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L oulsiana Ornithological Society’s
LOUISIANA BIRD RECORDS COMMITTEE
Repo:rt Form

This form is intended as a convenience in reporting observations of species on the
Louisiana Bird Records Committee (LBRC) Review List. The LBRC recommends the use of this
form or a similar format when submitting records for review (to assure that all pertinent
information is accounted for). mmmmgum&iﬁm Please print or type.
Attach xerox of field notes, drawings, photographs, or tape recordings, if available. Include all
photos for more obscurely marked species. When completed, mail to Secretary, Lotisiana Bird
Records Committee, ¢/o Museum of Natural Science, 119 Foster Hall, Louisiana State
University, Baton Rouge, LA 70803-32186.

1. English and Scientific names: Black-tailed Godwit  (Limosa limosa)

2. Number of individuals, sexes, ages, general plumage (e.g., 2 in alternate
plumage): ©One adult in alternate plumage

3.  Locality: LOUISIANA; Vermilion

e s . ' (parish) _
field on east side of Hwy 35, .75 mile south of junction Hwy 35 and Hwy 699

(specific locality)

4.  Date(s) when observed: May 11-12, 1994 (Reportedly present. on May 13-15)
5. Time(s) of day when observed: . May 11 from 1600 to 1800.
S ‘ : L May 12 from 1400 to 1900.
6. Reporting observer and address:
Jim Holmes (504) 892-6714

801 Dove Park Rd.
Covington, LA 70433

7. Other observers accompanying reporter who also identifled the bird(s):

May 1l: none May 12: Paul Conover, David Patton, Steve Cardiff,
. Donna Dittman, Nancy Newfield, Van Remsen,

Gary Broussard, Joe Kleinman, many other observer
8. Other observers who Independentlyy identified the bird(s): o Y S

A N e e e .

9. Light .condltlons (position of bird in relation to shade and to direction and amount of
light): good to excellent. The bird was in a field on the east side of hwy 35
" g0 the sun was to my back.  Sky was clear to partly cloudy.

10. Optical equipment (lype, power, condition): -~ ° -

: 1) Bausch & Lomb Elite binoculars, 8x42 -in good condition.

11, Dlg‘}a%{ggfat;ﬂ&\ﬁrz 2 (’ré?:lescope 20x—60x,‘.::—‘1n good condition
"50 to 150 yards

12. Duration of observation: May 11: about 2 hoﬁrs,
May 12: about 5 hours

13. Habltat: partially flooded rice field with areas of standing water and
exposed mud
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L ouisiana Ornithological Society's
LOUISIANA BIRD RECORDS COMMITTEE
Repdn Form

This form is intended as a convenience in reporting observations of species on the
Louisiana Bird Records Committee (LBRC) Review List. The LBRC recommends: the use of this
form or a similar format when submitting records for review (to.assure that all pertinent
information is accounted for). Attach additional pages as necessary. Please print or type.
Attach xerox of field notes, drawings, photographs, or tape recordings, if available. include all
photos for more obscurely marked species. When completed, mail to Secretary, Louisiana Bird
Records Committee, c/o Museum of Natural Science, 119 Foster Hall, Louisiana State
University, Baton Rouge, LA 70803-3216.

1. English and Scientific names: Black-tailed Godwit  (Limosa limosa)

2. Number of individuais, sexes, ages, general plumage (e.g., 2 in alternate
‘plumage): ©one adult in alternate plumage

a.  Locallty: LOUISIANA; Vermilion

P y . (parish) : .
field on east side of Hwy 35, .75 mgle gouth of jvunction Hwy 35 and Hwy 699

(specific locality)
4. Date(s) when observed: May 11-12, 1994 (Reportedly present on May 13-15)

5. Time(s) of day when observed: May 11 from 1600 to 1800.
: ‘ -, - - May 12 from 1400 to 1900.

6. Reporting observer and address:

Jim Holmes (504) 892-6714
801 Dove Park Rd.

Covington, LA 70433

7. Other observers accompanying' reporter who also identifled the bird(s):
May 11: none May 12: Paul Conover, David Patton, Steve Cardiff,

Donna Dittman, Nancy Newfield, Van Remsen,

: ' Gary Broussard, Joe Kleinman, many other o =
8. Other observers who Independenuyy identifiled the bird(s): any other OoServer

9. Light vcondltlons (position of bird in relation to shade and to direction and amount of
light): good to excellent. The bird was in a field on the east side of hwy 35
S0 the sun was to my back.  Sky was clear to partly cloudy.

