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Records Committee: IBL 57:77, 59:76
VOTE: 6-II, 1l-no vote

II, The nine documentations of this bird are remarkably
consistent except for one feature. Six describe the legs as
"dark", two call them "gray", one says the legs are "very light
colored"! This only shows the usual subjectivity of leg color in
shorebird descriptions. This species seems highly unlikely in
Iowa in mid-July. IOWA BIRDS lists four vagrant records for the
Midwest in Missouri, Arkansas (Dec), Minnesota (May), and Iowa
(Mar). I suppose this bird was lured here by its association with
a persuasive Lesser Golden Plover. The descriptions suggest that
this was a bird between alternate and basic plumage. The
alternate features are the dark unstreaked crown, dark loral
line, and relatively plain back. Most of the observers went out
of their way to mention that there was no paler edging to the
back feathers. This would be more typical of alternate rather
than juvenile or basic. One observer (Moore) did say there was
very light (hardly noticeable) feather edging to the tertials,
scapulars, and wing coverts. However, the extensive brown on the
breast (Dinsmore said "breast and belly back to legs about the
same color as back or perhaps slightly lighter") is more typical
of a basic plumage. None of the guides I examined showed such
extensive brown on the breast, but this is probably not a
problem. For me the correct identification was clinched by the
features noted by Kent, Staudt, and Myers. They all mentioned a
narrow white wing stripe. This is a feature not shown by Lesser
Golden Plover, but usually exhibited by Mountain. Further, only
Myers saw the white wing linings and axillars. This is important
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as Black-bellied Plover has, of course, distinctive black
axillars in all plumages and Lesser Golden has noticeably grayish
or brownish underwings. Furthermore, Myers in particular made an
accurate description of the upper tail of a Mountain with "tail
appeared blackish at terminal end." One would not expect this in
Lesser Golden Plover.

II, Although there is essentially no precedence for this
species occuring in Iowa at this time, the descriptions are
convincing. Three cheers for Bob Myers who saw the most important
field mark (under wing) and gave the best analysis.

II, Unless an acceptable photo was taken and can be available
for evaluation. Descriptions of bird do appear to eliminate all
species except Mountain Plover. Myers comment on the wing linings
and axillaries seem to clinch the I.D. Overall the documentations
were well done and are consistent in their description of this
bird.

II, I had questions about bird’s size and posture. Books say
mountain plover is smaller than a killdeer. This bird seemed
about the same size. I believe other marks outweighed these
questions.

II, No one consulted new Shorebird book--seems odd--was out in
July. Some conflict in descriptions--some called back
greyish-brown, or grey to slightly brown, or medium brown or
plain light brown. Leg color should be lighter, more brown than
described by most. Rump not white in Mountain. However no other
bird is possible and conditions on 7/10 sounded poor.

No vote recorded, This record raises some interesting
questions in my mind. While the description appears to fit Mt.
Plover, I have these questions: (1) Most important. Why were
these birds here at a record early date for Lesser Golden-Plover?
No observer noted this early date, neither did any observer
describe the Golden-Plovers in detail. Apparently there was a
"juvenile" and a "breeding-plumage" adult present at different
times. The date is incredibly early even for adults, let along
juveniles. It is unclear, but seems that the "Mt. Plover" was a
basic-plumage adult, but the "tinges of buff" on breast might
indicate a juvenile. I raise these questions: What about the
possibility of fulva? Why not a Mongolian (Lesser Sand) Plover
rather than Mt. Plover? Juveniles are indeed the most likely
Lesser Golden-Plover inland in fall, but due to the rarity of
Lesser Golden-Plover inland in fall (to say nothing about Mt.
Plover) the likelihood of a very unusual species rises sharply.
Because fulva Lesser G-Plover are more westerly in distribution,
and vagrant Mongolian Plover occur in the same area as fulva in
breeding season, counldn’t this ba a small band of Siberian
vagrants? Did anyone pay critical attention to the Lesser
G-Plovers? Are there any photos? (2) Some observers noted "dark"
or "black" legs on the "Mt. Plover." One observer noted that legs
showed lighter (e.g. gray) for Mt. Plover. In any case, the bird
seemed to have dark or black legs. The size of the bird also was
noted by some observers as being a little larger than they
expected. These two points (size and dark legs) would favor
Mongolian Plover. Otherwise, nothing in the descriptions would



Records Committee, Iowa Ornithologists’ Union Printed: 09/07/93
Mountain Plover 9 Jul 1986 RC No. 86-04 (cont)

rule out the possibility of Mongolian Plover. While this seems
incredible, there have been other well-publicised Siberian strays
in the central US in recent years. Could these birds in Iowa have
been a disoriented band of E. Siberian shorebirds (Mongolian
Plover and fulva Lesser Golden-Plovers) wandering south after
having missed a breeding season or two? Nothing in the
descriptions suggests that any of the birds were definitely
juveniles rather than basic-plumaged (non-breeding adults).

II, Would I dare vote against this record? The second
documentation is unreadable.
REVOTE (at meeting, 10 July 1988, after receiving outside opinion
from Don Roberson): 6 NA



I did have several problems with the reports. The species accounts demonstrate
how many early and late dates there were this season. Please be aware that a relatively
common bird that occurs outside its normal time interval is a rare bird, and should be
treated as such. Any bird that is way out of season should be fully documented, or it
will not be entered into the record. Common birds that are reported among the three
earliest or latest dates should be reported with some supporting evidence of identifi-
cation. This need not be a full documentation, but it should be a brief description of
the key field marks seen and heard. If an unusual sighting is presented without some
evidence, the compiler cannot tell whether or not the observer made an error in en-
tering the sighting (e.g., an incorrect date, or listing under the wrong species). If evi-
dence is given, the compiler knows the observer was aware of the unusual nature of
the record and probably took extra care in the identification.

Contributors should be clear about how many birds were seen on a given date. The
best way to handle this is to state the number and date for the first, peak number, and
the last seen. A report such as “2 to 10 were seen from 2 to 20 Oct” is difficult to cite.
It is much better to say, “First: 4 on 3 Oct; peak: 10 on 15 Oct; last: 1 on 20 Oct.” The
latter data can be used.

For several years I have assisted Tom Kent with Field Reports. This time I thank
him for helping compile part of the data and for writing part of the report. Sugges-
tions for improving reports and corrections of factual information are welcome.

RED KNOT AT SAYLORVILLE RESERVOIR

STEVE DINSMORE

At 7:30 a.m. on 5 August 1986, while scanning the beach of the Qak Grove Recrea-
tion Area at Saylorville Reservoir, I noticed two medium-sized reddish sandpipers
that were with several gulls and terns. At first 1 thought they were Sanderlings, but a
closer view revealed that they were Red Knots. I watched the birds until 8:00 a.m.
and noted the following marks. The birds were roughly the size of Killdeer, although
they were shorter-legged and stockier. The throat, breast, and sides were reddish-
brown. The lower belly and undertail coverts were white. The back was brown. The
legs were short and yellow-green. The bill was dark, about as long as the head, and
tapered to the tip. In flight, both birds showed a white rump and a white wing stripe
that crossed the secondaries. These birds could not be relocated later in the morning;
however, later that afternoon, Bob Myers and | found a single Red Knot at the
Cherry Glen Recreation Area, about three-fourths of a mile south of Oak Grove. The
bird was on a sand spit with a small flock of Sanderlings and peeps. It was similar to
the birds at Oak Grove, except that there were patchy white areas on the breast, sug-
gesting that the bird was an adult molting into basic plumage. The knot at Cherry
Glen was still presemt early the next morning, but not later. Based on plumage
differences, 1 believe that there were three birds. These records represent the sixth
and seventh sightings of Red Knots in lowa, with five of the records from the last
three years. These are also only the second and third records of alternate-plumaged

Red Knot in lowa.

