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Lesser Black-backed Gull Record Number: 87-29
29 Dec 1987 Classification: NA
Saylorville Res., Polk Co., IA

*Eugene Armstrong, *Engebretsen

also 30 Dec; IBL 58:56, 76

DOCUMENTATIONS

Eugene Armstrong, 29 Dec

Bery Engebretsen, 30 Dec
REFERENCE

Field Reports: IBL 58:56

Records Committee: IBL 58:76
VOTE: 4-III, 1-IV, 1-V, 1l-no vote

III, but barely. Form from Engebretsen is illegible so went
just on brief description from Armstrong. Sounds like this was a
sub-adult with brownish in wings and still a tail band. Size and
mantle color indicates this species although leg color sure would
have helped. Western Gull not eliminated but rather unlikely.

V, Banded tail indicates subadult bird. Mantle should not be
all black, but neither observer was able to see more detail at
1/4 mile. Second-winter does not have a prominent tail band, and
first-winter does not have a black mantle. Could be a hybrid--but
we have a lot more to learn before being able to call these. Too
bad this interesting bird could not have been seen better.

III, Could not read Engebretsen documentation well enough to
make a decision from it. Armstrong documentation well done,
describes what most likely is a 2nd winter Lesser Black-backed
Gull from size and overall coloration. Some items from
Engebretsen help substantiate Armstrong.

IV, Engebretsen’s documentation could not be read at all.
Armstrong’s was likely a correct ID but more description would
help eliminate possibilites such as a wierd herring gull or an
exotic western gull or slaty-backed gull. Bill and leg
description would have been most helpful.

III, Couldn’t read Engebretsen, but Armstrong has good size
comparison. Assumption that really rare gulls not a possibility.’
'no vote, One of ttem illegible. Other not too helpful.

REVOTE: 3-III, 3-IV, 1-V

IV, I agree that at that distance and a remote possibility of
another dark backed species of that size leaves too much doubt
about the identity of this particualr bird.

IV, while the ID may be correct, the sketchy details given do
not convince me beyond reasonable doubt.

III, Would have helped if secy rewrote Engebretsen’s descr.
below in black ink and noted it was what he seemed to write.

IV, Lack of detail a problem--does not clearly eliminate other
possibilities, although unlikely.

III, Please please please retype illegible documentations
before xeroxing. I know its a nuisance.
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(Iowa, M:.ssoun, Illinois, Infiiana, Kentucky, Ohio)
27-24

BIRDS: VERIFYING DOCUMESTAIION OF AN EXTRAORDINARY SIGHT RECORD.
species_ _oteagew Blu by P b .\ ‘LM.% 2, Number: Done )
Location _ _Sg AR vatw /5%»&—1—%
D_atc;_: ’D’EJMM Q‘}’-/?th * 5, Time Bird seen: ?,‘JB 4 9% to )y 400 a,m;

-Description of size, shape and color-pattern (describe in great detail all parts of the

plumage,. and beak and feect coloration, in addition, to the diagnostic characteristics,
but include only what actually was seen in the field):
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74 Description of voice.; if heard:
8. Descript:.on of behavlor
9. I'[ab?.ta - general: W .;7‘1—1:—:/ s i -QW-J.J.«L
specific: - -
10. Similarly appearing species which are eliminated by questions 6, 7 & 8, Explain:
11. Déatance (how measured)" P sesere ry il Y ¥ 12, ‘Optical equipment°
M/ud-d L | 'B“H-ul—d
13. Light (sky, light on :er, position of sun in relation to bird and you) .
14, Previous expegence with this species %nd similarly appearing species:
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i 2.0 M 0 Nasle ) B2 iforar.)
16. Did the others agree with ycur identification?
17. Othe.r observers who independently identified this blrd'
e
18. Books, illustratio@s and advice consulted, and how did these influence this descript:l.on’
19. How long after observing this bird did you. first write this description?
CELW m Address:_/Jsr pra ‘—Qﬂx_)
Signature . o
Date: Do, 249-/9¢ 7 City, State:
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(Lowa, :-[isgéufi,- Illmoi.s, ihdiaha':'xéntucky, Ohio) :
£7-29

BIRDS: VERIFYING DOCUHENTATION OF AN EXTRAORDINARY SIGHT RECORD.
1. Species it SS Av Q {ﬁ-o (< @*—‘- 1%» -f gu [/ ? ? 2. Number: /
3. Location \5;—)/ [\'. oy .’ic |

4. Date: 11/30 /f‘/’ ' 5. Time Bird seen: /Q as to /Qiy 4H

6. Description of size, shape and color-pattern (describe in great detail all parts of the
plumage,. and beak and fect coloration, in addition, to the diagnostic characteristics,
but include only what actually was seen in the f].eld)
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7. Description of voice, if heard: A4

8. Description of behavior: P,V;Q;,.,t ) {‘{7”‘7 w2 7 ?4,99_

9. Iabitat - geueral: . . J
specific: Gl ) ey fropen for s of opem @,
10. Similarly appearing species which are eliminated by questions 6, 7 & 8, Explain:
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11. Distance (how measured)? ‘@_ ’*'Ve = (‘”&W’e—ﬂ 12, ‘Optical equipment: LOX Fupe
13. Light (sky, light on bird, position of sun in relation to bird and you): W S -

15, ;:::%.ous experience with this species and similarly appeariung species: S Aou G~
by ¢ 1ll2algd)

15. E(J?:’I‘;f;: cbservers: MM/ A 'ﬁ‘gr'f‘ V-wt, Q%, ;‘(ca’t@tﬂ-—w

16. Did the others agree with your identification? Vs

17. Other observers who independently identified this bi.rd: Aw.:a:rw],a
18. Books, illustrations and advice consulted, and how did these influence this description:

19, How long after observing this bird did you. first write this description? <;. L,-..,u
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