10. Optical equipment (type, power, condition): -~ ° L
: 1) Bausch & Lomb Elite binoculars, 8x42 -in good condition.
Dlgt)a Kowa TSN—Zd (%?;escope 20x-60x " -in good condition ‘

nce to bir
50 to 150 yards

12, Duration of observation: May 11: about 2 hoﬁrs,
May 12: about 5 hours

11.

13. Habitat: partially flooded rice field with areas of standing water and
exposed mud




14.

15.

16.

17.

18,

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

Getber 1901

Behavior of bird / circumstances of observation (flying, feeding, resting;

include and stress habits used in identification; relate events surrounding observation):
The bird spent the majority of the time feeding in the shallow

water. Often when not feeding, the bird would stand upright on a

six inch mud dike in the center of the field. It was seen in flight on both

Description (include only what was actually seen, not what "should” have been seen; - days.

include if possibly: total length/relative size compared to other familiar species, body
bulk, shape, proportions, bill, eye, leg, and plumage characteristics. Stress features
that separate it from similar species):

see attached description

Volce: Not heard

Similar species (include how they were eliminated by,%'our observation): ) )
Hudsonian, Marbled, and Bar-tailed Godwit— All three species of Godwits

may be definitively ruled out by wing pattern.

2) American Avocet- This species ruled out by bill shaape and lack of wing patch.
Photographs or tape recordings obtalned? (by whom? attached?):

Slides of the Godwit -are included.

Previous experience with this species: None

Identiflcation aids: (list books, illustrations, other birders, eic. used in
identification): .
a. at time of observation: ) Field Guide to the Birds of North America,
National Geographic Society
2) Shorebirds an Identification Guide,

b. after observation:
2) The Facts on File Field Guide to North Atlantic Shorebirds,

This description Is written from: X _notes made during the observation
( notes attached?); notes made after the observation (date: )
memory.

Are you positive of your identification if not, explain: yes

May 20, 1994 1645
~ (date) {time)

Signature of reporter;




BLACK-TAILED GODWIT (Limosa limosa)

May 11-12, 1994
.8 mile south of the junction of Hwy 35 and Hwy 699, Vermillion Parish, LA

Observers: Jim Holmes, many observers on May 12

Description:
The bird was located in a large flock of shorebirds feeding in a partially flooded

field. The other species of shorebirds in the field on May 11, with approximate numbers in
parenthesis included Black-bellied Plover (Pluvialis squatarola), (35), Semipalmated
Plover (Charadrius semipalmatus), (2); Black-necked Stilt (Himantopus mexicanus),
(45); Greater Yellowlegs (Tringa melanoleuca), (30), Lesser Yellowlegs (7¥inga
Slavipes), (15); Whimbrel (Numenius phaeopus), (26), Hudsonian Godwit (Limosa
lapponica), (14); Ruddy Turnstone (Arenaria interpres), (2), Semipalmated Sandpiper
(Calidris pusilla), (26), White-rumped Sandpiper (Calidris fuscicollis), (150), Dunlin
(Calidris alpina), (175), Stilt Sandpiper (Calidris himantopus), (300); Short-billed
Dowitcher (Limnodromus griseus), (150) and a Wilson’s Phalarope (Phalaropus tricolor),
(1). The Black-tailed Godwit was initially located in the northeast corner of the field. It
flushed from this position and flew north away from the field as I approached closer
attempting to photograph it. It returned to this field about ten minutes later and remained
until a farmer began driving his tractor throughout the field. It was relocated the
following day (May 12) when it flew into this field with a flock of 6 Hudsonian Godwits.
It remained in this field for the rest of the day. It was seen and photographed in flight on

several occasions on May 11.

The bird was studied while it was actively feeding. It would keep its legs straight
and lower its head to a position just above the water as it probed in the shallow water with
its bill. It would submerge two-thirds to the entire bill in the water while feeding. The tail
was pointed upward while feeding which exposed the vent area. During the periods of
time it was not feeding, it would often stand erect on a small mud dike in the center of the

field.

General: It was a large shorebird with a body shape consistent with a Godwit species.

It was slightly larger than the largest Hudsonian Godwit in the field and
considerably larger than some of the smaller Hudsonian Godwits. The legs were
long (longer than any Hudsonian Godwit legs).