4024 Arkansas Dr., Ames, IA 50010

24 lowa Bird Life 1987

MOUNTAIN PLOVER IN STORY COUNTY
HANK ZALETEL

Heavy rains fell in eastern Story County from 6 to 10 July 1986. The pre-dawn
thunderstorms, fueled by southerly winds, filled the Colo Ponds, a favorite location
for shorebirds (Zaletel, H. 1984. Finding water birds in eastern Story County. fowa
Bird Life 54:27-29). On the evening of 9 July, I left Colo at 6:30 p.m. on old highway
30 (E-41) and drove to the main ponds. The usual shorebird habitat was under water,
so | continued east to the next road and turned north. After viewing several common
shorebirds at the corner, I proceeded north for one-half mile to a recently ploughed
field on the east side of the road where a small pond had formed due to poor drainage.
On the north slope I spotted a bird that resembled a Lesser Golden-Plover, but it
didn’t look quite right. It had an unmarked back, similar in color to a Killdeer. Its
throat, forehead, and eyebrow were white and unstreaked. Its eyes, lores, bill, and
cap were black. The unstreaked breast was light, creamy-brown, while belly and vent
were white. After viewing the bird for 25 minutes and comparing it with Killdeer
and with Lesser Golden-Plover in breeding and non-breeding plumages, I concluded
that it was a Mountain Plover. [ returned home and called Jim Dinsmore and Mark
Prescholdt. I met them back at the site, and they agreed with the identification.

That evening I notified a number of birders, many of whom assembled early the
next morning bird. It was seen at about 7:45 a.m. for about one-half hour and re-
mained all day. Additional features noted in the documentations from these
observers included a thin, white wing stripe, white wing lining and axillars (seen by
Bob Myers when the bird raised its wings), dark edge to the folded wing, dark tip to
the tail, light-brown band across breast, and size larger than Killdeer and smaller
than Lesser Golden-Plover. Observers emphasized the lack of markings on upper-
parts and underparts. The bird would disappear for up to one-halfhour. Under cons-
tant observation, it was found to lie down and be perfectly camouflaged. It preferred
wet waterways that led to the pond.

Tom Kent searched Audubon Field Notes/American Birds and bird books from
various states and could find only two other records of Mountain Plover from the
Midwest east of the Great Plains states: at Walton, Michigan, on 13 May 1976
(American Birds 30:845) and at Credit Island, Iowa, on 25 March 1964 (fowa Bird

Life 34:49). .

715 West Si., Colo, IA 50056

- i =
e — i M"" g =,
’_’— — =S S A e ,#‘.
— o _ = —_ = - _____'_.---
s - -
- w o 2 I-i g B
—
== m——
~ 5 = L e e

—— o ——

Black Scoters, Diamond Lake, 31 Oct 1986. Photo by Edwin Miller.
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i.0.U. Records Committee
Thomas H. Kent, Secretary
211 Richards Street
lowa City. 1A 52240
. April 19, 1988

bon Roberson g

282 .Grove Acre Ave.

Pacific Grove, CA 93930

Dear Don: .

This 1s letter asking for help on.a bird record. It can.serve as an example of
the kind ot help that an organization of Records Committees might provide.

R record of a Mountain Flover documented by several observers on 9,10 Jul. 1986
was accepted by the I0U Records Committee. Two Mountain Plovers were also
documented just north of the Iowa border in Minnesota at about the same time
and were accepted by the Minnesota Records Committee. Terry Savaloja called me
about the [owa record because he was somewhat skeptical of the Minnesota
sightings. Apparently he voted for the record, since Minnesota requires a
-unanimous vote for a new state record.

While birding in the Pawnee Grasslands in Colorado early last August, 1 drove
my car close to a family group of Mountain Plovers and photograpned a full-
grown jJjuvenile. My immediate reaction was that the lowa Fountain Plover, which
I had seen, must have peen a Lesser Golden-Plover in very drab plumage. |

convinced the IOU Records Committee that we should get furtner information and
regpen this record.

Strong support for the hypothesis that the Iowa bird (and perhaps the
Minnesota birds) were Lesser Golden-Plovers would be to demonstrate that
golden plovers couid migrate to the arctic and return early without molting
trom basic plumage. I nave examined specimens at the University of lowa, but
the coilection of golden plovers 1s too small to be useful. We do not have
ready access to large coliections to research this question.

The birds 1n question would have to be in full basic plumage 1f they were
Lesser Golden-Flovers. They were 1n company with golden plovers in alternate
plumage and the there was a widespread intlux of early shorebirds that summer.
1 always thought that the date and location were exceeding unlikely tor
Mountain Flover, and this feeling was enhanced by my finding a family group of
Mountain Flovers on there nesting ground in early August.

With this preamble, could you suggest persons tnames. addresses) who might be
willing and able to research tne basic plumage guestion and review our
documentations?

[ enclose a self-addressed envelope for your reply.

Thanks.

T T
svet”
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Tom,

We regularly get wintering Mt. Plovers and migrant Am. Golden & Pacific Golden
Plover out here. A number of Calif. birders would be qualified to review the
documentation, including (but not limited to) Joe Morlan, Paul Lehman, Jon

Dunn, Steve Bailey, Dick Erickson or myself. I'd be happy to look at it if that
is the easiest.

Golden Plovers probably do not breed in their first summer, and basic-plumaged
birds are often recorded through the first spring/summer. There is a summering
record from central Calif. (a bird I saw) and May records of basic-plumaged Goldens
as far south as the Salton Sea (I have a copy of that photo); I believe there may
be summering birds even farther south (e.g. South America) though I'd have to look
into that. 1In any event, a basic-plumaged Golden Plover in summer in Iowa 'is
certainly possible. ' ' o

I have never thought the two were much of a problem; Mt. Plover is smaller, slimmer,
has a more delicate bill and "big-eyed'" look, has long yellow-to-yellow-brown legs
(not gray to blue-gray to "dark" in both "species'" of Golden), and has a much shorter
primary projection than Am. Golden, and probably also shorter than Pac. Golden.

Differences, in size, shape, primary projection & leg color, should have been apparent
if the birds were with breeding-plumaged Golden Plovers (of which species?).

In any event, now that you've got my curiosity up, I'd be happy to review both your
documentation and that from Minnesota, if they would also like comments.

As to the Convention, sorry you're not going to make it, but I'd trade a trip to Arizona
for Duluth most summers.... and I had nothing to do with how the workshop was written
up by the ABA ... indeed I hadn't even noticed what it said until you brought it up!

Cheers,
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{.U,U, HECOros LommitTree
inomas H. Kent. Secretary
£11 Hilcnaras street
igwa Citv. 1A Jzz4v
Mav £. lvgg
uon Rooerson

202 Urove HCre Hve.
Facitic brove. CA %3%ov

pear uvon:
inanks tor vour 1NTErest 1n iookina at our Mountain Flover recara.

Enclosed are Y oocumentations. Une 1s unreagable (1t doesn t aadd anvtning. but’
liiustrates common Droplem we see With worn out dOt Matrlx DrinNter riooons’.
Hi50 enclosed 15 a NOTE OnN the bird trom lowa Bira Life.

in agoition, I am enciosina a note torm iowa Birag Life on the oniv other
report or Mountain Flover trom lowa. We wWould appreclate vour oplnion on this
oia record alsa.

i also copled tne article from the Loon on tne Minnesota recaord. [ don t think
vou shoulo renger an opinion on tnis siahnting--they have already obtainea
consultation and mage a oecislon. Hesiaes, one state should not evaluate
anotner s records. 1 1nclude tne Minnesota article because their pirds were
seen apout the same time and only a li1ttle over 10U miles narth of the lowa
si1ghting,

dur pird occurred at & time when there was an unusual eariv movement of
shorepirds 1n lowa. Summering shoreblrds are quite unusual i1n lowa--1% tnev
can get here 1n spring they usualiy can continue on.

It vou think our bpird was a Lesser Golaen-Flover. we would pe most 1nterested
in rinding evidence of Midwest or East Coast {(golden plover 1s uncommon 1n the
Midwest 1n tall--most go east) tall records of pure pasic plumaged biras.

Inanks tor vour help and i1nterest. vYou can keep the materials.

