MARYLAND ORNITHOLOGICAL SOCIETY, INC.

Maryland/District of Columbia Records Committee
2009 Annual Meeting
Saturday, February 28, 2009

Meeting Minutes and Annual Business Report

The 2009 Annual Meeting of the Maryland/District of Columbia Records Committee (MD/DCRC) was
called to order on 28 Feb 2009 at 10:15 am at the home of Phil Davis in Davidsonville, MD. Members
present included Paul O'Brien, Phil Davis (Secretary), Stan Arnold, Tyler Bell, Mike Bowen, Paul DeAnna,
Bill Hubick, Ellen Lawler, Fred Shaffer, Leo Weigant, and Marcia Watson. Neither the MOS President,
Wayne Bell, nor the MOS Vice-President, Mark Johnson, was able to attend.
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The 2008-2009 term Maryland/District of Columbia Records Committee. Back row (I-r): Phil Davis (Secretary);
Stan Arnold; Paul O'Brien, Ph.D. (Chair); Mike Bowen, Ph.D.; Tyler Bell; Bill Hubick. Middle row (I-r): Paul
DeAnna, Ph.D.; Ellen Lawler, Ph.D.; Marcia Watson, Ph.D., Leo Weigant, Ph.D. Front row: Fred Shaffer.

1. Secretary’s Report. The Secretary reported the following:

1.1 Official Lists Changes and Status. Figure 1.1-1 indicates the annual addition of species to the
Official Lists of the Birds of Maryland and the Official Lists of the Birds of DC.

State As of Annual Meeting: 2006 2007 2008 2009
List T otal 424 429 432 435
eNeotropic
Cormorant
eNorthern Lapwing einca Dove eCape Verde Shearwater
Species/Groups Added (none) eCalliope eAnna’s Hummingbird | eSay’s Phoebe
MD Hummingbird eTropical Kingbird e\Western Meadowlark
eCave Swallow
eTownsend'’s Warbler
Subspecies or Forms Added | (none) (none) e“European” Whimbrel
Questionable Origins Added | (none) (none) (none) :g?gg:?rri? Lapwing
Exotic Origins Added (none) (none) (none) (none)
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List T otal 325 326 328 330
eDusky Flycatcher
eBlack- o(Rufous : .
Species/Groups Added chinned H(ummingbird oCackllng Go_ose oLong-tallt?d Jaeger
b eBullock’s Oriole el e Conte’s Sparrow
DC Hummingbird | upgraded from
Selasphorus, sp.)
Subspecies/Forms Added (none) (none) (none) (none)
Questionable Origins Added | (none) (none) (none) (none)
Exotics Added (none) (none) (none) (none)

Figure 1.1-1. Annual Additions to the Official State Lists for Maryland and DC.

1.2 Review Package Status.

1.2.1 Package Statistics. Figure 1.2.1-1 presents a summary by calendar year of completed review
packages. The table shows the yearly total and average number of reports circulated, the total and
average number of new reports, and the total and average number of decisions reached. Decisions
include the categories: “Accepted,” “Accepted-Group,” “Accepted-Form,” “ID OK/Questionable Origin,” “ID
OK/Exaotic Origin,” and “Not Accepted.”

Year | Pkgs [ Weeks | #ltems | #New [ #Decisions | Dec% [ Avg#ltems | Avg#New | Avg#Decs
1985 3 72.0 40 40 13 33% 13 13 4
1986 7 21.0 61 35 35 57% 9 5 5
1987 6 17.6 59 27 43 73% 10 5 7
1988 4 15.0 33 25 20 61% 8 6 5
1989 4 26.6 35 20 17 49% 9 5 4
1990 3 35.1 30 15 12 40% 10 5 4
1991 7 18.9 65 35 36 55% 9 5 5
1992 9 18.3 75 43 39 52% 8 5 4
1993 4 13.3 41 22 27 66% 10 6 7
1994 4 25.6 39 20 28 72% 10 5 7
1995 4 25.8 63 50 33 52% 16 13 8
1996 4 25.2 51 37 33 65% 13 9 8
1997 5 21.1 68 47 49 72% 14 9 10
1998 7 19.3 107 84 81 76% 15 12 12
1999 6 17.8 84 61 50 60% 14 10

2000 3 15.2 27 15 20 74% 9 5 7
2001 3 25.8 44 30 27 61% 15 10 9
2002 n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
2003 8 37.6 79 69 45 57% 10 9 6
2004 7 45.9 90 63 52 58% 17 10 14
2005 5 26.3 95 63 70 74% 19 13 14
2006 7 22.6 110 66 85 77% 16 9 12
2007 9 21.9 124 80 78 63% 14 9 9
2008 9 13.3 146 79 82 56% 16 9 9
2009 2 14.6 32 11 16 50% 16 6 8
Total | 130 24.8 1598 1037 991 62% 12 8 8

Figure 1.2.1-1. Package Statistics Summary

1.2.2 Packages in Circulation. Figure 1.2.2-1 summarizes the contents of the packages that are
currently in circulation at the time of this Annual Meeting.