Bill: The bill was long and thick (longer and thicker than the bills of the Hudsonian
Godwits). It was thickest at the base. The bill was straight and was not thought
to have any curve in it. The outer third of the bill was dark whereas the inner two-
thirds was pinkish orange.

Head: The head was chestnut-orange (The head and chest color was most reminiscent of
a breeding plumaged American Avocet (Recurvirostra americana)). The forehead
and crown were a darker brownish orange giving the bird a capped appearance.
This “cap” was not prominent, being barely visible through the telescope. The
supercilium was a significantly lighter orange than the crown but only slightly




lighter than the rest of the face. The lores were brownish orange and a brownish
orange eye-stripe extended for a short distance behind the eye. The brownish
feathers in front of the eye were broader than those behind the eye. This eye stripe
was not prominent, being barely visible through the telescope. The chin was

white.
Neck: The front and back of the neck was chestnut orange. The back of the neck had a

few brownish feathers scattered across it.

Underparts: The upper breast was chestnut orange. This color began a rapid fade as it
reached the lower portion of the breast. As the color faded, there was the
beginning of some crescent shaped barring. The barring was most prominent on
the flanks and was faintest at the center of the breast. The barring on the flanks
ended just above the legs. The belly was white. The vent was white.

Back: The mantle feathers were grayish with slightly paler edgings.

Wings at rest: At rest, the wing coverts were gray-brown. The primaries appeared dark.

Upperwing in flight: The bases of the secondaries were white while their tips were dark.
The primaries were all dark except for the bases of the inner primaries which were
white. The outer primaries were all dark. This contrast between the white bases
(to the secondaries and inner primaries) and dark tips gave this bird a very
prominent wing stripe that was much more prominent than the Hudsonian

Godwit’s wing stripe.

Underwing in flight: The underwing was primarily white. The tips to the primaries and
secondaries were dark. The leading edge of the wing was dark. This pattern gave
the underwing an appearance of being white with a black border completely

around the wing. The axillaries were white.

Rump: Rump was white.
Tail: The tail was black as seen from above and below.
Legs: The legs were dark, long, and in flight, they were noted to extend beyond the tail.




Black - falled Goawt
<ﬁ§»~:@i \f‘..wv.r LA

ﬁm..wmpp\ AanWﬁ Om!
RBrd

——t




SLIDE NUMBERS FOR PHOTOGRAPHS OF BLACK-TAILED GODWIT
TAKEN ON MAY 11, 1994

1. Standing erect
2. Feeding, exposing vent
3. Standing

4. Standing
5. Landing, showing white underwing (photo out of focus)

6. Flight, showing upperwing pattern, white rump, and black tail
7. Flight, showing upperwing pattern, white rump, and black tail




LOUISIANA ORNITHOLOGICAL SOCIETY
LOUISIANA BIRD RECORDS COMMITTIEE

REPORT FORM

This form is intended as a convenience in reporting observations of species on
the LBRC Review List. The LBRC recommends the use of this form or this format when
submitting records for review (to assure that all information involving an observation
is accounted for). Attach additional sheets if necessary. Please print or type.
Attach drawings, photographs, or tape recordings, if available. Include all photos if
an obscurely marked species. When completed, mail to: LBRC Secretary, c/o M Museum of

Natural Science, 119 Foster Hall, Louisiana State University, Baton Rguge,
7’0803—3216. . , ; g 7, , ﬁ : Z Zz

1. English and scientific name:

Z'/Ma&s'a._ //M&S&

2. Number of individuals, sexes, ages, general plumage (e.g., 2ad in breeding
plumage):

3. Locality: 44 /MZ%&?{
state ~ parish é;m, ,,// HKep o
jﬁ@gﬂW[Mc& a//;édfj’SWWM .

specific lodality

4, Date(s) when seen: m? IR, /??f/

5. Times of day when seen: éz_vzpp,.,, - _3;34/_”,,4 o 5.‘4&/3 .
6. Reporting observer and address: ;QW/L_Q, % /
JAA

Laf LA TOSC
7 Other observers accompanying reporter who also identified the bird:

found by Jim  folmes - seen /9)/ s ENy
8. Other observers who independently identified the bird:

9. Light conditions (position of bird in relation to shade and to direction and
amount of light)

10 Optical equipment (type, power, condltlon)

11. Distance to bird: /j& yc/s'

12. Duration of observation:

13. Habitat: C4WWE C/CMU’/ZV‘/Z‘ /)a——nc/

14. Behavior (flying, feeding, resting, etc. = include and stress any habits used in
identification):

MV- /IW/ w,«,Z%/ M Uaﬂ/(,ee/( e 4/«-@” RAE &
cealliey WW«/J(j fmeme/ w&f ﬁf/ume/ Z /Zm‘@p

M,"?“‘e“ qﬁ/ow/./?ﬁfww Poiie T Tidee.