Sincerely.
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282 Grove Acre

Padtfic Grove CA 93950

9 June 88
Thomas Kent
211 Richards St.
Iowa City IA 52240 )

Dear Tom,

Enclosed is my review of Iowa's second Mt. Plover. Alas, because the Minnesota
record formed the only precedent for the date, I was forced tangentially to
comment upon that bird as well. Thus I have sent copies of my analysis to

Bob Janssen and Walter Graul. Thanks for the opportunity to review this
interesting sighting... alas, I tend to get wordy and run on at great length

(8 pages!), but at least it is comparatively thorough. You should see my 25
page paper on Barnacle Geese!

Cheers,

Don Roberson



$6-0Y

REVIEW of a record of MOUNTAIN PLOVER 9-18 July 1986 in Story Co.., Iowa

At the request of the Jowa Ornithological Wnion’s Records Committee,
I review herein the documentation submitted to them documenting this
occurrence of a Mountain Flover Charadrius montanus., This record has
already been accepted by them (Kent & Myers 1987). The published
acceptance, however, contains the following comments:

"This identification was not easy, because basic-plumaged
Lesser Golden Flover [FPluvialis dominical can have a very
similar appearance. The lack of edging to the back and wing
feathers, light underwing, and dark tail band were crucial
features in the identification. Although there is little
precedent for the ocourrence of this species as far east

as Iowa or at this time of year, two Mountain Flovers

were identified on 2 July 1986 in Minnesota about 15 miles
narth of the lowa’s border and directly north of Union Slough
N.W.R." [Janssen 19861.

This represents the second record for lowai the first — one in full
breeding plumage 25 Mar 1964 - having been reported by FPeterson (1964).

The 1.0.U. committee supplied copies of the Janssen, Kent & Myers,
and Feterson articles, and copies of nine descriptions (no photos were
taken). IOURC member comments during circulation were not supplied.
One description was illegible due to a worn—out printer ribboni I
thus reviewed only the descriptions of J. Fuller, T. Eent, P.
Martsching, F. Moore, R. Myers, M. Froescholdt, T. Standt., and
H. Zaletel. Most were on standard [.0.U. report formsi Zaletel
included a sketch of the head/breast region. I do not personally
know any of these observers. I cannot comment upon their experience,
expertise or ability. Fresumably, since the record was accepted,
they are well thought of locally.

All agree the bird lacked a black frontal bar and lores; it cannot
have been an alternate-plumaged Mountain Flover. Likewise, it cannot
have been in juvenal plumage because not only did it lack the scaly
back and buf+fy breast, but Mountain Flovers should be in no postion to
wander as early as 9 July [Rent (1929) gives 145 egg dates F4 Apr—9
Julys Graul (1975, 1977) states the fastest incubation is 2B days and
earliest +fledging 33 days aftter hatchingi 61 days from the early egg
date of 3¢ fApr is 3@ June and it is clear most yvoung have not even
fledged by early July. The earliest fledgling would be expected to
be very buffy. C.f. summary of breeding biology in Johnsgard 19811.

If it is a Mountain Flover, then, it must be a basic-plumaged
bird. But the Kent % Myers article relates possible confusion
with Lesser Golden-Flover (which were in the same field), a point
strongly reinterated in the Janssen (1986) description of a Minnesota
bird. I have a fair degree of field experience with basic-plumaged
Mountain Flovers {(which winter regularly in central California) and
all plumages of Lesser Golden-Flover {(which regularly migrate through
my area)l. It is worth noting that Lesser Golden~Flover is considered
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to be two species - American Golden F. dominica and Facific Golden

F. fulva (see Connors 1983) -~ and since only nominate dominica occurs
east of the Rockies (A.0.U. 1983), we may restrict our consideration

of that bird to basic-plumaged (all other plumages are much too bright)
"American Golden—-Flaover". .

How then does one separate basic-plumaged Mountain FPlovers from
basic-plumaged American Golden-Flovers. This guestion has never previously
arisen in my mind. I consider the two rather different in shape/stance -
Mauntain being a smaller, long-legged, upright-standing, big-eyed bird
uniformly-colored above; American Golden is bigger, bulkier, bigger—
billed and more horizontal in stance with speckled upperparts and more
conspicuouse facial pattern. The eye of Mountain really stands out in
the plain face, a feature I°ve not seen on any Bolden. Mountain Plover
has yellowish legs; American Golden has gray, bluish-gray to blackish.legs.
In flight, Mountain shows a more conspicuous wingstripe, conspicunusly
white underwings and a white—fringed tail, whose distal half is bhlack.
American Golden has a more uniform flight pattern and an unmarked tail.
The calls are also different. American Golden typically gives a mellow
"tu-wee"s I am less familiar with the calls of Mountain, though my
recollections are they are a much different piping note. Apparently
piping whistles and rough notes are given on the breeding grounds, but
the typical note on California wintering grounds is a harsh, low "krrip"
(Garrett 19833 incidentally, Kimball Barrett has amongst the finest ears
in the bird world —~ some have called them "legendary").

These impressions were confirmed in the best literature available:
Hayman, Marchant & Frater (1986), Frater, Marchant & Yuorinen (1977)
and Fym (1982). In addition, good photos of Mountain (alas in alternate
and/or juvenal plumage) in Farrand (1983), Terres (19860 - same phota),
and Wetmore (19635) show well the sleek, long-legged and big-eyed look
and upright stance, much more similar to Facific Golden-Flover than
to American Golden-Flover (see photos in Pym 1982, 1984). Fhotos of
basic-plumaged birds are more difficult to review, but I do have in my
collection a nice January Mountain Flover in Panoche Valley, California
(by Steve Wilson) and a 19 Apr molting basic dominica (Goleta CAj Faul
Lehman) and a worn basic apparent fulva from early May (Salton Sea CAj
also Lehman). A group of Golden Flovers (fulva?) mostly in basic plumage
(some in molt; some quite worn) by These Daniels appears in color in
Wetmore (1968). These photos show strikingly different birds. The
Mountains are very plain with huge eyes in a plain face, upright in
stance and with prominently pale yellow-tan legs. The Goldens are
bulkier birds with very prominent superciliums (esp. behind the eyve)
and decidedly dark legs (gray to blue-gray, looking black at a distances
Fym 1982, Hayman et al 1984).

During a recent visit to the American Museum of Natural History in
New York (courtesy of the Chapman Fund), 1 did briefly compare several
trays of Mountain Flovers with those of American Golden. In skins, the
size difference is striking - Mountain Flover is decidedly smaller and
size differences between the two in the field should be very apparent.

I was further impressed by the very dainty, thin bill of Mountain Flover
compared to be thicker bill of American Golden. Structural and size

differences are so great that there is little overlap in any measurement
(Hayman et al 1986). Comparison to Killdeer Charadrius vociferus should
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provide a good evaluation, with Mountain being a smaller bird but with
longer legs and American Golden averaging larger than Killdeer.

Reference to Hayman et al (19864) suggested additional differences.
American Golden is particularly long-winged, with the wings extending
well beyond the tail at rest and with a very long primary projection
(a key difference from Facific Golden), but in flight the legs should
not project beyond the end of the tail. In contrast, Mountain Flover
has a wing that extends to or just beyond the tip of the tail, with
short primary projection (like Facific Golden) but is long-legged,
s0 that the feet extend beyond the tip of the tail in flight.

Anather important difference found in the literature is the fact
that golden-plovers have a distinct first-summer plumage (at 1 year
old)s they do not attain breeding plumage until the second year (Hayman
et al 1986, Fym 1982, Frater et al 1982) thus looking like basic-
plumaged birds through the first summer except for variably black
patches or spots below and scattered alternate feathers above. American
Golden~Flovers in first-summer are much whiter below than Facific Goldens
and "usually gain little or no black on underparts” (Hayman et al 198&).
In contrast, Mountain Flovers attain breeding plumage in their first
summer, retaining only a few juvenile inner coverts (Frater et al 1977).
Thus we could expect many "basic-plumaged" golden-plovers in July
(most first-summer birds) but essentially no Mountain Flovers in basic
plumage in early July, before pre-basic molt. Grauer made this same
point ("I have not seen an adult . . . that, by July, has completely
lost the black crown patch") in his letter published in Janssen (1986).
This corresponds well with the fact that non-breeding American Golden-
Flovers regularly summer well south of the breeding range (to northern
South Americas A.0Q.U. 1983) whilst Mountain Flover is apparently unknown
away from the breeding range in summer (A.0.U. 1983, DeSante & Fvyle 1984).

