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

BIRDS: VERIFYING DOCUMENTAION OF AN EXTRAORDINARY SIGHT RECORD.

.| Speesies _Tgliﬂﬁehd’g SQll'tQI'fﬁ gmamdgstgs tgguth"ﬁ. Number: OVJC
3. Lecdtion a;;; ngh e (T : v n Y o l“a','

9.45 .00
4. Pate; Ian”aﬂél L5 1978 5. Time Bird seen:__A, to ” A M.

6. .-Ieseription of size, shape and color=pattern (describe in great detail all parts of the
plumagz, and beak and fest coloration, in addition, to the diagnostic characteristics,
butiineclude only what actually was seen in the field):

Size: slightly smaller than a Rebin, SHAPE: A shim, long tqiled Rlue b;m('lcifKE, IJ)
Color: A uniform grey s S“jhf.ly lighter on underparts (CSP.EC“Q'” thveat ‘3:" <y
with  black wih35 and, tail. &[//f Tatq/{y dark, b/dCKlS!l,bf/ 5h4/0€ '.Sh.m andl
rathen thrischdiKe. Legs: Dark, Eye: Oank. Dctailed Plumage s Distinct white

eYering. DarK prliman: TR ter Coverts,y with
: ari€es ;, Secondqries, amcf grea . '
‘S""'S“‘zyeffow bfw %m;s :hiddle of wing Feathevs (seen only m -nght).

Lail ' Was long and o ark with distinet white boarders on 2 oqt sicle Feathers

: . i netes
7. Deseription of voice, if heard: Iha'cviduql short, mellow, whistlin tor E‘Pi:‘?&fb
about q second or more apant i series. Call hear aboyt ™ twenty ti .

8. Deseription of behavior:wWqs seen "'-QEdihj ek j“ﬂ;PEV‘ berr.{”é‘
. ‘ exposure, Cove red AIPE Grass, Jun|pers,
9. Hahitat - general: A piver bluff with @ Seuthern Bkposure, o DR, nper

specific: geqptered :ﬁ‘“iFCP‘S(-’ to 4 Mefersltaﬂ_) on dn}j‘ FOCKJ .SIOPC'
0. Similarly adring species which sra alimirated by gquestions &, ‘8, Explain:
" Mockingtivd: Had no large pabches of white, Teve coloy was derik hob yeor
ShriKe species: Had no masK onother darK facial patlern, bill different,
Grey Catbird: Had white in tail and eye "“17' SHape ol Feredd also.
1. Disnange (how megsured)? Fprom 00melte€rs to withm 12, Optical equipment: 7!35
2.5 meters (estimation ), Bushnell ¢ ustom Biveculars

Pk

13, Lignt (sky, light on bird, pesition-of sun in relation to bird amd you):
Occasion good sunlight at my back or ovev-shoylder :
L4, Previous experjencs with this speeles and :':?":";Lw:ij' appearing species: The Sohtq'“'el §
was obseryed by me in Colerade during 1977, As well as priov obsevvatiors iy
15. Other observers: “Pq/ and mMarK Ot zen bach Lows,

2 with your identificazien? Becpuse of their fv\exferi?hoe
5 they coulel ony conclude it was wo other 'species,

vy -~y

o inx gant : : .quh}/r") KOC”&

18, Books, illustrations and advice consuited, and how did these influence this descripiion:
Descriplion was éaKen o] v’ccfé/ from Fleld notes, writlen
gt Eime of obsequé;'on, no~ booKs were COhSU/fEC’F

it cdrousg: 30){ Zi‘{
Signgture
vate: Tanpaey 16, (978 ctev, srate O, Lucas  Lowa

tovar)



1f 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 souund? All these critics will
investigate your observation not because they assume vou 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 imsist 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 stace editors or
to laxge museums.



