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Fuller, J. 1989. Slaty-backed Gull in Scott County. IBL 

59:121-123.
VOTE: 3 A-P, 3 A-D, 1 NA

A-D. Photos are not conclusive but descriptions are, 
especially Kent's observation of wing tip pattern that is unique 
to this species.

A-D. It appears that the other contenders for this bird are 
Western Gull and dark race Herring Gull (L. f. heuglini). Both of 
these would seem much more likely in terms of probability of 
vagrancy in the Midwest. In view of photos and written 
documentations, however, I feel both have been satisfactorily 
eliminated. Herring Gull: As with Barker, I have had no 
experience with the L. f. heuglini form, but agree with her that 
the bird described here had a darker saddle and different wingtip 
pattern. Western Gull: The written acounts consistently noted 
broad white trailing edge to the wing. While this was somewhat 
subjective, I feel the photo helped substantiate the observation. 
With regard to wingtips, the Western and Slaty-backed share the 
mirror on the first primary, although other aspects of the 
wingtip differ. While not visible in the photo, there was good
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written description of the white spots separating the mantle from 
the wingtip. The obviousness of these (based upon written 
descriptions) appear to be somewhat less than the evidently 
heavy-handed illustration in Harrison, and more like the photos 
in Grant. The written descriptions of the underwing pattern, 
while also subjective, indicate that the underwing of this bird 
was lighter than what would be expected from a Western. This was 
not supportable from the copy of the photo. Based upon the photos 
and written description, I have no problem in accepting this 
record. Due to its significance, however, I would recommend that 
we solicit the input and findings of the Illinois Records 
Committee before making final judgement. The reproductions of the 
photos I saw were not, in my opinion, diagnostic. Thus my vote is 
A-D rather than A-P.

A-P. For 1) Thick white trailing edge to the upperwing 2) 
Visible white separation between dark grey inner primaries and 
black outer primaries 3) Folded wingtips show 4 white spots not 
five as would be expected in the Western 4) Detailed descriptions 
by many observers. Although a winter plumaged adult Western Gull 
is hard to eliminate the above seems to satisfactorily eliminate 
Western.

NA. The bird in question presents a very difficult I.D. 
Identification of the bird as a Slaty-backed Gull seems to rest 
on three key features; leg color, mantle color, and the pattern 
of the wingtips. The mantle of this bird was variously described 
as "dark gray” to "blackish”. To me, the mantle appeared very 
black, almost as black as the mantle of a Great Black-backed 
Gull. Most observers described the wingtips as being darker than 
the wingtip [sic], but I would say they were only slightly darker 
than the rest of the wing. This should eliminate Gr. Black-backed 
Gull, since this species has uniformly black upperwings. All of 
the descriptions mentioned pink legs with some noting brighter 
pink feet. This is certainly consistent with Slaty-backed, but 
does not rule out Western or the Siberian race of Herring Gull. 
Most observers described the bird as Herring Gull sized, but no 
one made specific reference to build. Body and head shape and 
size might have been used to eliminate consideration of Western 
Gull, a generally bulkier bird. The pattern of white on the 
uppersurface of the wing figures heavily into the identification 
of this bird. Although most observers described a row of white 
subterminal spots on the outer primaries, this feature is not 
evident in the photo provided, nor did I see this myself when I 
specifically looked for it. As near as I can tell from the photo 
(which is very blurry), the bird has a large subterminal spot on 
the outer primary and smaller white terminal spots on the inner 
four or five primaries. However, I would like to see sharper 
photos before I can make a good judgement of this mark. A couple 
of other points; most observers mentioned that the bill was 
Herring Gull sized, but keep in mind that female Western Gull 
could have a bill this size also. Also, there appears to be 
considerable contrast between the flight feathers and underwing 
coverts on the underside of the wing. It is possible that this is 
because of lighting, but I can't be sure. Slaty-backed Gull
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should have a pale underwing without evident contrast. From the 
descriptions, photo, and my personal observations of this bird, I 
cannot conclude that the bird was a Slaty-backed Gull. I don't 
feel any of the descriptions convincingly eliminate Western Gull, 
and only one observer even mentioned the possibility of a hybrid. 
I need to see more photos before I can consider accepting this 
record.

A-P. See comments in my documentation. Head and bill size 
appear to be smaller than for St. Louis bird. We may get more 
documentations from Illinois, as well as outside review.

A-P. Documentations are consistent with each other and 
consistent with Slaty-backed Gull as far as research I have done 
on this species.

A-D. A-D rather than A-P, although Petersen photo shows 
absence of white in 9th primary—very suggestive of Slaty-backed, 
if photo analysis is correct as to which primary is black. Barker 
analysis fair—narrows choice to Western and Slaty-backed (other 
than possibility of hybrid). However primary pattern not clearly 
described or diagrammed. Fuller's is an excellent 
description—mentions dark area around eye, especially ’’distally’’ 
(sic) [author's sic]—I presume this means post-ocular. I would 
like to have seen a better discussion (any discussion!) of ID vs 
Western Gull. Petersen discussion brief and similar to Fuller's, 
although details not as comprehensive. Having seen bird myself, I 
concur with ID, but believe Fuller's documentation is adequate. 
THK also mentions ocular 'patch', as did myself. THK description 
of primary pattern probably best, as is discussion of similar 
species. As suggested by Bendorf, this bird appears to be 
different from the St. Louis bird, based on bill size etc.

REVOTE: 2 A-P, 3 A-D, 2 NA
A-D. 1) When NA voter commented there was no specific 

reference to build of bird, I checked my own documentation and 
found I noted that ’’Overall size, shape, and build was virtually 
indistinguishable from Herring Gulls within several feet...may 
have been less that 5% smaller than Herring Gull but essentialy 
there was no difference.” Grant's guide 2nd edition admits 
••Western Gull is about the size of smithsonianus [rare of Herring 
Gull] or slightly smaller, but it is very stockily built, with 
heavily domed forehead, very stout and 'blob-ended' bill...and 
proportionately shorter and broader-winged. The compound effect 
of these structural differences is to give a generally much 
larger impression, and especially in the [adult] plumages, 
recalls Great Black-backed Gull when an observer sees Western 
Gull for the first time..." (page 179-180). My documentation also 
describes bill as appearing identical proportionally to a Herring 
Gull. This also is difficult to reconcile with Grant's comments 
above about Western. Thus I feel Western is eliminated in a 
reasonable way. 2) As the NA voter comments, the upper wingtip 
pattern does figure heavily into this ID. I also specifically 
looked for the row of subterminal spots but, like the NA voter, 
was unable to pick it out. However, this diagnostic feature was 
mentioned in a number of documentations and probably best
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described by Kent. The fact that this feature didn't show up in a 
fuzzy photograph, or was not detected by me or the NA voter 
doesn't mean it wasn't seen by others. Bird does not have to be 
equally well seen and described by all documentors in order to be 
an overall conclusive record.

A-D. The dissenter saw the bird, but since a documentation was 
evidently not submitted, we have no way to evaluate the 
observer's observations. In this case, a documentation would have 
been helpful even without top of the form filled in. Based upon 
the information we did receive, I feel it adequately supported 
Slaty-backed Gull, dissenting opinion notwihtstanding. Most of 
the dissent was based upon not seeing what 9 other documentations 
were reasonably consistent about. Also, I disagree that the ID 
rested upon only 3 features (leg color, mantle, and wingtips). 
Wing's trailing edge, underwing pattern, and others supported the 
identification.

NA. Although several verbal accounts counterdict the picture 
the subterminal and terminal white spots on the outer primaries 
and lack of white separating the primaries and secondaries 
support Western Gull. Until other physical evidence is produced I 
must change my vote to NA.

NA. I will not accept this record until I see better photos.
A-P. I think the combination of features seen in the photos 

are enough to be diagnostic. These features include size, build, 
eye smudge, head shape and size, leg color, wide white trailing 
edge, color of mantle, and detail of wing tip. Most recent print 
shows large mirror and terminal spot on 10th primary, terminal 
spot on 9th primary, terminal spot and faint subterminal white on 
8th primary, and wide smudge white on 7th and 6th primary. There 
are a number of points of distinction from Western Gull: (1) body 
build (this was described and is seen in photos), (2) head size 
and shape, (3) smudge through the eye, (4) wide trailing edge, 
(5) light underwing, and (6) wing tip pattern. Even the 
suboptimal photo shows a wing tip very much like that in the NG 
guide and unlike the Western Gull.

A-P. Absence of reference to build of bird could be a key to 
ID also since no one noted that it was other than a Herring Gull 
size one could assume a Herring type build if another type was 
not noted or described. I do not read from the documentations 
that there was “considerable contrast” between flight feathers 
and coverts on underwing. To me documentations mention slightly 
darker under surface of primaries compared to rest of underwing. 
One documentation didn't even mention any contrast.

A-D. NA raises good points; perhaps entire data needs outside 
review. I don't buy hybrid possibility because of rarity of 
possible parents and this extreme rarity of hybrid fitting 
description of this bird. To me, biggest question is raised by 
the virtual certainly that this bird and St. Louis bird were 
different. Thus, amazing coincidence that the only two 
Slaty-backs for lower 48 occurred in same general area (although 
a case could be made that this is where an Alaskan stray would 
wind up—following the MO/Miss River valley).
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2nd REVOTE: 5 A-P, 2 A-D, 1 NA
NA [see attached sheet]
A-D Although I still have some doubts, I have decided to 

accept this record because most of the evidence favors 
Slaty-backed over Western. In my mind, none of the photos are 
diagnostic. The Hoogerheide photo, purporting to show a 
post-auricular patch, is not sharp enough to make such a 
determination. Note that the Herring Gull in back of and to the 
left of the Slaty-backed in this photo has an eye pattern nearly 
identical to that of the Slaty-backed. The review of McCaskie was 
especially helpful in clearing up some of my questions as to 
whether this bird may have been a Western. The Goetz review was 
likewise helpful, especially his analysis of the wing pattern. 
The Peterjohn review was mostly useless since it included very 
little in the way of critical detailed analysis. I still think 
that this bird may have been a Western Gull or a hybrid, but for 
now I will accept the bird as a Slaty-backed Gull.

A-P With the photo by Hoogerheide clearly showing the dark eye 
smudge and streaking on the neck that was documented by the 
various observers we have further photographic proof for 
acceptance of this bird. The addition of the outside reviewers 
comments should help to give more weight to the acceptance of 
this record for the benefit of the NA voters. This record should 
be voted according to the evidence in the photos and the written 
descriptions contained in the documentations just as the outside 
reviers have done. The documentations and photos together make 
this Slaty-backed Gull record beyond reasonable doubt.

A-P Comments by outside reviewers very interesting, especially 
McCaskie's that plumage of this bird is closest to southern 
Westerns, but that these birds retain white head feathering 
throughout winter (i.e., no head streaking such as Moline bird 
had). Hoogerheide photo clearly shows eye marking extending to 
rear from eye—probably the most important single field mark 
clearly documented.

SENT TO: Ann M. Barker, 25368 250th St., Priceton, IA 52768.; Jim 
Fuller, 6 Longview Knoll, RR 6, Iowa City, IA 52240; Peter C. 
Petersen, 235 McClellen Blvd., Davenport, IA 52803; Gerald White, 
1505 E. 5th St., Muscatine, IA 52761; Tanya E. Bray, 1107 
Ironwood, Ct #185, Bellevue, NE 68005-4758; Ross Silcock, Carl 
Bendorf.
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Vote: N/A
Comments: It seems that we are considering one of four black-backed 

gulls Great Black-backed Gull, Lesser Black-backed Gull, Slaty-backed Gull, and 
Western Gull (L.O. Wymani). I have eliminated Greater and Lesser Black-backed 
Gull based on size., The gull is too small for Greater and too large for 
Lesser. That leaves Slaty-backed or L.O. Wymani. The following is my * 
assessment based on the experts comments, original documentations, and pictures 
by Petersen and Hoogerheide.
Size: In Hoogerheide's picture the gull seems larger than the Herring Gull 
directly behind it, but smaller than the Herring Gull in the distance. 
Conclusion: Size supports neither.

Bill: The gull in Hoogerheide's picture shows a deeper yellow bill with an 
abrupt terminal culmen, a definite gonydeal angle, thick lower mandible 
compared to the culmen, and a wide deep gape as inferred by Bray's bill 
description. These chacteristics point to Western Gull, but because the 
picture shows no side profile of a Herring Gull bill these perceptions lose 
weight. I have determined that the second bird back from the black-backed gull 
is a winter plumaged adult Thayer's Gull.
Conclusion: Bill shape and size are the strongest physical evidence supporting 
Western Gull.

Iris: The picture appears to have a yellow iris.
Conclusion: Nonconclusive; both should have yellow iris.

Legs: The legs color looks pinkish compared to the bill. The legs look short 
with no leg showing above the knee. The picture on page 136 of Harrison's 
shows Slaty-backed Gull with short legs like this, however no written accounts 
or other pictures of reference material I have confirm this.
Conclusion: Short legs weakly favor Slaty-backed Gull.

Head and Neck: The dark feathered area behind the eye is evident in the photo 
and Goetz says this is diagnostic for Slaty-backed Gull. The photo shows a 
white headed gull with no apparent steaking on the crown or nape just black 
streaking on the hindneck.
Conclusion^ Postocular feathering supports Slaty-backed. Lack of crown and 
nape streaking weakly supports Western.