Having in mind these characters, I turn to the descriptions,

considering the important characters outlined above:
SIZE: "size of Lesser Golden" (Zaletal), "larger than Killdeer...
same size as...0olden" (Froescholdt), "slightly smaller than
Lesser Golden" (Fuller), "slightly smaller than Golden . .
between Killdeer and Golden, closer to Golden" (Kent), "about
same size as KHilldeer" (Myers), "somewhat smaller thanm Golden"
(Moare), "perhaps a bit smaller...than Golden" (Martsching).
ANALYSIE: All agree it was Killdeer to Golden Flover in sizes
strongly favors Golden, since Mountain should be decidedly
smaller than Golden and usually smaller than Killdeer.

SHAFE/BILL/LEG LENGTH: "chunkier than Killdeer" (Kent), "chunky
shape" (S8tandt), "squatty" (Moore), "plover—-type beak"
(Marteching).

ANALYBIS: No one noticed any of the very apparent shape
differences; no attempt was made to evaluate primary projection,
wing/tail ratios, exact bill shape, or feet/tail proportions

in flight (probably imposeible at the distances involved). Most
emphasize the similarity to Goldeni "chunky" much better

describes Golden. Btrongly favors this having been an American
Golden.

|
i
i



86 o

LEG COLOR: "gray" (Zaletel), "dark" (Proeschaoldt), "dark"

(Fuller), "dark" - could be muddy? {kent), "hard to note
but appeared dark" (Myers), "gray" (Moore), "dark" (Standt),
"very light colored" (Martsching). s

ANALYSIS: All but Martsching describe dark to gray legs,
absolutely typical for Golden—-Flover and outside the known
range of Mountain’s "pale brown to brownish-yellow" (Hayman
et al 1986). Basic-plumaged Mountaine are strikingly
pale-legged, basically yellowish (photos). Gray legs

ware described both days, so ! give little credence to

the suggestion that they may have been muddy. First,
since I've never seen a Mountain Flover in water or mud
because they so much prefer dry fields, [ can’t imagine
one ever wading into water or mud. Further, it was rainy
both days and certainly the mud would have washed off at
some@ point. Martsching®’s description (light-colored -
what does that mean?) is so contradictory to the others
(who were there at the same time) that I suspect it was
written in error. Leg color alone so strongly favors
Golden that Mountain can basically be ruled out.

FACIAL/HEAD FATTERN: Basically everyone agrees the bird

had a distinctly dark cap, white forecrown and broad

white supericilium, esp. behind the eve.

ANALYSIS: This well describes the typical facial pattern
of Golden, and worn birds are particularly dark-capped (Apr
% May photos from CaA). In contrast, Mountain is never dark-
capped in basic plumage and has a very plain face which
contraste with the big dark eye. Again, these features
alone basically serve to rule out Mountain. The white
throat/grey breast pattern described by some is typical

for Golden, atypcial for Mountain

WING/TAIL PATTERN: Only Myers & Standt describe a flight

pattern ("thin white stripe running length of wing") and neither
noted the tail pattern. The "dark terminal band" to tail was
s2en only while the bird was sitting (by Moore): this same
observer saw (at S¢-75 yards) "light feather edgings" to
tertials, scapulars and coverts (suggesting juv. plumage?

Not possible) and contradicted by Martsching and others.
Martsching also apparently contradicts the tail pattern

("dark at least on the top side"), noting no subterminal
pattern. Only Myers describes "white wing linings & axillaries",
and not from flight, but from lifted wings on ground at the

same 35@-73 yards (or 75-10@ vards estimate by Kent).

ANALYSIS: Mountain Flover has striking wingstripe, contrasting
with very dark secondaries. The descriptions favor Golden’s
less noticeable wingstripe. Tail pattern and underwing

coverts do strongly favor Mountain, though the tail pattern

as described lacks the white-to-gravish outer retirices and

pale tip of Mountain. However, only single observers among
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the throng present noted these features;: the weather was
uniformly described as poor, with variable rainji and the
distance to the bird was great. I would place little emphasis
on these points, particularly since they were not confirmed
by others and neither the tail or undérwing pattern was noted
in flight. In my opinion, these points are ambiguous and
add nothing to the record: certainly, considering the conditions
in which they arose, they do not deserve the emphasis placed
on them in the kKent % Myere report of the I1.0.U.R.C. I
evaluate these features as "neutral".

Incidentally, I would evaluate the dark edge of wing., seen
on the ground contrasting with duller coverts, to be more
indicative of Golden then Mountain (supported by photos).

BACK COLOR: Uniformly described by all as unmarked brown,
"about the color of Killdeer" (Zaletel). It appears this
was considered to be the most important character by all
the observers, and by the I.0.U.R.C.
ANALYSIS: 0Of course this featwe favors Mountain, though
the color described is much too dark (should be sandy-brown,
p decidedly paler than Killdeer). But it does not eliminate
Golden Flover. First, the bird was at a far distance
(S@-14d yards) in poor light under bad weather, making any
exact determination of exact pattern difficult. Furthermore,
Golden Flover has a basic-like first summer plumage and may
show no black below. The white spots at the edges of the
back feathers are prone to weary a worn bird could appear
plain-backed at this distance. This was very demonstrably
apparent in one F. dominica specimen at AMNH (2¢ Apr 1913
Brownsville TX), whose old back feathers were worn evenly
brown, but new scattered feathers were being molted in.
In the field, a bird not molting in new feathers, but wearing
an old plumage, could look evenly brown—-backed at a distance
(see Lehman’s photos and esp. the published Daniels photo
cited above, which shows a couple very plain-backed birds).

This analysis leads me to conclude the bird was not a Mountain Flover.
I do not believe one must say absolutely what a bird was to reject
the record (some descriptions can never be labelled) but I strongly
favor the suggestion it was an American Golden—Flover.

AW prefunctory analysis of distribution also favors this conclusion.
Vagrant Mountain Flovers have occurred in fall migration as juvenals
(e.g. coastal recorde in WA to CA! specimen from Chatham MO taken 28
Oct 19146) and ended up as winter vagrants to the southeast in Florida
(specimens 1 Dec 1874 Key West and 17 Dec 1927 Daytona Beach) and
Alabama (6 Jan 1973 Magnolia Springs;i Chandler 1974). Considering the
strong eastward angle of spring migration, a spring overshoot in
breeding plumage might also be expected. The first lowa record
(Feterson 1964) is of such a bird in late March - the expected
time +rame (it is unfortunate the published details say no more
than "full breeding plumage").

I can conjure no theory to support the occurrence of a basic-plumaged
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Mountain Flover 4€Hs=d in early July. One prior such report -
in Minnesota (Janssen 1986) - is almost surely not a Mountain
Flover based on the published description of its call (the report
also suffers from many of the same problems associated with this

one). Two specimens were sald to have been teken in late July 19@1
at 8t. James [., Florida by R.W. Williams but were accidentally
destroyed (Sprunt 1954) - there are no published details and [ consider

the record best ignored. In any event, the birds reported were 2@
July=-1 Aug (Bent 1%929) on a date when migration might be ocurring (as
contrasted with early July).

In contrast, American Golden—-Flovers do not normally breed in
their first summer and often summer south of the breeding range, to
northern South America (A.0.U. 1983). I observed one such summering
bird (but not identified to race) at Pescadero, San Mateo Co., Calif. .
on 21 June 198d. My field notes describe a basic-plumaged bird
washed with golden-brown and spotted upperparts (but no black an
underparts). Clearly this bird was not as worn as it appears the
Towa/Minnesota birds were. Alas, most texts do not give the plumage/
age of summer plover records and specific summering records in the
Midwest have not been located. However, 1 do note that Connors (1983%)
states there is some movement of failed and successful nesters around
the breeding grounds in early July. Furthermore, the earliest migrant
adults reach California by early July. It is easy to hypothesize
that a first summer bird, now quite worn, that had summered at or
near the breeding grounds, joined a migrant flock of plovers and
reached lowa by early July.