15. Description (Include only what was actually seen, not what "should" have been
seen). Include if possible: total length or relative size compared to other
species present or familiar species; body bulk; shape, bill, eye, leg and plumage
characteristics. Stress features that separate it from similar species:

Ane f4*é}£> 44L‘ /Vazﬁgfﬂté;“«——/41;4Z2AJZZ‘ 4;%%7)74¢@£?cu/}4fi 3.0 }ﬁ;zithjlzzz
Zfﬁ@yuq éZvLa Z 4ﬁ?§%¢ ﬂ? ¥ Hen <5Q§Mw4§ /Zf '7%;; Aé%?A, aﬁ;aﬁi
P /aAJ/ Aéﬁﬁulg ﬁﬁ%&aﬁuéi s> Iﬁéﬂdﬂé? «%4usjg ¥ spper ég%@¢“74”W44' ”ﬁ“”zfﬁ//ggiﬁaﬁ“'

W/Z;'w&w/ﬂwéjﬂuz&@é&&( ;\/’M 4%/3&&0,

_O#K,J/M~ﬁé¢,% W w;% o m/a/w{w/ﬂa//méuf/ W«!a/‘;&/hcé, MW %L -

16. Voice: « .,WMZM : wos bl cobe with W Mﬂlﬁiﬁ
/4% ,(wa‘j T /g?jf,_/y/ A o bile s a/wd gzy—? eV

your observations):

b Lbil Loaodsr 2O He et wa/% &w@ij-

e

Photes AU dod A Niblon 35 camons 5 50mm Looer

%wj/ a J3ox ,wj_a/ow;c,e/ err Vi Mon /;é’/afjézyﬁeﬁ

18. Photographs or tape recordings obtained (By whom? Attached?):

19. Previous experience with this species:

20. Aids: List books, illustrations, birders, etc. used in identification:

“a) at time of observation: ”'fi“ 7 o R e

b) after observation:

21. This description written from: v// notes made during observation§ notes
made after observation (date: )s Memory.
22. Are you positive of your identification? . If not, explain:

23. Signature of reporter:

24, Date and time of writing this account: /\QM /%4/




“Lifa WA Bird #7765
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TEXAS ORNITHOLOGICAL .SOCIETY .

Texas Bird Records: Committes. « - ‘ o :
Report Form .

‘This form is intended as a convehieuce in teporting: observatibhs of rare
or unusual birds., 1t may be used Flexibly and heed not be used at all except
as a guideline. Attach additional sheets ds necessary. PLEASE PRINT IN BLACK
INK OR TYPE. Attach drawings, photos; ete., if possible. When tomplete, “mail to
Greg W. Lasley; Secretary, Texas Bird Records Committee, 305 Loganberry Ct.,
Austin, TX 78745 or Dr. Keith Arnold; Dept. - of Wildlife & Fisheriss Sciences,
Texas A&M Universily, College Station; L\ 77843-2258: fThank you!

1. Common and scientific namet Black-tailed Godwit. Climosa limesa ? limess 1)
2. Number of individuals, sexes, ages) gem plumage (e:g. 2 ad: in breeding

- plumage)t | aduH: £ _

3. Location! Ricefield on @ask sude of sSH3E S mineof Kaplao
| ___Eounty! A[::mJllm_Eaﬂs_h._Lﬂ_H‘
4. Date & Time when observed L&Dﬁ_jﬁ_ﬁﬂ_jﬂp

5. Reporting: observer and addrESs‘m;anW

TX T154¢

6. Other ObserefS‘Babbyﬁamn,LB_:bachHamq_Eattsa,ﬁazmgian_

7. Light conditions:

ob Secvers

8. ':Uptlcal equipment: w;;r ‘)“'f’e(rnoo
9. Distance to bird¢ 150-250 vd _

10. Duration of observatlon‘__ﬂé_m‘nm
11, Habltat (be ,spemflc)* y L

12. Description: (Include only what was actually seeh, not what “should" ‘have
been seen. Include if posgible size; body bulky shape, bill, eye, and other
- characters; -colery plumage patterhy etc: Describe voicey behavmr; and

anything else that might help to .identify the bird: . .