Tailing edge of wing: The width of the white in the Secondaries and inner 
primaries in the photo by Petersen supports Slaty-backed, but is not so wide as 
to eliminate Western.
Conclusion: Strongest physical evidence for Slaty-backed.

Pattern of primaries: Upperwing pattern, as I see Petersen's picture' shows a 
subterminal white spot on the first primary, a small subterminal white area on 
the fifth primary, and white and black terminal halves to primary number six. 
In contrast the documentation by Kent, Silcock, and Bray describe a pattern of 
subterminal white areas in the middle primaries more typical of Slaty-backed.' 
Conclusion: Photo and Petersen's diagram support Western. Observer accounts 
support Slaty-backed.

Underwing: McCaskie states "Western Gulls always show a large amount of black 
on the undersides of the primaries and secondaries". Harrison's Page 137 shows 
a underside pattern which mirrors Petersen's photo and McCaskie's comment. 
Conclusion: Physical evidence supports Western Gull.

Overall Conclusion: I have seen both subspecies of Western Gull in California 
but I only can recall that they were black-backed west coast gulls. I tried 
once to see the gull but missed it, so all I have to go on is the 
documentation, expert commentary, references, and the photo provided by 
Petersen and Hoogerheide. At this point based primarily on the bill size and 
shape in Hoogerheide's photo and underwing pattern in Petersen's photo, 
I beleive the gull is an L.O. Wymani subspecies of the Western Gull.



Slaty-backed Gull at Moline (Rock Island Co.), 14 Feb. 1989. 
Photo by Peter Petersen

Herring Gull-M.C.: 6000, Peoria, 3 0 Dec.-2 8 Feb. (A); 5200, LCal, 4 Feb. (L); 
1350, Winthrop Harbor, 14 Jan. (L); 900, Zion, 3 Dec. (L); 500, e. Grundy Cty, 
9 Jan. (M); 150, Spfld, 2 Jan. (B); 60, Rend L, 11 Feb. (DR).

Thayer’s Gull-North Pekin (ad), 20 Dec., but (ad. + 2 Ist-year), 7 Feb., and (3 ad. 
+ 1 3rd-year), 17 Feb. (R); Peoria (1-3), 24-27 Feb. (R, A); Chi (ad.), 3 Dec. (L) 
& 28 Dec. (*RE); Alton (Ist-year), 10 Dec. (G); Hartford (2 ad.), 9 Feb. (G); 
Chi (Navy Pier) (ad.), 22 Jan. (*WM); Evanston (Ist-year), 11 Dec. (EW); Zion 
(3 ad.), 1-2 Jan. (EW, L); Decatur, 15-17 Dec. (D), LChau (ad.), 23 Dec. (*MB); 
e. Grundy Cty (2 ad.), 30 Dec.-13 Jan. (*M); LCal (3 ad.), 31 Dec. (*L).

Iceland Gull—Tazewell Cty (Ist-year), 17 Dec.-l Mar. (*A, TP) and (ad.), 25-26 
Feb. (A); LChau (Ist-year), 23 Dec. (*MB, *A, *B); Zion (2nd-year), 1-11 Jan. 
(EW, L, *J, m.ob.); Peoria (2), 19 Jan. (A); Chillicothe (Ist-year), 24 Feb. (R). 
Kumlicn-’s: e. Grundy Cty (ad.), 10 Jan. (*M); North Pekin (ad.), 7 Feb. (R).

Lesser Black-backed Gull—Alton (ad.), 4-23 Dec. (BR, *G) and probably the same 
bird at Hartford, 9 Feb. and Alton, 18 Feb. (G, JE); Tazewell Cty (ad.), 17-19 
Dec. (*A) and 9, 17 & 26 Feb. (R); Peoria (ad.), 26 Feb. (A); Spfld (from faU), 
thru 7 Dec. (B, DO).

Slaty-backed Gull-Rock Island, 14-25 Feb. (*PP, *TK, *MB, m.ob.). Second 
Illinois record.

Glaucous Gull--Pekin area: (lst-year)--7-17 Feb., (2nd-year)-7 Feb., (3rd-year)- 
20 Feb., and (ad.)—14-20 Feb. (R); Peoria: (Ist-year)—27 Feb., and (2 ad.)--24 
Feb. (R); Fulton Cty, 3 Dec. (A); LChau (ad.), 23 Dec. (*A, *B, *MB); Alton 
(Ist-year), lODcc. (G etal.),and, (age?), 15 Jan. (JV etal.)and 18-19 Feb. (BR, 
G et al.); Hartford (2 Ist-years), 9 Feb. (G), with (1) thru 11 Feb. (BR, m.ob.); 
Carl.L (ad.), 11 Feb. (G, TBa); Evanston (Ist-year), 11 Dec. (EW); Zion 
(Ist-year), 3 Dec. (L) and 2 Jan. (EW, DR, JI la); Rock Island/Moline (1-4), all 
winter (PP et al.); e. Grundy Cty: (1 st-year)-6 Feb., (subad.)-2 & 4 Jan., (ad.)-9 
Jan. (M); LCal: (imm.)-31 Dec. and (ad.)--7 Jan. (L); Spfld (2nd-year), 2 Jan. 
(B).

Great Black-backed Gull-JP (ad.), 8 Dec. (HR); Moline (ad.), 18 Dec. (PP); Rock 
Falls (ad.), 18-28 Dec. (*U); Pekin (ad.), 30 Dec. (A); LChau (ad.), 8 Jan. (A); 
LCal (ad.), 31 Dec.,8& 15 Jan. (L); Lake Cty (subad.), 14 Jan. (JP); North Pekin 
(Ist-year), 9 Feb. (R); Hartford (Ist-year), 9 & 11 Feb. (G; BR et al.); Peoria 
(ad.), 24 Feb. (R); Peoria (3 rd-year), 19 Feb. (A).

Black-legged Kiitiwake-Wilmciie (Ist-year), 26 Dec. (*EW, *TB); JP (Ist-year), 
7 Jan. (HR).

Mourning Dove-M.C.: 249, Rend L, 31 Dec. (m.ob.); 200+, s. Shelby Cty, all 
winter (KF); 100, Spfld, 31 Dec. (B); 49, Henderson Cty, 17 Dec. )LM).

Bam Owl-BRSF, 19 Dec. (*BB); Sanganois C.A., 27 Dec. (*R).
Eastern Screech-Owl—M.C.: 16, Spfld 18 Dec. (B); 11, s.e. Du Page Cty, 18 Dec. 

(EW); 7, Fermi, 19 Jan. (VB).
Great Homed Owl-M.C.: 8, s.e. Du Page Cty, 18 Dec. (EW); 6, Spfld, 18 Dec. (B); 

6, Fermi, all winter (VB).
Snowy Owl-Henderson Cty, 17 Dec. (LM, MB); Mendota, 11 Feb. (SP); Chi 

(Meigs Field), all winter (m.ob.)
Long-eared Owl-Homer L (Champaign Cty), 4 Dec. (C); Topkea (Mason Cty), 4 

Dec.-4 Feb. (A); Urbana, 10 Dec. (C); Calhoun Cty (2), 14 Dec.-15 Jan. (m.ob.); 
Du Page Cty (3), 15 Dec.-28 Feb. (EW, TB); Allerton Park (Piatt Cty), 15 Jan. 
(C); Deer Grove F.P. (Cook Cty), 4 Feb. (JP); s.w. Cook Cty (2), 23-28 Feb. 
(EW).

Short-eared Owl—Philo, 17 Dec. (C); Fenni (1-2), 25 Dec.-16 Jan. (EW, m.ob.); 
Union Cty (5), 29 Dec. (JHa, DY, K); Victoria (2), all winter (MB); Lane (De 
Witt Cty), 31 Dec.-l Jan. (D); Rend L, 31 Dec. (DR); s.w. Saline Cty (2), 31 Jan. 
(JDe); Northbrook (2), 4-11 Feb. (J).

Northern Saw-whet Owl-Allerton Park (Piatt Cty) (1 -3), 15 Jan.-26 Feb. (C, m.ob.).

Belted Kingfisher—M.C.: 9, Chi North Shore C.B.C., 26 Dec. (m.ob.); 4, Mason 
Cty, 2 Jan. (A); 4, s. Shelby Cty, all winter (KF). Others: Spfld (3), 18 Dec. 
(B); Braidwood (2), 2 Jan. (M); Wheeling, 22 Jan. (J); FGP, 24 Jan. (DW); 
CONWR ("fairly common all winter) (DR); Fenni, all winter (VB).

Red-headed Woodpecker-M.C.: 37, Rend L, 31 Dec. (BD et al.); 9, Homer, 10 
Dec. (JS); 5, Braidwood, 2 Jan. (M).

Pileated Woodpecker-Homer (2), 9 Dec. (JS); Joliet (male) all winter (M, m.ob.).
Yellow-bellied Sapsucker-M.C.: 8, Champaign Cty, all winter (EC); 6, CONWR, 

17 Dec. (KM, DR); ^Adams Cty. 26 Feb. (RDi); 3, M.Arb, 18 Dec. (JHa et al.).
Northern Flicker-M.C.: 25, Spfld, 18 Dec. (B).
Eastern Phoebe-LaRue Swamp (Union Cty) (2), 29 Dec. (*DR).
Homed Lark—M.C.: 4000, Union Cty, 29 Dec. (m.ob.); 3500, Vermilion/Edgar 

ctys, 8 Feb. (DW); 1400, Mason/Fulton ctys, 17 Feb. (KM); 800-1000, Wood­
ford Cty, 5-8 Feb. (A, DWi); 941, Knox Cty, 8 Feb. (MB); 600, Spfld, 11 Feb. 
(B); 400, Channahon, 6 Feb. (M).

Bam Swallow-Spfld, 9-10 Dec. (*B, DO--photo).
Red-breasted Nuthatch-CONWR, 17 Dec. (SO); LChau (2), 23 Dec. (MB et al.); 

Bartlett (Cook Cty) (2), aU winter (JP); Peoria (2), 7 Jan. (A); Spfld (2). 17 Jan’. 
(B); Champaign Cty (3), 22-23 Jan. (C); M.Arb (4), 18 Feb. (EW, RW).

Carolina Wren-Glencoe, 26 Dec. (EW, TB); Jo Daviess Cty, 11 Feb. (EW).
Winter Wren-Homer, 9 Dec. (JS); SLCA, 2 Jan. (A); Busey Woods (Champaign 

Cty), 17 Jan. (EC); Spfld, 25 Jan. (B).
Marsh Wren-Spfld, 4-18 Dec. (B); Joliet, 18 Dec. (*M); Rend L (2), 31 Dec. (*BD, 

*DY et al.).
Golden-crowned Kinglet-M.C.: 55, Rend L, 31 Dec. (m.ob.); 32, CONWR, 17 

Dec. (KM, DR).
Ruby-crowned Kinglet--Wheaton, 17 Dec. (JHa, TB, RW).
Eastern Bluebird—M.C.: 107, Mercer Cty, 19 Dec. (PP et al.). Others: Mode (8), 

all winter (KF); Bethalto (4), 19 Dec. (KM); Ryerson C. A. (Lake Cty) (2 males), 
23 Dec. (J, RB); Knox Cty (6), 11 Jan. (MB); FGP (2), 24 Jan. (DW).

Hermit Thrush-Chi North Shore C.B.C. (4), 26 Dec. (m.ob.); CONWR (3), 17 Dec. 
(KM, DR).

American Robin-M.C.: 543, Chi North Shore C.B.C., 26 Dec. (m.ob.); 113, 
CONWR, 17 Dec. (KM, DR); 10+, s. Shelby Cty, all winter (KF); 100+, Urbana, 
all winter (EC); 100, E. Peoria, 20 Feb. (DWi); 54, Evanston, 29 Jan. (EW); 30, 
Homer, 26 Jan. (JS).

Gray Catbird-Greenbelt F.P. (Lake Cty), 1 Jan. (*TB).
Northern Mockingbird-Mode (6), all winter (KF); Spfld (5), 18 Dec. (B); Carl.L 

(4), 3 Dec. (KM); SLCA, 2-22 Jan. (A); Urbana, 10 Dec.-22 Jan. (C).
Brown Thrasher-Massac Cty, 12 Feb. (**DR); Lake-of-Woods (Champaign Cty), 

18 Feb. (EC, C); HLCA, 19 Feb. (JHa, F. DR).
Cedar Waxwing-M.C.: 639, Chi North Shore C.B.C., 26 Dec. (m.ob.); 194, 

CONWR, 17 Dec. (KM, DR).
Northern Shrike-Blackwell F.P. (Du Page Cty), 3 Dec. (MCh); KCP, 4 Dec. (♦C); 

Joliet (ad.), 17-29 Dec. (*M); Kane Cty, 20 Dec. (JP); Fermi (1-2), 30 Dec.-19 
Feb. (VB, JP, WM); Braidwood/GLPSP (2), 2 Jan. (M); Alsip, 25 Feb. (WM).

Loggerhead Shrike—M.C.: 9, Rend L, 31 Dec. (DR et al.); Carl.L (4), 21 Jan. (KM); 
Stewardson (3), 12 Dec. (KF). Others: Mahomet, 11 Feb. (C); Knox Cty, 17 
Feb. (MB).

