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The Washington Bird Records Committee (WBRC) is a standing commit-
tee of the Washington Ornithological Society, formed to establish and
maintain a state check-list for the birds of Washington. At present, the
main WBRC activity is validating records of bird species that are of rare,
casual, or accidental occurrence in Washington. The Committee intends
to collect, organize, and archive all written and photographic evidence for
those records. Initially, the WBRC will review all reports for species that
had been recorded fifteen times or fewer in Washington prior to 1989,
when the WBRC began work. The Review List for the WBRC currently
includes the following species, as well as all species not yet recorded from
the state:

Short-tailed Albatross, Shy Albatross, Mottled Petrel, Murphy’s
Petrel, Manx Shearwater, Wilson’s Storm-Petrel, Red-billed
Tropicbird, Blue-footed Booby, Magnificent Frigatebird, Snowy
Egret, Little Blue Heron, Fulvous Whistling-Duck, Ross’ Goose,
Falcated Teal, Garganey, King Eider, Steller’s Eider, Smew, Red-
shouldered Hawk, Broad-winged Hawk, Yellow Rail, Piping Plo-
ver, Mountain Plover, Eurasian Dotterel, Gray-tailed Tattler,
Bristle-thighed Curlew, Hudsonian Godwit, Great Knot, White-
rumped Sandpiper, Curlew Sandpiper, Laughing Gull, Common
Black-headed Gull, Slaty-backed Gull, Red-legged Kittiwake, Ivory
Gull, Least Tern, Thick-billed Murre, Kittlitz’s Murrelet, Para-
keet Auklet, Horned Puffin, White-winged Dove, Black-billed
Cuckoo, Yellow-billed Cuckoo, Northern Hawk Owl, Great Gray
Owl, Boreal Owl, Allen’s Hummingbird, Yellow-bellied Sapsucker,
Black Phoebe, Eastern Phoebe, Vermilion Flycatcher, Tropical
Kingbird, Scissor-tailed Flycatcher, Pinyon Jay, Blue-gray Gnat-
catcher, Gray-cheeked Thrush, Siberian Accentor, Yellow Wagtail,
White Wagtail, Black-backed Wagtail, Red-throated Pipit,
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White-eyed Vireo, Philadelphia Vireo, Blue-winged Warbler, Ten-
nessee Warbler, Northern Parula, Chestnut-sided Warbler, Mag-
nolia Warbler, Cape May Warbler, Black-throated Blue Warbler,
Black-throated Green Warbler, Blackburnian Warbler, Prairie
Warbler, Blackpoll Warbler, Black-and-white Warbler, Prothono-
tary Warbler, Ovenbird, Kentucky Warbler, Hooded Warbler, Rose-
breasted Grosbeak, Indigo Bunting, Dickcissel, Clay-colored Spar-
row, Lark Bunting, Le Conte’s Sparrow, Sharp-tailed Sparrow,
Chestnut-collared Longspur, Rustic Bunting, McKay’s Bunting,
Rusty Blackbird, Great-tailed Grackle, Common Grackle, Orchard
Oriole, Hooded Oriole, Scott’s Oriole, Brambling.

We present here the results of the WBRC’s review of 193 reports of 83
species considered of unusual occurrence in Washington. Approximately
two fifths of the reports spanning the years 1962-1993 were examined;
all reports of some species were reviewed, only recently submitted re-
ports of other species. Of these, 125 reports of 60 species were accepted
as valid records and 68 reports of 44 species rejected, for an acceptance
rate of 65%. (For semantic reasons, we consider that observers submit
reports, which become records when accepted.)

The Committee hopes to carry out its retrospective review of the re-
maining old reports over the next three years. This will complete the
process of revision of the last pre-WBRC Washington list compiled and
annotated by Mattocks, Hunn, and Wahl (1976). These authors accepted
the occurrence of 377 species in the state, the evidence for some of which
the WBRC has yet to examine. By way of comparison the WBRC’s origi-
nal published Check-list (1989) included 421 species with an additional
13 species on the Supplementary List. The second edition of the WBRC
Check-list, published elsewhere in this issue, stands at 430 species and
ten on the Supplementary List.

