
Middlewestern Prairie Region 
(Iowa, Missouri, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Ohio) 

. BIRDS: VERIFYING DOCUMENTATION OF AN EXTRAORDINARY SIGHT RECORD. 

1. spectes___Y¢L/o tp egeshicebemmllllimsililtatiimens 2. Nimber:___/ 
3 Location A/a a: “et By = r Zul Ps Ve. Pi ets ya Co? Pou. 

4. Date: aL / f37 9 5. Time Bird seen: /O, 2O to /0'735 A. [icy 

6. Description of size, shape and color-pattern (describe in great detail all parts of the 
plumage, and beak and feet coloration, in addition, to the diagnostic characteristics, 
but include ia what actually was seen in the field): 

th "Oo 4 ¢ vellow, exvteass 7 to upper breast, lo nev bree 

+ helly whrtish rarteipe kage tes treated vith b facf 
Uh ¢ fh 3 Wath a oy re e yer Eom Io¢ Lt to beche f- Lead wh ; Ye 

Spe a beh oe a w tru &, A ot ee Fe le beflou CYe -, Back i Bai 
Up wu g S 4 vay (sh. b lac ty Come 2 hte Ut ng har; L can black 2 beet, /} 

7. Description of Vite if heard: / Ou Argertes of netes. Hee 10, paler 2 ¢ back 

8. Description of behavior: ? $436 3 oro exposed perehgs, ae a se 

9. Habitat i: general: C gees A be He vir — | tA notes -c @& a a egal ae 38 m'§ ing 

specific: Jb» Ye mw la: d forest, (arqe lee tie a Dev Ss Panch beou/, ~ 

FC ORES: BF Oy Ore Aenrs Po rex, rr bee yel/ SPeced, 

10. Similarly appearing species Ber § are _pliminated by questions 6, 7 & 8, Explain: 

Blackburn’ au Ldn oe Pat mee +f tot, ott h Gh Sater se 

~/ 
areas remit u 

11. Distance (how measured)? (/o~- /(O 12. Optical —— (ON SS 200. 
ar ngES, 

| Light (sky, light on bird, position of sun in re ation,_te bird and you);, A Of SS s; Cop e 
Overcas bhrA recn FTHIMSST jh ee eee, ion ured shee 

14. Previous _, with this s ee ,and similarly appe ee species: Alz,- : ) 

/0 times ects ous ly “4 hi CPi Th Et Feu th Shu ou Ate ne a bout f 13. mia observers: yone vrei 5 reds» 

vas 5 fa ud 
16. Did the others agree with your identification? — 

417. Other observers who independently identified this bird: 222 holoew 

18. Books, illustrations and advice consulte and sad did these influence this. descr i iriigs 

* keeled bo bhings es ce ve err car, this Croat Crne my (ob 

19, How long after observing this bird did you first write this description? % 0 min? 

bLa2tn 0, GAC mares: 235% Cable. J] 
Signature 

Date: __ 0) / Aa [F ZS City, State: Pa! Abu foast. c oo ae 5 2gos 

s WG - BY Arrer anforetiudl Fomroves et of Save CoLy hoe mtn He bi) 



If you watch birds solely for your own enjoyment, there really is no need to 
describe your observations in writing. But, if you have seen something unusual and 

want to share this experience with others, a written description is essential. It is 
true your immediate friends who know and respect your ability probably will accept 
your report without question, but what about those who do not know you, particularly 
the bird students 100 years from now who cannot know you? Also, what about the habitual 
skeptics? And most importantly, what about the compilers of regional bird lists who 
probably will insist that records be scientifically sound? .All these critics will 
investigate your observation not because they assume you are wrong, but merely because 
they ordinarily expect verification. Whether the individual demanding verification 
realizes it or not, in doing so, he is employing a basic rule of the scientific method. 

If your observation involves a common 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, verification 
is not obtained easily and special documentation is necessary. The best documentation 
is a collected specimen, and many bird students insist this is the only acceptable 
evidence. However, others recognize the importance and reliability of sight records 
accumulated by the experienced field observer, and maintain that even extraordinary 
sight records are acceptable if accompanied by an adequate verifying description. 

It must be emphasized that a request for documentation is not an affront, but an 
effort to perpetuate a record by obtaining concrete evidence which may be permanently 
preserved for all to examine. This procedure is required for every extraordinary 
observation irrespective of the observer. 

It should also be pointed out that with the great photographic equipment now 
available, species identification from photographs are possible. Such species 
documentation are highly desirable and should be sent to the state editors or to 
large museums.


