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LOUTSTANA ORNITHOLOGICAL SOCIETY 89-131 A
BIRD RECORDS COMMITTEE '
REPORT FORM

This form is intended as a convenience in reporting observations of unusual

birds. - It may be used flexibly and need not be used at all. Leave blank any details

not observed. Attach additional sheets if necessary. Please print or type. Attach’

drawings, photographys, etc.; include all photos if an obscurely marked species. When
completed, mail to the Secretary of the 1.0S Bird Records Committee.
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15.

Common. and scientific name: %’/g/ 54[/’//4&4/6‘;// /Z Mé//”#f/ _»

Number of individuals, ssexes, ages, general plumage (e.g. 2ad. in breeding plum-

age): Suo —
Localitg{; ”ié)uisiana: ﬁyy/,&m\ M?arish: ,//ﬂ;/ddl///g

7

Date(s) when seen: oz fF: / .
Times of day when seen: /O-3 an
Reporting observer and address: /e@ ‘ yy/‘//((fﬁgﬂ

Other observers accompanying reporter who also identified the bird:

Other observers who independently identified the bird:

aved M

/ /. ) oo
Light conditions (positionQ bird in rz:::\ijn to shade and to direction and amount

of light): 6/51,.’ 5.Z7 /' f’aoﬁ( é/k/ W/fM

Optical equipment (type, power, cC ndition):

20X n/Scopl

Distance to bird: Sy 'S
Duration of observation: 2.0 stin>

Habitat (genmeral and spegific):
6‘/{/;' ZZ dyé .

Behavior (flying, feeding, resting, etc.; include and stress any habits used in

—"———'—"d ifi . ) . ,
identification kzsﬁ’yl %/7

Description (Include only what was actually seen, not what "should" have been seen.
Include if possible: total length; body bulk; shape, bill, eye, and leg character-
istics; color and pattern of plumage, etc. Stress field marks):
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16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.
24,

%}z/éﬂ/ M ///ﬂ/f; / e 4 yipwt seiwn”
o i/ﬂ»Z Fop or ﬂ/v{:w«/( fz‘/

- Voice:

Similar species (include how they are eliminated by your observations):

LB sl o fq o) [o5 Lshter mantl
5/4'§ -'M?/ /(;5474// iu/ég// 5%42* ! |

Photographs (Was it photographed? By whom? = Attached?):
Ve

Previous experience with this species:

ﬁu{/r(waus Lo 515&0[/455

Aids: List books, illustrétions, birders, etc. used in identification
a) at time of observation;

b) after observation:

This description written from: notes made during observation; | ~"mnotes

made after observation; memory. -
Are you positive of your identification? -~ . If not, explain:

Signature of reporter: %///

Date and time of writing this account:
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TLouisiana Ornithological Society
Bird Records Committee

Report Form

Name: Great Black-backed Gull Larus marinus

Number of Individuals: one; third or fourth year, basic

or moulting to basic.

Location: Foﬁrchon Beach; Flmer's Island, ie. both sides of
Bay Champagne cut.

- Date(s): October 9 and 29, 1988.

Time(s) when seen: 2:15 p.m. and 4:00 p.m.

| Reporting Observer and Address: David P. Muth, 1110 Robert

St., NOLA 70115 % 2D Purrieror/

Other Observers Accompanying Reporter: R.D. Purrington on
10/9; Mac Nyers, Al & Gwen Smalley, Cecil Kersting on 10/29.

Other Observers Who Independently Identified Bird:

Light Conditions: partly cloudy, bird was s.e. during
observation 10/9; sunny 10/29, bird to the west and later
along the beach just sewbh—ofbird north of biid .

Optical Equiptment Used: Zeiss Dialy® 10x40; Bushnell
spacemaster 25x

Distance(s) from Bird: 100-200 yards— 10/9; less than 100
feet 10/29. ;

—

Duration of Obgervation: 20 minutes and 5 minutes.

Habitat: gulf beach.
Behaviour: loafing; in flight later.