We have been much assisted in our thinking about procedures by the
published work of other state bird record committees, in particular the
exemplary reports from California. Excellent information about the pro-
cessing of bird reports can be found in Schmidt (1989).

Some reports have been published, particularly in American Birds,
that were later rejected by the Committee, and these reports are particu-
larly troublesome because they remain a part of the published record and
may be cited by subsequent workers who have not seen the Committee’s
deliberations. References to these “records” are included in the species
accounts below.
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EVALUATION PROCEDURES

In evaluating a submitted report, members of the Committee assess
the adequacy of the evidence supplied—written, photographic, and other-
wise. The Committee can neither verify nor invalidate a report, in the
sense of absolute truths, but it can provide a judgment on the acceptabil-
ity of the report for the permanent record. Subsequent Committees or,
for that matter, anyone interested in bird distribution can reassess any
given report if additional information becomes available or even on the
basis of existing evidence.

If a report is not accepted, this does not imply that the Committee is
sure the bird was misidentified or that the observer’s abilities are ques-
tioned. Cases in which the Committee is convinced of an error (where it
is clear the observer saw species A rather than species B, as reported)
constitute a small minority. The great majority of unaccepted reports
involve inadequate documentation. It is the accuracy and completeness
of the written evidence submitted, the existence of corroborating photo-
graphs, audio tapes, or specimens, and the objectivity of the review proce-
dure that distinguish an accepted record from a rejected report.

One of the major aims underlying the establishment of the Commit-
tee was to foster an awareness in Washington’s observers of the impor-
tance of providing corroboration for reports of rarities. Careful field notes,
sketches, and above all photographs and/or sound recordings are essen-
tial to establishing a record of lasting ornithological value.

In most cases the best evidence for the occurrence of a bird species in
the state is a specimen, but current constraints against collecting—both
regulations and attitudes—preclude this method of documentation for the
most part, beached pelagic birds and serendipitous cat or window kills
notwithstanding. Thus in the great majority of cases there will be no
museum specimen that can be checked and rechecked if there is any doubt
about identification.

Although somewhat less objective as evidence, photographs filed for
posterity are comparable to specimens, as they can be examined by any-
one and, like specimens, can serve as evidence to reject a previously ac-
cepted record or vice versa. The primary caveat is that photographs can
at times be misleading, for example under odd lighting conditions. Writ-
ten descriptions should always accompany photographs, as many at-
tributes of the bird in question may not be evident in the photos (the most
obvious of which are behavior and vocalizations). In fact, a photo by itself
may be quite insufficient, and a written description may be needed to
clarify the photograph (for example, “mantle in most lights actually ap-
peared paler than indicated by photograph”). Sound recordings are com-
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parable to photographs, as they can be subsequently reassessed, and they
may be the best evidence for certain species.

Finally, written descriptions represent the only form of evidence sub-
mitted for reports of many rare birds. Identification skills have devel-
oped far beyond what they were even a few decades ago, and it has be-
come possible to distinguish most very similar species from one another.
Over the same time period, however, the competitive quest for rarities
has increased dramatically. This zeal causes bird record committees to
have to contend with, in the worst cases, the unspoken attitudes of “If I
don’t know what it is, it must be a rarity,” and “If I hadn’t believed it, I
wouldn’t have seen it.”

The Committee has rejected some detailed reports because the view-
ing conditions (distance, lighting) appeared to preclude the view claimed.
In other cases it has been all too evident that a description has been en-
hanced by reference to the literature. For example, when a description
includes measurements (“length 8-9 inches, wingspread 12-14 inches”)
the same as those given in a popular field guide, some Committee mem-
bers express skepticism. Similarly, we have been dismayed when a de-
scription includes characteristics listed in one or more field guides that
are entirely inappropriate for the bird under consideration (for example,
characterizing a different plumage). In other cases, differences were listed
between similar species that were virtual quotes from field guides, except
the observer got them reversed! For these and other reasons, Committee
members maintain a healthy degree of conservatism in evaluating some
reports that at first sight seem well documented.

The Committee, try as it may to be objective, is also influenced by the
quality of the written descriptions submitted to it. Those that are so poorly
written that we have difficulty understanding what is intended by a phrase
or sentence are, almost by default, not given the credence that a well-
written description is.

