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NINTH REPORT OF THE
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Donna L. Dittmann and Steven W, Cardiff
Museum of Natural Science
119 Foster Hall
Louisiana State University
Baton Rouge, LA 70803-3216

The Louisiana Bird Records Committee (henceforth LBRC or Committee)
was established in 1979 as a commitiee of the Louisiana Omithological Society.
The Committee’s primary goals are: 1) to encourage contributions to the
knowledge of the birds of Louisiana through solicitation of supporting docu-
mentation of rare species; 2) to objectively evaluate the validity of submitted
records and to periodically publish accumulated records and evaluation results;
3) to encourage high standards of observation, documentation, and reporting
among Louisiana field observers; 4) to permanently archive submitted records;
and 5) to maintain the official Louisiana State Bird List (periodically published
by the LOS as a field checklist card). .

Each record (in the form of observers’ written reports, copies of field notes,
photographs, videotapes, tape recordings, or specimens) submitted to the LBRC
is reviewed by each of the seven elected Voting Members (in accordance with
LBRC Bylaws [Stewart et al. 1979], and as amended through the 2003 Annual
Meeting). All records and associated documentation submitted to the LBRC,
as well as all associated Committee deliberations are housed at the Louisiana
State University Museum of Natural Science (LSUMNS).

Changes in Bylaws

Since publication of the Eighth Report of the LBRC (Dittmann et al. 1998)
the LBRC has modified its Bylaws in three significant ways. Tirst, the
Committee has adopted a “hard evidence” policy for addition of a species to the
State List. This policy mandates that a species cannot be added to the official
State List without supporting documentation in the form of diagnostic photo-
graph/videotape, audio recording, or specimen. Although the hard evidence
policy retroactively pertains to all records reviewed by the LBRC since its
formation, there are immediate ramifications for only four species (that were
previously added to the state list on the basis of sight records): Red-throated
Loon (record No. 92-05), Greater Shearwater (record No. 85-17), Curlew
Sandpiper (record No. 76-5), and Sabine’s Gull (record No. 76-2). In accor-
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dance with the new policy, these records cannot represent the official first state
record. Therefore, the species is either removed from the main state list (Red-
throated Loon) or a subsequent hard evidence record becomes the official first
state record. The earliest acceptable hard evidence records of Greater Shearwa-
ter (record No. 00-10) and Sabine’s Gull (record No. 79-15) are contained in this
report. The carliest hard evidence record of Curlew Sandpiper (record No. 90-
38) appears in the Seventh Report of the LBRC (Dittmann 1995). Species
removed from the main list are listed at the end of the main list under a separate
category titled “species for which there are accepted sight records, but which
have not been docamented in Louisiana by hard evidence.” Accepted sight
records of species lacking hard evidence will be filed with other accepted
records in the LBRC archives. When an accepted sight record of species lacking
hard evidence is published in a report of the LBRC, it will be grouped under a
separate category. Sece the Red-throated I.oon, Greater Shearwater, Curlew
Sandpiper, and Sabine’s Gull species accounts below for additional informa-
tion.

Second, the Committee has adopted a new policy for dealing with problem-
atic records in which identification is acceptable but reasonable concerns exist
regarding natural origin.  Such records would be termed “Identification
Acceptable, Origin-Hypothetical.” Records that are otherwise acceptable but
that receive two or more “Origin-Hypothetical” votes are considered accepted
as “Origin-Hypothetical.” For “Origin-Hypothetical” first state records, the
species will be placed on the main state list and will be “countable,” but would
be denoted with a “q” symbol. In the event that a subsequent record of that
species is considered acceptable both on identification and origin, the “q”
symbol will be deleted from the main list. Individual “Origin-Hypothetical”
records will continue to be archived separately, and will be treated separately in
LBRC Reports under the subheading, “Identification Acceptable, Origin-
Hypothetical.” “Identification Acceptable-Origin Unacceptable” remains as a
voting category separate from “Origin-Hypothetical;” normal voting outcomes
apply, and records receiving two or more “Origin-Unacceptable” votes on the
final circulation are considered unacceptable.