Description: A relatively small Great Black-backed Gull,
STightly larger than nearby Herring Gulls, that is to say
slightly taller and bulkier in profile; seen from the rear

89-131 B




appeared much bulkier, broader; also appeared decidedly
larger in flight. Much more massive than Lesser
Black-backed in same flock. Lesser Black-backed 2/3 to 3/4
the size of the Great. Mantle and wings very dark slate
gray, primaries darker (black); a couple of shades darker on
mantle than nearby Lesser. In the middle of the upper wings
(10/9), we noted white feathers; this presumably resulted

from molt in the last primaries or first secondaries. There

seemed to be no windows or apical spots. Head was blocky:
steep sloping forehead, flat top, angled slope down to the
curving nape. Head was white; there may have been a 1little
brown streaking on nape (10/9); otherwise head, nape, rump,

tail and underparts white. Bill noticeably deeper than

nearby Herring Gulls, longer, but not proportionally longer.
Horn colored, with a black spot in prominent gonys; the '
black spot was edged with red on the anterior edge of the
lower mandible. Legs pink flesh. Brownish iris with a
lighter pupil. Orbital ring did not stand out.

Voice: Not heard.

Similar Species: Size and mantle color eliminate all other

possibilities.

Photographs: Gwen Smalley on 10/29.§Q&Jﬁﬁqu
| b

Previous Experience: About 15 individuals.
v}
Aids: None. Wfﬁﬂzldé,
7 Mﬁ' '{4}’:4/[{0 [7/4(.
This description written from: X notes made during fro ik ﬁ“a '
observation:  notes made after observation; mnemory. po AP

Are You Positive of Your Identification? _yes. If not,

eXplain:
Signature of Rsporte;f“z:zdj;;/Z/aé[ zféjz;%yéfi;——~”

Date and Time of writing this ace&olnt: 5:00 p.m. June 10,

1989.



LOUISIANA ORNITHOLOGICAL SOCIETY
LOUISIANA BIRD RECORDS COMMITTEE

Validation Form

SPECIES Great Black-backed Gull

Record No.: 89-131 . Round No.: 27

Committee Member: Steven W. Cardiff . Date of review: 1 December 1990
Circulation: First: XXX Second: Third:

Decision:

ACCEPT: (identification and origin)

Reject, identification questionable: XXX

Reject, origin questionable :

COMMENTS : First of all, I want to point out that I basically ignored RDP's
report because it is so incredibly superficial (he also put the wrong
date on his form). I commend Gwen Smalley for getting pictures of the
bird, but, unfortunately, they don't reveal much except that we are
dealing with a relatively large "black-backed" gull. My main concern
with this bird is that the descriptions do not discuss and eliminate
hybrid possibilities such as GBB X Herring. The bird's relatively
small (for GBBG) size and "pink flesh" legs/feet (vs. more typical
whitish-flesh) complicate what is otherwise a relatively straightforward
ID as GBBG. In slide #5 (standing bird at a distance, with mixed-flock),
it almost seems as if the bird has a dark smudge through the eye, which
is uncharacteristic of GBBG. None of the reports makegény effort to
convince the reviewer that the birds seen on 9 Oct. and 29 Oct. were
really one and the same. (Could someone explain to me how a gull can
have a "brownish iris with a lighter pupil"??) It seems that a bird
of this age (all-white tail) would have a yellow-white iris.

.

Use reverse side for additional comments, if necessary.
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LOUISTIANA ORNITHOLOGICAL SOCIETY.
LOUISIANA BIRD RECORDS COMMITTEE

Validation Form

Record No.: §7-/3/ A B8 Round No.: Z7 SPECIES (oveat Bleck-backed &ul/

Committee Member: /745/& nzic Date of review: Apr/'/ 2 /%90
Circulation: First: Second: Third:
Decision: .