Irrespective of any unconscious influences, birds can present difficul-
ties in identification, and to accept the occurrence of a real rarity, the
Committee must feel that the report is adequate beyond any reasonable
doubt. Thus careful attention must be paid to acquiring all the necessary
details for identification at the time of the observation, and a cautious
approach must be used for evaluating the evidence.

When reviewing the documentation of a rarity, the Committee at-
tempts to eliminate all other possible species from consideration. There-
fore, it is important for the observer to document the presence of charac-
ters that exclude other similar species. In fact, a thorough description
would include critical field marks that distinguish the species from oth-
ers not even considered at the time of the observation (for example, for a
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report of a Little Curlew to be acceptable anywhere in this hemisphere, it
would have to be distinguished not only from the common Whimbrel, but
also from the perhaps extinct Eskimo Curlew). By relying only on char-
acters that support an identification and that fail to reject other species,
one runs the risk of misidentification.

EVALUATION OF EXPERTISE

Reports of unusual birds are submitted by observers of every degree
of expertise. Although judgments about the validity of reports are in-
tended to be objective—based on evidence presented—the Committee is
subconsciously if not consciously swayed by expertise or what might be
called “inexpertise.” Expertise has two attributes relevant to these mat-
ters: (1) overall experience in observing and identifying birds, and (2)
familiarity with the species in question. Typically if an observer has long
experience watching birds, he or she will be more aware of the informa-
tion needed to identify them: not only the kinds of differences that char-
acterize species but also the effects of molt and wear on their appearance;
the possibility of aberrant plumages; the behavior, habitat choice, and
vocalizations of species; and their likelihood of occurrence in space and
time. Many of the mistakes made in identification by beginners (and by
experts) stem from inadequate knowledge of these factors.

THE ORIGIN OF RARITIES

No matter the validity of the identification, the origin of birds cannot
usually be established without question. Birds that are commonly kept
in captivity, for example waterfowl and birds of prey, present special diffi-
culty. Birds often escape from zoos, and not all of them are banded. Fur-
thermore, many birds are kept illegally and are thus not banded. Captive
birds may or may not show the feather wear that often signals captivity
(and bona fide wild birds may show similar wear!). For rarities the Com-
mittee attempts to assess their status in captivity in the region, but we
appreciate similar attempts on the part of observers who submit reports
of species that may be kept in captivity.

Ship-assisted vagrants are possibilities in any coastal area, and the
number of migrant birds that have landed on ships in the North Pacific is
a good indication of the potential. It seems highly unlikely that a Sibe-
rian passerine could fly across the entire Pacific Ocean but much more
likely that it could hitchhike on a ship. The crews of such ships are often
willing to put out food and water for birds that appear on them. Clearly
we will never know just how a given bird reached our state, but—and this
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RECORDS ACCEPTED FOR THE SUPPLEMENTARY LIST

These records consist of single-person sight reports that the Commit-
tee has accepted based on evidence presented by the observers. These
species will remain on a Supplementary List, without full accreditation
as occurring in Washington, until such time as a record based upon more
conclusive evidence has been accepted by the Committee. At this time
the species will be promoted to the Check-list proper, and records for-

merly accepted for the Supplementary List will be considered as fully
valid records.

BRISTLE-THIGHED CURLEW. One at Leadbetter Point, PA, on 1
May 1982, RWi (BTCU-82-1). This record was published by Widrig (1983).

GREAT KNOT. One adult at La Push, CL, on 6 Sep 1979, KBr (GRKN-
79-1).

IVORY GULL. One immature at Ocean Shores, GH, on 20 Dec 1975,
DDe (IVGU-75-1).

BLACK-BACKED WAGTAIL. One adult male at the Wells Fish Hatch-
ery, CH, on 19 May 1985, VMa (BKWA-85-1) and an adult female at Ocean
Shores, GH, on 11 May 1986, JWi (BKWA-86-1) were both well-described
single-person observations, the first and second records for the state. See
Morlan (1981) and Howell (1990) for distinction between this species and
the similar White Wagtail.