GBiven my conclusion that the bird was not a Mountain Flover, one
might ask how such an event could occur. It seems apparent to me
that the poor weather and fair distance to the bird were contributing
factors. Equally important may have been the over-reliance on
standard field guides, which I consider of little or no value in
identitying difficult vagrants. It appears only one observer (Myers)
reviewed additional literature (at least he is the only one to state
s0) and the review did not appear to consider photographs or the
best literature available. No one appears to have considered the
question of molt/wear at all (of couwrse it is possible these were
considered during I0OURC review, comments from which I have not seen).
Finally, the entire episode appears to have suffered from "mass
illusion/hysteria", a subject I know only much too well having been
part of the gullible crowd in Dec 1978 that misidentified California’s
tirst Ewasian Skylark as our first "S8mith’s Longspuw"! Such may happen
to even the best observers (including virtually all of Calif’s "big
names") when they have little to no experience with the species in
gquestion. There is no shame in such an occuwrrence as long as the
record is eventually made clean - here one of the observers became
suspicious when he gained experience on the breeding grounds with
real Mountain Flovers. Mistakes may be further be exacerbated when
a museum or scientific "expert" is used, who may have little or no
experience with alternative species, may be biased against sight
records, or may be ill-trained to review photos and descriptions.
This, too, happened in California, when an albatross photo was
proclaimed a "Short—-tailed" by a world renowned museum man and was
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accepted as such by the Calif. Bird Records Committee (see W. Rirds
11:47-48 & 1@:171), but was rather easily proved not to be that
species when reviewed by experienced sea-birders and in comparison
to photos of actual similiar-aged Short-taileds (see Roberson 1984,
W. Birde 17:71). In that case it was a pleasure for the CBRC to
re—evaluate the record and unanimously reject it. It appears a
similar situation may account for the Minnesota record (see

Jangsen 1986), relying (swprisingly) upon a fairly unsuppartive
review by Walter Graul, who has done much on the breeding biology
and status of Mountain Flover (Graul 1973, 1978, Graul & Webster
19746) but perhaps nothing on golden—-plovers or plover identification.

I am pleased to be able to add something to the review of this
interesting record.

-Don Roberson
282 Grove Acre Ave.

FPacific Grove CA QI95d
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Summary of Review of an Ornithologic Observation

by the Records Committee

of the Iowa Ornithologists' Union
SPECIES: Moantain Plover
DATE SEEN: @ ¥, )3 16 8&
SITE OF OBSERVATION: » /. R [o , STory Ceo.

OBSERVERS: Jopk Za/fetel , m.od.

DATE OF REVIEW: 9Q-)-8&
METHOD OF REVIEW: Vofe via m.‘l
CLASSIFICATION OF RECORD:I

COMMENTS:
Vole : ¢4- 77 y /= ne vste

The Records Comun ilee acce‘:"’ea/ T4is recorel
on The basis »8 nine documentations. 7The Key marks Sor
The ia!en‘f‘-%iCa_r"“ﬂ weve Hhe unspollad  brewnish Aack, whi7e
wing //}71}:3.5 ) and Be Tai/ 'ée""ﬂ ereo[ w78 Lok
The one “n vole" was corncerned cwill Fhe ooqgsié:/.‘fJ That

Per‘naes on evep more'exb'fl‘c Vaamf(' Such os /%nda/,;m,
.P/onler' SA/.oa/c:/ /403 Aeen Cons;a’ered.

The opinions expressed here are based on the information available to the
Committee and should not necessarily preclude an alternate interpretation
by those who observed the bird firsthand.

Any action may be re-reviewed upon submission of additional evidence.
Explanation of Classification:

I = labeled, diagnostic specimen, photograph, or recording available for
review by the Committee .

IT = acceptable sight record documented independently by 3 or more observers
ITT = acceptable sight record documented by 1 or 2 observers
IV = probably correct record, but not beyond doubt
V = record with insufficient evidence to judge
VI = probably incorrect identification, escapee, or otherwise unacceptable record

Classification is based on the highest category agreed upon by six of seven
committee members.
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Mountain Plover--1 observed Seen: 6:30-6:55 PM July 9, 1986
6:45-7:1

30
45 5 PM July 10, 1986
Located: 3 miles east of Colo, County

Road E-41, % mile north,

section 1 T83N R21W, Story

County.

Description of bird: The bird was the approximate size of a nearby Lesser
Golden Plover. The bird had a dark cap, dark eye,

I ’;’35- et dark bill and gray legs. White above eye and above
=L e bill. The throat was white and unstreaked. Neck
J-*’ . e and back were brown, about the same color as a

i el Killdeer. It was unmarked and did not have a scaly
R e appearance. The beast was the same color as the

AR K
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\4

tack and was unstreaked. Underbelly and under
tail were white.

— BEnup)

Y
Loca%ion--GengraTI-Recent1y plowed field with several pothole ponds
Specific--The bird stayed in the waterways that led to the
ponds. These areas were wet and contained no
vegetation.

Birds eliminated by Golden and Black-bellied plovershave gray-white

above description: and brown-gold scaly backs, this bird's back
was brown and was unmarked. These two plovers
have streaked throats which this bird did not
have. These two plovers have streaked breasts
which this bird did not have. The white above
the eye of this bird was clear and contained
no streaking as does the Black-bellied Plover.
The bird associated with Golden Plovers in
breeding plumage and one that was not so that
comparison could be made on the spot for the
two plumages

Behavior: The bird would associate with the other plovers
and would move up and down the waterway. On
some occasions the bird would disappear from
sight and only after diligent search would the
bird be found Taying down.

The bird was viewed with the sun at our backs
through a 25 x Bushnell Spacemaster scope.

It was seen by Jim Dinsmore and Mark Proescholdt
on the first evening and many others the next
day. The National Geographic field quide was
used for preliminary consultation.

This documentation was written July 17, 1986
from notes taken at the time of the sightings.

Hank Zaletel
715 West St.
Colo, Iowa 50056



§o-04

DOCUMENTATION FORM

Species”™ Mountain Flover
Hi Manvy? one
noation? Colao Ponos,
shitat? plowed fie.d
¥ and 10 July

2a uft field

| 1 e - 2 48-8100 pam.y «wlsS0

Ubhse s vers Hams and  add “EE

Jehors whio saws wird 1esi Z Froeschold 7 Jug : 3
il il a2 5 i QO e, i (RN T A O Doalddn

i LEe ermals vy (L

Descr iption ot bicrds

Shoreolrd, obviousliy plover Ly shaps et Di/ =y g anoul i s
size or slightly smaller dheair o kil cesr o llesser Guldea eooaweiy,
compatad directiy witp b o101 Lihwe Tielda.

