APPENDIX II 3] -9 -y
DOCUMENTATION OF RARE BIRD SIGHTINGS __
FOR Pecepted

THE COLORADO FIELD ORNITHOLOGISTS' RECORDS

. ming bicd ; .
Species: Ruby-Throated [t4™™"Y PAreniloehus @plubris
(Vernacular name) (Scientific name)

1f you watch birds solely for your own enjoyment, a written description of
your observations is unnecessary. But, if you have seen something unusual,
and would like to share this with others, a written description is essential,
Compilers of regional bird lists must insist that their records be scientifi-
cally sound; future bird students -- those studying occurrences 50 years

from now -- must have a written record on which to depend. By providing

the verifying written description, you are employing a basic rule of the
scientific method.

We recognize that experienced field observers can provide important and
reliable records, if supported by an adequate verifying description. Thus
this request is an effort to perpetuate your record by obtaining concrete
evidence which may be permanently preserved for examination by others in the
future. This procedure is required for every extraordinary observation,
irrespective of the observer.

pates (s): July /3, /1 99/ Time Bird Seen: //.3£J,4m:o L2l & 1Y)

[¥)
Locality : rQL'lﬁ ,  Pueblo Couan t4, Colorado

Nearest town, county and state:

Optical equipment: [0 X YO Zeiss

Photos woill be
1f photographed, please enclose copy. Equipment used: Subm. rredd by Tom Shen

Number of birds hseen: / Sex: ,*/”4 e Plumage: ﬂja /7‘_

Light conditions: G'c.\ocp

Distance from bird, and how measured: /S_- ‘Ff'C-’f estima f'c’tﬂ‘

Describe the bird's overall behavior:

This birl Fed a? mefﬂJU bird fFeeder

Describe the habitat in which you observed the bird: ’
(P11 xecf /-"Of)cfevro-fcg- Serwb oalk Hebitel 1n reer ord oF
@ Sfrz_j/c“ lomily residence 1 semi-rural sa?rxan /4 miles fFromm
™e small Yown ofF v?de,
Other observers who independently identified this bird (Please list name and
address):

Tom Shaonc /706 Belmont Garden City Kansas & 78 YE
=% did not pU?" This bicd on The hotline because |1 waes Scen

onlyeq July 13-19 and nol scen aqain » Also property owner £ occcgae.’lf oF The
Propecty where Me birdwasseen just ot out 'oF me nosp:ﬁr‘. - after major Su{jﬁr)l




APPENDIX 1I Continued

Describe in great detail the bird which you saw. Emphasize particularly the

field marks used to identify the bird, but include a complete description

of the bird. Include size, overall shape, plumage and color pattern; details

on shape or size of bill, wings, and tail. (Reference to its resemblance to

field guide descriptions is not enough). Describe what you actually saw in L

the field. Faarlj small hummin birel , comparable in Size o 8 lack-chinned

had /o0y doric neeclle ixe bil}Y Forehead, crown, nc;feJ }’-' bacW were emerald
reen. @reastwas white WITH whitc collar extending alony sides oF neck

oward nape~ Bell L flan ks were green becoming Sh115K toward Eeater
oFfF bc’./{tj G/ un (;’-F((FE a'Vested " appearance, 51l wes soltd derK
and accocdineg to Shane  Tail weas :jfr'f notched. I tied not sce :Zatfsngfc
wells Eyge s dark wi a distiact white Speck sjjh‘f{j gbove , behind,
adJQc(n?’ te eq__e- Chin wwaes Solidd blaclt< £ Lorm-e a darw chin Stragp
wh:ok ave he d’ﬁ'ep oranje—rccﬂ jogeﬂ-f al 52 iecer€ S‘hqued oppearanc
The chin strap G bove The ‘7.:.!‘35'1':'2 Sf,u&!‘czﬂif" o

Describe the bird's calls or sounds, if heard; including method of delivery--

i.e., from perch, in flight, etc.: 7T h/s birel M« e no sowund.