WHITE-EYED VIREO. Asinging male was on Vashon Island, KG, on
11 Jul 1981, PMa (WEVI-81-1).

PHILADELPHIA VIREO. One at Summer Falls State Park, GT, on
25 Sep 1991, KBr (PHVI-91-1). This fits with the great predominance of
fall records, from 14 September to 9 November, of this species in Califor-
nia (Patten and Erickson 1994).

BLACK-THROATED BLUE WARBLER. An immature male at Ruby
Beach, JE, on 3 Nov 1988, MRo (BUWA-88-1).

BLACK-THROATED GREEN WARBLER. A singing adult male at
Dishman, SP, on 2 Jul 1975, TRo (BGWA-75-1).

PRAIRIE WARBLER. One at Wallula, WW, on 20 Dec 1989, LMec
(PRWA-89-1).

KENTUCKY WARBLER. A singing male near Darrington, SN, on 14
Jun 1992, DVe (KEWA-92-1) occurred in a summer when record numbers
of this species were found in California (AB 46: 1180).
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REJECTED REPORTS

FALCATED TEAL. One at Nahcotta, PA, on 27 Oct 1992 (FATE-92-
1). The description did not contain enough detail, for example to elimi-
nate a hybrid of some sort. The report was published (AB 47: 140).

COMMON POCHARD. One at San Juan Island, SJ, on 26 Sep 1983
(CMPO-83-1). The description specifies dark eyes, but adult male Com-
mon Pochards have red eyes; perhaps red would have shown up as “dark”
at a distance, but this single-person sight report was considered by the
Committee as not quite sufficient for acceptance. Almost all Alaska records
are in spring, and the only fall record mentioned by Kessel and Gibson
(1978) occurred in mid-October. A Common Pochard that spent at least
four winters in California was first seen 11 February, 18 January, 14 Janu-
ary and 26 November in succeeding years (Patten 1993).

SMEW. Two at Friday Harbor, SJ, on 22 Feb 1981 (SMEW-81-1); one
at Edmonds, SN 21 Jan 1989 (SMEW-89-1). The 1981 report was rejected
because, although the description sounded reasonable for this species,
the report was treated rather casually by the observer, the birds were on
deep salt water (Smews typically but not always occur on fresh water),
and two males were reported together (seemingly very unlikely for a va-
grant species). The 1989 report was rejected because of discrepancies in
the description (seen by two people, described by one), and the Commit-
tee felt there was a possibility that the observers, new to the Northwest,
might have seen a very white basic-plumaged Pigeon Guillemot.

ZONE-TAILED HAWK. One near Omak, OK, on 6 Oct 1990 (ZTHA-
90-1). The description of this bird matched quite well that of a subadult
Golden Eagle.

MONGOLIAN PLOVER. One near North Cove, PA, on 17 Sep 1991
(MGPL-91-1); one at Grayland State Park, PA, on 28 Sep 1991 (MGPL-
91-2). Neither description entirely convinced the majority of the Com-
mittee. Both lacked some important details or included minor points that
did not gibe with expected field marks, including the flight pattern of the
17 September bird. The size and call note of the 28 September bird were
wrong for Mongolian. Both were described as in full breeding plumage,
unlikely for this late in the fall.

EURASIAN DOTTEREL. One at Ocean Shores, GH, on 2 Sep 1989
(EUDO-89-1). The description was quite incomplete for a bird seen as
close as “15-20 feet,” and the Committee thought there was a good chance
it was a golden-plover molting from alternate to basic plumage.

WOOD SANDPIPER. One at Tokeland, PA, on 9 Oct 1988 (WOSA-
88-1); one at Ocean Shores, GH, 13 Oct 1989 (WOSA-89-1); one at Dry
Falls Dam, GT, from 4-5 Jul 1991 (WOSA-91-1). Photographs of the 1988
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bird were sent to Claudia Wilds, and she and the Committee felt they
were not sufficiently clear to allow unequivocal identification. This re-
port was published (AB 43: 159). None of the descriptions was detailed
enough to justify acceptance of a bird that must be considered a very
unlikely vagrant. However, the description from 4-5 Jul 1991 was very
close to sufficient, considering the observer’s extensive experience; un-
fortunately, he had never seen a Wood Sandpiper. Details of the wing and
primary projections would be very important in distinguishing this spe-
cies from the Lesser Yellowlegs (Paulson 1993). Although there are many
Wood Sandpiper records from Alaska (Kessel and Gibson 1978), it still
has not been surely recorded south of that state on the Pacific coast. The
calls of this species are very distinctive and would allow sure differentia-
tion from the Northwest species with which it is most easily confused, the
Lesser Yellowlegs.