Bill, legs «nd sves ~i1 Cark

Back appeso 0 Lo De s uncform brownish gray in color, no not:oeanle

flecks, speckling or other marks on it., if looked hard, could sse
slightly lighter color to the ends of some feathere on the back bul
not noticeably obvious

Undersides—breast and belly back to legs were a unitform brow: color,
about the same as the back or perhaps slightly lighter, irom legs back
to base of tail was white

Crown was dark browng when seen well, clearly darker Lhan the brown
found elsewhere on bird

Forehead distinctly white, lores white and a white stripe continuing
back above the eye end curving slightly down behind the eye, almost
comma shaped, thers did appear. to be & bit of brown that went from eve:
up to crown, separating white eye stripe from the forehead i
dark line through eve , : -

Chin region white and going down in YV toc meet the brown con the breast
Did not see in flight to get wing markings, did not note tail color

Similar species and how eliminated:By size, eliminates 2l1 except
Killdeer, golden, black-bellied, and mountain plovers

lack of belly band eliminates killdeer

The combination of no speckling on back, no streaking on breast, wiite
color on the underside behind the legs and the markings on the head
eliminate the other two plovers. None possess this combination of
COlOrS.e

The bird had more extensive brown on the undersides than any plates 1
can find but the general pattern ctherwise comes close to the Fobbins
for a bird in basic plumage. The crown was solid rather than
streaked, suggesting it may not have molted in that area yet

Viewing conditions and eguipment:pertly cloudy on 9th, overcast on
10th, used 20 power scop2 both days
Frevious expeiriencs with species: none

References consulted:rfobbinsg, Natl. Geographic Guide, Johnsgard
shorebirds of the world

How long before field notes were made? maos in field

How lang befors this form was completed? 20 hours

1]



DOCUMENTATION FORM for extraordinary-bird sightings in Iowa gg,o‘-"

What species? Moumtain  Plovev How many? |
Location? Co )6) PD'VU.‘_{Q e (5'4@«3 CQ)

Type of habitat? RQCQV\'H\-( PIQWEA ‘QQIJ Sumuﬂii‘rq S‘\MAU j)_ov\[q
When? date(s): :3’0\\&.{ 9. t%’é time:7-5Cpw. to ) &.50 ‘f'.g.'

Who?your name and address: Max K Poesc bo ld+ LESCD\ML, T oo
others with you: Hu\l( ’érqtd'el; Jim BlmSwu:Y‘Q

others before or after you: Boly Muexs Fromcis Meove, Sdeve DinvSrove AwStengs,
_ ) ) _ many others
Describe the bird(s) including only what you observed. Include size, shape, details

of all parts (bill, eye, head, neck, back, wing, tail, throat, breast, belly, under
tail, legs, feet). Also mention voice and behavior.

A bied Hat wes defwlely o Pover was inw a Reshly pbwed Field.
T+ hd @ bk bvwn ap and o shaking white line over i+« eye Huat
cucved dumwerds belgnd s eav acea, A had an wnsaaled, umsivedked
bvoun baek. T Wd quite o brownish, wnsheeaked breast aud Flamks which

wexe accented by o distiwetive white Howoat, TH had dark eyes oud
dax ¥ legs. zt was wlibe Fom the undexside ow it Jul Ho at least i+

lege axea, I saw + o U0 yaxds —60 yards away at difRcout fimes.

ocaasionally, i+ would vun acoumd o lot amd weve ouite a disfemce.
Leom whexe b hud beom, TH wes lacger Hum o Killdeer awd o
sh&,k;llecl Dowitcher amd about 4+he Some <ige as oo breedivg-pluwage
Soldewn Plver Hat was right beside i+ ow several occaSiowms,

imi i iminated: \ -l o Blel-bellled Plover (¢ grayer
e o] ey aad H e e ige Goldon phver hes o
Sheeaked, scaled baek awd sides which ave a darkec browwish color.

Did any one disagree or have reservations about identification? Ao

If yes, explain:

Viewing conditions: give lighting, distance (how measured), and optical equipment:

Sood viskilify — pectly cleav overhead and clewdy iw Hhe west, Sumligt behind
we . Disdancesd estimated .  £x 30 BivoculayS awd A2 X Scope -

Previous experience with species and similar ones:
Have Seam 1-2 mt Plover im Colevads amd wumecous basic pluwage Goldew + Bl~helled Phver
References and persons consulted before writing description:

i .“
NebflGeoq. Bivds of N Awmexica, Robbing’ Bixds of A AHMCR,WV\JPOLQ\\ Audieon guide - £ .

-£.4¢C,
How long before field notes made? whilke viewiwq

this form completed? “yuly 25 (986 \W: Awerie
MAIL TO: T. H. Kent, Field Reports Editor, 211 Richards Street, lowa City IA 52240
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DOCUMENITATIUN UF EXTRAORDINARY BIRD SIGHTING

Mountain Flover (1), 10 July 1¥8&, Lolo Fonds, Story Lo, LA
Ubserver: lhomas H. kent, Z11 Kichards St., lowa Lity, 1A S2240
Uther observers: Hetore: Hank Zaletel, Mark Froescholdt, Jim

Dinsmore.

With: iom Staudt, Francis Mocre, Hob Myers, Jim Fuller, Jim

Dinsmore, kEugene and Eioilse Armstrong.

lime: /:40 to E:30 a.m.
Habitat: +armland with glacial ponds, recently plowed area with
thin grass.
pDescription: The bird was found last night. We arrived at 6:00
a.m 1n moderate rain with poor visibility. wWe +ound a Lesser
Golden—Flover 1n breeding plumage and another plover with 1t.
Later when the rain subsided to a sprinkle, we tound both birds
1in the +ieild at about 100 yards. The bird we 1dentitfied as a
Mountain Flover had the foilowing teatures according to my notes
taken at 7:50 a.m.: slightiy smaller than Golden-rFlover, all
plain——no t+eather edging, gray to slightly brown back and top ot
head. dark top to tail., white rump and lower breast, light
gray—brown across breast, white throat, white eye line, prominent
white lores (forehead), 1n +light a taint line 1n secondaries,
otherwise wings and tail plain. Aftter viewing t1eld guides, at
B8:10 the following additions were made: cap darker than back
(bird seen head on looking down), eye and legs cark, darker edge
to +olded wing, size between Golden—Flover and Killdeer, closer
to Golden—-Flover. The bird appeared chunkier than the killdeers
in the same field, not necescsarily shorter. The posture was quite
similar to the Golden—Flover and 1t stayed with this bird when
+eeding and +lying.
Song: not heard.
Behavior: Running, teeding, +lving like typical plover.
Conditions: Heavy overcast with variable rain; about 73-100
vards; 20 x scope and Celestron scope (760 #).
Similar species: At +i1rst 1 thought the bird might be a basaic
plumage Golden—-Flover, but execellent looks with the Celestron
convinced me that there was no edging to any of the teathering as
would be expected with tolden—Flover i1n any plumage. The extense
gray across the breast suggests a basic-plumage bird. The legs
were dark, but the light was dark and the bird was 1n a muddy
+i1eld. ihe bird did not stand up 1n an erect posture like the
Colorado birds 1 have seen betfore. We did not observe the color
of the underwing linings. All other teatures +1t Mountain Flover.
Agreement: As t+ar as I know, all agreed.
Frevious experience: 1 have seen this species once i1n (Lolorado.
heferences/time used: Looked at National Geographic guide betore,
during and atter observation.
fime ot notes/typed: during observation/10 hours.



DOCUMENTATION FORM for extraordinary bird sightings in Iowa Kb'o"‘

What species?  2puw7# ) PLOVER How many? /

Location? £7oey CewuZy— 3 #1ss  EAT- YN/ - M of colo

Type of habitat? /Kepp €0  APLowél (/ELD

Waen? date(s): 7//&/?4 time: 7. Fosmto 7. S0 Ao

Who?your name and address: .;/—;ﬂ @Aﬁ{ & Koweaséuo x@.@c{ —@-M Cf?f’;: -Z;acg 522 %
others with you: es

others before or after you: 075

Describe the bird(s) including only what you observed. Include size, shape, details

of all parts (bill, eye, head, neck, back, wing, tail, throat, breast, belly, under
tail, legs, feet). Also mention voice and behavior.

T S gaE Bro s RATHEE oo L/GKT Koo BPPE IWTCL

Do T Er. THE foilolows  RRE THE FERTUELS A0TEEp -

(/] Srnps— Bops Srd Bl - Lo

(3) 28 — SANuTLG Smallée Tl LEDEE Goinfu ALotbe abgess
s Ny Laelte Fame SECTRAL S 0255E NELRES.

Ca) L TE LE  Rbovk FGE.
() toArTE TARRAAT

) Broid ot ¥ BAK Lol Lo sd LECKEE BRCE 4gy
o SPECKL DG 22 [y JHEe ool /o7 sLE,

[0) DRRALRME A7 BAIE 2  Blotw LruC-

() DRRLER ALY o) BzEesT

(8] 28K RECST

BRAIIE pPLiymbe €

LLAK LELLE) — ALIVEE

Similar species and how eliminated: o ccrge Gospfe PLovbEe — A2 SPECLLAMG
o) BREK .