. Large, heavy, long leggéd « billad brightly colored shorebma’ B 1 fully
Yy longer than adjacent @ Hudseman Codw:bs Lonﬁer' lejgad*- bulkier -Hnn
latter species as well ,

Head : Crown dark.Face bright or'anje wrth 11l- defined svparcnhary Nape
‘ .brt_ﬁH:. orange. with black. skresking; Contrasbng with gray manble. .
Una‘e.rparbs : T hroat + upper breast clear bmﬁhi: vr-angez Lowa' breast,
bel lys vert white with heavy black-ﬂahk streaks Coe '
Upp&rpari:s Bade: Feathers gray wd:h r'eddzsh 'bm't‘ dark centers. Coverts
Plnln Sr‘a}l Rump whrt'& o SR . S DI PR . .
o Re:'l:mccs:Shorb Bl:c)c R |
Ungs Upper' gray with wldc w/hrkp wlna.sbr'lpe, e,xb'c.ndlq—) wall orvbo
bases ef inner Secondarice. Undcrwln‘j nmmacu Jabe whibe v , '
- Bill:Very long, very S"shﬂy Upbvml Basat B3 bright orange, ista) Yo ek

L«G : Lﬂh ’ b' Ck
3 5, bla (Please see back)




LR TP PE L S |
: -t o R I

descriptiony continued:

2in coverts would Seem Ndi al a briaht one
Plain gray t d 4o indicate ¢ Callbert brig D

L:r'ge. srze compared to Hudsonan Godwlt - Pa}e, underpar"bs with only 2 few havy streaks
confined to flanks would sussest l:gc-fb pa)aft nommatc sul:spcc-e: Promn W. Eunope, ChLl. Iumosa)

A

13, How were .similar Species,eliminaﬁed? !

i4. Was it photographed?. By whom? AttaCh9d7.lafyzécunthﬁ]zy;J;ndJinhanzé__
. . . ' i ' N . R . . vy ‘
15.. Previous experience with species! None but exkensive experience Lnkh

16.-- List. any books or references.used in-identificétion: -
(a) at time-of observation M5 A _
(b) after observation .. . | ) " .
17, Thls descriptloh written From‘ v deés made dUrihg observatlon;

. .. (LI l "

" hotes made after observationy __ _ memory. . . ! .
18. Are you p031t1Ve of ‘your 1dent1f1cat1on7 Yes i IF hat;~é&blaih!;,.;
i k s L e R SR SRREE

. R .
AN . . L I SRR ST I AT I

18, Signature of feportér along with?date,and timé‘of_writiﬁg this:account}'




LOUISIANA ORNITHOLOGICAL SOCIETY
LOUISIANA BIRD RECORDS COMMITTEE o

“REPORT FORM

This form is intended as a convenience in reporting observations of species on
the LBRC Review List. The LBRC recommends the use of this form or this format when
submitting records for review (to assure that all information involving an observation
'is accounted for). Attach additional sheets if necessary. Please print or type.
Attach drawings, photographs, or tape recordings, if available. Include all photos if
an obscurely marked species. When completed, mail to: LBRC Secretary, ¢/o Museum of
Natural Science, 119 Foster Hall, Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, LA
70803-3216.

A
1. English and scientific name:&}%K_,T,;HLE,; éc?DW,T (aﬁ»’w&& /ZW)

2. Number of individuals, sexes, ages, general plumage (e.g., 2ad. in breeding
plumage): | 5 ADULT FLEIRLE p BREED/MNEG PLimAGE MOST LIRELY

3. Locality:. , LOU/,S)"/%NA ; VZ:’?J{’:}JM ( L10CAS
state < parish

Zﬁ?3§'é%ﬂﬁﬁwfﬁﬁﬁwaMWtﬂwwwrégﬁmg’
specific locality o
4. Dat h : A~ j° @y g |
ate(s) W, en seen Mﬁy /Z,,/ |G-
5. Times of day when seen: > top—-5TPD P m, ZC»D?!)
6. Regérting observer and address: J ; ﬁ/{&ﬁf/ﬁ?ﬂ/@/
| s o3 Malveer Hise

| Baron Roves, L/ 705177
7  Other observers accompanying reporter who also identified the bird:

