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Middlewestern Prairie Region 

(fowa, Missouri, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Ohio) 

BIRDS: VERIFYING DOCUMENTAION OF AN EXTRAORDINARY SIGHT RECORD. 

. Speeties Townsend's Solitaive (Myadestes townsend;)2-. Number: Qne 

. Leedtion N , Ae H igh land yj fle g: 3 ~~ nN Y To oy 

} €; < , 00 
. Bate; Lang ea PUNE S| 78 . _». Time Bird geen: A, 7 wae . eh 

. .Isecription 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, 
butiinclude only what actually was seen in the field): 

Size: slightly Smafler than 4 Robin, SHAPE: A Slim, ee tailed Clae- bird “hike: ) 

Color! A uniform grey 7 slightly lighter on underparts (especial threat and loelly 

with black wihgs an d, tail” Bills Totally dark, blac Kish; ill shape dling ancl 

Kathen thruchtik es. Legs‘ Dark, Eve: Ogrk. Detailed Plumage § Distinct white 

Cyering, Dark primey: a aveater Coverts, with 
Manies Secongqries, and Grea | : 

t this ye ln ‘o AC VOSS middle of Wing Feathers (seen only in flight. sates 

fait Was long and dark with distinct white boarders on 2 outside Feathers 
: tS | notes 

7. Deseription of voice, if heard: Individual short, mellow, whistlin Bi @sh es 

8. Deseription of behavior:Was seen feeding OV juniper berry és, 

wee 

M4 te: January “sf pore 2 AGT... ity, Seater |G > eed: > bee 

ve red Prairi€ Grass; Juni pers, 
. Habitat - general:A viver bluff with a Southern GAPOsure , co by gyrase, Su | per 

specific: scattered Junipers (.| to Y meters.tall,) on dry, pocKy slope. 

Mocking Wi ad no lavge patcnes of white, eye color was dark uae ye lou: 

Shniké species: Had no masK erother dark facial palfern, bill Ai Fereuts 

Grey Catbivd: Had white intail anol eye ring SHape di fFerecl also. 

.| sinilarly aid ring species which are alininated by questions 6,7 & 2, Exphain: 
VA } 

li. Distance (how measured)? Fram s00meteéers co with in 12. Opkical equipment: 9x39 

2,5 meters (estimation ), Bushnell custem Bineculays 
Va. iaight (sky, light on bird, position’ of sun in‘“relation to bird aad you): 

Occasion good sunlight qt My back or over-shoylder 

was observed by me in Colorado during 1977, As well as priov observables 1} 
th. Other “thsérvérs: Pay/ an of Mark Diet zen bach | be Hy 

? , ' ¢ 

lé .Gidine others egree with your identification: Bec USE of their IYVEXPerience 
it 2 Chey could ony concludé it was no other ‘species, 

18. Books, illustrations and advice consuited, and how did these influence this description: 

Description was Eaken oli vectly from field notes, wwilten 

at Cime oF observation, AO 
books were con sulted. 

ee : 
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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 

probebly 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 

wealizes 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. : 
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