|+ dil not Call noc~ A toe pear anj ypolse
aom.lnj Froo The w;ndg,

List similar species and how you eliminated them: . P,O” A
T his bircd [eokedd very Similar @ 830“’"“"’_"“”‘" &«
a broader blaclk chin sTra @ purpfc jo“:jfffff-
! J ticeable dehind T
& Broad tailecd Hummingbird has white ege ring eg‘aecmig noticeable dehin e
eye s Broad-tailm aduli“nales have white ¢ hin ot abov¥ gergelle and ligh?t bordes
aﬂme srectte 10 meolor region, Brood Toils have more whi¥e In belly ¢ potes

e 45 Ruby-Mrodtedd, Broad-tailsfB/mosT alivaeys Jjve Joul? ring ia
ﬁi:)ble;q‘ hf;(’:o‘?.‘);ahf- 31“'04 - Tq.lft'(j adulr/ﬂnf.:- has J’U))’T‘{"’ f‘cjga.. rg‘;ﬁ mroﬂ'f J j
Prior experience with this and similar species:

T have S€cpn /HénJ 3raaaﬂ+?“m/eaﬂr'fg/&zk-c/:.,oﬁecﬂ /G’Uo?,ﬂ;f:jé/"’ff
10 Caldrado /‘{ Arizona .

e Aayve Seen 27407 o Jﬁldj-‘ 7})-"‘0&7{?&() Hc.fmm,,v bh"‘d{( oy mj
ralive stete of /7). sSolkerT.

:C.J') /‘)d-c a

| This report was written from notes made during after ./ observation;
L from memory .
Name (print) : D ave Si I VEerman

Mailing address: P 0- BO-K 362 'Q g€, £ < [Ob9

Signature: @Zby)té gi,g/fwéw\-/

Return Form To:

CFO Records Committee

c¢/o Curator--Zoological Collections
Denver Museum of Natural History

City Park
Denver, CO 80205

Xe: HLUA )ﬁf:]frj

Ameérican B ;ra/_g_
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DOCUMENTATION OF RARE BIRD SIGHTINGS AceePTED
FOR
THE COLORADO FIELD ORNITHOLOGISTS' RECORDS  ~  #

APPENDIX 11

Specics:ﬁu'-bq"ﬂlroa"ft[ Hu.wummql:;fé : APLQ;IDJ\_ué Co}uéri.f
- (Vernmacular name) (Scientific name)

aiaid /

r

v C AP Usuan o 9% p 2 —
If you watch birds solely for your own enjoyment, a ibfl’:te’h"'&‘é‘sc"ription of

your observations is unnecessary. But, if you NQ“fén""l‘dﬂ hing unusual,
and would like to share this with others, a wvrittenvdesert is essential.
Compilers of regional bird lists must insist that their gecords be scientifi-
cally sound; future bird students -- those studying occurrences 50 years
from now -- must have a written record on which to depend. By providing

the verifying written description, you are employing a basic rule of the
scientific method. y-s Lo

s it |
We recognize that experienced field observers can provide important and

i ~reliable records, if supported by an adequate verifying description. Thus

L this request is an effort to perpetuate your record by obtaining concrete =¥

4 evidence which may be permanently preserved for examfnation by others in.the¢

future. This procedure is required for every extraordinary observation, iy uiw
irrespective of the observer. o

. Y i “: PR
—

g e - i ‘ hua?; 0 e
Dates (s): T"L):} i3 . 1991 Tripg ?Iﬁ:d Seen: z; iO gu,y tO ]Q-.USTL MbDT
Locality : Me/ HuU . \ " .S_-!r,e{* ?)

0

= (o .
u.f.é/c'--CO—J C::A:ra.