ACCEPT: (identification and origin)

Reject, identification questionable:

Reject, origin questionable
COMMENTS:

P/ﬁ’?ﬁc npf‘t» :/;'sc-'z./:auu.rj Jn re 0r7z 07[ c/a?'[t ¢ chsfruers: /;, £F7- /3/4/
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| /den#'i')lzt;l She Lied n Je/send'r?nf/y &‘7[ /ﬂ“""‘"];/anls ﬂbsfru‘i.?éf"‘".. fn §7-13/ 8
povever, /hunﬁ, j,'ws a Jote 07[ ob sexrvae tion of 40‘.7 and /“’"/;[‘4 €S ¥A/“-/7;

Pyvrin Lon was an accom/oah/t‘”j p bseruer, ,4¢/¢/,7(/an4///l /Z,,r//«] ou LS 2dde

46 an observer CPf;hvle[-/n b on Mauths Typed Wg/pa‘n/ 74)‘{-'”)-&”: L/jé;‘?%/ui
Plcrington 51’?4e4(- +he re/bamL as 4 Tf/:ov‘?/f\".[ /77“%’1 alss MJ,C;- 4 2 ;Ae
notes ja)eu rma de c/ariuj Ahe observatioa based on a %4,@:\ y-e£~or‘ “J y :LA "
ind /Da_rr""jﬁ" made on Oct 7. /Durf‘mj Low tndicates 19 AS re/pa;zé , 2

Ais notes were made a][%rr Fe absff‘-’“’z"m‘ z 5”77357[ Fhit Mt s

4 $s’€’5>p\\"’17£ a]L %"5 Dléser./a_ﬂlz'u&t (5 CorrecT™,

Use reverse side for additional comments, if necessary.




LOUISIANA ORNITHOLOGICAL SOCIETY
LOUISIANA BIRD RECORDS COMMITTEE

Validation Form

Record No.: 89-131 Round No.,: 27 SPECIES Great Black—-backed Gull
Committee Member: D.L. Dittmann Date of review: 2 February 1990
Circulation: First: X Second: Third:

Decision:

1 ACCEPT: XX (identification and origin)

Reject, identification questionable:

Reject, origin questionable

COMMENTS :

Perhaps Purrington and Muth can come up with a consensus on the first date of
observation?

The photographs are very useful, especially the flight shot; I'm glad that photo
was included. The molt pattern is fairly clear. The bird has the first 5 or so
primaries new; a gap, and the remainder old. The secondaries are just beginning
to molt (the first few are missing, the last few are new.) The coverts of the upper
wing are worn or missing. The tail looks like it too may be molting (wedge~shaped
appearance may be the result of new inner and growing outer rectrices.) This is
the sames pattern/timing that I have seen in fall Louisiana Lesser Black-backeds.

At least one of the observers mentioned the presence of molt, you would think that
a 20 minute study would yiéld more information about this particular individual.

Use reverse side for additional comments, if necessary.




LOUISIANA ORNITHOLOGICAL SOCIETY
BIRD RECORDS COMMITTEE

Vvalidation Form .

Record Number 89-131 Species Great Black-backed Guill
Committee Member’s Name Muth Cate of Review _8-30-90
Circulation: First X__: Second ' . Third .
Decision:

Ac;eot v ' X

Accept, Origin Questionable
Reject, Origin Questionablie
Reject, Identification Questicnable

|

Comments:
Obs. RDP.DM Loc. Fourchon Date 3-27-88
Note: w/ 1bbg

Round #

-~
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LOUISIANA ORNITHOLOGICAL SOCIETY
BIRD RECORDS COMMITTEE

validation Form

Round 27

Record number: 89-131A-B  Species: Great Black-backed Gull

Committee Member: A. Smalley Date of Review: 26 Nov 90
Circulation; First: X : Second: ; Third
Decision:

Accept. X

Reject; identification questionable:
Reject; origin questionable:

Comments: Adequate descriptions by experienced observers.



~ LOUISIANA ORNITHOLOGICAL SOCIETY
LOUISIANA BIRD RECORDS COMMITTEE

Validation Form

Record No.: g‘?)’W)? Round No.: % SPECIES G;vm“rg\mlﬁw‘ha&eoi (ol

Committee Member KDMV\V\ Date of ;rkeviewz % é@a’k‘ . 19@ ]

[ i
Circulation: First: Second: , /7 Third: '
Decision:

* ACCEPT: L/// (identification and origin)

Reject, identification‘questionable:

Reject, origin questionable

COMENTS ’C@\\’“A‘\‘@ e covmnmmets “’We.’ w‘g\\:erx\Lgev\ : a,v\io\ Evom ?;\_e &
W\e,)m look o 1 \e closey ok tne Sides Lbec.awé‘,a YPhe |
&%cwﬂp%{me ove o veny \V\ﬁ\gfg\/\\ when v\f Came o -*Qme A&;‘\\ﬁ) R
' Cond ol é\/w\ﬁ\é%’% Haat @K \V\'\f\_\oﬁéx YYLOV\\ Qe < \?ﬁﬁél\o\\\lxx\ loﬂ%d e |
\\ - \m\w\m& Lmel gize. \éé)‘ E}‘J"w) 0&%0\ QWM (o P\nﬁ%‘b} dauwr\ |
T Hmidae ~\J\mvvw\_\m He lovey eme.

