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work.

Most contributors were cognizant of the problems in
substantiating rare and difficult-to-identify species. I am
gradually developing a philosophy toward handling these
problems, As I see it, my job is to include in the field
reports observations that are significant and beyond
reasonable doubt, let me first discuss what constitutes
"beyond reasonable doubt."™ There 1is no reason to question
species which are common, in season, easy to identify and seen
by experienced, conservative olkservers known to me, Not
surprisingly, some of the most significant sightings fall at
the opposite end of the spectrun. Evidence which &must be
considered, more or less in the order of reliability, is: (1)
Specimen or diagnostic photograph. 1In this report photographs
of a Ruddy Turnstone in February and of a Mountain Bluebird
were the convincing evidence. {2) A netted or injured bird
examined by a competent observer. (3) Independent
description of a bird by more than one observer including key
field marks., If the birders see the same bird without knowing
that the other has seen it and make notes immediately they
have not biased each other nor been biased by a book. More
frequently, two or more observers lcck at a bird together, a
situaticn in which group psychology is 1likely to come into
play. The observers should avoid expressing conclusions but
remind each other of field marks to loock for and consult books

only if the bird 1is still in view, Immediately upon
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completion of observation and tefore discussing the
identification, each person should write down a description of
the bird. The separate documentations, in spite of their
crudeness, are likely to be more convincing that a composite
documentation written hours or days later. (4) Verification
of a bird found by one individual that can be found by other
birders he/she has notified, (5) A bird seen Lty one
individual in which the key field marks are discussed, whether
present or absent, and documented objectively. {6)
Observations by birders known to ke experienced, competent and
conservative, (7) A less well documented bird that is
observed in other locations during the time period. These
guidelines are helpful for accidental, casual and rare,
regular species which are difficult tc identify. Handling of
more common, difficult-to-identify species such as Dowitchers
and Common Terns is a problem we need to address in the

future,

How should I handle the reporting of birds that are not
"beyond reasonable doubt®"? Here are my current feelings.,
Single sightings of accidental and difficult-to-identify
casual species will not be included in the Field Reports
without convincing documentation, I will request
documentation from regular contributors who do not
consistently fail to provide it, The same procedure will be
applied to some »>f the rare regular species., I hope to

develop a list of regular species that need to be documented.
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Ray Cumrins and Barb Wilson have sent their suggestions. I
hope you will too. Full documentation is not always needed;
for example, mention of key field marks for Marbled Godwits,
Dowitchers, Northern Shrike and Eohemian Waxwing would

convince me of the quality of the observation,

I will make only a few comments on what 1is significant to
report. I judge that most contributcrs are including almost
all of the wunusunal sightings. Some doubtful ones should be
left out, Major contributors represent a spectrum when it
comes to reporting more common species ranging from none to
all, I would appreciate your leaving out common species
present in normal numbers at normal times. I hope that we can
develop some means to handle moderately common species such as
Coamon Loon, Great Egret and Stilt Sandpiper and selected Blue

List species such as Eastern Bluebird and Loggerhead Shrike,

Cne final thought: Encourage those tirding with you to join

the 10U,



