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

v 

A BIRDS: VERIFYING DOCUMENTATION OF AN EXTRAORDINARY SIGHT RECORD. 

1. Species fine WARBLER : 2. Number: 1 [owe) 

3. Location___ /KANDView CEMETERY, FREMONT Co, TowA | 

4. Date: SEPT f A776 5. Time Bird seen: (30 pr to (SO pr. 

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 only what actually was seen in the field): NoTES TAKEN (NW FIELD PvoTed 
: | HERE (NO FlELD Golde ~ Hinp) . 
LakGge WrAABLERS GREEW/sH Above (NO BACK STREAKS). YEtLow BELOW ES PE 

UNDER THROATS FADING Tb WHITE POSTERIORLY FHINT STREAKS SIDES OF BELL 
2 STRonG WHITE Wine BARS. SUGGESTIEN oF YRrLow EyE-STRIPC. - r 

7. Description of voice, if heard: Nor Hepmep 

8. Description of behavior: Sl0~ Moving DEUBERATE, As FEO in EDGE SMUATIOLY. 

9. Habitat - general: Offk-thickaky W28D5 Sv RLOUNDING CEMETERY ATOP Loess BLUFFS 
specific: WT MiSsouRl RiveEK Bertons 

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

VEWoWw? thor reo ViREo Mok MoT JiMiLA IN GEWERAL /#PlERRONG, BT 
M/O SVECTIOE 5 5 ftsSo wtRbcerR Bitt( ferme iINPLIED AhvEe wren BIRD 

DESCRIGED 4S “LARGE Wareacce” (lug wot Bany- by. oc Black peel . 

11. Distance (how measured)? AS ft€€T (Turqemenr) 12. Optical equipment: Oe all 

benocunrns 

13. Light (sky, light on bird, position of sun in relation to bird and you): 
CLEAN Sty, SUNNY, With Sum BEHIND + B® My RIGHT. 

14. Previous experience with this species and similarly appearing species: 
tAVE MucH EXPERIENCE IN N.ChR6UiNe WiTeH PINE WHELER, JEL-THR. Vi KEo (Liwep 

15. Other observers: THERE 3 YRS ) 
IN ONE 

16. Did the others agree with your identification? 

17. Other observers who independently identified this bird: 

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

Nowe (WV THE Freed | my CONELUSIOW iW 7 rte FlEec~d WHAT THe 

BIRD WAS 2 PINE WReRCER WS veRIFIED AT ome USiWG 
PETERSON + RoBBin . 3 

19. How long after observing this bird did you first write this description? freep AAR KS 
7 - WSTED WN THE FIELD (See Above “ 

ky Lows Sib eocd. Address: AR2Z, 9: 2 

Signature ~ ) 

Date: (2/27/7¢ City, State: MPLUVERWV, 16 vw S/1SS/ Fone - 

(over) 

cee eR ne ene ge mere Ser rn re pe ome cee ee + —, - — ~ — _ —~ 



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 vy 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.