GREEN SANDPIPER. One at Dry Falls Dam, GT, on 8 Jul 1991
(GRSA-91-1). The details of this description were inadequate for the Com-
mittee to accept a record of an extremely unlikely vagrant (only a few
records for Alaska).

TEREK SANDPIPER. One at Dungeness, CL, on 27 Oct 1972 (TESA-
72-1). The description sounds appropriate for this species but included
relatively little detail, and the late date makes the occurrence of this tropi-
cal and southern-hemisphere winterer unlikely.

BRISTLE-THIGHED CURLEW. One at Leadbetter Point, PA, on 28
May 1981 (BTCU-81-1). The Committee decided that the observer did
not give this report full credence, as it was not cited in a note he pub-
lished about a 1982 Bristle-thighed Curlew sighting.

TEMMINCK’S STINT. One adult at Dodson Road, GT, from 1-2 Sep
1981 (TEST-81-1); one at Ocean Shores, GH, on 7 Oct 1983 (TEST-83-1).
Some Committee members felt the description of the 1981 bird did not
rule out a dull basic-plumaged adult Least Sandpiper, in contrast with
bright-plumaged juveniles of the same species. The description specified
wing tips reaching tail tip, and Temminck’s Stints typically have tails
clearly extending beyond the wing tips. This report was published (AB
39: 191). The 1983 report was rejected in part for the same reason: a
telephone call from the observers specified “tail and wing tips even.”

LONG-TOED STINT. One at Wallula, WW, from 26-27 Sep 1990
(LTST-90-1); one at Highway 174 & Barker Canyon Road, DO, on 19 May
1991 (LTST-91-1). The description of the 1990 bird was inadequate to
differentiate this species from the quite similar Least Sandpiper, and some
aspects of the description seem to point to Least (mantle mottled rust-
brown) rather than Long-toed. Actually, the description also matched a
Jjuvenile Sharp-tailed Sandpiper (dark rust-brown cap, unconnected wash

WBRC First Report 33

of buffy brown across upper chest). Photographs submitted for the 1991
sighting appeared to be clearly of a Least Sandpiper in bright alternate
plumage. So far there are three records of this species in North America
south of Alaska, two from Oregon and one from California (Patten and
Daniels 1991).

WHITE-RUMPED SANDPIPER. One at Leadbetter Point, PA, on 4
Oct 1975 (WRSA-75-1); one at March Point, SG, on 11 Feb 1978 (WRSA-
78-1); one at Leadbetter Point, PA, on 12 Sep 1989 (WRSA-89-1). None of
these descriptions was quite detailed enough to convince the Committee
of the occurrence of this rare vagrant to the Northwest, and the 1978 bird
would have been wintering in North America, extremely unlikely for this
long-distance migrant.

CURLEW SANDPIPER. One at Hanford, BE, on 6 Sep 1991 (CUSA-
91-1). This bird, reported as an adult in basic plumage, showed no trace
of rufous, which is unlikely. Curlew Sandpipers characteristically retain
some rufous well into the fall (Paulson 1993).

COMMON BLACK-HEADED GULL. One at Dungeness, CL, on 18
Oct 1986 (CBGU-86-2). Details of the sighting were sufficiently incom-
plete that even the observer questioned the identification.

ICELAND GULL. One at Banks Lake, GT, on 7 Dec 1991 (ICGU-91-
1). The plumage description was good for an immature of this species,
but the size description (“size of California Gull”) was inappropriate. Af-
ter much controversy about gull identification in this region, the Com-
mittee has decided on a course of conservatism and considers photographic
evidence essential for records of this species. This report was published
(AB 46: 474).