The idea of the “Origin-Hypothetical” category was initially suggested (by
Dittmann) as a way to resolve origin issues associated with the occurrence of
Kelp Gulls (Larus dominicanus) onthe Chandeleur Istands and elsewhere along
the rim of the Gulf of Mexico (see Kelp Gull species account below for further
information). Eventually, but after the new “Origin-Hypothetical” category
was in place, the Commitiee accepted the natural origin of Kelp Gull in
Louisiana. And, so, as of this writing, the “Origin-Hypothetical” category has
not been applied to any Louisiana records. The Commitiee anticipates.
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however, that the new category will come into play for future problematic
records. The “Origin-Unacceptable” category will still apply to records for
which direct evidence or strong circumstantial evidence indicates an unnatural
origin. This includes direct or indirect human-assistance, includin g birdsknown
or strongly suspected to be escaped/released (e.g., banded, cage-worn, or
sedentary species from other continents, etc.; records involving known or
suspected ship-assisted travel where the bird was restrained or fed). For many
other records, however, judging origin is much more subjective, and LBRC
Members will use their own discretion in deciding whether a record is accept-
able, unacceptable, or hypothetical. The authors foresee the Origin-Hypotheti-
cal category being applied only infrequently and for extraordinaryrecords, e.g.,
the first, or first few, state records that might occur before a true “pattern of
vagrancy” develops for a species. Such records would likely involve relatively
unexpected “long shot” vagrants that are typically not kept in captivity and for
which it would essentially be impossible to prove some form of human
interference (such as ship-assisted transport).

And, finally, the Committee has expanded its membership. At the 2001
Annual Meeting, the LBRC created an eighth position, a non-voting Member
referred to as the Alternate. The main purpose of the Alternate is to serve as a
replacement in the event that a Voting Member is unable to attend an Annual
Meeting or unable to complete a term of office. At the 2002 Annual Meeting,
a ninth position, another non-voting Member referred to as the Second Alter-
nate, was created. The First and Second Alternate Members each have a two-
year term (as amended at the 2003 Annual Meeting) and are required to attend
the Annual Meeting. The Committee, therefore, is now composed of seven
Voting Members (inchiding the Secretary and the Chair) and two non-voting
Alternate Members,

Ninth Report

Records included in this report were resolved during the period following
submission for publication of the Eighth Report of the Louisiana Bird Records
Committee (Dittmann et al. 1998) and extending through the 29 Sep 2001
Annual Meeting. The following LBRC Members, past and present, have
participated in the review of records contained in this report: Steven W. Cardiff,
Paul E. Conover, D. Bruce Crider, Paul M. Dickson, Donna L. Dittmann,
William R. Fontenot, Joseph P. Kleiman, Charles E. Lyon, Paul M. McKenzie,
David P. Muth, B. Mac Myers IIT, Robert D. Purrington, J. V, Remsen, Alfred
E. Smalley, Ronald J. Stein, Phillip A. Wallace, and Peter H. Yaukey.
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This report involves 316 newly published records, including the addition of
seven new species to the state list (Cory’s Shearwater, Greater Shearwater,
Manx Shearwater, Band-rumped Storm-Petrel, Kelp Gull, Green Violet-ear,
and Ringed Kingfisher), and the removal of one species (Red-throated Loon).
The net gain of six species brings the official state list total to 455 species.