Brvce CribER
8. Other observers who independently identified the bird: J ) #QWES/ J(.a_ M. 03
2 ¢

9. Light conditions (position of bird in relation to shade and to direction and
amount of light): QQ&P L)GHT AT OUR BACIT

10. Optical equipﬁent (type, power, condition): %é?‘/}’% JOKG O ig}fuoe:[j Sosmest
S0y scope, Rowpa 584
11. Distance to bird:

So—-Looy s

12. Duration of observation:

3 Houvrs
13. Habitat: /Sr ’DE’/‘H/U/WZ;JI C{Qﬁy;:[&ﬁ ~OoMD

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

1dentificati°n):/IL)‘(‘,IZ‘I"VELV FE‘"EQJ/\/@




15, Description (Include only what was actually seen, not what "should" have been
seen). Include if possible: total length or relative size compared to other
species present or familiar species; body bulk; shape, bill, eye, leg and plumage
characteristics.‘ Stress features that separate it from similar species: )
A‘ LRRGE 5 HOREERD, v SAME Siz& A4S NMEZRRY H/v DS QIR (8 Erins i TG mm
Lore, mexTiy STEAGHT FILL, TWo~TOrRED oppnee [FOP mosT—
OMG, 2 _ ] e, g g R AR TH
| LERCTH, DARK TOWARD T IP— BIti SEEis p o/7TLe LONOER THAL
THaT oF Hinsomisw CopuT— ORMICE, UFFE HERS L FCK G xTE i
{;Fg HARS 70 wrPER BREMAST (Warm (0lgr C(ONTRAST )6 WTH PRREREE
COLORS oF Hvp&OriAn GowiT )~ T po seon e coior 15  BRICHTER
THAL) 5‘; L= BILLED [owiTCHERS A EAR BY — ;B;é?a?wﬂis” W E RE LIVNE 0 b?ﬁ";&/p’y H
CAP — Brown/SH _WiNES IND BRCK— BeAck TAIL wiTh conTRASTIN G
y D <A U DER T vl PTiSH AR BRRIV & PAS
WHITE 22U — igi,» Lot h s L//UG:’L,&T/}IL e . DARIK e
N SIoES 0F BREPST — PARK LEES — (UhiTe wive LNk & A WitiTe
16 Yoice: /wm/@ SAR SEEN WihHEN Bicp STREFTCHED WM&

/vf;z,r HEARD

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

- Hupsopiny GopwiT 1AS PREK wWine LININGS jOovERALL 1S
A PARKeER BIRD |

; ' : , 2ROIG T AL PRITERA -
Bar-1pier GoowiT #/45 W R kg ; w6
Wirne RBRAR

18. Photographs or tape recordings obtained (By whom? Attached?):

Jim Hormes, Fave Conover m. o — M
19. Previous experience with this species:

Saw w Leasppop 8 196 Y

20. Aids: List books, illustrations, birders, etc. used in identification:

a) at time of obéervation: /’\jf@»ﬁ ég&é@é!)ff}{ Vs ;Hmé?ggf%bg AN LD ('::Umf

» - Chimmar) Winrenant, Frirm)
b) after observation: i

oNE
21. This description written from: L////notes made during observation; notes
made after observation (date: VHE memory.

22, Are you positive of your identification? jé?g o If not, explain:

23. Signature of reporteri/:;iyzl%jg1é?ﬁ€?2fgﬁ%§?,, »

24, Date and time of writfﬁg this account:

Jope %, 1994 /! 30- 21,
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10.

11.
12.
13.

14.

REPORT TO THE
LOUISIANA ORNITHOLOGICAL SOCIETY
BIRD RECORDS COMMITTEE

Common and scientific name:

Black-tailed Godwit, Limosa limosa

Number of individuals seen, sexes, ages, general plumage, etc.

One bird, in adult nonbreedmg plumage or adult female breeding pIumage or
something like that.

Locality:

Vermilion Parish, in a field about 0.7 or 0.8 miles south of the junctlon of LA Hwy
35 and LA Hwy 699. v

Date(s) when seen:

May 13, 1994

Times of day when seen:

About 8:45 AM

Reporting observer and address:

John P. Sevenair, 325 Stafford Place New Orleans, LA 70124

Other observers accompanying reporter who also identified the bird:

None

Other observers who independently identified the bird:

| believe that the bird was first found by Jim Holmes, Jr.; it has subsequently been
seen by many others.