Year Started Pkg Start Date # ltems # New
125 01/15/2009 17 12
2009
Totals (1) 17 12
Grand Totals 17 12
Grand Averages 17 12

Figure 1.2.2-1. Packages Currently in Circulation

Page 2 of 19




1.2.3 Acceptance Rate. From last year to this year, the committee’s cumulative acceptance rate was
79.4 percent. This rate, shown in Figure 1.2.3-1, is determined by dividing the total number of accepted
decisions (which includes “Accepted”, “Accepted-Group”, “Accepted-Form”, “ID OK/?? Origin”, and “ID
OK/Exatic Origin”) by the total number of decisions--which includes “Not Accepted” decisions).

Cumulative Data

Decision/Status AM 2005 AM 2006 AM 2007 AM 2008 AM 2009

#Decisions | # Decisions | # Decisions | # Decisions | # Decisions
Accepted 499 521 610 665 723
Accepted-Group 13 19 25 28 31
Accepted-Form 10 11 13 15 16
ID OK/?? Origin 8 8 8 9 10
ID OK/Exotic Origin 2 2 2 2 2
Not Accepted 150 152 165 180 203
Cumulative Decisions Grand Total 682 723 823 899 985
Cumulative Acceptance Rate: 78% 79% 80% 80% 79.4%

Figure 1.2.3-1. MD/DCRC Acceptance Rate Report

1.2.4 Member Package Review Performance. The Secretary compiled and summarized the length of
time each member retained each review package. A handout was provided that provided the average
turnaround time of all MD/DCRC members. Individual members were also provided with specifics of their
package-by-package performance.

1.3 Database Contents Status Report:

1.3.1 Database Contents. Figure 1.3.1-1 presents a glossary of the status/decision categories currently
used in the MD/DCRC database. Figure 1.3.1-2 summarizes the current contents of the MD/DCRC
database by status/decision category and indicates the changes (“deltas”) from the previous year. In 2008
108 “historical” reports were added to the database, largely from the data uncovered by the Secretary
from historical journal research with inputs from Bob Ringler and his Maryland Birdlife database. The
completion of this phase of canvassing old records, to bring the committee’s historical database up-to-
date, is mostly complete except for a few known tasks, described further below.

Decision Decision / Status Description

S&R R_ecqrds from the pommittee's bgseline _document: Stewart and Robbins, 1958 he Birds of Maryland and the
District of Columbia North American Avifauna Number 62

DCRC Records from th_e defunct DC_Records Committ_ee baseline: Czaplak and Hayes. 1985. Six species of birds
new to the District of Columbia,Atlantic Naturalist35:19-22.

Accepted Reports accepted by the committee.

Accepted- Reports accepted only as to a species complex or genus--where all other species of this group are reviewab|

Group at the observed location.

Accepted-Form Reports accepted as an unusual subspecies or form.

Reports accepted for the species/group reported; however, a majority of the committee questioned whether

272 Origi
ID OK/?? Origin the bird was a "natural" vagrant or a "wild" bird.

ID OK/Exotic Reports accepted for the species/group reported; however, a majority of the committee felt the bird was of
Origin exotic (i.e., captive) origin.
Not Accepted Reports not accepted by the committee.
Circulating Reports currently in circulation and under review by the committee.
Recirculate Reports where no committee decision was reached during the latest circulation. The report will be circulated
again.
Reports ready for circulation. All relevant documentation, or a sufficient number of reports, has been
Ready .
submitted.
. Reports of a species/location that meets the committee's Review List criteria. Additional observer data is
Reviewable ) .
believed to be outstanding.
USNM Reports of specimens in the US Museum of Natural History that have not otherwise been published.

Specimens are yet to be verified and reviewed by the committee.

Reports with insufficient descriptive identification details to permit a review by the committee; typical for many

Unreviewable older published sight records.

gggé?eiv'ew Reports submitted for a species that does not fall within the committee's Review List criteria.
Non-Review . . . - . . . oo
Range Reports submitted for a species at a location that does not fall within the committee's Review List criteria.
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[proposed]

Non-Review
Date [proposed]

Reports submitted from a time period when a species was not reviewable in accordance with the then curren
Review List criteria.

Reports reopened for consideration by the committee. Reopened reports are "excluded" from the committee’

Reopened database and replaced by the reopened report.
Research Apparently unpublished reports — investigation in process to determine if documentation exists.
Withdrawn Reports withdrawn by the original observer(s).

