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Records Committee: IBL 63:70
VOTE: 3 A-D, 4 NA

A-D, Description of primaries, "comma"™ noticed on sitting bird
and leg color good for Slaty-backed, and help eliminate Lesser
Black-backed.

A-D, Despite the documented presence of other dark mantled
gulls at the Quad Cities this winter and the corresponding
possibility of confusion with them, this record appears to be
correct. The combination of leg color and mantle description
appears to eliminate both Lesser and Great Black-backed Gull
(Lesser by pink legs, Greater by gray, not black mantle). Firming
up the identification is the presence of white in the wingtips
separating the gray mantle from the black of the primary tips --
a good field mark for this species. The broad white trailing edge
to the wing is subjective, but supportive. Also supportive is the
fact that this species has been found in this location in the
past. If this record is indeed correct, this could easily be the
same bird -- instances of accidental species (including gulls)
reappearing in the same location for several years in a row are
not unprecedented. I am concerned that of all the birders in the
Quad Cities this winter, no one else saw the bird.

NA, The pink legs, size, and dark back eliminate all gulls,
but Slaty-backed and Western. The trailing edge description of
the primaries is similar enough to both that I cannot eliminate
either. The recent vagrancy pattern would favor a Slaty-backed
Gull.

NA, An experienced observer sees a gull for 10 minutes and
writes a perfect description of a Slaty-backed Gull. That brings
out an incredible set of unlikely circumstances. There were many
gull watchers on the Mississippi this year and no one else saw a
bird that looked like this one? The two accepted Mississippi
Slaty-backed Gulls were seen by 100s of people and photographed.
I believe that this observer has misidentified several gulls in
the last few years. I assume that 120 m. from the Iowa shore is
still in Iowa. Why was an Illinois documentation form used?

NA, Documentation not detailed enough to describe this species
beyond reasonable doubt. Similar species not completely
eliminated as described.

NA, The details provided could fit a Slaty-backed Gull, but I
feel that they also could fit an adult Great Black-backed Gull
which would be a much more likely bird to appear in Iowa on the
Miss. River. The size range on length of a Slaty-backed Gull is
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24"-27" and the size range of a Great Black-backed si 28"-31" and
for a Herring Gull is 22"-26". So essentially all three gulls
could be the same size especially seen from 120 meteres away.
Also, at this distance a dark mantled adult gull could seem to
vary in the darknmess of its mantle. For such a rare possibility
I wish more details were provided. I have enough doubts at this
time to vote NA.
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Mail this completed form to: Avian Ecology Program, Natural Heritage Division
Dept. of Conservation, Springfield, IL 62701

If you have observed a common bird species during a season of abundance, verification is
achieved simply by returning there again in season. If, however, the observation involves a
rare species, or a common species out of season or at an unusual location, and you wish to
share this experience with the scientific community, special documentation is necessary.

An acceptable documentation consists of one or more of the following: a collected, diag-
nostic specimen; a diagnostic photograph; a diagnostic recording of the bird's voice; or, an
accurate and detailed written description of the observation. It must be emphasized that a
request for documentation is not an affront, but an effort to perpetuate a record by obtain-
ing concrete evidence which may be permanently preserved for all to examine. This procedure
is required for every extraordinary observation irrespective of the observer.