Light conditions (position of bird in relation to shade and amount of li ght):

-The day was clear and sunny. There were a few clouds; none covered the sun

while | observed the bird. The morning sun was fairly low and within 45 degrees
of the bird--that is, the sun was mostly behind the bird. Viewing conditions were as
a result falrly poor.

Optical equipment:

Zeiss 7x42 binoculars.

Bushnell Spacemaster scope with 20x eyepiece.

Distance to bird:

100 to 150 yards

Duration of observation:

About two or three minutes total

Habitat (general and specific):

Shallow water in a crawfish pond that had been mostly drained.

Behavior (flylng, feeding, resting, etc.; include and stress any habits used in 1dent1flcat10n)
The bird flew in from the west into my scope field, landed, and began to feed. It
probed deeply in the mud under the shallow water, with a rapid up-and-down
motion of the head ("sewing machine" motion). Then it flew fifty yards or so (while |
observed it with my binoculars) to the left away from me and landed again. It was
then flushed (along with all the other birds in the area) by a small motorboat in the
next field to the north. This happened before | could find the bird in my scope
again. | was unable to find it at all after that.



15.

16.
17.

18.
19.

Description (Include what was actually seen, not what should have been seen. Include if
possible: total length; body bulk; shape, bill, eye, and leg characteristics; color and pattern of
plumage, etc.

This was a large shorebird, quite a bit larger than nearby Black-bellied ;
Plovers and dowitchers, and almost as large as nearby Whimbrels. It was more
slender-bodied than the other shorebirds in the area.

The beak was long (longer than those of the Whimbrels) and straight or
perhaps slightly upturned. The outer half of the bill was dark, and the half closer to
the head was pinkish or orangish. (The lighting was bad and it was hard to see
colors, but the bill had the bicolored pattern typical of godwits.) The head was
quite small in relation to the length of the bill. :

The neck was long for a shorebird, the body was slender in proportion to its
length, and the tail appeared to be pointed when the bird was standing or walking.
The legs were also relatively long for a shorebird, almost recalling one of the

chunkier heron species rather than a shorebird. The lighting from behind made it

impossible for me to tell the color of the legs.
The head and neck seemed more or less uniform in color and darker than the

- breast; | couldn't really tell whether the color was brown or gray. The back was

brown. The breast, sides, and belly were white with little barring. ,

The bird had a prominent white wingbar on each wing, visible from above
when the bird was in flight but not while it was sitting. These wingbars extended
almost to the wingtips. The tail (seen when the bird landed) was square, and the
upper surface had a single heavy black bar across the end. The area above the
black bar was white. This white area was broader than the black bar.

Voice:
Not heard.
Similar species (include how they were eliminated by your observations):

The bill was long and straight, unlike those of curlews. The bird was much
larger than the dowitchers seen with it. The bill was bicolored like that of a godwit,
and was too long and slender to be that of a Willet. The Willet is also more uniform
in color and has a black-and-white wing pattern that is somewhat different. Willets
are chunkier as well.

- The wingbar and tail patterns were those of a Black-tailed Godwit rather than
a Hudsonian Godwit. This bird didn't flock with the Hudsonian Godwits in the
area, and | was unable to make any direct comparisons, but | carefully looked at
several godwits that turned out to be Hudsonians before | found this bird, and |
saw the Hudsonian Godwit pattern (weak wingbars, black area on tail tip broader
than white area) on their wings and tail.

‘The bird was too slim and small to be a Marbled Godwit, and its belly was too
pale. The Marbled Godwit also has no wingbars of the type seen on this bird. The
Bar-tailed Godwit has fine barring on the end of the tail rather than a single heavy

black bar.
Photographs:

| attempted none.

Previous experience with this species: _

None at all. I've seen Marbled Godwits frequently in Louisiana on the coast, had
Hudsonian Godwits present (not close to this bird but in the same field/pond) for
comparison, and saw a Bar-tailed Godwit in Australia in 1991. '




20.

21.

22.
23.

24.

Aids: List books, illustrations, birders, etc. used in identification

a) At the time of observation:

None at the time of observation. The bird was a stakeout, and | had descriptions of
the plumage to look for from others. Two local people stopped and asked if the
bird was still there. One gave comments on the bird's behavior as seen on the
previous day.

b) After observation: :
P. Hayman, J. Marchant, and T. Prater, Shorebirds: an identification guide.
This description written from: Notes made during observation; _x _notes made after

observation; _ X _ memory.