Cape May Warbler-Wheaton, 15 Dec. (TB, RW).
Yellow-rumped Warbler-M.C.: 34, Waukegan C.B.C., 1 Jan. (m.ob.). Others: 

LChau (2), 3 Dec. (MB); Sherwood (Will Cty) (3), 21-30 Dec. (*M); Joliet, 18 
Jan. (M); Carl.L (5), 21 Jan. (KM); SLCA (2), 11 Feb. (A).

Bay-brcastcd Warbler-Spfld, 2-18 Dec. (*B).
Common Yellowthroai-HLCA, 28 Dec. (*TB, *RW); Rend L, 30 Dec. (*DR, JHa 

et al.).
Indigo Bunting-CONWR, 17 Dec. (KM, *DR); I1LCA, 28 Dec. (SB, *DR).
Rufous-sided Towhee-M.Arb, 18 Dec. (EW, TB); Palso, 18 Dec. (PD).
American Tree Sparrow-M.C.: 510, Femri, 17 Dec. (VB); 305, Rend L, 31 Dec.

(m.ob.); 275+, Jo Daviess Cty, 11 Feb. (EW); 274, LCal, 31 Dec. (L).’
Field Sparrow-Fermi, 4 Jan. (DR, JHa, VB).
Vesper Sparrow-Olive Branch (Alexander Cty), 28 Dec. (*K).
Savannah Sparrow-Wayne Filzgerrell S.P., 31 Dec. (DR).
Fox Sparrow--Henderson Cty, 17 Dec. (LM); Fermi, 17 Dec. (VB).
SongSparrow—M.C.: 25, Si. ClairCly, 11 Jan. (KM); 10-15, Fermi, all winter(VB); 

9, LCal, 31 Dec. (L).
Swamp Sparrow-LChau (10), 21 Dec. (DWi); Mason Cty (21), 23 Dec. (MB et 

al.); Zion (2), 1 Jan. (EW); Spfld (5), 2 Jan. (B); Fermi (10-15), all winter (VB).
White-throated Sparrow-M.Arb (24), 18 Dec. (EW, TB).
Golden-crowned Sparrow-Green River C.A. (Lee Cty), 21 Feb. into spring 

season (*JK, *DWi, *PP, *m.ob. plus photos). Third Illinois record.
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Subadult Mississippi Kites at Dudgeon Lake Area, 6-8 June 1989.
Photos by Jim Scheib (top), Marc Phelps (lower left), and Tom Kent (lower right).

SLATY-BACKED GULL IN SCOTT COUNTY
James Fuller

On Sunday, February 12, Ann Barker reported a dark- 
mantled adult gull on the Mississippi River above Le 
Claire, Scott County, to the Iowa Birdline. She had 
surmised a Lesser Black-backed Gull, but could not rule 
out other dark-winged gulls because she had only been 
able to scope it floating down the river at 500 yards and so was not able to 
view leg color and wing pattern.

On a beautiful, clear Valentine's Day morning (February 14) I started 
searching for Ann's bird at Le Claire with no success and so continued 
downstream. At 10:40 a.m., I had reached the Moline, Illinois, waterfront and 
there at mid-river, all by itself, was a dark-mantled gull sitting on a rock 
seawall. It was in the identical location where I had seen my first Iowa Great 
Black-backed Gull in December 1986. Shortly after I got the bird in the scope, 
it took off and flew in a large circle. Then, wonder of wonders, it proceeded 
directly at me, finally settling down to stand with a group of Herring Gulls 
on shelf ice a mere 60 yards away.

The first clue that this was not a Lesser Black-backed Gull was the bright 
pink legs and feet. The mantle and upper wings appeared dark grey, not 
black, and the bird's size and general head and bill shape were the same as 
that of the Herring Gulls. As the bird walked around picking at shad in the 
ice, it stretched its wings and flew short distances several times. The wing 
had a very wide white trailing edge and what appeared to be an unusual 
pattern of white areas at the wing tip. At this point, feeling that the bird was 
very possibly a Slaty-backed Gull, I rousted Pete Petersen from his Wild Bird 
Shop. He put up the "gone birding" sign and grabbed his camera. After Pete 
confirmed the probable identification, we hurried off to pass the word.

Features of the bird as noted by several other observers, including Ann 
Barker, Tom Kent, and Pete Petersen, were as follows: The general size and 
posture was the same as that of the nearby Herring Gulls; head and relative 
bill size were also similar. The mantle and upperwing were a dark gray, but 
not jet black, except for the outer primaries which were quite dark. The 
crown and nape had fine streaking, typical of winter adult gulls, and the 
head, tail, and underparts were otherwise white. The bill was yellow with a 
subterminal red spot on the lower mandible. The eye was yellow and had a 
dark smudge around it, especially distally. Legs and feet were a bright pink, 
especially the feet, and differed from the gray-pink of the Herring Gulls.

The upper wing had a broad trailing edge of white and a very narrow 
leading edge. The trailing edge was apparent on the standing bird as a white 
area, which was larger than that of the adult Herring Gulls. The outermost 
primary had a large (longer than wide) subterminal white area as well as a 
small white tip, with a narrow dark area between. Apical white spots were 
seen on all of the rest of the primaries through the 5th. The 8th through the 
5th primaries also had subterminal white marks which became closer to the 
trailing edge, thus producing a white arc into the wing tip. The under sur­
face of the wing was light compared to the upper surface and the flight 
feathers were an opaque gray. The pattern of white spots, although fainter, 
could also be seen on the underwing.
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Similar species were excluded as follows: Lesser Black-backed Gull has 
yellow (not pink) legs and docs not have the wing tip pattern of this bird. 
Great Black-backed Gull has a jet black mantle, larger size, and different 
wing tip pattern. Western Gull should have a larger bill, a clear white head, 
less white in the trailing edge, a darker underwing, and inconspicuous sub­
terminal spots on the upper wing tip. Yellow-footed Gull is similar to West­
ern Gull but with yellow legs.

This is the first record for Iowa. The first accepted sighting for Slaty- 
backed Gull in central North America was in the St. Louis area on 20 Decem­
ber 1983 to 29 January 1984 (Goetz, Ruddcn, and Snetsinger 1986). That bird 
was seen by many Iowa birders, including myself. Two other hypothetical, 
but possibly correct, records are from Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan, on 28 
November 1981 (Goetz, Rudden, and Snetsinger 1986) and at Two Harbors, 
Minnesota, from 4 to 28 January 1968 (Green 1969).

There are only three West Coast records south of Alaska: 1 March 1974 at 
Clover Point, Victoria Island, British Columbia (Roberson 1980); 11-12 
November 1986 at Port Hardy, Victoria Island, British Columbia {Am. Birds 
41:134); and 31 December 1986 to 4 January 1987 at Elwha River, Clallam 
County, Washington {Am. Birds 41:319-320).

The most bitter arctic cold front of the winter brought wind chill factors as 
low as 50 degrees below zero Fahrenheit in Iowa the first few days of Febru­
ary. Siberian expresses, such as that one, have been associated with the ap­
pearance of arctic birds in the mid-continent area. There had been one of the 
most bitter outbreaks of the century just prior to discovery of the St. Louis 
bird. The normal range of the Slaty-backed Gull is the Asian coasts of the 
North Pacific and Bering Sea, and, in winter, south to Japan. It is a rare fall 
migrant and summer visitor to western Alaska and the Aleutians.

The gull's presence in the Quad Cities area attracted national attention, 
and reports were included on the North American rare bird alert as well as 
the "hot lines" of all surrounding states. Many birders from a number of 
states searched for it, and most were successful. It was estimated that as 
many as 200 birders were in the area on Saturday, February 18th. The bird 
was sighted along an approximately 15-mile stretch of the river from above 
Le Claire to Credit Island at Davenport. This is comparable to the 19-mile 
range that the St. Louis gull used. For several days in a row, it consistently 
came in to the Moline riverfront area in late afternoon. Otherwise, there was 
nothing predictable about its habits. The last confirmed sighting occurred on 
Tuesday, 21 February, when it came in to roost at Moline very late in the 
day.

REFERENCES CITED
Goetz, R. E., W. M. Rudden, and P. B Snetsinger. 1968. Slaty-backed 

Gull winters on the Mississippi River, Am. Birds 40: 207-216.
Green, J. C. 1969. Observation of a black-backed gull. Loon 41:55-56.
Roberson, D. 1980. Rare Birds of the West Coast. Pacific Grove, CA: 

Woodcock Publications.

6 Longview Knoll, RR6, Iowa City, IA 52240.

Slaty-backed Cull on Mississippi River on 12 and 18 February 1989. Photos by Pete Petersen (top) and 
John Hoogerheide (bottom).

122 Iowa Bird Life, Fall 1989
Vol. 59, No. 4 123



105-K E. Ticonderoga Dr. 
Westerville, OH 43081
Sept. 16, 1389

Thomas H. Kent, Secretary 
1.0. U. Records Committee 
211 Richards St.
Iowa City, IA 52246

Dear Tom:

Slaty—backed Gull (12—21+ Feb. 1989 at Davenport): My acceptance 
of this record was partially based on several detailed 
descriptions (particularly those of T. Kent and C. Bendorf). 
These descriptions noted ail of the significant field marks 
(size, back color, head pattern and wing pattern) that are 
necessary to eliminate all similar species. Most of the other 
documentat ions did not completely describe the bird—many of 
these were the result of viewing the bird at great distances 
where some of the field marks could not have been noted. If the 
detailed descriptions are accurate, the identification was 
cert a i n1y correct.

In addition to the written descript ions, I received Xerox 
copies of two photos of this bird. One of the photos shows the 
bird at rest—but the quality is very poor and I cannot determine 
which of the many gulls was the Slaty—backed. The other photo 
shows the gull in flight. The bird’s head streaking is not 
visible in this photo, but the upper wing pattern appears to be 
clearly visible. This pattern consists of a large white mirror on 
the outermost primary, and small white tongue—tips on the 6th and 
7th primaries (also perhaps on the 8th) creating the appearance 
of a series of sub—apical spots across a portion of the upper 
wing. The under wing pattern is not visible on the photo, 
although one sub—apical spot appears to be present on one cf the 
wings. Assuming that the wing pattern is accurately portrayed in 
the photo (and the white spots on the wings are not an artifact 
of xeroxing the photos), these characteristics corroborate the 
detailed descriptions of Kent and Bendorf and indicate that the 
bird was a Slaty—backed Gull.

Sincerely, 

0/WX/ J<cGaatX— 
Bruce PeterJohn y



Ron Goetz
1628 Yale Ave., Apt. 2N 
Richmond Heights, MO 63117

19 September 19,89 
Thomas H. Kent 
211 Richards Street 
Iowa City, IA 52240

Dear Tom:

Sorry to continue to run behind in my correspondence. I am finally returning 
your prints of the Slaty-backed Gull, together with my detailed assessment 
of the evidence I have seen so far. As you can see, I accepted the record, 
although I do feel the evidence is not entirely complete. In particular, 
I was unable to come up with a consistent interpretation for the white areas 
in the primaries in Petersen’s photo of the flying bird — I simply can’t 
tell the difference between what was only blurring due to motion and what 
was really there. So the best evidence for the correct primary patterning 
really was your written description, the only description of the primaries 
with close to enough detail.

Sorry I could not return the photos and my opinion before the Iowa Records 
Committee meeting.

The Illinois Committee would appreciate having duplicates of Petersen’s photos 
for our file — apparently Vernon never received any from Pete — and I remain 
very interseted in at least seeing Hoogerheides’s photo.

I have enclosed a copy of our new officially adopted Bylaws. As you can see, 
they make for quite a sizeable stack of paper.

The last address I have for Dennis Paulson is Burke Museum DB-10, University 
of Washington, Seattle, WA 98195. However, I never have had replies to the 
last two letters I sent to that address, so perhaps you should contact him 
to make sure he is interested before sending all of your evidence.

Finally, does Bruce Peterjohn ever let you know which records he does not 
intend to print in advance of American Birds publication? I requested that 
he do so for Illinois sightings some time ago, and have never heard from him 
again! (Of course, Illinois sightings have been submitted too late for his 
American Birds deadline far too frequently in the recent past, so it has hardly 
been an issue). Do you have any system of regular communication with Bruce 
concerning his opinions on Iowa records?

Cheers,
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Comments on the lowa/Illinois Slaty-backed Gull, February 1989

I have before me written documentations from Ann Barker (12 & 14 February 
sightings); Jim Fuller (14 February sighting); Pete Petersen (14 February 
sighting); Tom Kent (14 February sighting); Gerald White (15 February sighting); 
Pete Petersen (18 February sighting); Mike Baum (18 February sighting); Ross 
Silcock (19 February sighting); Tanya Bray (19 February sighting); and Carl 
Bendorf (21 February sighting), as well as three photos taken by Pete Petersen 
14 February. The following is my assessment of the field marks displayed 
by this bird based on the evidence at hand, and may be subject to change should 
better photos become available, particularly one by John Hoogerheide which 
is said to show the feathering around the eye.