Retracted [new]

Published reports — subsequently retracted by the observer(s).

Figure 1.3.1-1. MD/DCRC Database Status/Decision Definitions

State Category / Status 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009
Stewart & Robbins 9 9 100 | 85 83 81 82 81 87 87 90 | 116
Accepted 258 | 332 | 362 | 377 | 381 | 380 | 424 | 464 | 486 | 560 | 609 | 661
Accepted-Group 2 2 9 9 10 10 10 11 15 21 24 26
Accepted-Form - 1 3 3 3 6 7 10 11 13 15 16
ID OK/?? Origin 5 5 5 5 6 7 8 8 8 8 9 10
ID OK/Exotic Origin - 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2
Not Accepted 119 | 124 | 127 | 132 | 133 | 132 | 140 | 147 | 149 | 161 | 174 | 193
Circulating 45 28 9 15 49 78 29 13 84 57 33 35
Recirculate 22 21 27 25 23 18 49 54 34 25 38 19
Ready 102 | 49 64 61 69 78 77 | 112 | 82 | 126 | 163 | 162

MD |Reviewable 35 45 36 35 42 44 66 | 249 | 520 | 679 | 694 | 757
Unreviewable 221 | 224 | 238 | 246 | 248 | 255 | 257 | 287 | 291 | 307 | 306 | 309
USNM - 6 26 21 14 14 11 10 9 0 1
Hold 11 11 16 15 15 15 15 - - - - -
Report 0 3 5 0 0 0 1 - - - - -
Reopened - - 5 5 6 7 4 8 8 8 8 8
Research - - 361 | 46 41 13 9
Non-Review Species 109 | 112 ] 119 | 136 | 139 | 140 | 139 | 357 | 164 | 174 | 176 | 185
Withdrawn 4 5 7 7 8 9 9 11 11 13 10 9
Retracted - - - - - - - - - - 1 5

MD Totals 942 | 970 | 1135|1179 1233 | 1275 | 1693 | 1871 | 2003 | 2289 | 2365 | 2523
Stewart & Robbins - - 25 8 8 8 7 9 9 10 12 24
DCRC - - - - - - 75 10 10 10 10 10
Accepted 14 16 19 20 20 20 25 35 45 50 56 62
Accepted-Group 0 0 0 2 2 2 2 2 4 4 4 5
Not Accepted 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 3 4 6 10
Circulating 1 4 1 2 7 13 4 5 6 2 5 2
Recirculate 1 2 4 4 5 2 9 3 4 4 3 -

be Ready 6 2 3 7 14 21 15 19 8 11 10 11
Reviewable 1 7 9 5 6 4 10 45 62 71 80 75
Unreviewable 8 13 17 16 28 30 27 37 33 33 34 32
USNM - - 4 26 27 15 14 31 32 32 - 1
Report 0 [10f10] 2 2 2 4 - - - - -]
Research - - - - - - - - - - 6
Non-Review Species 3 3 3 6 7 7 11 26 20 20 30 39
Withdrawn - - - - 0 1 2 3 4 4 4 4

DC Totals 34 | 57 | 95 | 98 | 126 | 125 | 206 | 228 | 240 | 261 | 260 | 283
Stewart & Robbins - - - - - - - - - - 3 3
USNM - - - 2 3 5 7 3 3 3 - -]
Reviewable - - - - - - - - 10 5

»o |Unreviewable - - - - - - 1 2 2 4 8 7
Research - - - - - - 2 2 2 4 - -
DCRC - - - - - - 7 - - - - -
Withdrawn - - - - - 2 - - - - -

27 Totals 0 0 0 2 3 7 17 7 7 11 21 15

DE Total 1 1 1 1 1 1

VA Total 1 4 6 6 7 7 11

NY Total 1 1 5 1 1 1
Grand Totals 976 | 102911234 | 1283 1369 | 1409 | 1922 | 2126 | 2270 | 2559 | 2655 || 2834

Figure 1.3.1-2. MD/DCRC Database Summary as of 02/25/2009 and Changes from Previous Annual Meetings.
The questionable jurisdiction data records (“??") typically deal with historical records, mostly from the Potomac River,
which cannot be determined to be MD, DC, or VA. [DE, VA, and NY data entries will be deleted in future tabulations.]
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1.3.2 Reports Received Per Year.Figure 1.3.2-1 indicates the number of reports the MD/DCRC receives
each year. The table separates “current” reports (defined as initial documentation received within six
months after the first sighting date) and “historical” reports (documentation received more than six months
after the first sighting date). The committee’s emphasis in locating and obtaining old published historical
reports during the period from 1995 through 2008 can be easily seen from the numbers of historical
reports received during this period. From 1994 through 2008, the number of “current” (i.e., contemporary)
reports received per year has averaged approximately 47.