Moo | werd Qeped 1h o dypreal boasicplnmaned 6BBG, \onk
QM\;\,}TQ,\\ \/\mvi&?r\f\v\dd 5 ‘i;‘i\ Vo P’b\bngQ\,\?ng& \A\(/\O&\‘I C'.lw\
Lee, wandle toler gropotons do sugaent GRRL - Fwthevmore
Comeln Wm.i'hm‘\iw\ of Pyt mang @‘%“@W\ C’:\‘JG oppeavs o ‘
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° o . AT VXY,
Use reverse side for additional comments, if necessary.‘yx%ww;v :
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Lounlsiana Bird Records Committes
Validation Form

Species: 6"(’0:3\‘ dev[mdmai enl
LBRC No: ¥9-/3{ Round No:_3% __ Date of Review: 26 fo 199¢

‘Member's Name: Steveu u/ quof«-#
Circulation: First:____ Second: __-Z;_ Third:
'__x___/__Accept $4-131B
_V_ Reject, identification questionable ¢~ (13(A

Reject, origin questionable
- Comments:

(9/(/ NIERTS 7wc /1 ou 7‘[:«5 orne_ ., 8%71; e Vﬁ"ﬁ@"‘
g’?»[}’A‘ L G f)@mﬂuu!;eﬁ/ f- accﬂf’/‘ éqgeo[ oS %
wvém © (et : s e - ) ~f .

4 Il S5 Og % ’Jbé (‘I% dowlc ‘polr a !r‘,7 w(j ?)/ /~e7 C_é/ar

| CL.@BG (,Joc/((a( C,Wue ?;e/’/et«f/(’js at %('5 qa,e}/ aad a//ﬁoak&fﬁ‘ Sf:i»e_
I tan w(//,q] ‘7Lb L¢/,e4,v¢ %ﬂl ‘f‘lt S anmne éud;( h') /mvg/(/{q/
JA Lo"’La €1‘7L|+u;j) / L‘Lﬁ’-fﬂl Lk 7‘4 w,&j tMofﬂ'/‘ ﬁdf]t/‘@m I
g 1) f'A\// AOM é,7 "VZ& eyc Co/cn» &éf/chl/DAG:'\V) a/wc[!‘{g
"{‘W{f— @7’6 SM%%; a/So) /:)L /oo/CJ /'}‘6 %}{auff‘fwmﬁﬂ}cda [lm
whide +ps y contra ap_e,zci’zk'ﬁ\mr,

(piease use other side of page for additional comments)
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LOUISIANA ORNITHOLOGICAL SOCIETY
BIRD RECORDS COMMITTEE

Validation Form _ ‘" . | f  , (

Record Number 89-131  Species _Great Black-backed Gull

Committee Member's Name __ Muth Date of Review 10-28—§1
Circulation: ,Firsf . Second ~_f§_;}‘ Third _;__;, |
_Decisién:‘ | |

| Accept | | - _‘ X

Reject, Origin Quéstionable _ 4
Reject, Identification Questionable

|

Comments:
To answer some of the objections: \ v
1) I concluded that the two sightings were the same>bifd based

upon probability, proximity, fairly small size for Great -
Black-backed Gull in both sightings, and the fact that some

molt was going on the middle of the wing. They could have . '

been different birds, but I did not think so at the time.

~2) Is hybrid origin, involving HerringxGreat Black-backed, a
~ viable explanation here? It is obvious from the photos that
this was an extremely black-backed bird. ‘Surely a hybrid

would show an intermediate mantle color.