Size and shape. Most observers stress that this gull was nearly identical 
in size to Herring Gulls; Silcock says slightly larger, while Bendorf says 
less than 5% smaller. No one reports on the size in finer detail. Herring 
Gulls are not all the same size — in fact, many can be fairly easily classified 
as "male” (large) or ’’female” (small) in the field based on direct size comparisons 
among many individuals, and this difference in the size of Herring Gulls can 
be used to more accurately gauge the size of an individual gull. In spite 
of this lack of detail, we can say that the size of this bird is at least 
roughly appropriate for Slaty-backed Gull and Western Gull, and at least atypical 
for Lesser Black-backed Gull and Great black-backed Gull. The size is very 
roughly corroborated by the two photos of the sitting bird.

Bill size, shape and coloration. Almost all observers state that the 
bill was nearly identical to that of Herring Gull in proportions (presumably 
including gonydeal angle), size, and coloration (including size and shape 
of red spot on gonys). The only real exception is Bray, who says that the 
bill was a deeper yellow color and slightly longer than in Herring Gull. 
In any case, the bill sounds too long for Lesser Black-backed Gull and lacking 
the large gonydeal spot of that species, while Great black-backed Gull always 
has a deeper bill than virtually all Herring Gulls. Most Western Gulls show 
a comparatively well-developed gonys, and typically have a stouter appearing 
bill than Herring Gull; however, I don’t believe that female Westerns are 
necessarily eliminated by the descriptions provided. The bill is entirely 
hidden in two of the photos available, and not in sharp focus in the other, 
so no photographic confirmation of this portion of the description is possible 
for now.

Gape. Only Bray describes the gape color: dark red. Because this color 
varies seasonally on individual gulls and because gape color is only sporadically 
described in the literature, I am not sure what relevance this feature has 
in the present instance.

Irides. All observers state that the irides were yellow or pale; this 
is at least possible in all similar species, although many Westerns (particularly 
northern birds) show some brownish overlaying the yellow. The degree of brown 
in the iris is apparently a highly variable trait in Westerns: it seems that 
Westerns are not as completely segregated into northern and southern types 
as I once believed, since there are apparently many birds with a mixture of 
subspecific traits. In any case, the iris color is not corroborated by photos 
at hand.
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Legs and feet. All observers state that they were pink. Three observers 
(Barker, Fuller and Petersen) noted that the feet were brighter or darker 
than the legs. Fuller, Bray and Bendorf felt that the legs and feet were 
pinker (or brighter or more reddish) than in Herring Gull, and Kent also notes 
that they may have been a little darker than in Herring Gull. All of these 
descriptions could be appropriate for Slaty-backed or Western Gulls; they 
are completely inappropriate for Lesser Black-backed Gull (even allowing for 
the grayish to fleshy legs said to be present on some individuals), and dubious 
for Great Black-backed. Two photos show pink legs on the standing bird, and 
the flight shot seems to show rather dark reddish feet. However, there are 
no other pink tones in the latter photo, so one should not put too much credence 
in the apparent redness of this color.

Plumage of the head. All observers except White, Baum and Silcock note 
streaking at least on the hind-neck; the color of the streaking is variously 
said to be gray-brown, light brown, brown, brownish, and ochre; several observers 
say it extended to the head as well as the nape, and Bray at least describes 
it as extending to the sides of the neck. More importantly, Fuller, Kent, 
Bray, and Silcock report that (in Fuller’s words) there was a darker area 
around the eye, especially distally (Bendorf also notes that there may have 
been darker feathering around the eye). This mark can be very useful in supporting 
the identification, as I am not aware that any of the similar gulls except 
Slaty-backed show it. However, since there can be some dark near the eye 
in almost any gull (the point is that in the Slaty-backed the dark feathers 
entirely surround the eye, and extend backwards from the eye), and since the 
Hoogerheide photo is said to corroborate this mark, I would prefer to wait 
for an opportunity to view this photo before deciding how much weight to give 
this character.

Mantle color. Descriptions of the mantle color range from dark gray 
to nearly black. It is conceivable that any of the dark-mantled gulls could 
be described this way under various lighting conditions. The photos show 
a mantle color roughly appropriate for Slaty-backed, although it could also 
be appropriate for Lesser Black-backed or Western. It appears to be far too 
dark for California Gull or the various other gulls of similar darkness (including 
the vega Herring Gull and currently known Herring X Great Black-backed hybrids).

Trailing edge of wing (tips of secondaries, tertials). All observers 
note a broad trailing edge of the wing on the flying bird and/or very broad 
white tertial crescent on the standing bird: this is corroborated by the 
photos. This feature looks good for Slaty-backed, but it is not as easy to 
apply as many observers seem to think. The trailing edge does indeed look 
too wide to me for Lesser Black-backed Gull and especially Great Black-backed 
Gull, but I don’t think the photos eliminate Western Gull. I have not been 
able to find a good way to quantify this feature, and until I can do so I 
remain wary of illusions.

Patterning of the Primaries. Undoubtedly the most important field mark; 
although almost all observers made some attempt to describe what could be 
the correct pattern, it is important to note that it is not merely the presence 
of subterminal white in the mid to outer primaries, but the extent and precise 
location of white that counts. None of the observers really provides enough 
detail, although Kent comes close; however, the fact that they could see white 
”tongue-tips” at all is an indication that the bird was a Slaty-backed and 
not one of the other species, in which the tongue-tips are smaller and fewer.
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It would have been helpful if a better sketch of the pattern had been made 
— of the two sketches which do exist, Barker’s looks a little too much like 
a Franklin’s Gull, while Petersen’s (14 February documentation) looks far 
too much like a Western Gull. As for the photos, the flight shot provides 
only limited information: the large mirror on the 10th (outer) primary shows 
well, but otherwise I find it difficult to make any positive determination 
of the pattern from this picture. The photo did not freeze the motion of 
the wings, and some of the pattern which seems to be present is likely only 
blurring. On the other hand, it does not appear that there was a mirror on 
primary 9, which is fairly unusual in Slaty-backeds but the norm in Westerns.

Underwing. It seems to me that some of the observers must have misunderstood 
the nature of the underwing pattern in Slaty-backed, as some of the descriptions 
are too pale, almost more appropriate for a Thayer’s Gull than for any dark- 
mantled gull (for example, see Petersen’s 18 February documentation). The 
underwings of Slaty-backeds show gray on the undersides (of the basal portions) 
of the flight feathers, contrasting with the white underwing coverts and white 
trailing edge — this contrast is greater than is ever seen in a Herring Gull, 
although it might be reduced in certain types of lighting. The same general 
effect is also seen in Lesser Black-backed Gull and Western Gull. The distinctive 
feature of the Slaty-backed’s underwing compared to these two species is the 
limited amount of true black in the primaries. Western Gulls in particular 
have at least three, often (especially southern birds) four, of the outer 
primaries almost wholly blackish from underneath. (Note: Great Black-backeds 
actually have a very limited amount of true blackish in the underprimaries 
also — possibly even less than in Slaty-backeds.) The flight photo seems 
to show an area of limited blackish in the underprimaries as one would expect 
in a Slaty-backed, but, again because of the blurring in this photo, I am 
not 100% convinced of this.

Conclusions. All in all, I am inclined to accept the bird as a Slaty- 
backed, since all the field marks could be appropriate for that species, and 
since no other identification really seems tenable. In particular, Lesser 
Black-backed and Great Black-backed can probably be ruled out by the photos 
alone. Western Gull is more difficult, but the preponderance of evidence 
seems to favor Slaty-backed: head markings (especially the described smudge 
through the eye); limited black in underprimaries; described presence of subterminal 
white markings (tongue-tips) in at least some of the mid-outer primaries, 
including primaries 7 and 8 according to Kent (Westerns normally have short 
to medium length tongue-tips on primary 5, scarcely visible to short tongue­
tips on primary 6 and virtually none on primary 7 — noticeable tongue-tips 
on primary 6 are most common in paler mantled birds); very dark gray mantle 
color (possibly useful in eliminating paler Westerns); pale eye (eliminating 
some Westerns); and Herring Gull-like bill shape (again, eliminating some 
Westerns). Hybrids do not seem to provide any reasonable alternative to the 
identification. The discrepancies among the descriptions are relatively minor, 
and probably not more than what one should expect among so many observers, 
and some of the inconsistencies are probably due to differing expectations 
of what to look for. It is a shame that better photos of the primary patterning 
were not obtained (at least 4 different photographers were able to get diagnostic 
shots of the St. Louis/Alton bird in 1984), but the harsh conditions and relative 
scarcity of photographers make this understandable. This would seem to be 
at most the fourth midwestern record (including a Minnesota record that will 
remain at best hypothetical, and a Michigan record that was better photographed 
than the present individual and should probably be accepted).

Ronald E. Goetz 
19 September 1989
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Us Sy
I.O.U. Records Committee 1989 Batch # Guy McCaskie

954 Grove Street 
Imperial Beach 
California 92032

89-11 Slaty-backed Gull: 12 Feb - 21 Feb 1989 
Bettendorf, Scott Co., IA.

After reading the accounts submitted by the various observers, and 
studying the two photographs, I feel confident that the bird was 
indeed an adult Slaty-backed Gull (Larus schistisagus) in winter 
plumage. I have only a limited amount of experience with Slaty- 
backed Gulls, seeing them in Alaska during the springs of 1988 and 
1989, and being able to compare them only to Glaucous-winged Gulls 
(Larus qlaucescens) and Glaucous Gulls (Larus hyperboreus). I 
admit that I have never seen a Slaty-backed Gull in winter-plumage, 
but have had extensive experience with Western Gulls (Larus 
occidentalis) in all plumages, and feel that I can tell the 
difference between the nominate birds of the north and wymani of 
the south.

From everything I can learn from reading all the descriptions 
the bird was the size and shape of a Herring Gull (Larus 
argentatus) with a bill appearing to be identical to that of a 
Herring Gull. The bird had pink legs and feet, and had a pale eye. 
The bird was clearly a full adult, showing no indication of 
immaturity in the feathering on the wings or tail, and had the 
dusky streaking about the head possessed by most large gulls in 
winter plumage.

The size and shape of this bird is correct for small [female] 
Slaty-backed Gulls. The color of the mantle [dark gray] is correct 
for a Slaty-backed Gull, as is also the coloration and pattern of 
the wing-tips [black with white mirror on the first primary]. The 
coloration of the bill [yellow with a red spot near the gonys], 
and the coloration of the legs and feet [pink], match those of 
adult Slaty-backed Gulls, as does also the coloration of the eyes 
[pale yellow]. As such there are is nothing in the descriptions 
or visible in the photographs indicating the bird is anything other 
than a Slaty-backed Gull.

If the bird had been a Western Gull, based on the coloration 
of the mantle I would have to call it a bird of the darker mantled 
race wymani from the more southern population. These birds have 
similar patterns on the wing-tips, and I feel there is nothing in 
the descriptions or photographs that could be used to differentiate 
between the two. However, I do not feel a Western Gull shows as 
broad a white line along the trailing edge of the wing as is 
evident on this bird, the white tips on the secondaries and inner 
primaries being larger than those on a Western Gull, and matching 
those on a Slaty-backed Gull. In addition some observers indicated 
the under-sides of the flight feathers looked pale, Ann M. Barker 
actually sketching the under-wing so as to appear much like the 
under-wing on an adult Thayer's Gull (Larus thayeri). but the 
photograph showing some darkness. Western Gulls always show a 
large amount of black on the under-sides of the primaries and 
secondaries, this being a prominent mark on birds viewed flying
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overhead, and evidently not present on the Iowa gull.
The bill on a Western Gull is normally noticeably shorter and 

heavier than that of a Herring Gull when both are compared side by 
side, this difference not being noted on the Iowa gull, observers 
actually stating the bill looked to be identical to that of a 
Herring Gull. In winter Western Gulls from the southern population 
show no dusky streaking about the head and neck, this area of the 
bird remaining entirely white as in summer. It is very clear that 
the Iowa gull had some dusky streaking on the nape and back of the 
neck, as well as having some dusky coloration about the eyes, marks 
that clearly eliminate the possibility of it being a Western Gull.

I would agree with everyone that the bird was not a Lesser 
Black-backed Gull (Larus fuscus), that gull having yellowish feet 
and legs when in adult plumage, and also having a longer and 
slimmer bill than that of a Herring Gull, as well as having a 
slightly different pattern on the wings. I would also agree with 
everyone that the bird was not a Greater Black-backed Gull (Larus 
marinus), that gull being noticeably larger than a Herring Gull, 
and having an even darker mantle that described for the Iowa Gull.
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Additional Comments on the lowa/Illinois Slaty-backed Gull, February 1989

The following updates my review of this record dated 19 September 1989; 
additional evidence comes from the photo of the head by John Hoogerhedie, 
and I have also responded in part to the reviews by Guy McCaskie and Bruce 
Peterjohn.

In the Hoogerheide photo, I think the following factors should be noted:

1. The bill shape seems to me to be on the heavy side for Herring Gull, 
bulbous enough toward the tip for a female Western. This impression may be 
an artifact of the bird’s pose, and in any case does not rule out Slaty-backed 
Gull.

2. There is certainly considerable dark around the eye, but its precise 
pattern can not be confirmed due to the lack of clarity in the photograph. 
However, it could easily be the pattern exhibited by Slaty-backed Gulls.