Year Reports Received Historical Reports "Current" Reports
1966 1 1 0
1979 2 0 2
1980 1 0 1
1981 1 0 1
1982 1 0 1
1983 1 0 1
1984 3 0 3
1985 4 0 4
1986 2 0 2
1988 2 2 0
1989 2 0 2
1990 3 0 3
1991 25 0 25
1992 13 1 12
1993 26 2 24
1994 58 11 47
1995 186 141 45
1996 103 56 47
1997 264 221 43
1998 44 14 30
1999 201 156 45
2000 55 6 49
2001 81 39 42
2002 42 12 30
2003 448 401 47
2004 193 121 72
2005 148 87 61
2006 272 188 84
2007 140 63 77
2008 173 109 64
Totals 2521 1643 878
Average (1991 - 2008) n/a 47

Figure 1.3.2-1. MD/DCRC Reports Received per Year

1.3.3 ID Articles and Index. The committee now has 681 identification and reference articles in its files.
This information is summarized in Figure 1.3.3-1. During the next year, the Secretary plans to inventory,
sort, and better organize these files.

Annual Number of ID and Reference #Taxa
Meeting Articles Indexed
2006 445 n/a
2007 574 81
2008 639 93
2009 681 100

Figure 1.3.3-1. MD/DCRC Identification and Reference Article Index Status
1.4 Communications Report.

1.4.1 Acknowledgements. Since last year's Annual Meeting, 112 acknowledgements were mailed to
observers as shown in Figure 1.4.2-1.
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1.4.2 Decision Reports. Since last year's Annual Meeting, 83 decision notices were sent to observers for
Packages 116-123 as also shown in Figure 1.4.2-1.

GQQ#% # Acknowledgements # Decisions Obszregfslsll\loorhces
2006 124 84 211
2007 127 100 239
2008 144 72 181
2009 112 83 154

Figure 1.4.2-1. Acknowledgements and Decision Notices Mailed.

1.4.3 External Communications Status Report. Figure 1.4.3-1 presents a summary of significant
communications with people or organizations outside of the committee’s routine annual MD and DC
sighting report communications.

Year Contact St Topic
Feb 2008 Brinkley, Ned VA Status of European Storm-Petrel in Maryland
Mar 2008 Clapp, Roger DC Status of historical Potomac River shearwater account
Mar 2008 Graves, Gary DC Status of blue-phase Ross's Goose in Maryland
Apr 2008 Graves, Gary DC Review of Maryland WWPE DNA analysis
Apr 2008 Lockwood, Mark X Outside expert opinion - winter Lark Buntings
Apr 2008 Pulcinella, Nick PA Status of Barnacle Goose in Maryland
Jun 2008 McLaren, lan NS Black-bellied Whistling Duck hallux issues
Aug 2008 Prince, Mike India MD/DCRC records and the Bubo listing web site
Sep 2008 Poole, Alan PA Status of White Ibis in Maryland for BNA On-Line
Oct 2008 Dean, James DC Status of Maryland alcoholic Y ellow Rail specimen
Oct 2008 Orsie, Matt PA Status of Black-bellied Whistling Duck report
Nov 2008 Overstreet, Leslie DC Access to rare documents in S| Cullmen Library
Dec 2008 Brinkley, Ned VA Gadfly Petrel in Western North Atlantic question (MD BCPE record)
Dec 2008 Milton, Mikala DC Status of Ash-throated Flycatcherin DC
Jan 2009 Sladen, William VA Immature swan identification outside expert opinion
Jan 2009 Toomey, Pat VA Status of MD/DCRC web site
Feb 2009 Geis, Bill MD Historical status of Red-cockaded Woodpecker at Blackwater
Feb 2009 Cole, Wanda MD Historical breeding status of Red-cockaded Woodpecker in Maryland

Figure 1.4.3-1. Summary of Prior Year's MD/DCRC Non-Routine External Communications.

1.4.4 Email Traffic. Figure 1.4.4-1 summarizes the Secretary’s MD/DCRC-related email message
communications over the past years, reflecting an increase in relevant emalil, listserver messages, digital
documentation communications, and efforts to track down historical documentation. There was an
unusual spike this year in email communications due to the Secretary’s efforts to capture all published
citations dealing with albatrosses in the western North Atlantic region.