LSy 0Y BARERS] WOT foiwy £i) TyiSE Bres)
Did any one disagree or have reservations about identification? AL

If yes, explain:

Viewing conditions: give 1ighting, distance (h-ow measured), and optical equipment:
CLERERT — LIGHT LA Bl S — F 2 AT

Rok ScepsE

Previous experience with species and similar ones: Ao sE

F
References and persons consulted before writing description:,ﬂéfécfmj WA T Jfgg/.
How long before field notes made?__ ~ R ELD this form completed? /2 Hesprs

UAIL TO: T. H. Kent, Field Reports Editor, 211 Richards Street, lIowa City IA 52240



DOCUMENTATION FORM for extraordinary bird sightings in Iowa %o ~o4
What species? Mountain Plver - C/urq/rja_s montines How many? /
Location? (oo Pads = Sfo';g Qan'/j/ )_:ZZI-
Type of habitat? Sawed Frold w4 g0/ o sém/ﬁ-@ o Ter

— L
When? date(s): -\\u‘/}' /L, /(98¢ time: 72/ 454/ to S5 £/
Who?your name and address: ; 57 o 26 SB2A0 ..

" ~ T p — 7 - - =1 ) bt more
others with you: /s /re, Jom AenT, Jom STord7s Jim Fulkr, bene" Clise fimsirong
others before or after you: flz,4 Zzéﬁ/‘

Describe the bird(s) including only what you observed. Include size, shape, details

of.all parts (bill, eye, head, neck, back, wing, tail, throat, breast, belly, under
tail, legs, feet). Also mention voice and behavior.

A Plover | ke bird obnd .Zme =izl @5 k:ﬂc/eer\ 7%)5 bind aoas .éz;]-cg/& a—?/g‘)ﬂ
meJnum bPCx.Dn C[)/or'. /Aé' /‘eoa/ 5‘/.940&?/61 a/an/ﬁer 5H:m:>n eofJ ana(d a’“”;i{,-?é orea &n
-roreltﬂﬂ("’ belceen b/ ¢ cop and 4 very ebrdus while sTree alove The eye 7hat
slightly curled behind he eye Check area was alo 2hR. Thral was whiZe. Fye
opparred large and Aok BV wos dork. Sreas was /547 bwon-/TVe lpffor coler
%0 Aﬂué /‘L),,A brewon ADCkf romp bod Ao while 5fo'f'6 or sTreols, Tai/ ?7fédreﬂ/£é;wé
(-L/acé'fa;)aj:;;:ﬂ-#é %:m:'nd/waﬂa[ Flooks were brocon wilk At oY )MQ% cobr 7';7 =
Lirh s was med. Lrocon ik a a’e?ﬁn.‘k TAm M"_fé 5 7['""?9 r“"”””‘"ﬁ ’/P"”# 'N‘:‘ w";’ﬁ—
scen in Sligat -  King /mu'ajr ¥ axifors wte 4”"/'79_"(5"‘4/ ronsed wings cwhen a1
cestS. Undulitl nsncts  pestision obdhmon. sweve wshiCapillock marks, preseid
Primaries (/ma/f;,ﬁ e:/ge a-( 49/;}5) cwos dorfer Amn g Is Seen cohen Ai»—c/;.;dc 5;77;;
.{;}72 .4:/»1'5_5 -g;/c/ecf .(o9 Oolor ceos JO/Z/ 75-055»641. af:paav-ec{ Cév‘k -

Bird ooe wbitli i Deadi
- J af{a;;:\fj n S f/dm.‘j&—'f)oss.;é{y @ ﬂﬂn_érpp/,hj Arrﬂ/ /‘n }'+S
ccond summer Tt remvined jn Losic f’)/ub»aﬁe Y/ year

L. 1hiTe Brort 0 3hTE Sobheod  prersll brown Cnd grogishoshr -

- =
imilar species and how eliminated: /~ o/der plovev in’ some Eﬂ;fu»mam
/he Qa//pwff-;g obcevued rnarks would be lpr-esc-‘-n‘f“ o /‘nwn_'to-n plover and ioT on golden,
h o while spols on Lroson back 2. ATC 2154 c7ripe 3. Aroon ish (an_r.‘f‘rméec(,)&wﬁ' 4 whle eycﬁ‘ne /
S dork cop £ whiTish a»rag Anikg +axifors 7 blackiih tr [ B.whiTe (m:i-b:b‘m Pnsfér.br- PARE PSS [ —
Did any’ one disagree or have reservations about identification? T dopt ik sp.
) .Iaﬂds a [T C'O'I’C;Z‘:Q/tdjﬂ 5'&&‘. — Bk < say é-}_-a/ should é:e s/-;hf’/%f
If yes, 8xpla1n. S maller TRes? A -~ an 7R bird j005 as 16 2% fifloe, — AusT </, /"7"7&
oA Ily
Smaller Thon 7o/oétm tf’éuet— o/so Fresen'f:
\jh):ewin conditions: give lighting, distance (how measured), and optical equipment:
r'nj 3 -'"/y/{/_hofﬁcaﬂ/ j&- ” Auf 0.’9 ﬂ&ﬂf— /’Mjﬂl(jﬂf.ﬂssj"' @e a_r,e[/ c;’@?gg&

ond 33X scepesS.

Previous experience with species and similar ones:/z/;,,cj, ﬂf,g,ﬂéﬁce wilk 5“"’[9’ plove éu%
hone w13 2rpentarn

References and persons consulted before writing description:

see -Aoc( ag page
How long before field notes made? o /r, this form completed? /a/a\/

MAIL TO: T. H. Kent, Field Reports Editor, 211 Richards Street, Iowa City IA 52240
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il C)u zjé’ V) 7%" """'f Yo ’é’ﬂ’i ﬁg\."me, 855 A{ofar{"fuc, /.bo(*rg —_— /ra 7‘9,—-

5. ﬂﬂa’/ﬂ' -Lan -.ﬁ(fé"-#:j ﬂ?as'fc‘w @;,aé

4 Fold Cuab7 Lestrn Bids — Rifevcos

& Phoers, SonctppersaSppec oF 16 fosrkd - Sehnsgored

4 B rats O‘S: SVor 7R Perioq = koLbine



DOCUMENTATION FORM for extraordinary bird sightings in Iowa 8[,,0‘{
what species? Mountain Plover (Chavadvivs mentanvs) How many? |
Location?__Z ny. E. of Colo o ths Shevy Co bourdey
Type of habitat? P|OW¢J/dijt(d Land wigy peel of wote ¢
When? date(s): Julj O (28C time: 7.50am. t0 £:4S swm.
Who?your name and address: Fvanc.s L. Moore, 33¢ fa.died S Wake loe (A S27073
others with you: Tom Kenl Tom Stavdt, Jim Foller €Eugene +€lose Aomstrens Bob Myes,
others before or after you: et Zalebel Steve Dinsmere D

Describe the bird(s) including only what you observed. Include size, shape, details

of all parts (bill, eye, head, neck, back, wing, tail, throat, breast, belly, under
tail, legs, feet). Also mention voice and behavior.

