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28 Apr 1990 Classification: NA
DeSoto N.W.R., Harrison Co., IA

Mary Cook Babcock

IBL 60:65,72, 62:22

DOCUMENTATION

Mary Cook Babcock
REFERENCES

Field Reports: IBL 60:65,72

Records Committee: IBL 62:22
VOTE: 4 A-D, 3 NA

NA: I can not accept just a blackbird with large white wing
patches. What about bill shape? Did it have rounded wings in
flight? Not enough information in the document. I’ve seen many
Lark Buntings but none perched in trees.

NA: Your description and effort is much appreciated. Perhaps
there is not quite enough detail to fully evaluate. From personal
experience I know how quickly details can fade and this is
possible with the six day span between the observation and any
written notes.

NA: This description, while suggestive of Lark Bunting, lacks
enough detail to be positive. For example, the shape of bill is
not described, nor is the shape of the wing patch.

A-D: Brief but convincing description from the most likely
location in Iowa.:

A-D: Distance and lighting conditions not given. Assuming good
light and a good look at the bird, so Bobolink can be eliminated,
I am voting A-D. :

A-D: Since no other colors but white patch on wing and all
black bird I can see this being no other species but a Lark
Bunting. Shape not really described but description of coloration
and placement of white patch on wing adequately eliminates any
other species.

A-D: I believe this distinctive bird would only be mistaken
for a Bobolink which has a buffy hindneck and much more white
that just on the large wing patches. A Bobolink is quite
distinctively marked. This looks like a good early record of a
Lark Bunting for Iowa.

RESULT OF 2ND REVIEW: 4 A-D; 3 NA

NA: I feel there was not enough details for me to be
completely sure. Perhaps I look in the wrong counties for this
bird, but I always felt farther north in the grain counties where
they used to nest was the best location.

NA: We appreciate your efforts. Probably just not enough
detail was given to be certain.

NA: This description does favor Lark Bunting, but as this bird
is quite rare in Iowa, I feel more detail is needed to accept.

A-D: I am little perplexed at the NA votes on this record. A
breeding plumage Lark Bunting is very distinctive, and very easy
to identify. Unless I am missing something, a small, all black
bird with conspicuous white wing patches can be no other U.S.
bird than a Lark Bunting. I do not see how the observer’s
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failure to described bill shape, wing shape, or the shape of the
wing patch could have added anything to this description but
bulk. While additional detail is always encouraged and welcome,
we have a description here that is beyond reasonable doubt. I do
agree with the one NA voter that was concerned about the length
of time between the sighting and the documentation. However, we
have a bird with simple enough markings that should persist in
one’s memory for six days.

A-D: Lark Bunting is the only small all black bird w/ a white
wing mark besides Yellow-headed Blackbird and Bobolink I can
think of. Because these are so obvious and would be almost
impossible to mistake I can accept this report.

A-D: What could this swallow sized black bird with white
patches be but a Lark Bunting? With only two colors and small
size to remember I would say the six day lapse is of little
consequence here. What else could it be? Location is very good
for this species also.

A-D: Acceptable details. The observer is to be commended for
documenting this bird for Iowa most likely after talking with
other birders about its rarity in Iowa.
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