~ A copy of the notes is enclosed. They were made within a few minutes of the

bird's departure.
Are you positive of your identification? _yes If not, explain:

Signature of reporter: -

Date and time of writing this account:
First draft finished at 11:30 PM on May 13, 1994; minor proofreading changes
made on May 15.
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~— Loulstann Ornithologlcal Society's
LOU|S|ANA BlRD RECORDS COMM”TEE
Report Form B

This form is intended as a convenience in reporting observations of specues on the

Louisiana Bird Records Committee (LBRC) Review List. The LBRC recommends the use of this
form or a similar format when submitting records for review (to assure that all pertinent
information is accounted for). Aftach additional pages as necessary. Please print or type.
Attach xerox of field notes, drawings, photographs, or tape recordings, if available. Include all
;photos for.more obscurely. marked species. When completed, mail to Secretary, Louisiana Bird
Records Committee, ¢/0 Museum of Natural Science, 119 Foster Ha|| Louisiana State

.. University, Baton Rouge LA 70803 3216.

EI&GK %al léd Goolu)l%

1 v _English and Scientific. ‘names: L;mojd Limosa
‘2. Number of ‘lndivlduals,“‘*vsexes, ages, general plumage (e.g., 2'in alternate
plumage): | A, i alternate _pluma/e
3.  Locality: LOUISIANA; ‘ Veymilion

( arlsh)
Mou ton Min; ;’e:fuyg-e

(speciflc locality)

4. Date(s) when observed:
e ,/V(ay-; 3,199y
Bl Tlme(s) of day, ‘when observed
L L pmine Stom tota/ a’arkneés
6. A[ortlng observer and address:
t+hew Fonh'Ff

742 .11 Churehman Loop
DeRidder; LA 70434

7.  Other gbservers accompanying reporter who also /Identified the blrd(s)

Paul Conover, Gary Pon# 5

8. Other observers who Independently Identified the blrd(s)
- Paul lonover
9. Light conditions (posmon of bird in relation to shade and to direction and amount of

tighty: birdl in open app” Imivy unt'l v'm‘a/ darknes5

10. Optical equipment (type, power, condition):
Kowa T34 2 20-60x zo
11, Distance to bird(s): Oin 0%005(

50yds

~.12.  Duration of observation:
S Imwn :
13. - Habltat:

r;C’,’E ,c,'{lﬁ(




14.

156.

Behavior of bird / circumstances of observation (flying, feeding, resting;
include and stress habits used in identification; relate events surrounding observation):

feeding w/ Hudsonian Godwﬁﬁ Qné( L(Jhu’nb/els
was $Mshed by birders walking on plivate ploperty «

ew 1N Fo oul position unnoh e
Description (include dnly what was actually seen, not what "should” have been seen;

‘include if possibly: total length/relative size compared to other familiar species, body

bulk, shape, proportions, bill, eye, leg, and plumage characteristics. =Stress features
that separate it from similar species):

birds bill was lile longer & strai h+er than Hudson ian
Goo(w»+5 (HuGD) BT6O had & neek dhe color of an

Avoeets in altenate plumdge, white barved Flanks.

%g/ ATGO lHd W'V’W 4 5”0W€a€ wh:+.5h under w,nﬂ5

16.

17.
18.

19.

20.

21.

vetee: none heard

ﬁllar speCIes (lnclude how they were eliminated by your ‘observation):
rbled Godw it wouldn ’+ have whi ‘/’é,b&r{ed FlanKs ¢ wl'ni-e

under wmgs Huéo would n't bhe \JZH_ eno o hcwe white barie
Photographs or”tape recordings obtained? *' (by" m? attache 'ﬁ “Yl 5

no : -
Previous experience with this species r)DY)Q

Identification aids: (list books, illustrations, other birders, etc. used in

identification): %%
a. at time of observation: ,4{—2(50"\ b\/éé’f' O#ter’ b fdéf

, b after observatlon /[/g 6 /‘6{5 0; /V/4

This description is written from: notes made durlng the observation
( notes attached?); notes made after the observation (date: );

.}~ memory.

22.

23.

October 1991

-

~ Are you positive of your identlflggug% not,f‘("‘\e)tplalh: \/éﬁ

b/5/45 R .53 p.m,

Signature of reporter; ]
’ // (date) (time)
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