
Middlewestern Prairie Region 

} ff (lowa, Missouri, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Ohio) 

BIRDS: VERIFYING DOCUMENTATION OF AN EXTRAORDINARY SIGHT RECORD. 

1. Species Gothen Eaghe. (én) 2. Number: f 

3. Location Overy Chub. Tone Nac bike Campus, NE ee Neth Libely, Lowa. 

4, Date: 3/19/1975 5.. Time gg seen: or /0 to os Ig PM 

6. a siting of size, shape and color-pattern (describe in great detail all parts of the 

plumage, and beak and feet coloration, in addition, to the ne Gad shy c Vi. cter ie pie sings 
but include only what PS EUS LEE was_ seen in the Field): 

Paes ear et Ta bale Apa FC bee m - 

Lomi eF aang ak Batic plumsge, 

7. Description of voice, if heard: A# Lgealiatim. 

8, Description of behavior: Parl Coa nus , occ ads ual flaps 

| asad feasted 
was ~ poe ne pak gi Mesias etl EL cb 

10. cong > rly piase. pecsee which are eliminate questions 6, x, & 8, Explain; Ree a 

mae ee eS PED ae int Fes 

ng 8 wed 

it. yo ee ogy ured)? esy. 260 72 LZ, Optical equign nt: ys 

234 Rang ose Ma re iy, iy G bi iY pre of sun in ae ee ow; yee 3S ey, 

14. rigs, pertgace yi ce wits Me ecie fat post aah rl _ ear] Spi Bs: a 

nS J ooo 5 3/19 ? re Cad ter Ea ghee’ Lsas 

16. Did the others agree with your identification? 

Beet 

17. Other observers who independently identified this bird: 

ree 

18. Books, illustrations and advice consulted, and how did these influence this be fe Sone 

Rethins, E.» W. os Breen, Eur. tevyervten, rented ey al Pete 

mn fazed Tn. ducanyal AeVES ken. Raperia wary 

19, sa ae after observing this bird did you first write this deseription? lew Loan ol hu 

oe LY | +, a Address: Re 6, [OuJa Cx TY /Oura S290 

4 ee Signature 

Date: 3/9 928 City, State: va 

Nibales Wakao. 
hi (over) 



If you watch birds solely for your own enjoyment, there really is no need to 
describe your observations in writing. But, if you have seen something unusual and 
want to share this experience with others, a written description is essential. it is 
true your immediate friends who know and respect your ability probably will accept 
your report without question, but what about those who do not know you, particularly 

the bird students 160 years from now who cannoi: know you? Also, what about the habitual 
skeptics? And most importantly, what about the compilers of regional bird lists who 
probably will insist that records be scientifically sound? All these critics will 
investigate your observation not because they assume you are wrong, but merely because 
they ordinarily expect verification. Whether the individual demanding verification 

realizes it or not, in doing so, he is employing a basic rule of the scientific method. 

If your observation involves a common species during a season of abundance, 
verification is achieved simply by returning there again in season. If, however, the 
observation involves a rare species, or &@ cowmon species out of season, verification . 
is not obtained easily and special documentation is necessary. The best documentation 
is a collected specimen, and many bird students insist this is the only acceptable 
evidence. However, others recognize the importance and reliability of sight records 
accumulated by the experienced field observer, and maintain that even extraordinary 
sight records are acceptable if accompanied by an adequate verifying description. 

It must be emphasized that a request for documentation is not an affront, but an 
effort to perpetuate a record by obtaining concrete evidence which may be Semmmont ty 
preserved for all to examine. This procedure is required for every extraordinary 

observation irrespective of the observer. 

It should also be pointed out that with the great photographic equipment now 
available, species identification from photographs are possible. Such species 
documentation are highly desirable and should be sent to the state editors or 

to large museums. 


