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Black-headed Grosbeak Record Number: 82-10 
20 May 1982 Classification: NA 
Rush Lake, Palo Alto Co., IA , 
*R. Harms, Mrs. K. Sernett (letter) 
IBL, 52:617 53:36 

DOCUMENTATION 

Mrs. Ken Sernett 
Ronald Harms 

REFERENCES 

Field Reports: IBL 52:61 
Records Committee: IBL 53:36 

VOTE: Ii-IIl1l, 6-IV 

IV, No real description. 
IV, At least a hybrid, need eyeline color for full species. 

Poor deatil. 
IV as bl.h., III suggest hybrid, Rush Lake -- little descr. 

exc. breast. Grous farm --no desc (sernett). 
IV, Insufficient documentary details for a nonhybrid 

identification. 
IV, Most likely a hybrid, based on location and date. 

REVOTE (at meeting, 20 November 1982): no change
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Summary of Review of an Ornithologic Observation 

by the Records Commtittee 

of the Iowa Ornithologists ' Union 

SPECIES :Black-headed Grosbeak 

DATE SEEN: 20 May 1982 

Mabel Grous' grove, Pocahontas Co., I 
SITE OF OBSERVATION: Rush Lake, Palo Alto “i se o., Iowa 

OBSERVERS: sernett, Harms 

DATE OF REVIEW: 22 August 1982 

METHOD OF REVIEW: mail vote 

CLASSIFICATION OF RECORD: IV 

COMMENTS : The records committee felt that the descriptions submitted were not 
sufficient to rule out the possibility that these birds were hybrids 
between Black-headed and Rose-breasted Grosbeaks. Such hybrids are 
common in eastern Nebraska and eastern South Dakota and so would be 

_ expected to occur in Iowa as well from time to time. Female hybrids 
would be very difficult if not impossible to distinguish from female 
Black-headed grosbeaks since this species is itself somewhat variable 
Points that would indicate that a female was a pure-black-headed — 
rather than a hybrid would include yellowish or brownish head-striping, 
bright. yellow underwing converts, warm yellow/brown underparts, as es 
on the bird observed, and reduced streaking on the underparts. - - oe 
But it should be repeated that it may be impossible to identify pure : 
female Black-headed Grosbeaks in the field. 

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. SS , 

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 
II] = acceptable sight record documented independently by 3 or more observers 

—JII = 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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‘DOCUMENTATION FORM for extraordinary bird sightings in Iowa 2.-(0 

“What species? G/2k- Leaded brcsbewxk $___ Howmny? »y 2 £ 
aed 

i. | iv | 
Location? SeeZs s/he Mush hake Lb Mh 6. dad Liable Ciexs, geeve, [ape bys Toe €. 

Type of habitat? Cie 2 weeds 
, oe ‘3 pecdl/ oe 7 Anh Sonne wereld OC PC EC oTHe 

time: to 
Norr/d Hervns y Adu rers | 

| Who?your name and address: 4,, Serpe a Lgusens aad Stihl, fLocic inex Med 

When? date(s): 

others with you: en 8 eae I r Aan hal he ¢- af. Lhe hete bal bhe vw Ge ueT 

| Sp enced bf rders |? f They a: Aare ey #3 Gnd rhe brid 

others before or afte er you: sg7Z Leng Cueng h fev (Ore ry cx tae Liwmpars / rt 

; é fetersens «de | : 
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 peNevr. OF okhose E Bcneen¥ The 

Ove Pe 7 he Sob le OC fous ter ¢ — C&S Po a i OS SOC AR. JOR Fe Fs Lo we bx 

i. A CF rreace a 4 Se reves, F fe wae what Ys wes whe «a sie. 

Mabe whe sig a ol JVwlee sa The ee - wa: Theral SELLS Pe Jhew 

cath d ates aad Tween” A 4. 7 a five Se : ad - fans 

ater Mebie ee et te 

7 Vag pay, lig hT 

| 

et 7 2 
pad he pisibl slreakity OQ /7 th. - “'$ 

be anor 7 Tape
d 

fer Seveuo/ 
es 70, gad Ad

sr'7 Geca seer singe: 

dis’ ca tnTod T
he? 5 ee df

! dv ee <— 

[4 e Vaud Deb le 
Sa pole: fae, 

bec fe . 

Pe p3se7? / pole. ‘ {"té
 den Crone or Foes ay ea

s = rp 

Similar species and how eliminated: There were meay $ ¥ hese dnciifivd Prewad 

Tr Compare | | 

Did any one disagree or have reservations about identification?. es 

If yes, explain: fray Co mmem / we & Fee hent Cas usaad 

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

fighTag © Pas é -_ dasa oe . @ ees x Fietd eleises 

TA sTanes ‘ bheatl  2@s 7 Se yb 
we Gate bresTed ae 3 

Previous experience with species and similar ones: ¥e 
, cf. oe ll eg he webs aap Alem 

a and persons consulted before writing description: the pore 

« 97 Uh + ‘ns ~~ Ver Sens Gictide 

How aks Ato field notes made? this form completed? + «<< hs 

Ahn Serae sl Aad sywos 7 ot te, Je hee: r aw &/ TTen : A. Jere we > anil bth Ve | rae 

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