ROSS’ GULL. One at Diablo Lake, WC, 6 Oct 1990 (ROGU-90-1).
Although some Committee members felt this was a reasonably good de-
scription, enough doubt remained in the minds of others to reject it.

BROWN NODDY. One at Diamond Point, CL, on 26 Aug 1987 (BRNO-
87-1). Although the single observer was very familiar with this species,
the brief look and the lack of some details in the description, as well as
the extreme unlikeliness of the occurrence, caused the Committee to re-
main conservative and reject it.

THICK-BILLED MURRE. One at Ediz Hook, CL, on 21 Sep 1976
(TBMU-76-1). Not enough details accompanied this report, and the ob-
server was neither familiar with murres nor realized the significance of
the report.

KITTLITZ’'S MURRELET. Four at Fay Bainbridge State Park, KP,
on 31 Oct 1981 (KIMU-81-1); one at Thatcher Pass, SJ, on 20 Feb 1989
(KIMU-89-1). The second report is intriguing; the description is appro-
priate for a basic-plumaged individual. The Committee rejected the re-
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port primarily because it was a very brief observation, as the bird flew
past the observer (presumably at the high speed typical of small alcids),
not quite satisfactory for a species so rare in the state.

CRESTED AUKLET. Six near Orcas Island, SJ, on 17 Sep 1990
(CRAU-90-1). This report gave the Committee food for thought, as the
description was good although brief, and the observer is experienced al-
though at the time did not realize the extreme rarity of the species south
of Alaska. Ultimately the occurrence of six of these birds so far from their
normal range seemed too unlikely to accept with neither photographs nor
descriptions from additional observers.

COSTA'S HUMMINGBIRD. One at Shelton, MA, on 14 Apr 1989
(COHU-89-1). This report, of a male that appeared for a few hours at a
feeder, may well have been correct and matches the occurrence of previ-
ous Costa’s in Oregon and British Columbia (Baltosser 1989}, but it did
not have enough detail for most Committee members to accept it. This
report was published (AB 43: 529).

BROAD-TAILED HUMMINGBIRD. One at Leadbetter Point, PA, on
17 Jun 1977 (BTHU-77-1) and one at Spokane, SP, on 11 May 1992 (BTHU-
92-1). The first report did not provide enough detail to eliminate Anna’s
Hummingbird, and the observer’s claim that the bird was “obviously larger”
than a Rufous indicates Anna’s rather than Broad-tailed. Dunning (1984)
listed mean weights for females as follows: Anna’s 4.1 g, Broad-tailed 3.6
g, and Rufous 3.4 g. The second report was only a brief view and did not
give enough detail. There are no accepted state records to date.

YELLOW-BELLIED SAPSUCKER. One at Yakima, YA, presumably
the same individual on 26 Nov 1987 and 25 Feb 1988 (YBSA-87-1); one at
Turnbull National Wildlife Refuge, SP, on 28 Jun 1990 (YBSA-90-1). The
details of the Yakima report are highly indicative of Yellow-bellied Sap-
sucker, but they were judged not quite sufficient for acceptance. The 1990
report does not eliminate a female Red-naped Sapsucker with no visible
red on the nape. Also, the bird was said to be breeding, and this is too
unlikely in Washington to be accepted without excellent documentation.

BLACK PHOEBE. One at Leavenworth, CH, on 12 Jul 1969 (BLPH-
69-1); one at Federal Way, KG, on 13 Apr 1985 (BLPH-85-1). The 1969
bird may have been a Western Wood-Pewee, as its call was described as
nighthawk-like, not anything like the soft chip of a Black Phoebe. Not
enough detail was included to support the 1985 report, and the bird’s
choice of a perch thirty-five feet up in a hemlock seems unlike typical
Black Phoebe behavior.