Calendar Year # MD/DCRC Email
Messages Sent

1997 64

1998 66

1999 307
2000 128
2001 287
2002 570
2003 731
2004 610
2005 1212
2006 1472
2007 1647
2008 1981

Figure 1.4.4-1. Secretary Email Messages Sent by Calendar Year

1.5 Storage Status Report. A summary of the amount of MD/DCRC storage, both hardcopy/paper and
electronic, is shown in Figure 1.5-1. The committee’s files currently fill the equivalent of approximately 43
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document boxes. Additional committee reference material is not boxed, but is on bookshelves. These
items include a journal library of Maryland Birdlife and American Birds/Field Notes/North American Birds
Other non-boxed reference material includes baseline publications such as Stewart and Robbins (1958),
the Maryland Breeding Bird Atlas, and historical publications such as Kirkwood (1895), Coues and
Prentiss (1863 and 1883), etc. The committee’s electronic data files currently consume over 6.37GBs of
data storage. Currently, all electronic data is periodically duplicated and stored both on-site (in the
Secretary’s home in a fire-retardant safe) and off-site, typically with the Chair. The Secretary plans to
implement web-based external storage within the next year.

Media Contents Amount of Storage

Reports/records/packages files 29 document boxes
Video/audio tapes 1 document box
Identification/reference files 5 document boxes
Correspondence/miscellaneous files 12 document boxes

Paper/Hardcopy Supplies 3 document boxes
Maryland Birdlife journals 2 feet of shelf space
American Birds journals 2 feet of shelf space
Historical references (S&R, AOU, etc.) 3 feet of shelf space

. Documents and databases, etc. 5.28 GB
Electronic Electronic sighting documentation 4.21 GB

Figure 1.5-1. MD/DCRC Storage Status

1.6 MD/DCRC Resource Summary. The Secretary has summarized in Figure 1.6-1, the office and
information technology resources that are required to operate and support the committee.

Type Resources
Communications | Postage, internet, email
Reproduction Copier, film duplication

File folders, file jackets, storage boxes, envelopes (letter size and flat), inkjet mailing labels, injet

Office Supplies CD labels, inkjet file labels, photo marking pens, highlighters, ink pens, staplers

Printer/copier paper, staples, copier/printer toner cartridge, copier/printer drum, ink jet ink

Consumables cartridges, ink jet print heads, blank CDs, blank DVDs

Computer, b&w laser printer, color inkjet printer, flatbed scanner, film scanner, CD/DVD burner,

Hardware external backup disks, video capture interface, duplex copier

Operating system (MS Windows XP), office suite (MS Office 2003, WordPerfect Suite), browsers
(Netscape and IE), database (Paradox), report writer (R&R), file manager (Power Desk), email
client (Eudora), PDF application (Adobe Acrobat), Image library program (Adobe Album), Photo
Software processing (Adobe Photoshop, Microsoft Photodraw), Screen capture (ScreenPrint), CD/DVD
burner (Roxio CD Creator), CD/DVD Labeling (Click & Design), Media players (Windows Media
Player, WinDVD), Conversion utility (Conversions Plus), Video editor (Pinnacle Studio),
Scanning software (HP Director), OCR programs (Readiris Pro, OmniPage Professional)

Figure 1.6-1. MD/DCRC Office and Information Technology Resources

1.7 MOS MD/DCRC Web Pages.

Updates. The Secretary has continued to update and publish MD/DCRC data products to the
committee’s web pages on the MOS web site. The latest major update to the MD/DCRC data products
was on 9 Oct 2008. Additional updates have been provided to the MOS webmaster, however, technical
difficulties have delayed that material from being posted. The Secretary occasionally reminds the local
birding community via e-mail messages on the local birding listserver (MD Osprey) that the web site
information is available for reference. After this year's meeting, the web site will be updated with new
Review Lists, Official Lists, Database Contents and other related documents. The link to the committee’s
web pages is:

http://www.mdbirds.org/mddcrc/rcindex.html
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http://www.mdbirds.org/mddcrc/rcindex.html

MD/DCRC Web Page Redesign. The Secretary has updated the design of the current MD/DCRC web
page, providing new links and information, described below. This update, however, is currently on hold
until the current MOS web page difficulties are resolved.

New Data Products. Some of the new data products that are ready for posting on the MD/DCRC web
page include the following:

Bibliography. A complete bibliography of all published articles that reference MD or DC rarities.
This data will be presented in two formats: chronologically and sorted by author. The hope is that
most or all of these articles can be provided online as PDF documents. Many are already
available online. Copies of these reports were circulated at the meeting.

Historical Checklists. A master bibliography has been compiled of historical checklists that
encompass Maryland and DC. The hope is that most or all of these checklists can be provided
online as PDF documents. Some are already available online. Copies of this report were
circulated at the meeting.

Master Historical Checklist. The Secretary plans to generate a master checklist to indicate
when and by which authority each was added to “official” state checklist.