3) Gee what an egregious error I made on eye color! I
g : transposed iris and pupill Automatic disqualification! A
bird of this age might have a yellow iris, but it is not
uncommon for this species to retain a brown iris into late
third or the fourth year. At least this was the consensus of
opinion on the first Great Black-backed Gull for the state,
which also had a brown iris. R .

twenty minute study. Let's be realistic. What does a twenty
minute study mean, anyway. The phrase on the form is
"duration of observation". During that duration, we were
doing a lot of things: maneuvering to get closer for photos
(10/9)--it ultimately flew across a cut; discussing the bird;
‘relocating it when it flew; studying the Lesser Black-backed
Gull next to it; getting in and out of the car with scopes;

looking through the flock for other rarities; scanning the.
gulf and marsh, etc. It is true that I don't have the.
facility that a person who handles skins on a daily basis has

with describing molt . sequences from  brief in-flight

|
\
|
E o 4) More information should have been forthcominq'after a




| observatlons"rln fact, I can' 't even do as well looking at
photos DLD describes worn or missing upper wing coverts--I-

e e~ ™ Pt i Semich Fm— -

" can't even see the upper wing coverts in the photo of the

Obs.

Note:

flying bird, and I can't tell much of anything from the -

standlng blrd photo

5) Clrcumstances my only notes were made on a tape- recorder
Dan and I, together in the car, contributed to the tape. When
I finally got around to f1111ng out the report months later,

I asked Dan if he. had sent in the record. He wasn't sure,l

whether he had or not. . I pointed out to him that since the
report I'd written was based on a tape we'd both made, he
should read it over and sign 1t if he wanted to. He did so.

dpm, rdp; etc Loc. fourchgn/elmer's Date 10/9,29/88

vphotos gs, 10/29

Round # __




LOUISIANA ORNITHOLOGICAL SOCIETY
BIRD RECORDS COMMITTEE

Validation Form

Record Number _89-131 Species Great Black-backed Gull

Committee Member’s Name R.D. Purrington Date of Review 29 Sept. 1991

Circulation: First ; Second _X ; Third .
Decision:
Accept X

Reject, origin questionable
Reject, Identification questionable

Comments (please print or type):

If Muth is right, I got the date wrong. We were, of course, together.




LOUISIANA ORNITHOLOGICAL SOCIETY
BIRD RECORDS COMMITTEE

Validation Form
Round: 38
Record Number: 89-131
species: Great Black-backed Gull
Committee Member: Smalley
Date of Review: 23 January 92
Circulation: Second
Decision: Accept
Comments: It is evident to me that this is a Great Black-backed Gull.

Note that much rhetoric is spent on the details of reporting; one wonders if
this influences the comments on the bird!




E@mﬁ@ﬁ@m@ Bird Records Committes
Validation Form

Species: Qreat Black - pockeld Cull

LBRC No: £9-/3) Round No:_ 3%~ Date of Review:__3-9-92

Member's Name: Chocles & Lyon

Circulation: First:___ Second: X Third:_______
X Accept
____ Reject, identification éuestionable
Reject, origin questionable

Comments:

: N o y I/ o £5 10 A//l/ wih deserph o7
The doccrrplom comexrniy woitle tolor, pink les ¢ W‘%mwﬁ yonr Codlor - Blek> pack..

Lb[{ l}(iful v 1‘( a.)v.?v)&'\ F—rr A P
. @1»4—0 T}\l PA"‘/O‘ /J?,Apzcwe% /'t(
o chaws o en collod

,-f'/;d /p,mﬁn"/wlm 0F e ‘
\f/‘;’}bf sk clealy dotwrets o os breetor Blach~ ég,JJ@ig/

Cize C(‘M/.Z@f"luﬁom versus ﬁZ of/ler ?M//(

(please use other side of page for additional comments)
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Lowisiana Bird Records Commnittee
Validation Form

Species; GY&% . ngGIL - L)aow @‘v L/

LBRC No:éi i*’BI Round No: jg Date of Review: OO// 7//74/

QW(Q ( Pz
Member's Name: - .
i L4

Circulation: First: Second:_{l‘hird:
Accept
Reject, identification questionable
Reject. origin questionable

Comments:

(please use other side of page for additional comments) -




