Minutes of the Michigan Bird Records Committee Meeting

7 July 2019
Kalamazoo, Michigan
Members present: David Pavlik, Chairperson; Adam M. Byrne, Secretary; Jeff Buecking, Lyle Hamilton, Brad Murphy, Marc North, Chace Scholten, Scott Terry
Members absent: Darrell Lawson 
The meeting was called to order by Pavlik at 0900 EDT.

The minutes from the meeting on 30 December 2018 were approved unanimously, after some minor corrections.
Resubmissions

From Round 164:
2017-2560-01

“Western” Solitary Sandpiper

Byrne explained that this record should have been discussed at the December 2018 meeting, but was overlooked due to a vote tally error (actually received a 5-2 vote, rather than the initially reported 6-1 vote).  Despite some buffy spotting above, some members were concerned that there wasn’t enough visible in the photos to make a definitive identification.  In addition to buff spotting, Leukering (2010) listed several features to assess when trying to make a subspecific identification, including two features on p10 and the pattern of the lores.  In this case, the lores appeared dusky blackish, more consistent with Tringa solitaria solitaria, rather than brownish, finely spotted lores shown by T. s. cinnamomea.  Also, none of the photos showed p10 well enough to assess the shaft or inner web coloration.  Lastly, the documentation presented photos of specimens, but specimen ages were not provided, making it hard to compare with the photos.  So, given that there’s lots of overlap between the two subspecies (O’Brien et al. 2006), members seemed reluctant to support this record.
Leukering, T. Identifying Solitary Sandpiper Subspecies: Why and How. Colorado Birds 44(3): 203-206.

O’Brien, M, R. Crossley, and K. Karlson. 2006. The Shorebird Guide. Houghton Mifflin Company, Boston, MA.
From Round 171:

2018-1620-02

King Eider


Supporting members felt the details (white axillaries, orange-yellow bill, and head shape) were consistent with a young King Eider.  Others, though, were troubled by the differences between the two reports.  One observer stated the bird was distant and couldn’t really assess fine details, while the other observer was able to note feathered lobes on the face (although no comparisons were made relative to the forehead feathering).  The distance involved (at least 400 yards) and conditions presented by a fly-by eider left some members unwilling to endorse this record as anything more than an eider species.
2018-5970-02

Blue Grosbeak


The brief eBird description mentions a blue bird with chestnut wing bars and large, heavy bill, giving a “pit” call.  Some felt these details could only describe a Blue Grosbeak.  Others, though, were concerned with the lack of comparisons with other species and no mention of distance from the bird or if optics were used.  Also, there was no mention of black on the face.  Dissenting members commented that the details were too brief and could possibly fit a poorly seen Indigo Bunting.
From Round 172:

2017-4490-01

Great Kiskadee


After a successful request for reconsideration, this record ended up in reconsideration, again.  Dissenting members remain concerned over the level of detail provided, especially considering this would be a first state record.  The observer mentioned the back was dark, with rufous when it flew.  Was this rufous on the back or the wings?  In flight, a Great Kiskadee should show extensive rufous on the wings and tail.  What color were the undertail coverts and throat - both of which were not described.  The vocalization was not actually described as being seen coming from the bird in question, leaving some to wonder if it could have been another bird altogether.  Supporting members, though, thought the blurry photo provided strong support for the features described.  While some features weren’t described, they felt the evidence was enough to support the identification.  In the end, members remained divided on this record.
2018-6720-02

“Yellow” Palm Warbler


Dissenting voters pointed out that the breast region was distinctly paler than the throat and undertail coverts.  Also, the rufous streaking was thin and faint and not prominent, it had bright white eye crescents, and a weak yellow supercilium.  This left some members concerned that it could be a bright “Western” Palm Warbler, accentuated by photos with poor color balance (making it appear more yellow than it really was).
From Round 173:

2018-4540-01

Ash-throated Flycatcher


One member argued that the “pip” call was unique to Ash-throated Flycatcher and that the tail pattern was acceptable, according to Peter Pyle.  Others, though, argued that both Peter Pyle and Jon Dunn failed to make any definitive statements about the identification, leaving things indeterminant.  The tail had both juvenal and new feathers that were adventitiously replaced, creating a very odd pattern.  Pyle commented that the replaced feathers could be odd and may not be helpful in determining an identification.  
From Round 174:

2019-3570-01

“Prairie” Merlin

The photos showed a very pale blue Merlin with no obvious malar mark.  Superficially, all felt the bird looked like a good fit for a “Prairie” Merlin.  However, some were concerned that the wings and tail were not visible – both of which are important features to assess when making a subspecific identification.   This left some members unwilling to vote for acceptance, while others remained convinced by the overall appearance of the bird.
Other business
Bylaw C.2 proposal

Prior to the meeting, Byrne provided the following:


Unfortunately, Michigan Audubon has decided to pull the plug on Michigan Birds and Natural History, leaving no state publication for the actions article to be published.  This leaves us with only one option, “publishing” the annual actions article on our website.

Bylaw C.2 currently states:


Once a year the actions of the committee will be submitted to Michigan Birds and Natural History or the current state publication.

Byrne proposed changing Bylaw C.2 to:


Once a year the actions of the committee will be uploaded to the committee’s website.


