






























 First Circulation (of recirculation): 
The following members accepted this record during the first circulation: 

Steven W. Cardiff, 8 February 2020.  ACCEPT.  Record involves an immature male, shot by a hunter at a wild 

location.  The specimen shows no signs of having been in captivity.  Date/year coincide with a general pattern of 

other records in the west.  I have no problem with this bird being a wild vagrant. 
DOBBS, R.C. 10 February 2020. Accept (Identification and Origin). Tentative, because  it’s a duck and I can not get 

a feel for how common this species is in captivity. Maybe someone has intel on this? Nevertheless, the bird showed 

no sign of captivity and the record coincided with an unusual burst of records in the western US in 1974-1975. 

Two of California’s five accepted records were from fall-winter 1974-1975; a third accepted California record and 

Oregon’s first accepted record occurred in January 1974. 

Paul Conover. 26 Jan 2020. ACCEPT. This record has intrigued me for a long time; the body of evidence, especially 

the 1974 California records, makes a compelling case for acceptance.  

The following members accepted this record (origin hypothetical): 

Dittmann, D. L.  5 January 2020. ACCEPT – ORIGIN HYPOTHETICAL. I suppose some concern of provenance 

still lingers so it is a perfect candidate for origin hypothetical because it could also be a wild bird and fits pattern 

with other accepted records from 1974. 

The following members rejected this record on origin: 

Dillon, John K.  19 January, 2020. Reject.  Origin questionable.  Not much way to tell what Lowery meant by “no 

signs of captivity” other than, I assume, the bird was not banded.   

Raymond, L.R.  20 January 2020.  Reject based on origin.  I think a wild origin for this bird is unlikely and prefer 

to take a conservative approach to accepting the record. 

Dan Lane (4 Feb 2020): One thing that seems to lower the likelihood of a wild origin is the bit of information about 

the populations having declined to an all-time low in the early 80s, which means that they were likely similarly low 

in the 70s. If this is true, the source population would likely have been small enough not to be able to provide 

stragglers. It may be instructive to review other records from e.g., western US and Europe in that decade to see if 

there is any support to vagrants. It’s obviously too late to see if there were private duck collections from which it 

may have escaped, but a lack of a leg band is noteworthy (would that have been common use in the 70s?). Until 

these concerns can be eased, I am inclined to REJECT on grounds of provenance.  

Wright, C.E. 1 February 2020. ACCEPT identification, origin questionable. Although effort was made to 

eliminate the possibility of an escapee locally it is impossible to know where the bird came from.   

Erik Johnson, 10 Feb 2020. ACCEPT ID, ORIGIN QUESTIONABLE. Has a pattern of vagrancy been established? 

The closest accepted record, as far as I can tell, is Arizona. Other questionable records come from Ontario, CO, OK, 

OH, PA, NJ, and NC. There are only 6 records from California, one of which was rejected. I found this overview of 

Baikal Teal vagrancy, published in 2014, helpful, which suggests a pattern of increased mainland U.S. reports from 

1974/1975, but this doesn’t match a lack of increased reports from Western Alaska at the same time. Could this be 

explained by some increase in captivity interest instead? 

https://books.google.com/books?id=-

YqGAAAAQBAJ&pg=PA60&lpg=PA60&dq=Baikal+Teal+vagrancy+to+United+States&source=bl&ots=16c62c-

HG1&sig=ACfU3U2TDn4q-

pwoUxVncAqL_ZLj45WLgA&hl=en&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwid1K_nw8fnAhUngK0KHasOCxcQ6AEwGXoECA0

QAQ#v=onepage&q=Baikal%20Teal%20vagrancy%20to%20United%20States&f=false 

A possibility for diving into the specimen might be to consider an isotope analysis of feathers/tissues: 

https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/ee16/a32e2793e2de4b110f58a736d3b18c75171c.pdf 

 
 

Second Circulation (of recirculation): 
 

The following members accepted this record (three specifying ‘origin hypothetical’) during the second 

circulation: 

Paul Conover 1 APR 2020. ACCEPT. California and Oregon had 1974 records (although OR record and one CA 

record was from winter ’73-’74), Alaska had a 1976 record. Roberson doesn’t cast doubt on their provenance. 

Reeber says the species was “widely imported and frequent in captivity until the 1960s,” and that it is “difficult to 

breed in captivity.” He also states that the “the scarcity of captive breeding, along with its rather high value, make it 

less likely to escape from captivity than many other waterfowl species.” I was able to find many sources selling 

Baikal Teal, but several mentioned difficulty in breeding them. The decline in numbers in the ‘60s and ‘70s might 