NORTHERN WHEATEAR. The description of the behavior of three
on Mount Townsend, CL, on 12 Oct 1986 (NOWH-86-1) did not fit wheatear,
and the plumage details were ambiguous.
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BROWN THRASHER. One at the Skagit Wildlife-Recreation Area,
SG, on 14 Oct 1972 (BRTH-72-1); one at Orcas Island, SJ, on 13 Oct 1988
(BRTH-88-1); and one at Vantage, KT, on 19 May 1991 (BRTH-91-1). The
1972 report, although it has been published (Manuwal 1973), is a single-
person sight report with no accompanying details. The 1988 report, also
a single-person sight report and also published (AB 43: 160), had incom-
plete plumage description, and no mention of the length or conditions of
the observation. The 1991 report was by multiple observers, but the com-
bination of the early date and the fleeting glimpses made the Committee
disinclined to accept it. There are nine Oregon records in all seasons
(Roberson 1980, Schmidt 1989), although none between 20 August and
27 December; however, many California records fall in October and No-
vember (Roberson 1980).

SIBERIAN ACCENTOR. One at Orcas Island, SJ, on 10 Jan 1991
(SIAC-91-1) was rejected as it was a brief, single-person sighting on a
mid-winter date at a feeder. However, a 1994 winter record at a feeder in
the interior of British Columbia makes the above report less implausible
than the Committee initially thought.

PHAINOPEPLA. One at Seattle, KG, on 27 Oct 1990 (PHAI-90-1).
Although the Committee cannot imagine what other bird would look like
a male of this species, some aspects of the description left us unconvinced,
including the statement that the bird appeared in the same exact place
three years earlier. There is no valid record from Washington.

BLUE-WINGED WARBLER. One at Willapa National Wildlife Ref-
uge, PA, on 19 Sep 1981 (BWWA-81-1). The photographs accompanying
this sighting are of an oriole, apparently a Northern Oriole.

TENNESSEE WARBLER. One at Seattle, KG, on 25 Sep 1973 (TEWA-
73-1); one at Edmonds, SN, on 25 Jun 1981 (TEWA-81-1); one at north
jetty of Columbia River, PA, on 7 Oct 1982 (TEWA-82-2); one at Sedro
Woolley, SG, on 27 Aug 1984 (TEWA-84-1); one at Nisqually National
Wildlife Refuge, TH, on 4 May 1986 (TEWA-86-1). The 1981 bird was
singing but was only partially seen, and the observer was unfamiliar with
the song of the species before hearing it. The details of the 1973 and the
1982 reports were judged too sketchy. The 1984 report appeared to be an
Orange-crowned Warbler. The 1986 report was rejected on the basis of
the very early date, the inexperience of the observers, and the poor view-
ing conditions; this report was published (AB 40: 517).

MAGNOLIA WARBLER. The sketchy details accompanying single-
person sight reports of one at the north jetty of the Columbia River, PA,
on 22 Sep 1983 (MAWA-83-1), and another at Ocean City State Park, GH,
on 11 Sep 1987 (MAWA-87-2), would both indicate adult birds. The Com-
mittee was reluctant to accept either, as adults are far less expected on
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the outer coast in fall than immatures, and so the details should be more
convincing. If they were immature Magnolias, then the observers exag-
gerated the intensity of the field marks, a worrisome sign. The 1983 re-
port was published (AB 38: 239).

CAPE MAY WARBLER. The report of one at Windust Park, FR, from
10-11 Oct 1992 (CMWA-92-1) was rejected, as the bird was said to lack a
yellow rump and there was no description of a dull superciliary. This
report was published (AB 47: 143).

BLACK-THROATED BLUE WARBLER. One at Spokane, SP, on 19
Feb 1992 (BUWA-92-1) was recovered after it hit a window. Unfortu-
nately it was neither photographed nor described very well, although it
was published (AB 46: 474).

BLACK-THROATED GREEN WARBLER. One at Seattle, KG, on 12
Sep 1982 (BGWA-82-1) could have been an immature Townsend’s x Her-
mit warbler hybrid from its description (P. Lehman, consultant). This
report was published (AB 37: 217).

BLACKBURNIAN WARBLER. The description of one at Leadbetter
Point, PA, on 4 Oct 1981 (BLWA-81-1) was brief and did not clearly rule
out Townsend’s. This report was published (AB 36: 211).

BLACKPOLL WARBLER. Reports of singles at Richland, BE, on 7
Sep 1991 (BPWA-91-3) and at Columbia Park, BE, on 5 Sep 1992 (BPWA-
92-2) had too few details to be conclusive. The 1992 report was published
(AB 47: 143).

