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

BIRDS: VERIFYING DOCUMENTATION OF AN EXTRAORDINARY SIGHT RECORD,

darniwon
Species !'Eééf\f:f —L‘éEEgEEé _@_"ﬁ !‘fi(i‘ L (Dendrﬂ-"f-f« gﬂ.ﬂaﬁ?ﬁ Number: [

Location B‘fm‘kS'-C/E T‘glrrk g ﬁrhrs gfort/ Coa-«‘{t‘,f, l_gwa;

pate: J ay 1978 5. Time Bird seen: 0 7 45 to. O7:9Y%
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 only what actually was seen in the field):

bng;{r,- yellow throat , black cheeks with whitespot behind each check, white stripe
ctbove eye Lilack ﬁ'oF of head, white wnderscide ; b lack Itf‘!u(\’llh‘g an 5‘.‘7/‘{'51
bl«ck and White u’”“ﬁ . P[a'[h cjray fot\c/( CAdhsinj Yo black at hec‘.f(

It was Soraging so we gat cij(:ccf Jeoks at all  parts o' Lhe Lc'dy.

Description of voice, if heard: hohe heard
Description of behavior: -f’htt--\j *n Shvub

Habitat - general: park hear- Towa Stale Unlvers ity ‘
SPECifiC: dt" -dncus LL.':.'-:({S w i th ‘f’har.\)( t-rd\nlfs = heay %{fﬂﬁ"w’ CV‘FC k

Similarly appearing species which are eliminated by questions 6, 7 & 8, Explain:

5
Black burnian wavbler - fj’\raafl:nbrc'f]k{ yellow, not orange , White workf'njs on
ace ) hot L/(tf/ﬂ:‘/ ov erange . Saw faf O'F head reall y we I + was all black

Distance (how measured)? &beut /0 m cway ‘-;551“"‘"“') 12, ‘Optical equipment: 7 x 35 &inces
lﬁb!ﬂt 5 h-c)(m (5 Tee

Light (sky, light on bird, position of sun in relation to bird and you):
Sk\.’ {’fcur)‘c.f ) ‘z!}tlf‘( overcast , Couldn¥ See swn af ﬂl/' Saw bivd ru’_a”(f we ll Qsﬂunsf -’ﬂf[}e[ dﬂ"k'

Previous experience with this species and similarly appearing species: Tree frunk
T wnever saw Chis species before, bt T Know cwarblers prelty well (btlr\.ﬂ '(rcy“ ]')h;..c)

Other cbservers: ;... Beden, Larence Lewis (Om,mcr,ﬂ o lass)

Did the others agree with your identification? VY, .

Other observers who independently identified this bird:

(;9(‘}' rrl’fdt‘rlfk (G -ft’u’ d"ﬁs bt"{( Ye IR Same P:H’K)
Books, illustrations and advice consulted, and how did these influence this description:

Ruobbin's Breds of North America ' "
didn't indluence rfsfsc'-r.-p(.‘cr, jug{ cdonfirmed [t

How long after observing this bird did you first write this description? & howrs

87 -
C {@m_ Q %-/frfn\. Address: Dept: of Pnimal Ecoleay , TSU
— .

Signature
Date: Y Whao 1978 City, State: PAmes Lowa 5aoll
U

(over)



If you watch birds solely for your own enjoyment, there really is no need to
describe your observations in writing. But, if you have secen something unusual and
want to share this experience with others, a written description is eséential. 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 regionmal bird lists who
probably will insist that records be scientifically sound? All these critics will
investigate your observation not becausec 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 necessarvy. The best documentation
is a collected specimen, and many bird students ineist this is the only acceptable
evidence. However, others recognize the importance and reliability of sight records
accumulated by the experienced field observer, and maintain chal even excraordinary
sight records are acceptable if accompanied by an adequate verifying description.

It must be emphasized that a request for documentation is rot 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.