https://books.google.com/books?id=-YqGAAAAQBAJ&pg=PA60&lpg=PA60&dq=Baikal+Teal+vagrancy+to+United+States&source=bl&ots=16c62c-HG1&sig=ACfU3U2TDn4q-pwoUxVncAqL_ZLj45WLgA&hl=en&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwid1K_nw8fnAhUngK0KHasOCxcQ6AEwGXoECA0QAQ#v=onepage&q=Baikal%20Teal%20vagrancy%20to%20United%20States&f=false
https://books.google.com/books?id=-YqGAAAAQBAJ&pg=PA60&lpg=PA60&dq=Baikal+Teal+vagrancy+to+United+States&source=bl&ots=16c62c-HG1&sig=ACfU3U2TDn4q-pwoUxVncAqL_ZLj45WLgA&hl=en&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwid1K_nw8fnAhUngK0KHasOCxcQ6AEwGXoECA0QAQ#v=onepage&q=Baikal%20Teal%20vagrancy%20to%20United%20States&f=false
https://books.google.com/books?id=-YqGAAAAQBAJ&pg=PA60&lpg=PA60&dq=Baikal+Teal+vagrancy+to+United+States&source=bl&ots=16c62c-HG1&sig=ACfU3U2TDn4q-pwoUxVncAqL_ZLj45WLgA&hl=en&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwid1K_nw8fnAhUngK0KHasOCxcQ6AEwGXoECA0QAQ#v=onepage&q=Baikal%20Teal%20vagrancy%20to%20United%20States&f=false
https://books.google.com/books?id=-YqGAAAAQBAJ&pg=PA60&lpg=PA60&dq=Baikal+Teal+vagrancy+to+United+States&source=bl&ots=16c62c-HG1&sig=ACfU3U2TDn4q-pwoUxVncAqL_ZLj45WLgA&hl=en&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwid1K_nw8fnAhUngK0KHasOCxcQ6AEwGXoECA0QAQ#v=onepage&q=Baikal%20Teal%20vagrancy%20to%20United%20States&f=false
https://books.google.com/books?id=-YqGAAAAQBAJ&pg=PA60&lpg=PA60&dq=Baikal+Teal+vagrancy+to+United+States&source=bl&ots=16c62c-HG1&sig=ACfU3U2TDn4q-pwoUxVncAqL_ZLj45WLgA&hl=en&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwid1K_nw8fnAhUngK0KHasOCxcQ6AEwGXoECA0QAQ#v=onepage&q=Baikal%20Teal%20vagrancy%20to%20United%20States&f=false
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/ee16/a32e2793e2de4b110f58a736d3b18c75171c.pdf


have affected waterfowl collections if the source of the birds was importation of wild-caught birds. My 

accept/natural origin vote is based on the burst of records from the period of ’73-’76, especially along the Pacific 

Coast where the species is accepted to some degree as a natural vagrant. A Louisiana record from the same period of 

an immature bird of a species uncommon in captivity, worth money, and said to be hard to breed, without clipped 

hallux, bands, and –obviously—clipped wings is intriguing.  

Dan Lane (30 March 2020): After having viewed the specimen and the publication on other records from that time 

period, I am changing my vote to ACCEPT ID, and can accept it being a wild vagrant. 

DOBBS, R.C. 30 March 2020. Accept. Although the idea of Origin Hypothetical has some appeal here, I’m sticking 

with wild origin given the specimen’s condition (no evidence of captivity) and the pattern of vagrant occurrences 

described previously.   

DITTMANN, D. L. 9 March 2020. ACCEPT origin hypothetical. To me, it’s a coin toss because it is a duck. RE 

Rob’s concern about captivity – I don’t think it was very common in captivity at that time – it is NOW. But the 

species was nonetheless held in captivity at that time. Also, pops were dropping during 60s-80s but have since 

rebounded – perhaps it wild rarity would result in fewer in captivity/ or at least entering the aviary trade also during 

that time frame. 

https://ibis.geog.ubc.ca/biodiversity/efauna/documents/BaikalTeal-RT-JF-b.pdf 

Analysis of feathers for isotopes would provide potential insight considering age/feathers of this individual. 

Raymond, L.R.  16 March 2020.  Accept identification, origin hypothetical.  Not sure that question of 

provenance can be resolved. 

Steven W. Cardiff, 3 April 2020.  ACCEPT ORIGIN-HYPOTHETICAL.  See previous comments.  I’m 

downgrading to origin-hypothetical as a bit of a compromise but I believe there’s a very high probability that the 

bird was of wild origin.  See comments from Dobbs RE CA occurrences in fall-winters of 1973-1974 and 1974-

1975.  As far as I’m concerned, there was a brief pattern of vagrancy during that time period.  There are plenty of 

examples of such brief patterns.  Note that all those records were also hunter kills.  I don’t know if they were also all 

immature males (if escapes, then I would have expected more adult males).  If wild, then we don’t know the routes 

these birds took.  But, if we measure straight line distance from, say, Icy Bay, AK to, say, Riverside County, CA, 

then it’s about 2100 miles.  It’s another 1000 miles to SE LA, and what’s another 1000 miles to a duck? 

Erik Johnson, 9 Apr 2020. ACCEPT ID, ORIGIN HYPOTHETICAL. I think this is voting option is good 

compromise. Could be wild given the pattern of vagrancy to the western U.S. (but not Alaska), but I don’t think it’s 

safe to entirely rule out an escapee. 

Wright, CE. 27 March 2020. ACCEPT Origin Hypothetical. Sticking with my comments last round.  

 

The following members rejected Origin: 

John Dillon. 3 April, 2020.  Accept ID.  REJECT ORIGIN.  I’m still going with rejecting on origin because this is a 

commonly purchased bird.  And Dan’s note about the smaller population is noteworthy.  And I still don’t know the 

specifics behind Lowery’s note about it having no signs of captivity other than not having a band.   

 

 

 

https://ibis.geog.ubc.ca/biodiversity/efauna/documents/BaikalTeal-RT-JF-b.pdf

