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VOTE: 4 A-D, 3 NA | 

A-D: field marks well described. 
A-D: This identification is reasonable but documentation is 

barely adequate. Underwing pattern should be fairly uniformly 
light or "silvery" through all primaries, not just "silvery well 
into primaries". Brown smudge behind eye can be present in 
Herring Gulls as well. Main convincing feature is upperwing 
surface desribed as uniformly light to tips although this is 
often not strictly true for this species. Suggest observer refer 
to comments by Zimmer (The Western Bird Watcher, 1985) and 
Kaufman (Advanced Birding, 1990) for more complete information on 
problems of Thayer’s Gull identification and the need to describe 
all features more completely and carefully. 
Since the tail pattern wasn’t described, why couldn’t this have 
been an Iceland Gull? 

N-A: Despite their apparently annual occurrence in Iowa, 
Thayer’s Gull sightings should be accompanied by thorough 
documentations. Specifically, Iceland Gull not eliminated, except 
possibly by smudge through eye, which is not always reliable. 

A-D: Proper first year Thayer’s Gull description supported by 
six others. 

NA: Description of color is sketchy; detail of upper and lower 
surface sketchy or non existent. I cannot say beyond reasonable 
doubt whether this is a Thayer’s Gull or not. 
A-D: A few more details such as upper tail pattern would have 

been helpful. Also, I couldn’t make out 1 or 2 words on the 
documentation. But this sounds like a good Thayer’s Gull. 

NA: A brief description. If I did not believe Thayer’s to be 
expected/regular, I would not think this documentation contained 
sufficient detail. Definitely borderline A-D, no mention of 
possibility of Iceland caused N-A vote. No mention of 
presence/absence of tail band significant in assigning N-A. 
REVOTE: 2 A-D, 5 NA 

A-D: I believe details are conclusive enough to accept 
document. 

NA: On the first round I said that description was "barely 
adequate". In view of comments from other NA evaluators, I will 
err on the conservative side and feel there is reasonable doubt. 

NA: I found nothing in the A-D votes to make me change my 
mind. Most seemed to be just marginally convinced. I agree with 
the NA and the A-D that Iceland not eliminated. Also, the fact 
that there were six other Thayer’s in the state does not



Records Committee, Iowa Ornithologists’ Union Printed: 08/06/93 
Thayer’s Gull 24 Nov 1989 RC No. 89-45 (cont) 

necessarily mean that there were seven. 
NA: I concur with the other NA comments that Iceland not 

completely ruled out. Thayer’s Gull should require a combination 
of reliable field marks to adequately describe this species. This 
documentation does not contain this combination with enough 
detail in order to be sure that what was described was actually 
(without a reasonable doubt) a Thayer’s Gull and not another 
species. 

NA: I am changing my vote to NA because the Iceland Gull was 
not eliminated. However, I find it hard to believe that these 
observers would pass up an Iceland Gull. 

A-D: This is a sketchy documentation and more details 
certainly would be of value. More information on coloration of 
gull would be helpful and certainly tail pattern information is 
needed. Howerver, I feel that the brief description does describe 
a Thayer’s Gull and that body color of brown or tan would 
eliminate barely the consideration of a first year Iceland Gull. 

NA: Possibility of Iceland remains-no mention of tail pattern 
or detail of wingtips.
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Describe the bird( s) including only what you observed. Include size, shape, details of all parts (bill, eye, 
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