MD/DCRC Intranet Site. The Secretary has established an Intranet site that can be used for
document sharing, including future electronic reviews (e.g., reference material, eReviews).

MD Pelagic Web Page. T o help stimulate participation in Maryland water pelagic trips, the
Secretary has suggested to the MOS President that the MOS web site include a section related to
pelagic birding featuring the species that can be expected and the rarities that are possible on
Maryland waters pelagic trips. The recommendation included that a link be provided to the only
operator who currently runs Maryland water pelagic trips (usual disclaimers).

1.8 Projects Status Report.

AOU Check-List 49th Supplement Update. The MD/DCRC database was last modified to conform to
the latest AOU Checklist supplements, through Supplement 48. The ad" supplement was issued in July
2008 and the Secretary still has to implement some changes to conform to the 49" supplement. AOU
Checklist supplements are now issued annually, each July, therefore updates are now required annually.
Open.

Outstanding Published References and Citations. The Secretary thought that the canvass of historical
citations was completed last year; however, a search for database records that did not show related
published references led to another extensive effort to locate, copy, and capture the citations for
hundreds of database records. Now, it is thought that virtually all outstanding published citations,
including CBC citations, have been captured, copied, and filed for each MD/DCRC sighting report. The
next phase is to coordinate and double check the MD/DCRC data against Bob Ringler's Maryland Birdlife
seasonal database. A number of related initiatives are still underway to capture all historical “reviewable”
reports. Overall, this project is approximately 98 percent complete and should be completely finished by
next year's Annual Meeting. Continuing data capture initiatives include:

- Museum Collection Specimens. Even though the USNM (Smithsonian) Division of Birds
specimen cases and manual catalog have been scoured, there are still some historical specimen
leads to be tracked down. A final summary of missing/outstanding reviewable specimen leads will
be prepared and provided to the staff at the USNM for closure. Also, other North American museum
datasets have been obtained and these still need to be analyzed regarding possible reviewable
species for MD and DC. A few reviewable specimens have already been located at other museums
and will be tracked down and photographs and/or measurements requested. The Secretary will
continue this pursuit. Open.
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- Bird Banding Laboratory Data. Another historical canvass project involves mining the Bird
Banding Laboratory (BBL) database for band numbers and banding reports of reviewable species.
The Secretary analyzed the BBL MD and DC “Summary Datasets” for reviewable species and
identified 246 summary records for potentially reviewable MD banded birds and three summary
records for DC. Some of these banded birds have already been captured in the MD/DCRC
database, but others have not. This project was being coordinated with Kathy Klimkiewicz when
she passed away and has not yet been reopened.Open.

Database Review and Validation Projects. The following projects focus on completion and validation of
the MD/DCRC database:

- Unsubmitted Reports and Outstanding Documentation Status. Bob Ringler has 19-years of the
Maryland Birdlife “The Season” sightings in his database. The Secretary and Bob already work
closely on locating documentation for "Reviewable" reports. Bob also has many years of CBC rare
bird reports in his files in case we are looking for any missing write-ups. At some point this year, the
Secretary will coordinate with Bob on all of the outstanding "unreviewable" and "reviewable"
reports. Likewise, Chan Robbins has hardcopy archives at PWRC that will need to be reviewed for
possible reviewable report documentation. After all historical analysis and research is complete, the
committee may publish a request for information in The Maryland Y ellowthroat for sightings for
which no documentation was located. Open.

- Observer Reports. With our database capabilities, the MD/DCRC can, “with the push of a button,”
generate a complete detailed report of records and reports for any given observer. The Secretary
plans to offer such reports to observers with large numbers of database entries as a means to help
detect and correct any errors and to stimulate the submission of outstanding documentation. Open.

- County Reports. The Secretary has previously provided county-specific MD/DCRC database
reports to support the efforts of counties with active county listing committees, specifically Howard
and Harford. With the current database capabilities, a goal is to identify a single point of contact
from each county who can review and comment on the local records. Hopefully, this may lead to
the capture of additional reviewable documentation. Candidate points-of-contact were discussed.
Open.

- Revised Database Categories. The Secretary is expanding the current database categories to
include “Unpublished” for public reports (e.g., from listservers and web pages) that were not
published or submitted to the committee. A category has already been added for “Retracted,” for
reports that were published by where the observer recanted. Also, the Secretary is entertaining
splitting out from the current “Non-Review Species” category several new categories that more
accurately describe some historical reports, including: “Non-Reviewable Range” for species that are
reviewable in certain ranges but not from where the report occurred, and “Non-Reviewable Date,”
for earlier reports that were submitted for out of season review, which the committee no longer
reviews. Open.