Records in this report are grouped under the following subheadings: “Ac-
cepted Records,” “Unaccepted Records (Identification Questionable),” and
“Acceptable Sight Records of species which have not been documented in
Louisiana by hard evidence.” Species accounts occur in the taxonomic
sequence of Check-list of North American Birds 7" edition (AOU 1998) and
through the 44 Supplement (AOQU 2003). Within each species account, records
are arranged in chronological order by date of first observation and include
number of individunals, age and sex (if known), LBRC record number, plumage
type(s), date(s) of observation, locality (parish name in italics; portions of
localities in “brackets” were added by the authors for clarification), and
observers that submitted some form of documentation. The LBRC record
number includes the last two digits of the year the record occurred followed by
a unique number given to the record when it is entered in the LBRC roster. For
example, Record No. 00-01, is a record that occurred in 2000 and is the first
record entered in the roster for that year. For reports documented by multiple
observers, observers are generally listed in the sequence in which the Secretary
received their documentation. Boldfaced names indicate the original identifier
or finder (if vnequivocally mentioned on the Report Form(s) or known to the
Secretary or another LBRC Member). Observer names are not included for
unaccepted records. H photograph or videotape documentation was submitted,
then these are denoted by “(ph)” following the name or initials of the photog-
rapber. “Card” following an observer’s name indicates that a 3" X 3" observa-
tion card is on file in the LSUMNS Louisiana bird record card file and was used
as supporting documentation. [Historically, these cards have been the standard
method/format used by Louisiana observers for reporting sightings of unusual
species in Louisiana, and the cards also represent the basis of Louisiana records
published in the Central Southern Region seasonal summaries in the journal
Audubon Field Notes/American Birds{National Audubon Society Field Notes/
Field Notes/North American Birds.] “Card only” indicates that this was the only
documentation provided by the observer. The “card” notation isused only when
the card represented the only written documentation submitted, or additional
details were included on the card that added information to the record. For
specimen records, the institution where the specimen is deposited (“LSUMZ’=
Louisiana State University Museum of Natural Science in Baton Rouge; “LSU-
S”=Louisiana State University-Shreveport, Museum of Life Sciences) and the
specimen cataloe number are given in parentheses followine the name of the
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collector; the name of the specimen preparator (initials only, if involved in
observation), if different from the collector, follows the specimen number. If
the specimen is not catalogued at publication, then the preparator’s catalog
number is used as a reference number. Records published in Central Southern
Region seasonal summaries in American Birds (AB), National Audubon Society
Field Notes (NASFN), Field Notes (FN), or North American Birds (NAB), orin
National Audubon Society Christmas Bird Count (abbreviated CBC in text)
summaries, are referred to in the text by volume, number, and page (e.g., “AB
31(4): 431" refers to American Birds Vol. 31, Number 4, page 431). A citation
is provided if the record is specifically referenced in the journal text, a
photograph is published, or there is a published ervor that needs to be corrected.
Complete citations appear at the end of the report. Compass directions are
abbreviated (e.g., north =N; west = W south by southeast =SSE, etc.). Months
are abbreviated to the first three letters (e.g., "Jan™ = January, etc). Other
abbreviations: “ca” = approximately; “NWR” = National Wildlife Refuge.

Of the records reported herein, 294 (93%) are accepted (involving 85
species) and 22 (7%) are not accepled. This continues an upward trend in the
proportion of records being accepted (e.g., 79% in the Seventh Report, 88% in
the Eighth Report). These increases can be directly attributed to two factors.
First, the quality of documentation (especially photographic) submitted to the
LBRC by contributors continues to improve; most observers are now equipped
with some form of photographic equipment (over 50% of the accepted records
in this report are supported by photographs or videotape, and onty about 30%
are sightrecords!). Second, the LBRC s recent practice of “fast-tracking” photo
and specimen records via Member review at annual meetings has resulted in
much more efficient processing of well-documented, uncontroversial records,
which may tend to increase (at least temporarily) the proportion of accepted
records.

Nevertheless, mostrecords still circulate among Members by mail, and some
records, especially sight records or records of more difficult-to-identify species
(e.g., some gulls, jacgers, Empidonax, etc.) can take up to several years to
complete multiple circulations. If a particular record appears to be “missing”
from this report, then it is likely that the record is either still under review,
pending review, or awaiting publication in the forthcoming Tenth Report
(Dittmann et al. in prep). The Committee continues to explore ways to shorten
the sometimes-cumbersome review process. Currently, the Committee is
experimenting with “clectronic circulations” of batches of records, whereby
documentation is made available to Members at an Internet website, and
Members can then submit their reviews to the Secretary via email.

The Committee periodically updates a “Review List” of species for which
records should be submitted for evaluation. As per the LBRC Bylaws, species
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qualify for the Review List if they average four or fewer accepted occurrences
annually averaged over the preceding ten-year period. Of course, this is a
general and somewhat arbitrary guideline, but the Committee tries to apply itas
consistently as possible while trying to maintain “list stability.” Typically, the
number of “reports” of a particular species exceeds the actual number of records
that are eventually submitted to the LBRC. There is also a lag time as records
are processed, reviewed, and deemed acceptable or unacceptable. And, so, it
may sometimes appear that the Committee is being inconsistent in applying
Review List gnidelines for species that are increasing in frequency. The LBRC
must also assess long- and short-term trends, degree of difficulty of identifica-
tion, etc., when deciding whether or not to add or remove species from the
Review List, and, so, species are sometimes either removed “prematurely,” or
allowed to remain on the list beyond the normal “removal threshold.”