3. The markings on the lower side neck form distinct streaks, and are 
thus both typical of markings found on Slaty-backeds and rather unlike markings 
found on the necks of Western Gulls (head markings of winter Westerns tend 
to range from slight smudges to overall clouding, with discrete streaking 
of the side neck being at least atypical).

4. The eye color is not confirmable in this photo.

5. All other factors (leg color, size, mantle color, tertial crescent) 
are consistent with the written descriptions previously reviewed and with 
the Petersen photographs.

Other comments. I would again urge observers to be careful in the elimination 
of Western Gull: McCaskie’s elimination of that species based on the width 
of the trailing edge of the wing, the bill shape, and the combination of rather 
dark mantle and distinct head streaking is somewhat too facile, not taking 
into full account the variations among individuals, between the sexes, and 
between the populations of Western Gulls. It may well be true that Westerns 
in the San Diego area have wholly white heads in winter and narrower trailing 
edges than Slaty-backeds, but I have seen specimens at the Field Museum of 
Natural History which showed mantles as dark as any wymani and yet had substantial 
head streaking. Also, note that there is a tendency for more northern birds 
to show increased white tongue-tips and gray tongues in the primaries, and 
so it would not be surprising to me if the width of the white trailing edge 
of the wing also increased in northern populations (as mentioned in my original 
review, I have been unable to quantify this feature, and remain wary of its 
use). Thus it seems to me possible that a Western Gull with a particular 
mix of subspecific traits could display greater similarity to the descriptions 
of the present bird than Guy indicates.

As a final comment, I don’t think it is fair to rely too heavily on Bruce 
Peterjohn’s acceptance of the bird, since he saw only a xerox of the in-flight 
photo, rather than the photo itself: I do not believe the photo is sharp 
enough to support the assertions he makes concerning the patterning of the 
primaries, and feel that the xeroxing process must have made the photo look 
sharper than is actually the case. Perhaps a copy of the photo could be sent



to him so that he could provide a more meaningful opinion?

Conclusion: Unchanged: I am still inclined to accept the bird as a 
Slaty-backed based on the preponderance of evidence, although I still do not 
believe the evidence is completely definitive. ,

Ronald E. Goetz
24 October 1989



COMMENTS ON IOWA-ILLINOIS SLATY-BACKED GULL, FEBRUARY 1989

I have on hand 4 color prints (one closeup by Hooderheide, 2 perched 
by Petersen, 1 flying by Petersen), descriptions by Barker, Fuller, 
Petersen (2), Kent, White, Bray, Silcock, Bendorf, and Baum, and 
comments by Peterjohn, McCaskie, and Goetz (2).

The observers and commentators have adequately eliminated the 
Great and Lesser Black-backed Gulls, and I agree with them. Hence I 
will deal only with the elimination of Western Gull.

Mantle. The dark mantle could fit only the southern race of Western, 
wymani, which I do not think can be eliminated by mantle color alone. 
The northern race, nominate occidentalis, including intermediates as far 
south as Monterey, are eliminated; they do not really approach wymani, 
being only very slightly darker than typical occidentalis; when a wymani 
appears in Monterey next to intermediates, it stands out dramatically. 
Bill size and shape. Although the observers say the bill was like Herring, 
it is, I think, like a very large Herring, judging from the close-up 
photo; it is rather heavy, being deep in relation to length, and has a 
fairly well-developed gonydeal angle; thus it fits a small Western, 
which therefore is not eliminated by bill. Underwing color is hard to 
evaluate from the one flying photo, but I get the definite impression that 
the secondaries are too pale for Western, especially considering that the 
underwing is in shadow and hence should appear even darker than in life. 
I am not sure that this is supposed to be a difference between Western 
and Slaty-backed, as Grant mentions only the primary color; but I do think 
the Moline bird is too pale in the secondaries for a normal (perhaps any) 
Western, according to both the photo and descriptions. Head and neck. 
I agree with McCaskie that wymani lacks dusky marks in winter. I also 
believe, from field experience, that typical occidentalis has very little 
if any dusky in winter, certainly not as much as the Moline bird, and that 
’’Westerns” that have this much are really hybrids with the Glaucous-winged 
Gull (hybrids are very common and often seen in California). But hybrids 
are between glaucescens and o. occidentalis and therefore have mantles that 
are paler than the latter, or at least equal to it. Because of the dark 
mantle, this hybrid can be eliminated, making the dusky streaks on the head 
and neck and important mark that eliminates Western. For what it might 
be worth, I note that this bird is rather consistently described as having 
’’brown” or even ’’ochre” marks, rather than gray or grayish-brown, and that 
the 1983 Slaty-backed in IL-10 was described as having marks tending toward 
reddish-brown (ochre?); perhaps this is a hitherto unnoticed field mark?? 
White wing margin. Although I agree with Goetz that the amount of white 
on the trailing edge of the wing is difficult to judge in the photos, I 
think the photos show too much white, both flying and sitting, for a Western. 
The descriptions all say there was a great deal of white. So, while this 
is difficult to judge, and perhaps there is overlap, the Moline bird seems 
to have a great deal, too much for at least most, if not all, Westerns. 
Leg and foot color has always struck me as similar in Western and Herring 
in winter. Some good descriptions say these were a darker pink than the 
nearby Herrings, a character of Slaty-backed. This helps eliminate Western, 
though I am not sure it is diagnostic. Black eye (here I introduce a new 
term...). I have never seen what I considered a pure Western with a dark 
eye smudge. I cannot judge its shape or extent in the photo, just that



it is present. A bird with such a dark mantle, if a Western, would have to 
be wymani, which has no ’’black eye.” The only Western with an eye smudge 
would have to be a hybrid with glaucescens, which would often':?.;" have one 
(I have seen such hybrids). The black eye goes hand-in-hand with head 
and neck streaking. Thus this mark eliminates Western. Wingtip pattern. 
This is, of course, the most important point. The descriptions agree 
with the flying photo. While the photo is not perfectly clear,I do not 
think blurring has caused it to be unreliable. I believe I can see three 
white mirrors, one large one on the 10th (outer) primary, encompassing 
both wesbs, and small ones that I judge to be on the 8th and 7th primaries. 
The tip spot on the 6th seems rather too large, and might include a 
mirror. The absence of a mirror on the 9th is not important; it is on the 
inner web, which might not be visible on a wing this closed, and in any 
event, Grant indicates it is not always present; one description says it 
definitely was not present, which is alright for Slaty-backed. The important 
point is that, in my experience, Western never has mirrors on the 8th and 
7th. If such a bird were to be seen, it would have to be a hybrid with 
glaucescens, and hence would not have a very dark mantle. Thus this 
pattern eliminates Western. Iris color is said to be pale, which eliminates 
some of the northern nominate occidentalis; it also helps to eliminate 
hybrids with glaucescens, which has a dark eye.

Summary. The above points, some diagnostically, and all in combination 
definitely, in my opinion, eliminate Western. Everything in the photos 
and descriptions is consistent with Slaty-backed, and I would accept the 
bird as such.

Laurence C. Binford 
2 December 1989
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£m^m^^^ DOCUMENTATION FORM • ^a-lt
^cydxvicy\^ ^ ^ For Extraordinary Bird Sightings in Iowa ‘

What species? __________________________How ? /

Location?rg5^j''-22216£ri£^^________________________________

Type of Habitat? ./lM££Lyf_jy£c£L_a:'££^^
When? date(s): - ^7 time:

‘ ^ : <5c ^M
Who’ you, name and add,'": ^^u2^!^^^£^^2^^J^^

Others with you: &^™l<&lZJ21&ty&2£^^

Others before or after you: _ _________ _______ ___________

Describe the bird(s) including only what you observed. Include size, shape, details of all parts (bill, eye. 
head, neck, back, wing, tail, throat, breast, belly, undertail, legs, feet). Also mention voice and behavior.

OLCl^ ^dzuT :c^^ ^^y^Y^^cC. u^ d i^w ^^ a^ (^r^^J/rM^, a^uajio ti 
bcj^J ^-O/rrut- -^^ ‘2-4' X4^^«^ &'Zl£& U-3L, zc'-Azc/^ eT &T<^pz>n,?n^^ . ^^ aT 4 M^/a^tc^ 
Tj-^f y^ ^l ^ J ^L^zz4^za a&dd^d /^& -tr^dd />ie-t~3z4&^ z ($zmsz<z£ ^iczyie—
MMZczd T ^'^ &c&j, g^yM^' 4^F wr z^tz^ Z^>^ Z&f*/

' 3^^'^f^ ^£O>Uy . .5^7 a^ccf ~&^ ^tz^ yep^o at oM &nta£ist&, 
^JM^ Ct!act SdM^dt, O^L /d^Ltcy/ 7g- ^'Z^^ '
^^yf^' 7^' ^-^^^ ^ '^y^A^ £^^ 0^^^^ a^Mte^^  ̂

-L^^f ^^ ^^^^ 4^^\y^
c&Tzz^a /rto-Tud^rv -^yj ^ y^£fi^. ^cU co
^^Z ^--^- - ^«^. ^A^ ^ y^XZC^ZS^

^L'n^ LchdZ'yp-a/cC') cc-^ufz. ~^4ya zi^t Zze^-jOc^i^/ '7af/ /y?y^(,:£'^ t^f^^‘-TA^y- Scawf
L^Hy^ ^^ cY^-kl cla^-^^tLpy W^ ^^ ^^'rWf^^ C^.^^€^

S,m,^w 'Ilnl^Wl^  ̂ &^ Z£%^Pfc?W^

^^Z^cUUnlXc^ ^sutps-^ ^4^,^^^

^A44^ ^^xxa?)'^^ c z .lz^-c^^ ^^- 'w^t^ 
^t^4c, ^^.^:^ f&vtilSrt, dr^i^Tr^^^ ^^^^f^c .

Did any one disagree or have reservations about the identification?
IL y^, explain: Qj^'^^^.C^^ ^fcyrjzy^) t^ /y^. p^u^^yj of LtA<za^ J^it - bccchJ 

Cj^Zx <noZ^ uy O6mz; uff ct^-a4 Mtr UldL ^.^iz^ bfzic^ibac^r^ 7^ ^ ^mfof^Acu^

Viewing conditions: give lighting, distance (how measured), optical equipment. /czzU'Zcrtt&j-n*?,
(Jpjpcw'vy - JZe^o-gxd^-i &Z4d~(& 3P(VI tvcCL, Py-rL/'Um. hi/u ivL ^^OOLlclOu f^OU-'/i T5 aJ U c ^.^-^D'Zz-trwi. 
(^d-cc^iyvxy.- ^S ^eefC/ AfyiAry.. ^ KOcctf ~nspj'^p 'zfci.^ /c x^-fOfi,
(3) 7/hz^ ^^a^r, _ /OO ' _ S^x^ CLcJaw artd^^/^M J Kocdfi TSU3 4 Ve&iOxtfos 
Previous experience with species and similar ones: b ^ 4 D-

37-^ ."'^ ^ ^<^. 'Uo^ yU^^ M£ (Syda^a^ Xt^c t^j^.^f, / 
^CcUjL £a_jJ~ ZT&Z/L^

. References and persohs consulted before writing description: Qcicd^ - /LoM-iiyi^ T)af Lf^ot 
bfodza^; 'Ucz^co^nz 3^44^, P^ /2^^>v. 37^ T^J-', ' ^/ 'J

How long before field notes made? / 7w this form completed? / ^ ‘-XX-_____

Send completed form to Field Reports or CBC editor (address on back cover of Iowa Bird Life).





DOCUMENTATION FORM for extraordinary bird sightings in Iowa ^7-11
What species? -ZZA^TT/Z/i/y^ZZ Zzz^ /z/d/T^ How many?___ /_________

Location ? z^X^X^Xlz^ ^z/TZ^ ~~ ^^3/ 3/743 ^7 —^Ze/Z <^_22z/a///7

Type of habitat?^______  _______________________
77773 777J7 777?

When? date(s): 7233 ________ time^z-^ to /t_z^_z^
Who?your name and address: ^y/ ^£32/^. £ Zz’^^/Xo Zaz// XZX —'//z/ Z/z^ Zap/

others with you: ~77/2a/ //Z^//^ ~ //^Z /ZT^/Zx^____________________
others before or after you: ,X^ ^^224^ y /z/a^ Zz/^ ZZz _ ^^^^^ aZaa/4//.Z 

Describe the bird(s) including only what you observed. Include size, shape, details z ^^
of all parts (bill, eye, head, neck, back, wing, tail, throat, breast, belly, under 
tail, legs, feet). Also mention voice and behavior.