- Observer Names and Initials. As we move toward The Rare Birds of Maryland and DC, we will
plan to standardize the full names and initials used for each observer. Open

- Chronology of Species Added to the Official Lists. An earlier suggestion was to add the year of
sighting to the MD/DCRC “chronology” reports, in addition to the year each species was added to
the official list. The Secretary has now implemented this function. A residual action is to integrate
the data to add the first observation dates for records that were added to the official lists via other
than MD/DCRC accepted records, such as our Stewart & Robbins (1958) baseline of accepted
sight records. An additional dimension of this task is to locate and create a data record for the “first
record” for each species, including historical species. The Secretary will pursue this task. One issue
deals with “hypothetical” species to regional checklists which were then “replaced” or “upgraded”
with photographed birds or specimens; in such cases, we will need to determine which should be
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used at the “first” observation, the first hypothetical report or a later report based on physical
evidence? Open.

- Gazetteer. This deals involves an automated, database-driven gazetteer capability. Report
generation phase—Closed; Data validation phase—Open.

- Loss Prevention. The Secretary plans to implement an on-line web-based backup service for
MD/DCRC data. This capability is expected to be implemented within months. Open.

Species Review Status Change History - Database. The MD/DCRC species review status history
spreadsheet information will be converted from an esoteric spreadsheet into a format more conducive to
automation, publication, and capture of annual updates. Open.

2. Subcommittee/Special Project Reports

Outreach Subcommittee Activities. A few years ago, the MD/DCRC Outreach Subcommittee was
decommissioned after compiling and presenting a slide presentation on Maryland records to many of the
MOS local chapters. However, the following continuing outreach-related topics were discussed at the
meeting:

- Maryland’s Next Species. The Secretary developed a presentation that focuses on “Maryland’s Next
Species,” based on The Maryland Y ellowthroatsurvey of 2001 and the attending article published by
Marshall lliff in 2002. Ongoing.

- Managing Rarities. The Secretary is planning to produce an article on “managing rarities,”
encompassing lessons-learned from recent private property rarity events. However, this project is
currently not very high on the priority list. Open.

MD/DCRC Decision Reports and The Rare Birds of Maryland and the District of Columbia
Publication. At the 2008 Annual Meeting, the committee affirmed that it makes sense to change from
trying to catch up with the decision publication backlog via periodic decision reports and instead move
forward with the publication of the book, The Rare Birds of Maryland and the District of Columbia. A
preliminary planning meeting was held during the summer of 2008. Open.

3. Committee Procedures and Processes

3.1 Policy Issues:
Postage Reimbursement for Committee Members. Members are reminded to submit their expenses to
the MOS Treasurer in April.

Origin vote error [MD/2006-042, Black-bellied Whistling Duck, Gaithersburg]. The Secretary made
an error in processing the results for this item, using the rule for “Groups” instead of the rule for “Origin.”

Our voting rules are different for various situations and the Secretary applied the wrong rules to the final
vote on this record. The final vote was 7-0-2, with seven to accept (as wild/natural) and 2 to accept with
guestionable origin. The Secretary applied the "majority wins" rule for resolving "group" issues (genus-
only or as a member of a complex of species) instead of the more restrictive rules that deal with origin.
The origin rules require at least 8 votes to find for natural/wild, not 7 votes. Therefore, the voting dictates
that this report be changed to “questionable origin” rather than accept as wild/natural ... EXCEPT ... in
these cases, our MD/DCRC procedures also call for a discussion at an Annual Meeting before the final
round of votes are cast; and we did not have this discussion. The committee discussed this issue and
decided to change the status of this record from “Accept” to “Recirculate” and then recirculate the report
so that the current members can cast a third, and if necessary, a fourth-round set of ballots to either
affirm or change the existing decision and reach a final resolution.
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Official Lists Non-Reviewable Documentation Status Changes. The MD/DCRC Official Lists for MD
and DC include an indication of the type of documentation that is available for each species; for example,
specimen, photograph or video, audio recording, or written report. Occasionally a different level of
documentation becomes available for species that are no longer on the Review Lists. The committee
decided at the 2008 Annual Meeting that these updates to the Official Lists will be considered as editorial
changes and can be implemented by the Secretary. Changes to DC documentation status during the past
year include the following additions:

Y ellow-crowned Night-Heron Kenilworth Aquatic Gardens [DC/2008-059] Photographed
Great Egret Kenilworth Aquatic Gardens [DC/2008-060] Photographed
Glossy lbis Kenilworth Aquatic Gardens [DC/2008-061] Photographed
Iceland Gull Tidal Basin [DC/2008-062] Photographed
Short-billed Dowitcher Hains Point [DC/2008-063] Photographed

Photo documentation policy. As field photographers migrate toward digital images, records committees
now must deal with digital imagery policies and guidance. George Jett and Tyler Bell drafted a
photography policy for the MD/DCRC, after the 2007 Annual Meeting. The Secretary has created an
annotated outline in the form of a mindmap (Figure 3.1-1) for the members and field photographers to
review and comment on as potential policy statement. Open.
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Figure 3.1-1. Annotated Outline of a Draft MD/DCRC Photographic Guidelines Policy

3.2 Review List Changes. The following taxa were discussed as potential changes to the MD and DC
Review Lists. Any changes will effective with the web publication date of the updated Review Lists.

