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Red Knot Record Number: 95-40
22 Jul 1895 Classification: A-D
Rathbun Res., Appancose Co., IA

*Tom Johnson

IBL 65:98, 66:20, 96

DOCUMENTATION

Tom Johnson, RR 1, Mystic 52574
REFERENCES

Field Reports: IBL 65:98, 66:20

Records Committee: IBL 66:96
VOTE: 6 A-D, 1 NA

NA, This could be a Red Knot, but length of bill appears more
suitable for Short-billed Dowitcher which also have a line
through the eye and brown streaked backs. Red Knots have more
"scaled" appearance on the back. Since the bird was not seen in
flight, no details are given of rump color, tail pattern, or wing
stripe. Also no information on bill shape or leg color.

A-D, Despite observer modesty, a convincing id.

A-D, I think an alternate plumaged adult could still be
present on this rather early fall date.

A-D, Sufficient for Red Knot probably beginning to molt to
basic.

A-D, adult in alternate plumage.

A-D, I think this description is fine, despite observer's
reservations. Other red-breasted possibilities eliminated (Curlew
Sandpiper, Red Phalarope, Am. Robin).

RE-VOTE: 6 A-D, 1 NA

A-D, I did some checking: in Hayman's Shorebirds, Killdeer
bill length is given as 18-23 mm making "twice as, long as
Killdeers" 36-46 mm. Red Knot is given as 29-38 mm, just into the
range of twice Killdeer bill length. So I'm convinced.

A-D, I don't think anything else about this description
indicates dowitcher, nor do I agree that he description of bill
length "twice as long as a Killdeer's" suggests dowitcher. I
can't imagine an experienced birder confusing the two.

A-D, NA suggests that bill length is more suitable for
Short-billed Dowitcher. The bill length is described as 2 times
the length of a Killdeer. This should eliminate even the shortest
Short-billed Dowitcher.

A-D, We have here a documentation by a good birder who, by his
own admission, did not see all of the details desirable. He did,
however, consider the possibility of a dowitcher and dismissed it
because the bill was tco short. I believe that any Iowa birder
who would even think of a Red Knot has enough shorebird
experience to recognize a dowitcher. Consequently I will stick
with my original vote.

A-D, There are only occasional July records from Minnesota,
Wisconsin, and Illinois, although Minnesota and Wisconsin have
had records earlier than this one, and early fall birds are in
alternate plumage. The date would be typical for an early
Short-billed Dowitcher. The bird was seen at 50 feet with 10x
binocular by an observer who has seen Red Knots in Iowa. I cannot
read anything into the appearance of the upper back. Bill lengths
for Killdeer are 18 to 22 mm, Red Knot 32-34 mm, and Short-billed



Dowitcher 51-65 mm. (Prater et al. 1977. Guide to Identification
and Aging of Holarctic Waders). Twice the length of Killdeer bill
is better fit for Red Knot than Short-billed Dowitcher. On
Short-billed Dowitcher the white supercillium is more prominent
than the dark eyeline. Also, one would expect that the markings
on the underparts of a returning dowitcher in alternate plumage
would still be evident. Thus, based on cbserver judgment,
eyeline, bill length, and lack of breast markings, I think that
Red Knot is OK.

NA, NA comments raise points which, together with the record
early fall date of the sighting, engender enough doubt for me to
change my vote.



/ -
95-to
IO'HA BREEDINGBIRD ATLAS DOCUMENTATION FORM ' d

what species? H f) }T‘?{ )/ | How many? /
Location: County AT Z 7— ﬁ fj/ ééé’f 4
_Location in detail fq} ﬁfrh{) = et I»;/ML /v o f/dh/

Habitat?

When? date? ‘7; }y 2 %. Time: 7' 3[9 to 7:)7(
-~

Observer? Name: /], /vl ]; /lf!{.{ 7

) f I/ﬁw)ju: Jvf’ 5257/
_ Telephone: ;/({V?JJ[(

Description of bird (s) : Include size, shape, detailed description of all parts
including bill, eye, head, neck, back, wings, tail, throat, breast, belly, undertail,
legs, feet; also voice and behavior. ,Use additional s ee if necessary. rj

b

40N aurl T wese b;}i\n, q* an Jens A4
ﬁf‘,} ’”ﬁ‘l}/} we ;vm,/ F‘)li re 4/&!/ 1(}1 f/l}f' }/ i)fﬂ"}

o 5‘,,, b ,'/r' 2 j 5 a e b" lvl 9 re
:iz[t chf’ Je 26 I ef 1. wilh my b ”"‘; )/ z )””"} /L
il ’h - bam- 4ize 4% 4 k) /)‘j“"‘k heyx 4 ;)’ L
(IHM ) e~ ¢ T )T»fwlfhn W‘*ww/ Mu( }f""“* ' [‘J

2 4 *lfl 7’1# } 4
J PJJ{'?)(PH‘} rf!i)i;jf:gbl i::‘f qﬁ:, /[ },// oy lzi//ﬁk//
Similar spez:l.es and how eliminated: ﬂv;r)c[ }/ wae 4,/ @VP,
/)’0'\14 sl f‘]{’/"f 7

Did anyone have reservations about identification? If so, explain:

Viewing conditions J;/lghting, distanc ; how measured, optical equipment used.

Lol < -y L D36
rovose;::”/:tfef)vk Fpe: I an /;""‘ N /772,/' ﬂ.;/(}:
8 r“_,/// [ Jine,

rmq

Fﬁf”h;))ﬂ; e boming



: : ::_: C L l.L"C ;‘r
[ J ) v same 7[‘50//\[ F}{V}"//V A /}B*’G/ MP:A#
e

I :Jauﬂ:{Lp‘ J:

}a} T&m ﬂéﬁ{ﬂ gh

s S
hﬂ{ﬁm ‘—)A/@ W?X/ /I/L/ ﬁj )\((/Jféoﬁ gL ‘

}[ ;. 749 ﬁfﬁU;aa}//r /jg )J}m)m},
“"’J o \)"’ G~p . ;
a ‘H/F”W ff’*’/"é e 7}/71'5

ﬁ% gonrR _
PR ﬂ/ca;z:i/ ey C/) of/rj )’MP /W/h,o/
T P -/ﬁt