Z? 44/4- ///’Z/ZZ/ 3dZ2 /^/a/Z Z 4444 734 72 /73 —?^>Z a3z4’4Za4 <3 
37 /)aaaJ /3zZ44Ae/ A?-7 '3 4///4 -344/) aa^ZaA ^ 7.4 <744/4 4 aa 774 
/Z1) 7^3/7-3/44/ ^/ZZz 4/^74 ^3/aaaa>4 / Z^/-/Z-^y Z/^TZa^a/aaa/, —2 7424'44 
7a 7A7A7 37 /77z^4 77/4 aa/42 2)4^ z1^ ^24 3427 77<Z 4//// z^z
ZZzZ4a3a7 4 444744 3422/4-3/7 444z^ 44/ V/a/zZ 37/4 z^zZ 73?zu /~
3zZ>477yU/ ZA/UA) 77/4 4//Z4 47 4Z4aZaA/a>/a?74z 7 ■ Saa X-Za^T zz^
ZtdZ/4/ _/z/Z" 4aX7aJ 7Z T/ZZ/Z 3/7 Z Z//'ZaZ7 7 /7£>/£///a/£ —Z 47742722/
y//Z7/7 ayZ 74 7472/473 7aaa? 33'7774/47 Z^aa 3274/4 3344 7 244
T//4 47/23 374'24 A? <3 3/3/724 , 4^7/ ~3 773 4/434 737 a/^Z/aa^
/Z//2Z /Z^^^fZ 3 7 ZaS^/az 37/4 aZac/Zz ^^aaZ- 773737 zZ aZa/-^^ a 

-fZ>73Z~ A3737Z.Z7 Zaa/Z ZZZ. ZZ^A/Z 3//Z"aZ /a/ Z7 77/7/3 37a//4a/.aa ^
77/3 3?/ 3 3Z3 p>7 77/3 3a/'Z3- ^7/4373 7^ /7 /ZlZa// a/a a*? 3 33 3 3

37743 7 ZaaZ 7//33 Z3aA>Z 47334477 7 773/^/33 A3 3^ Tp/Z^//a/V^Z 7
3 3/73 Aaa 7 3> 3/iMt /A/77/ /7Z/27aaA 4 ^zz/ ^^ -3ZZZXlZ5" /44 A^/’dZ
Zp-Z-S 737/7 Z/ca3 7u 37 //aaaa?Z7/7-34Z 7 /IA4a7ZZ7 77/4 aZ/444 ZZZL 
3 4447 aa/4 7474 /Z 77/4 'Z4Z/4/</ -27 /ZaP/a 4 74/a <47^433/4^ 44 
^3 7/423 ^3 23/43 744 ^ 47aai/472^ ZtS / 4 4/4444 44 aZZa 

7/J 743 Z/Z, 3^424744^7444^4 4~4 4/4/3 4//a47 4/4Z4^a4-4 44/^
J4Z//J3 7/24 Z42^ 343 /Z/3’4 774a2/2aaaZ //a^Z 7a4Z Z^/^ 744

Similar species and howz eliminated: ' (g^TeJ

Did any one disagree or have reservations about identification?_^zz___________

If yes, explain:
Viewing conditions: give lighting, distance (how measured), and optical equipment: 
JzA/yX/raZ- 4/744 3'7/7r 4^7"/23 Z/Ta/a/T Z/ZZ zTa/za/'a^j' 
y,,^ A^A //A-3 ^Ad-Adjy J2^)

Previous experience with species and similar ones: JAyyj ^T y^yA^yy^ AZyyyys<?y/ y/sp

References and persons consulted before writing description: a/6J a^^az 43/z7 3a/4 
////z/7 y/^Z 34/4/2/3 " a

How long before field notes made?^_z(z^L_this form completed?_^_2£j£^/_

MAIL TO: T. H. Kent, Field Reports Editor, 211 Richards Street, Iowa City IA 52240



//A7//4//4Z- 7/74^4/774/ 7/Z3 7^4444// 44 z
ZZzZZZ Arn Z~-z ^?zz-Zzzz 7yy z^&^y y-y^r z*z

^47^4/ 7/ Z^X 47Z /X ^^ /7477/Z/4 4*7477/44 X~/X 727/^/^744
44^/7 4 4///7 77/4 4/4/4 4/74^7^7 44/4 72747477/4- ^-^

7 74/4//. /"/z^ 77'7' / ^z^ 774/ 7^7 4/4444477" 4^4777 744 
444/7 7/744/44 4^/^^ z/zz ///44 4^^ 4/zz J7z4 4^*4
4/^/4 444/ 4/4/ s/w/Z44j 4/ 7/44 //4 44/4///>4.

X/Z 4^/Z4 /4Z444 //*// J 4^/4 4?4a/7Z/ 77/4/ x 444/4 444^ 
^^/Z /i*/z 77/7 4/4/// 44 /4 ^ 44/47 4'.Z44/~/&Z/4^4' //// 

/Z/4Z^ 7//7 7/7/7 4/^4474 4/4 744 744<4724 z<744 4/4#
-4/////74^ 444444-744*2 74/7 t/44/4 A^Z//-

77/4 4/4/ /Z44 /////// A//77 X/^47 44a/o/ 44^/44/**Z ^xX 7774 
7747 444 ^4// 77 747 */////- 744 ^/az Zza *//r 444*7 Z44Z/
7/7 74 4 4/47 4 47477 S7z4 / 7 7 6/44 ^4/74/7, 4/*/ 4///> /t- 7747
74/7 47 77/4 7 47 47 *474 7*4/4, 47^77 TV 774^ ^77 777- 77/4 474
/4a7 ^4/^^/ 7^4 77/474 T^T* 7 7^7/77 74 7747 77^/^^ y7
47^4/7// 7 7/777/4 %

77/4 4/7^77 4'77747 7//7 4^77-47/ yJ^ 77/4 4/4^4 ^/774- 77/4 7447 
7^44 4 7 /37/4/77 /7^/7^ 7/ ^///yfA// 77/4 774^ z'^z^ 7/4^4
///7/4444 7 4>/7777 4^7 774/x/ 774 44^^X>vZ ^X- 77/4 //44^^4
77/14 7 4 4f 7 4^47 7

^Zz ^2^ +4^/"4 744/ ^ ^4 ^4' 77/4^ 7*4 ^s ^

4 7Z^ZZ/u7/ 77/4 Z^Z'/A/^/ 4^4 4 -/T/s/s/J ^^ XX x Z4>44 4 ^7/774 s7?7&/ 
/ 7444 44 77/4^ 77/47 /4 77/4 7/4447^4 44//7J, XZ^ ZXZz 42.T7//4 ** 
Xz?zZW ^4/ /Z////7 77/44 7 ^4 7 X 7 44^4 Zzz/Z^ ^//4 74^^/^^ 
/V/44s4 /y/Z4 77/4 7/4, 77/444 4/444 /////> 4/^4z/ /^///74 77/^4 ^

77/4 ////~44 44/zz//?Z?/4/y /4///Z// 4444444 yz/77> 77/4 £<///744 7/44///^^
4/44 ^44/4/ZZ ^4 47^44^/ ^4 744 ^//444 474^44/4^44/7

7/44 4 4427a/. 74 44///4 4477~ Z<7//z/// 4'44 X4 y^4z4/ 47/4 4-4477/44 

77/7 7//^ 74/4//T^/A// 444 X Z7/7//444 444 77 ^z/4 44/0 444
X 44/74 4444 447744// 7^4//4 44444 4/4 ^7724444 7^ 7447
74 74^ 444/4 ^2 4 / ✓

/)/44£4/a-'7/977^/<J 44/z>2 47/44 4444^ 4/4477/4 /7/ZZ/4

4) //j/f^ 47/44 44/4/4 - ZZZ ^Z^4 4^4 ^/"^ ^^^ 4Z44AC
%^^z ;y^- Zixzzz - <5 Z^^ ^< ZZA4ZZ zz^/zz Z^ ^z

74 77244 >4/44/4
73) /4/J7/44 7/4/ ' ^^ ^^474474/4444 4*4 //4//Z76 4444 47/^44
y rm^- z^zzz ^- zzz,z ZZ Z^ZZ zz«/ ZZZ zzzzz z/z?^



X/A 0 b 5^^^^ I.O.t/t- RECORD NUMBER

ILLINOIS DOCUMENTATION FORM FOR EXTRAORDINARY BIRD SIGHTINGS _________^^

1. Species: ______________  Number seen:___ l___________________

(If known) Age: J A /4________________  Sex:------Z------- Plumage: 4 -

2. Location (Including county):------^^^feglgZgJklZ!^^
3. Date(s): (2L^S^1^-^-_________________ -__________  Time °f day: ZJJ£JPto ^‘ ^^^'.

Observers - Your name:, ^4^, -------------- Phone: G^J^^ Z£§7

Address: _J2_^J^As_j2£*dJjUZ=-J^L^—SZ2Jl^1Z_

Others present: J i i^ 1 r1/ ---------------------------- —---------------—---------------------------------

Others before or after you: ------

5 Describe the habitat the bird(s) was found in and the surrounding habitat:
X ce 5^^’^ ecC^aj fal^^ff'

6 . Description: Describe in great detail (but only include what actually was seen in the 
field (the size, shape and color pattern of the bird(s). Include a description of the 
bill eye legs, feet, tail, body and wings as well as other diagnostic characteristics.

p^ts&^ h^'^j edl^J^ y^^ ^ 
r / n^Y/o^^ u^^bk)^ y^/oy/e^

^^^ 3c~. ^cU^ T^< ^^ ^/y/^^^^, 

^^ ^'f btac^ ^"bk ^hi^ -f^^+'J^U'ht 

^Oci±e^^a^ ^^^^^^^ } ^_ ^e><^ efj oM^.

& k-tizt a-^c> ^ e ^>m Ki^ $ ‘^ b I&.& & / ( ^ ^~ ^^^^^ v^e.y t^cacc^>^.-f-o ^i.

\J^*^^P f60 ^ /'('Ze J^t^ — e^<

O* f6 P^^. ^e u ^^^^/^

fc:^ 4^ ^e u^ht'^^ &^ <> ^+ u-iti'^ 
^ XC'^ ^^ ^ t$ ^^ <5 K<2^0K UH.^^^/'Z^— 

^^'^^^^^^^ ^^^C^^/^^^ ^^



Species: ^M^^a^^ ^// Date seen:JjdMjW Observer; f? Q fe/e^„

7. Similar species (explain how eliminated): . / / / /^ ^^^f
b^^^^^ $ £o^&~- k <Z^/ci~dt (sluU'- (&J 1^ '^^<e . K ^-L^ y^tO-^
(/^e ^■/-,£-*''l< (^tt^" K(? t^kt'b- dt ^a- b e^r^^^^. al^^^^y U/L4LAi~byrb kd{_ 

£ f'&a^' $ (^c'd^^e de^^ ^(10 - -? \ ^^ p ha ^^ ^o-Uve a. ? C^^a^^ ^ ^ ^^

8. Describe the bird’s behavior: , (n

9. Describe the song or call notes heard: V»t b e ^J d'< s i^ ^« c^k ^bCy ^^

10. Viewing conditions: -^&K
Optical equipment used (type, power) :_2£y_2j>£?2^^^ ________

Closest distance to bird (how measured): /g ^ ^< f ^________

Lighting and weather:_J^lLih_^Ji£rr£_£^_^ctiA_£^^ _____________

Was the bird photographed?v^ By whom?_______ ^e________________________ Attached?

11. Summarize previous experience with this species and similar species: 
^^^"?%15 ^^"c^s ^ ^"^^ara^t^r^^^

12. Other observers who did not agree with the identification (explain): /Voc^'h ^ ^e^J^

13. List books and illustrations consulted and advice received. How did these influence
this description? Che^^ (^eo. ^<ul\^- b e ^ ^ ^ ^ a^'l-^ & bie^va^^ 

‘y'^bc-^^ by^^<3L(o^€ ^^)^ 'ft- ^t & yb~*^''^~' ^~ CL^(^G^ /^dL^~^d . 'T' ^ ^-^^ k c>^ ^L f 

^e(f^^ ir<z^e o«_'^" oV^er ^^^^^,

14. How long after observing the bird(s) before field notes completed? ~5o^\l^l
15. How long after observing the bird(s) before this form completed? 4/ 4o^y —

Mail this completed form to: Avian Ecology Program, Natural Heritage Division
Dept, of Conservation, Springfield, IL 62701

If you have observed a common bird 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 or at an unusual location, and you wish to 
share this experience with the scientific community, special documentation is necessary.

