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VOTE: 4 A-D, 3 NA 

A-D, (exilipes adult winter) 

NA, Very likely correct but without a description of the 

undertail coverts I am hesitant to accept the record. From 

everything I have read, the virtual absence of streaking on the 

undertail coverts is the most reliable field mark. 

NA, The field marks noted were a very white overall appearance 

and white rump. This was most likely a Hoary, but I think we need 

more detail -- especially undertail coverts, but also bill, 

coloration of scapulars, and more detail on streaking in or near 

rump. 

NA, Overall whitish appearance needs more description of 

exactly how much lighter or whiter the bird was in the undertail 

coverts. What was the bill size and shape? How many and how wide 

was the streaking on the sides or flanks. Paler pink on breast, 

was it really pink or just wash or almost absent? Just too much 

detail left out for this hard to identify species. 

A-D, Given invasion of this species, description is adequate 

for ID as Hoary, even though no comment on bill or specifics on 

lack of streaking or rump and undertail coverts. 

REVOTE: 5 NA, 2 A-D 

NA, The description is suggestive of Hoary Redpoll, but more 

complete details of the undertail coverts, rump, and bill are 

needed to rule out Common Redpoll. 

| A-D, Exilipes adult winter. The bill and undertail coverts 

were not described. However, I feel the overall white color as 

compared to the 7-8 other redpolls present, and that I see no 

detractors in the description given is sufficient evidence to 

support Hoary Redpoll in this invasion year. 

NA, This was most likely a correct identification, but not 

enough details are presented to separate it from Common Redpoll. 

There is no mention of the undertail coverts, bill and forehead, 

or buffiness or absence thereof on the face. 

NA, Still maintain that more detail is needed to archive this 

record as accepted. One A-D vote mentions the "invasion of this 

species." Guess I'm not totally convinced that there was an 

invasion of Hoaries, just more redpolls in general combined with 

a new article in "Birding" on identification. My hunch is that 
the next winter we get a number of redpolls, some will be



reported as Hoaries. Maybe they have been here all along and we 

are just getting better at recognizing them. Unless a 

determination is made that they are regular, however, identifying 

details need to be described. 

NA, As before: close but not enough to be sure. 

NA, Too much detail left out on the description of bill, under 

tail coverts, upper tail coverts. The description of the paler 

coloration of this bird is not bad but on this rare species we 

need to have more description of other field marks to make it 

beyond reasonable doubt. 

A-D, Given the strong evidence (proof?) of an invasion (double 

the total number of records for this species in Iowa), I believe 

the description is adequate for Hoary Redpoll. If the description 

had been the only report of the species for the year, I would 

reject it. The assumption I am making is no different than that 

which does not require documentation of expected species; are all 

Orange-crowned and Tennessee Warblers reported identified 

correctly? ,
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