'Ti\is bivd was 1(;.4.\:1 L_, L,LM/L Z,_L.‘l»el o S Hee Compam = Alleenata p{um_,_r‘
boscis Gapdinn lovey, The $ixd wus Bpwasohell Fonailee T He (. Go (Lo Plover,
Lu+ hed similav ac.‘{i'--:—n_r. Tle ,"j" ad ﬂ.ew‘ weve b jrﬂ—g. 4 waeas ‘w‘n':#_ e Hew
Undav 4‘5,;‘ ct.v-t-r-‘(‘S inds Ha lowev Leﬂj [+ wes oy + bresuaish o Ha sides c{
Ha beeast . The bind had an overnll bl — wenk boff o o weash . [+ was
oi-m..:)'-bL bawn en Ha lDa.oJ(_. The bhead haed o “m’ coloved em.&é; whilte above
ol bolow He bill ol int He (erel ot bla.;l'cislxjus-} in ‘de o*(:“Hvu-u}L A
avo.nd Ha e Aves  and deai ‘-rm-o-'sk bvswin on Te an o'p%klnﬂf--i'a. [ Hle
dadeer ot He back. +he '{'kwtcu't WS c,Llw . wt\l‘le‘ Colevey, Tl '{nl|
had o davk tevminad bond g id was seon sithiag. ks Ha bird wethed avoo.d
a davie \DA-A.}:j 2het could be setn pn . uir...j_ The bied was also \'nq'ut-r t."fa"g‘-sl\
ool &6 crn ‘g&l M'\.ALLE n‘c ‘-\"N- Lﬁv@&*‘ +L4.4\ s ‘H-.L s'.les. Thar wes \{g..,u\j h?u
(L-&‘fa-LB woticlle) G‘,de Céﬁ'-*j on e dectials, Scapilays ond wing G serts. his bt
alse ked o l'ile meve Sq.aa_!-g appesvenee . |4 was ot Sose. in b gl wall and
ke voicl was haavd.

Similar species and how eliminated: L. Geoidow Plover has o move 5.,“71:&{4' gqu;t o~
e teedleds , sewpulavs o wing coverts becacse of wore [ c ¥ N I e Hom a
wore Specfled :‘E&d- Goldea 3o has dacker 'Hw“m-i

Did any one disagree or have reservations about identification?

If yes, explain: Everyone we> hesidont ot Fist bot bimiled Bond il abion b oitncin e
d ‘H"W:_? Proce s of eli.,.'n%i'a—mM mb--—aivw\- ot 'Futid \M-trft-t.&o L"\- pﬁ*“"’
Viewing conditions: give Tighting, distance (how measured), and optical equipment:

Ra'ning ot fornt e, seen in beight sunlight ob ogpwe. Se-75 yds ok elesest. usin g

1o xdo binccblavs | 2e% Boshrell +Rlascopt amd 33X Colestham €20 telos e pe. )

Previous experience with species and similar ones: Have Seom lods of besic plumsege. L s
Ré’f"iA% pt:"e/; and 1""."“' ""-‘c'_]" b"“;’ g‘“”“‘“‘tei e'i"“‘i"’abf“ :‘:]d p!‘-'ﬂ"'; M‘F-P"ﬂfnﬂ- with Uounatain p’;..wr‘
eferences and persons consulted before writing description: ... k. A, Tom § ¢

.)'.n‘\ D""MVL- discumion kﬁ"""—f e ‘,A el mads . e x Mt’ Ams‘l\n“ﬂs‘

How long before field notes made? IS min. this form completed? 3 c|~3.s

MAIL TO: T. H. Kent, Field Reports Editor, 211 Richards Street, Iowa City IA 52240



DOCUMENTATION FORM for extraordinary bird sightings in Iowa %o - o1

What species? Hiounfain f’//c/ér ; How many? /

Location?  (2/0  fends Swrry co.

Type of habitat? fleokf ploncd favm Fekl

When? date(s): 7Aufs. Jc,/;f Za. 74 time: 7.52 4. to D22 om
Who?your name and address: Bp7  ST#dT 317 lavborn Toun c,z,

others with you: Jim Opgmeove Jiar Fulfer. Toar Kent  Brb Piges Francs m% B nS ) Tengs —
7 7 I Fd

others before or after you: J.im Pinsmele

Describe the bird(s) including only what you observed. Include size, shape, details

of all parts (bill, eye, head, neck, back, wing, tail, throat, breast, belly, under
tail, legs, feet). Also mention voice and behavior.

C/l‘“‘iy 550({’(—, Iraby olEret/ color . |

WA FE Threa# | Fotehtad | Egcbron 3100 7haT  cav/Ed  cbwn dehind T e,
Eye l/ér7 dars. ,

Crewn 4 cavk grag, davktsr rhan any TRES poel oF W& depy,

84‘;‘/ winfS, and rumpP an wunt/echedS 7r¢7'4f‘/ufn. l/fr'? [T e o f
-4Mf7 m"rﬂ"“f ‘

Black fa,| FraThérs

Bregst o mid- .‘f//;r 4 Py . \
‘ Gha , 1,94 765 A cEn e
heats oF duLéF, / 7 7 b

£/qnk > wéf')ﬁf-l wndcr Al covertr wh,' Fe i"fﬁ -4"‘4, 6.7/ Blgc 4.
A Thir whfe wing Sfeip bas  nafed  in Pliph L

S e

Similar species and how el iminated: pled 4e//ibd  juvearc and keic plomagé have w7 ey
UpPErparts wnhite Vampf and bandry /.

[_’/Jﬁ,‘ r/,.z{‘-r' h&s ma T back f. Ffumf and  sr AP 57{‘-}’

Did any one disa;;r'ee or have reservations about identification?
j‘h_‘ff’fff rﬂc‘ ff‘ﬁt‘hd!‘ L TR bAtd TR an Gffcenalt /{.Nﬂc L s/ e ,?/f’x‘r‘ Jag/g&a

s lEms bur FRE cuolblgll biend 41655 YL BE ffOS pucTs  and
If yes, explain: ¥<#& /reblems . ¢
yes, exp et mwé-‘n/} nd CATE a Pamalmin flevér .

Viewing conditions: give lighting, distance (how measured), and optical equipment:
iyc-rfaff ﬁ!“‘?;?N?' o - /ZQYJS €sr 20X 2 S.S_F Sceple

Previous experience with species and similar ones:, B td Colde Plovers
n,,.fw:fh THh% 5/5’81‘6 S nwMméraad s . 54TFS of Virion? pharsy . Pt e
L. _ o ’,f;,:c B rds oF V. UMErica
References and persons consulted before wr1t1n’g’descr1pt1on:ﬁ/ﬂ’ > e
A&7 «F
How long before field notes made? rbsepvafion this form completed? ssméc e .
7

MAIL TO: T. H. Kent, Field Reports Editor, 211 Richards Street, lowa City IA 52240



DOCUMENTATION FORM for extraordinary bird sightings in Towa g6 o4

What species? lMountain Plover How many? one

Location? Colo pot holes - about 3 miles east of Colo, Jowa (Story County)

Type of habitat?__a firly recently worked field with a2 broad deep water way $huns $6.
When? date(s): 10 Julv 1686 time: g.)¢ t0__7 om CosT

Who?your name and address:_ Poul lertochiing 11 20 Vapcton Ames, Touwa 50010

others with you:_ Cal 2 Zernie Knight FHank Zaletel & oihers

others before or after you: Many - I think it was first seen by Hapk Zaletel,

Describe the bird(s) including only what you observed. Include size, shape, details
of all parts (bill, eye, head, neck, back, wing, tail, throat, breast, belly, under
tail, legs, feet). Also mention voice and behavior.

Plover shape - perhaps a bit smaller than the =dult and the juvinel Lesser

Golden Flovers that were more or less associzted with it. Plover type beak.

Head: very dzrk crown with white over beak and going bock over the eyes.

Rack nlain lite-medium brown with no markings. wings plain medium brown mg .

no obvicus fecther edgings,longer wing feathers darker, tail darkT throat ’““’7—."
white,belly white, undertail coverts white, bresst with pale brownish wash. fareiin
lezs very light colored.

imilar species and how eliminated: ~ I
Sdgli}&en rlover ‘aqe'b was scretimes v‘glo.yso 858" gn%tz.'es _5%%{,&t%ﬁngzlagl%llérlﬁgggr

on the Golden Plover were Very indis;binct and it also had defgnite skeaks on
its bresst. It also had derk lezstSpeckled™bacl,
Did any one disagree or have reservations about identification?_no

If yes, explain:

Viewing conditions: give lighting, distance (how measured), and optical equipment:

sun to west, bird to my east. was partly cloudy - tho several times seen with
sun shining.

Previous experience with species and similar ones: pever seen before
References and persons consulted before writing description:

How long before field notes made? irmedistely _ this form completed? next day

MAIL TO: T. H. Kent, Field Reports Editor, 211 Richards Street, Iowa City IA 52240