An acceptable documentation consists of one or more of the following: a collected, diag­
nostic specimen; a diagnostic photograph; a diagnostic recording of the bird’s voice’’or an 
accurate and detailed written description of the observation. It must be emphasized’that a 
request for documentation is not an affront, but an effort to perpetuate a record by obtain­
ing concrete evidence which may^be permanently preserved for all to examine. This procedure 
is required for every extraordinary observation irrespective of the observer
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I.O.RX record numbernz^A o^^
latSMS DOCUMENTATION FORM FOR EXTRAORDINARY BIRD SIGHTINGS

1. Species: ^/^ - 7__________________________ Number seen: /

(If known) Age:^ ^^ /7~ Sex; ? Plumage: A ^ ^/^^

2. Location (including county):______bL-^^LLi^-^L-^________________________

3. Date(s):______^ ^* I %, f ^ ^f________________ Time of day :^Jj2^^t:^^^

4. Observers — Your name: ^tL^^ iT^ /^^/ ^ ^^M Phone: (3/^/) 3js- ^OS"/

Address : ^ 3 57^^ZOWkAAiL/^/^y. ^J. Zip 3~DfO^

Others present:_____ ^^^L^^H. ^‘ttet^y^’^i Pttv'y/ I ^^^‘■'l' /^^g~ c^o^________

Others before or after you:_________ _______________________________________________________________

5. Describe the habitat the bird(s) was found in and the surrounding habitat:
(Ok -^foa.'f-l^ Ke- c^HlS^t^iffi /^e>'f “-i*^

I ^~c> ^a^^ -Fr® nv ^ ^-A. ?Lier<_, ^< ^^g 4 o^ ^-<- < (a^v^

6. Description: Describe in great detail (but only include what actually was seen in the 
field-fthe size, shape and color pattern of the bird(s). Include a description of the 
bill, eye, legs, feet, tail, body and wings as well as other diagnostic characteristics.
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DOCUMENTATION OF EXTRAORDINARY BIRD SIGHTING
Slaty-backed Gull, 1 ad., 14 Feb 1989, Bettendorf, lA-Moline, IL.
Observer: Thomas H. Kent, 211 Richards St., Iowa City, IA 52240
Other observers: Jim Fuller, Pete Petersen (earlier in day); Don Moeller, Ann Barker, Cal and 

Bernie Knight, Mary Lou Petersen (at same time).
Time: 4:20 to 5:35 p.m.
Habitat: Mississippi River
Description: "A dark-mantled gull, reported earlier in day to me by Jim Fuller, found floating on 

ice, swimming in river, and flying. A very dark-mantled bird-nearly black, but slightly less 
black than the tips of the primaries as viewed on the standing bird. Size identical to Herring 
gull--could not detect any difference from multiple Herring Gulls it was with over a long 
period of time. The bill was flesh colored or yellow with a red subterminal mark on the lower 
mandible. The shape, size, and color of the bill was identical to the Herring Gulls. The head 
shape and head size also appeared the same as Herring Gulls. The eye was yellow. There was 
a smudge of gray through the eye, and some but not extensive streaking on the nape typical 
of a winter-plumaged gull. Otherwise the head and underparts were all white. The mantle was 
very dark black, although slightly lighter than the tips of the primaries. On the standing bird 
the trailing edge of the tertials was represented by a large white area; above this there was a 
second white area [scapular cresent], not as extensive, that goes all the way across the back. 
Tail all white. Legs definitely pink, identical in color to Herring Gulls, maybe a little darker 
pink. Posture and size similar to Herring Gull. When the bird was flying (we had multiple 
opportunities to see the bird in flight or raising its wings as it fed on multiple small fish), the 
outer primary had a large subterminal white spot and a small terminal white spot. All of the 
outer primaries had small terminal white spots, but the 3rd, 4th, and 5th, and may be the 6th, 
had subterminal white spots producing a white arc into the wing tip. The 2nd primary did not 
have a subterminal white mark. The under surface of the wing was much lighter than the 
upper surface-white except in the area of the flight feathers which were opaque gray, not 
black. I believe the same white marking were present In the primaries of the under surface of 
the wing, but I did not see those as well as the ones on the upper surface." I forgot to mention 
the broad white trailing edge to the secondaries as seen in flight.

Song: not heard.
Behavior: Not noticeably different from Herring Gulls.
Conditions: The bird was first seen at mid-river at about 100 yards. It flew from one side of the 

river to the other when flushed (we got the gulls up twice with the arm raising technique and 
an eagle flushed them once). Later it was seen on the near shore ice at about 50 yards. Used 
10x binoculars, 20x scope from car, and Ann’s Kowa (40x?). Overcast skies to dusk at 5:35.

Similar species: The appearance of this bird matches, almost to a fault, the descriptions of winter 
plumage in the National Geographic Guide and in Grant. Grant mentions that a small mirror is 
usually present on the second primary, but I saw this feather well and thought it lacked a 
mirror. The leg color and minimal difference in mantle and wing tip shades argue against 
Lesser Black-backed Gull. The size, slightly off-black mantle, and wing tip pattern exclude 
Great Black-backed Gull. Western Gull would be expected to have a more massive bill and 
head, darker under surface to the wing, and slightly less prominent trailing edge to the wing, 
in addition to the lack of subterminal marking on the 3rd-6th primaries. Yellow-footed Gull is 
excluded by leg color and other features of Western Gull.

Agreement: No one expressed disagreement.
Previous experience: I saw the bird at Alton Dam, IL-MO, on 6 Jan 1984, but not as well as I saw 

this bird.
References/time used: We looked at the National Geographic Guide and Seabirds during the 

observation period.
Time of notes/typed: Dictated as quoted above just after leaving the bird. Typed 2 days later.



Documentation of one Slaty-backed Gull (adult). Seen 

■j mile north of Le Claire IA, om a small island in the Miss­

issippi River, on Feb. 15,1989 from 4:40 P.M. to 4:50 P.M.. 

I uas alone but the bird uas being observed by Mr. and Mrs. 

Don Moeller from a differnt position. Peter Petersen had 

told me of the location.

The bird uas sitting doun on the ice but alert to things 

around it. I had a vieu of it’s left side. It uas in the 

company of ten Herring Gulls. The bill uas yellou, uith 

a red spot on the front of the louer mandible. The head 

uas uhite as uas the neck and breast. The neck had some 

faint vertical broun streaks on the louer portion. The 

back and uing uas very dark gray (if I hadn’t had the uing 
tips to compare color I uould have called it black), the 

tone uas darker than the bird shoun on P. 154 of the Nat. 

Geo. Socity Field Guide to Birds of N. America.(second edition) 

The "bird” refers to the Slaty-backed Sull. The uing tip 
uas jet black uith four uhite spots shouing (folded uing). 

There uas an area of uhite betueen the black uing tip and 
the dark gray of the rest of the body. I don’t knou if 

it uas the rump or part of the uing. I couldn’t make out 
eye color or marks on the head.

The bird stood up and I uas able to see pink legs and 
feet.

The size and shape of the various body parts, ie: head 
bill, legs and body all looked comparable uith the tuo Her­

ring Gulls that uas standing near-by.

The bird then lifted off the ioe and I uas able to 

vieu the top and underside of the uings, the tail and the 

back of the bird. The uing uas dark gray,uith black tips. 

The tip uas partialy seperated from the gray by uhite. The 

trailing edge of the uing had a bold uhite band aprox. f 

inch uider than an accompanying Herrring Gull. The underside 

of the uing caused my attention to lock on the uing for a 

couple beats,it uas very pale gray( galer than the ills, 

in the N. G. 5. GuideQ). The contrast uas very sharp to 

the upperside of the uing.

(cont.)



Slaty- backed Gull cent.

The tail uas white but I didn't notice the shape.
the back uas the same shade as the uing.

lillimanated the follouing birds as possible by: I 

have seen many Great Black-backed Gulls and they are larger. 

Lesser Black-backed Gulls have yellou feet and legs. Western 
Gull, the N. G. S. Guide indicates no uhite separating the 

gray and black on the uing and the trailing edge is not 

as bold. It also notes the bill on the Western is very 
large.

I have seen the Greater Black-backed and Lesser Black- 

backed Gulls. I have not seen the Slaty-backed or Western 
Gulls.

I did check the field guide before the sighting and 

uas looking for leg color and identifing marks on the uings.
I uas betueen the sun and the bird, the sky uas 2/3 

overcast uith med. cloud cover, the l/3 to the north uas 
clear. The sun uas behind the clouds.

I uas aprox. 150 yards from the Island uhich is uell 

to the loua side of the river. I uas using a Spacemaster 
scope at aprox. 35X.

I talked to P. Petersen and Tom Kent before urifing 

this discription. I used the N. G. S. Guide, Audubon flaster 

Guide and a book of Petersens about Gulls of the uorld ( 

tittle?) Petersens book had a more accurate color of gray.

Notes uere taken at sighting and contain key points 
of this documentation.

By: §erald White Feb. 10,1989 
1505 E. 5th. St.

Muscatine,IA 52761 

319/263-3464

X-XVcJ^
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-•ss; achene, i । inois ana

^neca i ; A ciark-oacKea gu i i general ly the size of a Herring 
Gu ; , per naps a i 111 i e iarger. in direct 

■ - amp a r i son .

was orient yeiiow, deeper, brighter yeiiow
■ ^as ^erring Gui; in direct comparison. Briant rea act 
? v me gonvaeai Angie. The gonyaea angle was not 
o i cm; ri ent . m e o . was s i i gn t i y i on ger t h an Herr i n g 
Gui i ana apoearea tninner. Gape was dark rea.

neaa ooior was oasiciy wnite witn ocnre streaking at 
m crown, nape, ana sides at neck. Li got eye was 

surrounded or aar^ smuagy-1ooking feathers wmcn 
emended oenino the eye into a snort line.

»pper cs; :s;
’anme was aark charcoal gray. Appearing clack at a 

^stance. ery much darker tnan Herring Gul: in direct 
comparison; it was quite easy to pick, our tn is biro 
even at a distance. Trailing eage was oroaa ana wnite. 
A series of wnite acts forming a line lea off of rhe 
trailing eage towara the tips of the miaale primaries, 
mis line of white separates rhe gray of the inner wing 
~rcm r ne biack ci tne outer primaries.

.,; cm par ts:
Underpants ana rail completely wnite.
-noersme oi wing quite paie with aark gray, riot mack, 
ur;niaries ana outer secondaries. There was a darker 
area wneie tne wing meets the ocay .

Legs ana reet were aright reaaisn oink, much brighter 
ihan Herona Gun in direct comparison.

:^-i6./ ; Shis oira was seen at rest ana in flight. when first
suotieci. it was sitting on the ice in company with 
several Hert ;. ng Gui is. It flew upriver approx imate i y 
. e-uuarte' mi e. It was then seen quite erose, feet. 
Sun e/e color noted before it flew again upriver.
Sne .ast observation was the longest, the oira preenea
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?' -j./ s ; er e f coser vo. t i on a t 30 y ar ds . Mor e ; e i su r e 1 y

. ..r.e, i: toss ui; cock. A • an Grenon. Botn agreeo with this
■oentillcat jon.
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DOCUMENTATION FORM
For Extraordinary Bird Sightings in Iowa ^^K

What species? __________________________  How many? /

Location? Mj$L £ 33 ^7^^^. ^______________

Type of Habitat? ________Qf&L U_l7f3 ^3£_ ^^3—3^ 33^ O/krV o/»7^<x.

When? date(s): ________3i2Y?> ^ /^^______________  time: J^ pi^ to

Who? your name and address: ________________________
Others with you: _____ '^Jff^^-__^^£!n__^)33_^/L^22£L_________________ ____ ______

Others before or after you: ______ 3, o23433g2P£_^J^j:'2_j74=^^

Describe the bird(s) including only what you observed. Include size, shape, details of all parts (bill, eve, 
head, neck, back, wing, tail, throat, breast, belly, undertail, legs, feet). Also mention voice and behavior.

fcuLc.2fr ^ClLtffUf Lwzrrt,?^ t/fr^*^ £ull , ifim 3*41$^ 3/hunz ^ 3^tts»- 3^ 
S&4 \4daJ 9pbJ0c*tr 2‘7U 3aCU^S. Sl22 jr® fiffeAyCfh^e 2t 7TS 3^r t^M.t.S&Te^ Ou, % ST Tte- 
fjdiduiAy ?#z£wes-z ^fiyflte^ 3^t 2u*>4&k4^ (bssrc^. 3(34-3^^40 Pirfou fy^
ftCS&uj 3^ IN ftlcuSiSc ^Pfo &Zt> HfJ> X 1^0-/^^ !>ill Arm- ^ msdcz/hsc? P^^ ^ a^ z 
(3p (per p 4#*-tm£ piSnrz f&vr 2- L^&t- t4K/rj>/oce), f^hvnE ^^^ fTiZ4 th^to ‘Bt-Pct Pa^M/m^ 
4444 40 2'xe,^E!^47^»^2- ' /fita /e>7)M^iS4 <4 f/esc^T pr^ 2/4 0^4 ocu<-^ 
^twe- 4rF4ir/t Tb ?n47 '7tji~0HvS A&M. / ^ rcA^'Ahn^c. 4T<a+ (^ A0\az4 Sc&~ d>u pg.£>i £kfc 

OY\ OAdT^-rJ z^1-^ ■ ^^ LTTVS4 C04(c/ /f Mcht Di/fhc^iar 7t> Gc-i^^mpEt Hot- oc^/hl AiAa^
Ovr^ mW /trrw4 4m IUu. /M> ?P^ 6f£ PF /')/L4^r ^taa ZlAMf^m^r FsP^cfnAA? 
rfriUTtf-GMO c4sr£A4 Cucy. (o^-F-^e^ frrt3). o^ulawu a < ^ rSUM bm, fTUt> AA0-4O7 CM*«ficrfn4 
^ S4DTfdA 4&rfr2 Cull. 34 ^4 z^^-A^^asa^ f^^ 4- Zc>^&sw& q-^ ,f 
THE /ptff e>r*Amjcz of butr>Tt 4 Ta- 1^(3x754^ f2z^m_^, ,4 0 ^24^ 04 7^^^ rzjmvuGj 
(33-), ifWftnLH/ 2 O/VZf) AAST ?l.5 W-* TDS fTP*7hfc*-Z> <y T&TTKtf*, ^4^- Ac^j^ C^r*z 
fyl^ ^2PZP ^ TH 7'^9 CfOZrto ‘WS K/iA/qr A04CD U^TF-3<Pcn 4 Tm4A7t4iT~ <-/rOA4f-

Similar species; how eliminated: ^^ ^^ ^T^7 ^^^r ^^ ^ ^
1/bL/- CZ4472A G/fyfr^AtrZ- 4rhJ7b^ Zouryurr-rie^ ,

Bid any one disagree or have reservations about the identification? _/^_^^^^^^^^^^ 
If yes, explain:

Viewing conditions: give lighting, distance (how measured), optical equipment.
'fycZlC&Jf--- 2 l//€tx —(D <3TV d^jTALZ^E ^/t4hTMi7&t- 1/7 ^44154 07 /f-fUEA.^, ^^/) rfl-T4 

P/teA OV fLtbZn- #AitT>( /£)) (J) 0/ S^X^ l£& ^tr&jp Jv^ST S «F- T<S&ce Pcfltrr ^ Pi^CArv^ 
— Seez 0t 24 &L So ^ f2uyrf&) (T) c4 p-tf^e /CZ S<TS4 xxj>UT3r~4- -/7K fT 7)U4 — 
Previous experience with species and similar ones: A(4T ^a 7^5.