Nearest town, courty and state:

Optical equipment: Bu-fl‘mc” Cu.J éou—-. § x3 é 61:"0‘1:5;‘

P‘éﬂ e 1f photographed, please enclose copy. Eguippent used: Prvn‘ur Su#(" /‘aozmm
c:’_l_d"-’ses w /) HOOmpn Jeus * Flash "m fome 200 —

Number of birds .seen:____ | Sex: ;1—7 Plumage: A H ]/

i Light conditions: ()'c}f-'-'*é

Distance from bird} and hwneuured:_j_ép'/j— N{’/Sc'al(_ vin HOOmmm /r-s.J

_pescribe the bird's owall behavior: The Ru.Li Fhron Yoo ﬁummfuab:r} wowld P imdes Hhe
Tree ve_the yRéder,

" - " Jduri @ one m;:v‘lw‘h_ Lf:r}.oo‘\wuqu aJWn:L ‘{ong, Jl“l
-fndcr t.l'm.‘al‘ ‘|-|h'&ff’t.l\ﬂ ‘ey;nq}'ﬂ-ﬁes be ore as:hv ©n '{o -/4( P{:Jer_ AH 7‘11
Broad - fasle nav.....,;_gp.' would tomein From adufanct «io Ply elirectly 4 fhe fooder
Describe the habitat in which you observed the l?ird: .
Residendrid . bl in amineck Pondersa Pine , Ock, Gorasglund  hobided,

,0!‘0 bté)& c“’fcj 'Pﬂa)z‘w?{ q.r'h.? "

Other observers who independently identified this bird (Please list name and
address):

@ Dave SJVMI PO &X J62 ; ﬁl\-}e C;/o_r_&«')o 810 £9

@“Jﬂaw:?& SGLU"G... SL“A_LL‘{'_V_I._‘LG @‘MQ )our'/,lf'f cB‘ls'}qﬁlff__ ~— QL_-_SE"L:‘() a I"'J '?}cht. )‘vJ
o humm;-s_qb‘*J "-’/ he wiayg ’{rsyn{p

-

e e — a—— — " b, ¢



APPENDIX 11 Cont inued

Describe in great detail the bird which you saw. Emphasize particularly the
f{eld marks used to {dentify the bird, but {nclude a complete description

of the bird. Include size, overall shape, plumage and color patterm; details
on shape or size of le‘-l, wings, and tail. (Reference O {ts resemblance to
field guide description {s not enotigh). Describe what you actually saw in

the field.
. T fiest Ohiv'via 'Y

qave absolutel o ' 1

mi‘yf) rﬂil..mmslh.j Ll.rb Comlnn- l:,-[o a Pcearr '}Lq4

. eLSrrue,) Jhe l ) [I'-l‘*t, u & '!,L La ll E ;
own o awm Cae) W h e g_,L--oJ JL&‘ i
3. Observed '\“‘lf.%h g -[-gj anc'-—-l-u.é aver a:a-j’ LY ] g >w

. no'ﬁ}' ¢ . '
%‘H qr O 9 J’qbv‘b_. . rro"“"l" Ao 'ﬂ“f "Pfﬂ}f" o ereny 'qu.n -I'Lu avews fsfom)-'k-ﬂu) Num,_
Wepleko:! i ORn, Oowhioglihon = brosddeil oy pile

$. : ;
{. “Yhe enfire 5f¢ﬁ1¥ gvea haf legs w‘u‘é‘( Slhan naes
pescribe the bird's cells or scunds, {f heard; including method of delivery--

i{.e., from perch, in flight, etc.:
Nnow &

Tt

& Anl } w U
Le‘":‘-} 95(. (‘.}’l:& wl o‘:r-’y(J ‘G S }V*-Mﬁ“)

- » r.l-\ '91-00-‘ (.ll;\fl 5«4‘(
. V‘S\ 5&.:.‘7’-.‘{1.‘1 .u-'fpﬂ'lf:: o
3. simgle whide yof !Nhn:qéo,-e L
Ll“.‘l u.Jl"'“Q]’ {00"4‘6 é‘-*k‘”‘

“{-{ ﬂv.u‘m‘} vﬂaf_ - r‘f/o"-l’ C-Ll.h
. e g !’qil coverfd 1a é(,.,,)-(“'[j
Priqr experience with this and

EC T ES
ﬂ;féca Ly €qifTern }’I/q-ﬂfim..l MuSJo—/JmU /;Pf . -ﬂ\c rtu.;?f / '/1( n-éa H..-oq/_'
]lv’) " ?ﬁfo 2(72'."3 c.u,() heo € mad € Maim crved —/,,f‘,( o Lo bo SJ:tce)Jﬂnj
Suidy Prahear o f e Brod 4difeo Humimingbied.