CONNECTICUT WARBLER. A single-person sight report of one at
Buck Meadows, South Fork Manastash Creek, KT, on 1 Aug 1992 (COWA-
92-1) was rejected as the observer had no Oporornis experience and the
date was very early.

MOURNING WARBLER. One singing in Tumwater Canyon, CH, on
15 May 1983 (MOWA-83-1); one in Yakima, YA, on 9 Oct 1986 (MOWA-
86-1); one at Friday Harbor, SJ, on 17 Sep 1988 (MOWA-88-1); one at
Wallula, WW, on 3 Aug 1990 (MOWA-90-1). The 1983 male was well seen
by a single observer; it showed no trace of white eye arcs. However, the
Committee felt that the date was very early for a Mourning Warbler on
the west coast and since it was a single-person sight report, the details
were insufficient. The description of the song sounded a bit more like
Mourning than MacGillivray’s, but a tape-recording would have been nec-
essary to distinguish to the Committee’s satisfaction between these two
species with rather similar songs. Publication of the report (AB 37: 894)
was thus premature. According to Paul Lehman, consultant on the re-
port, several details of the 1986 bird seem wrong for fall Mourning War-
bler: the call note, the olive tint on the sides, dark gray hood, and black-
ish on the chest. The details of the 1988 bird, another single-person sight
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report, also seemed ambiguous (Paul Lehman). The Wallula bird, reported
as an “adult female,” was an incompletely described single-person sight-
ing.
DICKCISSEL. One at Chelan Butte, CH, on 19 Sep 1989 (DICK-89-
1) was very likely a Western Meadowlark from the description of both its
plumage and its vocalizations.

FIELD SPARROW. One at Hoquiam, GH, on 2 Sep 1991 (FISP-91-1).
The details reported on the documentation form were strongly supportive
of Field Sparrow, but when the Committee examined the original field
notes, they were less conclusive and did not rule out White-crowned Spar-
TOW.
SMITH’S LONGSPUR. One at Seattle, KG, on 7 Oct 1990 (SMLO-
90-1) was a single-person sight report, unfortunately a brief encounter
with few details noted. The observer is quite experienced, adding cred-
ibility, but the Committee felt more details were needed.

CHESTNUT-COLLARED LONGSPUR. The photographs accompa-
nying the report of one at Sunrise, Mount Rainier National Park, PI, on
30 Aug 1972 (CCLO-72-1) show a juvenile Brown-headed Cowbird, even
though the written details mention white tail feathers with dark tips.
Juvenile cowbirds may be among the more-often misidentified passerines,
as they are never with their parents, are seen singly in mid- to late sum-
mer in virtually every habitat, and are inadequately illustrated in most
field guides. Those in Washington (and presumably elsewhere) are also
surprisingly variable in overall darkness of plumage and vividness of ven-
tral streaking.

TRICOLORED BLACKBIRD. One at Long Beach, PA, 30 Apr 1984
(TRBL-84-1); three at Wallula, WW, 13 Apr 1990 (TRBL-90-1). Both of
these reports are single-person sight reports of males. The 1984 bird was
well described, but the observer did not know Tricolored well, and the
Committee believes that it is possible to see the pale yellow or buff edgings
on a male Red-winged Blackbird as white in some lights, especially a one-
year-old and especially when faded, as in spring or summer. The 1990
birds were described as being less glossy than Red-wings, although Tri-
colors are glossier. This and other aspects of the description, in fact, would
have been appropriate for a comparison between an adult and a first-
basic Red-winged Blackbird. Finally, the observer reported details of vo-
calizations, habitat, and behavior that do not support the observation.
The Committee believes this is a very difficult out-of-range identification,
and would prefer photographic, specimen, or tape-recorded evidence prior
to accepting the species on the state list. This may be only a matter of
time, as the Tricolored Blackbird is clearly increasing in its Oregon range
(Tweit and Johnson 1990).
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ORCHARD ORIOLE. Reports from the early 1980s from eastern
Washington (AB 28: 831, AB 28: 28, AB 29: 92) are either undocumented
or clearly refer to first-year male Northern Orioles.
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