AW^ 33) ^2Sk 744^£ * i^Y-^ £Zr4Zu
-------- 7i2o S44r.o ^cy^ &/^cs/f4 /rr~

References and persons consulted before writing description: 'Pi'^t- T7>.
(4 ^r/L^ fbCT)C*Z #4 JTlArVfS 2'^; ^^ £li/^ ■

How long before field notes made? A/exyg- this form completed? t l~Jttv—

Send completed form to Field Reports or CBC editor (address on back cover of Iowa Bird Life).
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SLATY-BACKED GULL Carl J. Bendorf 
825 7th Ave.
Iowa City, IA 52240

21 February 1989
Mississippi River, Scott Co., IA 
5:25 to 5:40 PM

Tom Kent and I arrived about 3:30 PM and first viewed the Mississippi River 
from the Moline side at about 3400 E. River St. There were several dozen 
Herring Gulls present. We then checked various access points upstream as far 
as Campbell Island and then returned to the original location and watched as 
gulls started arriving, mostly from upstream. By 5:15 PM, there were perhaps 
several hundred Herrings standing on the low string of rocks, etc. that run 
down the middle of the river at this point. We were carefully looking at all 
the sitting gulls and also trying to keep an eye on the birds that were 
steadily arriving. Suddenly, at 5:25 PM, I noticed one gull with a very dark 
mantle that stood out very easily. It was sitting on the rocks in the middle 
and the following description is from my notes taken during and immediately 
after the observation:

Overall size, shape, and build was virtually indistinguishable from Her­
ring Gulls sitting within several feet. If there was any difference, this 
dark—mantled bird may have been less than 5% smaller than a Herring Gull, 
but essentially there was no noticeable difference.

The head and body were clean white with some brown streaking on the head 
and neck. There may have been a darker area of feathering around the eye. 
The tail was all white.

The mantle was very dark grey, almost as dark as the black wingtips, but 
not quite. On the sitting bird, there was a very large white tertial 
crescent and a smaller but still noticeable scapular crescent. These were 
proportionally much larger than the Herring Gulls. The mantle was other­
wise quite uniform and did not have any brownish tones.

The bill appeared identical proportionally to a Herring Gull and appeared 
light but I could not see more detail than that.

The legs were bright pink and were much more noticeably pink than the 
Herring Gulls.

The bird sat preening most of the time, but did take flight several times 
for a very short distance as it moved to another rock.

In flight, the dark mantle was easy to pick out among the flying Her­
rings. There was a very wide white trailing edge to the upper wing. 
Besides a blacker wing tip, I did see a large white mirror or white spot 
subterminally on the 1st or 2nd primary.



SMI

SUTY-BACKED GULL BENDORF
Page 2

I estimated the distance at about 200 yards. The sky was partly cloudy but 
it was growing dark. I used 10 X 40 Zeiss binoculars and a 20 X scope on a 
window mount.

Discussion

This bird had been present for about a week and had been previously identi­
fied as a Slaty-backed Gull. The size, mantle color, and leg color were cer­
tainly very consistent with this species. Because of the distance and light, 
I was just not quite able to see the white subterminal spots on the 3rd 
through 6th primaries that are supposed to be diagnostic of this species. 
Tom Kent said he had seen this feature at much closer range four days ear­
lier.

I also saw the Slaty-backed Gull at Alton Dam in 1984. As I recall, that 
bird had much more streaking on the head and also had a much larger head and 
bill compared to Herring Gulls. This would appear to be a different bird and 
might be a female with relatively smaller proportions.

No references were consulted before taking field notes. This form was com­
pleted the next day.



I.O.R.C. RECORD NUMBER 
ILLINOIS DOCUMENTATION FORM FOR EXTRAORDINARY BIRD SIGHTINGS

1. Species: ^(^^^L^^^^. ^^^/_____________ Number seen: ' /___________________

(If known) Age:______^^U^__________________  Sex:__________  Plumage: ^^ .________________

2. Location (including county): ^jj^j^ /2ZV^4^f^^ ^t^L &• _____________
3. Dace(s): Z^gf___________________________________ Time of day: ^^»-^*^

4. Observers — Your riame.t_^[t^C^_^ ___________ Phone: (^2) ^7^ - 2S^^
Address:  Jj*%>J/a:t^£^!4la:L<iL—j!&LL^^

Others present:______~ _____________________________________________________________

Others before or after you: ____________ .______________________________________________

5. Describe the habitat the bird(s) was found in and the surrounding habitat: /Pfe^ c/^7i^( 
^ /^^« A- O^U6^C //^^t fPAt/z. l^jfat^ ^M1 A7V <^Z^, ^^cA^u^Z^ 
/iyiZ^y^^ • ' /

6. Description: Describe in great detail (but only include what actually was seen in the 
field (the size, shape and color pattern of the bird(s). Include a description of the 
bill, eye, legs, feet, tail, body and wings as well as other diagnostic characteristics. 

/^L^e,^ ^C A ^k^^ ^-.^-'>; A^«447i<X, 

l^Z^ ^ ^4T ^A^a^) .a^j^A^ ^ ^tZ«^y ^ X^/,



Species :_Sfdl{~^^________Date seen: ^/^"^ Observer; A ^%M>____

7. Similar species (explain how eliminated): /^^ ^^'^^^y t^f^^c ^/^c/^/Tl^ 
Intuit ^eT^ ^h^To'^iA^n^ u>^ ^^^ . &• ^t^"A^^ ^4^^z^^e7^.

8. Describe the bird's behavior: /^^-^ &yt^

9. Describe the song or call notes heard: -------

10. Viewing conditions: x
Optical equipment used (type, power): A ___________________________________ ____

Closest distance to bird (how measured): ^^) —^ lci<l^____________________  
Lighting and withert—jCt^ ___ .
Was the bird photographed?_ •__  By whom?_____ •______________________________Attached? ~

11. Summarize previous experience with this species and similar species: /%f /f^> /^^& 
4^t ^ ^ /- ^/"^a^^ A M> //^^U^ z*2^ ^^2^ si ,4^ ^^4 - 
/M-AtH^ ^iMj •

12. Other observers who did not agree with the identification (explain): ^

13. List books and illustrations consulted and advice received. How did these influence 
this description? ,

14. How long after observing the bird(s) before field notes completed? /?^ At/^Z_____  
•15. How long after observing the bird(s) before this form completed? ^^"^ ^

Mail this completed form to: Avian Ecology Program, Natural Heritage Division
Dept, of Conservation, Springfield, IL 62701

If you have observed a common bird species during a season of abundance, verification is 
achieved simply by returning there again in season. If, however, the observation involves a 
x^nre species, or a common species out of season or at an unusual location, and you wish to 
share this experience with the scientific community, special documentation is necessary.

An acceptable documentation consists of one or more of the following: a collected, diag­
nostic specimen; a diagnostic photograph; a diagnostic recording of the bird’s voice; or, an 
accurate and detailed written description of the observation. It must be emphasized that a 
request for documentation is not an affront, but an effort to perpetuate a record by obtain­
ing concrete evidence which may be permanently preserved for all to examine. This procedure 
is required for every extraordinary observation irrespective of the observer.



ILLINOIS DOCUMENTATION FORM FOR EXTRAORDINARY BIRD SIGHTINGS p/ ' NUMBER

K sPecies:_______ ^4^4^^/ ^7/_____________________ Number seen:_/_________________

(If known) Age: ^ jq /f________________  sex:__J_ Plumage: /^ c^^^

2. Location (including countyfi^Jtf^^cJ^jS^J^;^^-^^/^^
3. Date(s):--------^^ 4 ^ ^ £f________ _______________  Time of day to 72-7l.

4. Observers — Your name: P^4^Tj f^^ ^^______________  Phone: (^^H^- 2^L
Address: ^ 3 £~ /^r ^Ze^*! ^ ((/X (^2=^^^^^!: 4-^ Zip 5~XfO3

Others present:________ noKe_____________

Others before or after you:_______ u „ __________

5. Describe the habitat the bird(s) was found in and the surrounding habitat: 

(F^ r< Ce. 5 ^e (V ^ /Ve^t^x e.K^ a^ ^^ <' V-A. -^ (au.J ^/©uj 4
L ^jF^.-e.'1^ V 5 /^^ ^ d?0 u-4_ £ 4© ^ <

6. Description: Describe in great detail (but only include what actually was seen in the 
field (the size, shape and color pattern of the bird(s). Include a description of the 

1 » eye, legs, feet, tail, body and wings as well as other diagnostic characteristics.

4^*^^ ^7^^ ^^U -^c^tx ^^^^^^ ^i K c^e^fy ^r;?c 

^^ ^^yt t'P + ^^e A^f f^ "^ ^^d^ ^^ ^^ 
^^ Ke^^'f f-" ^^^X M-ttCrVce. Fe4f & 6 ^&W<^ 1'0 u<- &;/{ ^74 '

SY© ^tJ- Vo foy a k^ d<^ KoV'ree'tK-f-o /’e 4^^4^ »« s'u^jAfe.

^S^ ^ ^-e/^^^,/'c^^yF^^V2" |9<0^.« H e aj) ^ ^o/ly’ ^ Ij^e Ll"^ ^ 
& -f^u. ^—a<^~t'^c‘(. ^ ocx k-eaj *- ^>a^ pF^eX "7^ ? ^ CC^?/<3 
/7tu4^ ^^7C^ »^'/u^,(^V<(2 5 h/et& <^xc-rf+ <^1<C^ <^ 
u_ ;p 05^ n r^w^ e? ^ a. <x,4(/e {^f <d ^l o v<-& ex IOkj^^ 
P^L IM,CV^ , ~T^^ fc ^CJ d/^^ ^~^ U^ “$ })Y~0^J^£j^^ 
^[a(^ ^ 0-^ ^>-5=5^0 ^-^^^^ A^^- /c^e- F^.
hi^ '<&^cfp^ 4 i^^ ^fr^^^^^^ ^d- ^y x©4 

U^^^^'"3 ^^ ^^ l^S^^



Species; ^TZZ^ ^±l^J_^Jj Date seen:_j^_aJzJ_%^^ Obsw^
7. Similar species (explain how eliminated): z „ / / I • AZ ,v ^^ -4 ^

IX^^/r <><^ ^/X - wn^-e^^« o-F^ln^ +*<’ Ifgkr^ ^cc^S^ai^* -i~-£M/ ^ ^ 
S4^ ‘ baC ^ <V/' ft c^ C F k} /C 6^X^< ^'

8. Describe the bird's behavior: ~5~(-o-l^ I u-a d> uu I C^ -^L^-j' kcd 'f-u-bc <i /■© ^ext 
^^^f^ J'

9. Describe the song or call notes heard: Cadi ne^ ^ i 5 ^ < K4 ^ ^ ^^ ‘̂^"^° t<A <^^ ^Z^^ ^

10. Viewing conditions:
Optical equipment used (type, power): ^X^^ha^, /?-^X °^ ^o^_________

Closest distance to bird (how measured): /OOk<, _____________________

Lighting and weather: fkH o^ft^, ^?j 4i CsJf^OK^, $uu ££°j^^^g

Was the bird photographed? By whom?___________________________ ____ Attached?

11. Summarize previous experience with this species and similar species: / - r-f^^c. $^e-n F^ 5<.C<bW^3 W^rtf-i d.ba^ o ^ e vva)\^u/ ^ r e^ ^

12. Other observers who did not agree with the identification (explain):

13. List books and illustrations consulted and advice received. How did these influence 
this description? ^^ e k^ M ^r l^^u.^[^^b^J^ ^Z ^^.

14. How long after observing the bird(s) before field notes completed? JT^'/h.
15. How long after observing the bird(s) before this form completed? itK.

Mail this completed form to: Avian Ecology Program, Natural Heritage Division
Dept, of Conservation, Springfield, IL 62701

If you have observed a common bird 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 or at an unusual location, and you wish to 
share this experience with the scientific community, special documentation is necessary.

An acceptable documentation consists of one or more of the following: a collected, diag­
nostic specimen; a diagnostic photograph; a diagnostic recording of the bird's voice;’or, an 
accurate and detailed written description of the observation. It must be emphasized that a 
request for documentation is not an affront, but an effort to perpetuate a record by obtain­
ing concrete evidence which may be permanently preserved for all to examine. - This procedure 
is required for every extraordinary observation irrespective of the observer.