Terry motioned to accept Byrne’s proposed change and Hamilton seconded.  The final vote on this proposal will be due within 30 days of the meeting.

Status updates


Loggerhead Shrike – At the end of 2018, Loggerhead Shrike completed its three-year probation period and still met the criteria for Regular status.  So, starting in 2019, Loggerhead Shrike will no longer be on the state review list.


Northern Bobwhite – The ongoing discussion on the status of this species continued.  Members all agree that this species seems to be extirpated in Michigan.  While there are annual reports from a wide range of locations, nowhere does there appear to be an established breeding population.  Almost all sightings are now single birds, often in residential areas and involving rather tame birds.  In some cases, when actually seen, they aren’t even wild-type birds, but rather clearly pen-reared forms.  That said, members were reluctant to endorse a firm statement, without doing some additional research.  North agreed to contact DNR staff for additional information on any breeding populations they could be tracking.  Byrne agreed to follow up with Louie Dombroski, last year’s Chairman, to see if he had any follow-up communications that he initiated in 2018.  Lastly, Terry agreed to make write a plea for information and share it on the MBRC Facebook page.
Record number corrections


Byrne shared two examples of where he made some numbering errors when distributing records for review.


The first was an “Audubon’s” Yellow-rumped Warbler record from Round 171.  Instead of 2018-6560-02, it should have been 2019-6560-01, since it was first reported in 2019.  Byrne motioned to change “Audubon’s” Yellow-rumped Warbler record 2018-6560-02 from Round 171 to 2019-6560-01.  The motion was seconded by Terry and approved unanimously.


The second case was an Eurasian Tree Sparrow record from Round 168.  In this case, record 2018-6883-05 had actually been reviewed previously, in Round 167 as record 2018-6883-01.  So, Byrne motioned to strike record 2018-6883-05 from Round 168 and change record 2018-6883-06, in the same round, to 2018-6883-05.  The motion was seconded by Hamilton and approved unanimously.
Website status

Searchable database – Pavlik shared that something happened to the searchable database, forcing him to take it offline.  Byrne shared the Myles McNally had reached out and offered to help with the database and other website functions.  All agreed that it would be valuable to have someone with more computer experience involved, so Pavlik agreed to follow up with McNally.  Photo uploads also need to be addressed again.  Pavlik mentioned he would work with Hamilton and Lawson once the searchable database was functional again.


Both the species checklist and review list need updating, for both taxonomic and status changes.  Pavlik was willing to work on these, as well as adding outstanding meeting minutes and actions articles, later this fall.

Voting on resubmissions


The recent Great Kiskadee record led to some concern over how the committee votes on resubmitted records.  In its first review, the general feeling during the resubmission discussion at the December 2018 meeting was of support, yet the record was eventually rejected in 2019.  Outgoing members did not vote in the second round, leaving newly elected members to vote on the record, even though they weren’t present for the discussion.  They did have the meeting minutes that summarized the discussion, but several members felt that wasn’t the same as being involved in the discussion.  While this isn’t an annual occurrence, it does happen with some frequency.  Some felt members that are present for the discussion should be retained to vote on those records, even after rotating off the committee.  Another solution would be to hold the meeting in November, allowing time for a final round before members rotate off the committee.  Terry stated he would draft a bylaws proposal to address this issue.
Facebook page update


A few years ago, a concerted effort was made to use the committee’s Facebook page for various forms of correspondence.  Despite its positive feedback, when Pavlik rotated off the committee, the committee stopped using Facebook.  All agreed that using Facebook as an interface with the public was a good idea.  So, efforts will be made to use the page again, possibly to solicit documentation, inform of website changes/updates, solicit information, etc.  Most importantly, it will be a venue to quickly post results from recent votes.  Terry agreed to post the results from all rounds in 2019, as well as a request for information on Northern Bobwhite status.
Correspondence update


Pavilk shared that Dombroski was able to complete all correspondences through 2018, but that none had been done for 2019, yet.  This remains a major challenge, with some wondering why the Facebook page couldn’t be used as a venue for all correspondences.  While some contributors don’t use Facebook, they could be directed to our website to find future actions articles.  It was agreed that, starting in 2019, formal email correspondences would not be sent, but instead, all actions will be quickly posted on the Facebook page.

This led to a tangential topic of using the website to collect documentation.  The Florida Records Committee has an online submission form, where observers could directly fill out a report and upload images.  This was of interest to some members and should be given further consideration.  Also, a “contact us” tab should be added to the website, so questions could be sent directly to the Chairman.

Vote rational discussion

Pavlik raised concern that some vote rationales weren’t as detailed as they should be.  While it’s not clear what defines an acceptable rationale, all agreed that some rudimentary details, even for very obvious photos, should be provided.  Not only do detailed rationales help when records end up in resubmission, it’s also very helpful when preparing the annual actions articles.  In the end, everyone needs to keep this in mind and make their best efforts to be thorough with their vote rationales.
Any other new business
Documentation

Byrne urged everyone to remember to submit documentation in a timely manner.
The meeting was adjourned at 1230 EDT.

Respectfully submitted,

Adam M. Byrne, Secretary, MBRC

