of a similar size and profile are targeted by mistake.”
The Grand Rapids Press – Editorial
Hold Fire on the Doves - September 26, 2003
“But not everything that is feathered and furred should be made a target. The people of the state are right in expecting that lawmakers will demand sound reasons for adding any bird or other critter to the game list. So far, no such cause justifies opening fire on mourning doves.”
Clair County Review – Editorial
Doves Again – Songbirds for Sport - September 9, 2004

“Doves are a songbird. They're symbolic of peace in the way hawks are of war.   People like to watch them, listen to them and feed them in their backyards. They have a value beyond being targets. Every time the State has tried to make hunting them legal there is a powerful negative public reaction and they stay protected. We don't need to kill songbirds for "sport". We do need to show the public that you can be a hunter without wanting to kill everything that flies, runs or crawls.”
The Gaylord Times – Editorial

Off the Record: Hunt Doves? - September 1, 2003

“Have you ever seen one of these birds? They’re not very big. If you sit down to a meal of doves, you better not be hungry.”
The Flint Journal – Editorial

Public Should Shoot Down New Bid - August 20, 2003
“The tiny, quick-moving prey would often not be retrieved after being shot, so would be left to suffer and orphan their young. What possible pleasure is there in that for recreation, or for that matter for lawmaking”
The Lansing State Journal – Editorial
Enough with Mourning Dove Bill - August 17, 2003
“Our sense of the issue remains the same: 1. There are plenty of game birds already on the state’s hunting list. 2. Surely, Tabor and fellow lawmakers have more important things to do than paint bull’s-eyes on mourning doves.”
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