' This report was written from notes made during after ‘/observation;

{ from memory P . -i?ﬂ,...\/g]m,»{b _C. :

Name (print) s 7 O S quvl e_ ’
Mailing address: PO 60)( 87‘ 2 G‘afc)en ch J /\/\g §78Y
- u f
Signature: s 9-404@;
| L
Return Form To: o o
. :rﬁk ;}rz ¥of it 7 olln pent
‘ CFO Records Committee Gl EL Inn-" s
’: ¢/o Curator--Zoological Collections
i Denver Museum of Natural History
; City Park 5 ¢
; Denver, CO 80205 i
g J‘ * A " a
;_T “a.:ét Fed, .
~\k P 2 - ‘.II. . . il'cl. Ry .-
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DEPARTMENT OF BIOLOGY 2 July 1995

Mr. Bill Prather

13810 WCR 1
Longmont, Colorado 80504

Dear Bill:
Sorry for the long delay in answering your request to evaluate

two rare bird sightings for the Colorado Field Ornithologists’
Records Committee. I have been very busy with a number of other

items. However, as you will note from the paragraphs that
follow, I have put some effort into trying to provide you with
an assessment of the two reports that you sent me. I hope this

helps; it’s just one person’s opinion but I feel pretty good
about the report from Rye, Colorado by Silverman and Shane. The
report by Brenda Wiard is not, in my opinion, credible.

I will begin by dismissing the record turned in by Brenda Wiard
of a bird that she thought, after banding and releasing it, might
have been an adult male Ruby-throated Hummingbird. If she had it
in the hand and knows her Broad-tails then this should not have
been a problem. Among other items, she reports that she did not
notice any difference in the color of the gorget from that of a
typical Broad-tailed male; if this had been an adult male Ruby-
throated she would have noticed. 1In all honesty, she should not
have had any problem distinguishing an adult male Broad-tailed
from an adult male Ruby-throated. Anyone banding birds should be
paying close enough attention to have noticed this, particularly
if we are dealing with adult males in the hand. I would not put
any faith in this report.

The report by Dave Silverman and Tom Shane is interesting and

has held my interest for some time now. I have read their
descriptions and have carefully examined the photograph on
numerous occasions over the last two months. I have compared

their photograph (not great but it does show a few characters)
to specimens of various species (Rufous, Broad-tailed, Black-
chinned, and Ruby-throated). Photographs can be very misleading
but given the description of the bird, the shape of the tail (see
below), the orange/red coloration of the gorget (often misleading
in photographs but in this photo probably accurate), breast and
belly markings, crissum, and lack of wing trill I am inclined to
agree that this bird probably was an adult male Ruby-throated
Hummingbird.

UNIVERSITY OF ARKANSAS AT LITTLE ROCK & 2801 S. University o Little Rock, AR 72204-1099 o (501) 569-3270/FAX 569-3271
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Over the last few months I have spent a number of hours searching
for something in the photograph that would be more definitive.
Tt was not until the other day when I was going through a number
of adult male Ruby-throated Hummingbird specimens did I find what
finally allowed me to come to a reasonably certain conclusion
regarding the Colorado sighting. I was not thinking about the
bird that was seen and photographed in Colorado but when I picked
up one of the adult male Ruby-throated specimens and held it at a
distance, it dawned on me that the shape of the tail (i.e., the
actual positioning of the feathers) resembled the configuration
of the tail as shown in the photograph. I went and got the photo
from my file and indeed it was virtually a perfect match.

Without something more tangible, it’s hard to make a positive
identification. However, if I had to assign the bird in the
photograph to a particular species, I would vote for Ruby-
throated Hummingbird. The photo itself 1is by mno means
definitive, but if one is to believe Silverman and Shane (I
have no reason not to), then I believe there is sufficient
grounds for calling the bird a Ruby-throated Hummingbird.

William H. Baltosser
Associate Professor - Biology