In addition to the new species listed above, a number of species have been
added to or deleted from the Review List since publication of the Eighth Report
(Dittmann et al. 1998). Burrowing Owlwas added to the Review Listatthe 2002
Annual Meeting because of a steady decline in reports. The following species
have been removed from the Review List: Wilson’s Storm-Petrel, Masked
Booby, Calliope Flummingbird, and Broad-tailed Hummingbird. Band-rumped
Storm-Petrel was also “prematurely” removed from the list as further efforts to
obtain hard evidence (LSUMNS pelagic surveys) quickly proved that the
species was regular well offshore. See individual species accounts below for
more information on species removed from the list. The current Review List
(see end of report for list) includes 132 species, or 29% percent of the species
currently on the State List.

The LBRC requests documentation for all records of Review List speciesand
species new to Louisiana. See Dittmann and Lasley (1992) for a thorough
discussion of how to provide documentation for rarities. Guidelines for
submission of documentation to the Louisiana Bird Records Commiittee are
discussed in Dittmann and Cardiff (1990). The LBRC provides standardized
reporting forms to aid in writing reports; forms may be obtained from the
Secretary or atemplate may be copied from the LOS Website (www.losbird.org).
If you print your own copy, please use high quality (archive quality-100% rag)
paper for reports. Submission of additional supporting documentation, inchd-
ing photograph, videotape, and tape recordings is strongly encouraged. The
Committec requests original video material so thatit can duplicate directly from
the tape. The LBRC is in the process of setting up a LBRC Webpage (within
the LOS Website), which will eventually include a system for submitting
records online. By publication of this report, this system may already be in use.
Updates on the progress of the Webpage will be reported in LOS News or at the
T O Weheite (www lochird. ore).
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Submission of reports of exotic species is also encouraged, especially those
that provide information on breeding, breeding success, and range expansion.
In particular, the committee continues to accumuliate data for Monk Parakeet
(Myiopsittamonachus); this species is being considered for addition to the State
List as an established Introduced Species.

The Committee also welcomes documentation for records of former Review
List species from prior to their removal from the list. A list of these species and
their removal dates appears at the end of this report,

Accepted Records

Brant (Branta bernicla)

One (99-66) on 17 Dec 1999, Cameron: Goose Island Road, Lacassine Rod
and Gun Club, near blind #7 [Lacassine NWR-Thornwell CB CI; David P. Muth
(ph), B. Mac Myers I (ph), and John P. Sevenair; NAB 54(2): 187.

Cinnamon Teal (Anas cyanoptera)

One adult male (97-15) from 7 Dec 1997-14 Feb 1998, Orleans: New
Orleans, New Orleans East, drainage canal W of Joe Brown Park; Joseph P.
Kleiman (ph taken 14 Feb), David P. Muth (card only, phtaken 27 Dec), Glenn
Ousset (card only), Peter H. Yaukey (card only), Karen Fay (card only), and
Phillip Wallace (card only); FN 52(2): 209.

One adult male (98-118) from 7 Nov 1998-7 Mar 1999, Orleans: New
Orleans, New Orleans East, drainage canal on Dwyer Road between Read Blvd.
and Bundy Road; Glenn Qusset, David J. L’ Hoste (phtaken 5 Dec), and David
P. Muth (card only); NAB 53(1): 63, 53(2): 174, 53(3): 289.

One adult male (99-116) from 2 Dec 1999-13 Feb 20600, Orleans: New
Otleans, New Orleans East, drainage canal off Dwyer Road, behind Methodist
Hospital; Glenn Ousset (card), David P. Muth (card), and Kenneth V. Rosenberg
(ph only taken 26 Dec). Reported as first present on 6 Nov 1999 in NAB 54(1):
61 and 54(2): 187.

These three records presumably pertain to one individual (98-04) spending
three consecutive winters at the same Iocality.

King Eider (Somateria spectabilis)

One female (94-80) on 11 Jun 1994, St. Bernard: Breton NWR, Chandeleur
Islands, Curlew Island; Lawrence O’Meallie (ph); NASFN 48(5): 951, LOS
News 167: 3.

One male (01-13) in second year plumage found dead {specimen not saved)
on 31 May 2001, St. Bernard: Breton NWR, North Breton Island; J oyce