3.2.1 MD List Changes. Since our database is how mostly up-to-date, the MD/DCRC “Quantitative
Species Systems” that was developed a number of years ago, is now relevant to provide an analysis of
the species under consideration for removal. The numbers in the Figure 3.2.1-1 are from this report.
Committee decisions/actions are noted in bold.
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Taxon Ma’r\ly(l)?nd ol District rcilfo(t:ommblél'otal Committee Action / Discussion
Summar
Accepted Accepted Reports Accepted Accepted Reports y
. Retain on review list. Distribution is not
Eurasian established; individuals are still arriving;
Collared- 10 4 20 0 0 0 estan isned, , ; 9
identification can be tricky-a high
Dove
percentage of reports are not accepted.
Ash- . . .
throated 8 1 15 1 0 1 Ret_aln’ on review list. One could be thg
region’s first Brown-crested or LaSagra’s.
Flycatcher
Le . . .
Conte's 15 1 24 1 0 1 Retain on review list. Repor?s have
tapered off, likely due to habitat loss.
Sparrow

Figure 3.2.1-1. Candidate Review List Changes Discussed.
Other Taxa Discussed Regarding Possible Review List Changes:

- Trumpeter Swan. There was an error on the most recently published Review List — this species was
inadvertently not included in accordance with the decision of the committee at last year's Annual
Meeting. The Secretary will fix this. Although this taxon is on the Official List of Maryland Birds as an
extirpated species, it has occurred on an increasing basis in our region in recent years, likely as a
result of reintroduction programs in the Northeast and upper Midwest. Status complications include
possible escapes of hybrid “Trumpling Swans” from regional lakes and the Airlie Foundation’s
Environmental Studies - Swan Research Program at Airlie, VA (not the Smithsonian facility in Front
Royal, VA as erroneously reported in last year's minutes). There are not many similar cases to this for
other species, the closest being the Peregrine Falcon, which was reintroduced to cities with birds still
present in the wild; however, this predated the MD/DCRC.

Other discussion points included:

- Ontario considers their reintroduced birds to be stable and “established.”

- The Great Lakes populations are also considered to be stable and Michigan has accepted them,
while other northeast states, such as New Y ork, have not.

- North Carolina has accepted this species based on four reports.

- This species takes approximately 5-6 years to mature.

- “Tame” Trumpeter Swans have been noted in Japan (the Upper Marlboro Schoolhouse Pond bird
now drinks water from the fountain in front of County Administration Building?).

- There are noted “personality” differences between Maryland’s sibling birds #960 and #962.

3.2.2 DC List Changes. No additional specific changes were proposed the DC Review List.

4. Decision Issues.

4.1 Fourth Round Discussions. Five reports qualified for fourth round discussions before final fourth-
round votes. Logistically, these reports will be processed in an Annual Meeting special follow-up package,
Package 126. Discussion points included the following:

MD/2006-141 Reddish Egret (Pkg 120). Comments dealt with the delay between the sighting
and the capture of documentation since it was not thought at the time that the species was
unusual; the backlit situation; distance to the bird and heat shimmer, etc.; possibility of Little Blue
Heron; absence of “dancing” behavior.

MD/2006-056 Least Tern. (Pkg 120). Comments dealt with the proximity to breeding locations in
Halthorpe Ponds about 12 miles away; (does the JHU/APL facility have flat roofs?); presence at
PWRC North Tract; timing-Least T ern most likely; yellow bill reported even though forehead was
not noted; wing beats typical.
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MD/2006-094 Sooty Tern. (Pkg 120). Comments dealt with the fact that seven other birds from
this day and location were accepted—this is one more of that group; experienced observers were
looking for terns other than Sooties; apparently not a duplicate sighting—birds were heading up
river towards the blue sky that was opening up; species now removed from review list.

DC/2006-283 Ash-throated Flycatcher. (Pkg 122). Comments dealt with the date; that field
marks all support ATFL; fits Nov-Jan trend of ATFL; impossible to rule out all other Myarchius
flycatchers, elaenias, etc.

Record reopenings. The following items were discussed.

MD/2003-133 [Cave] Swallow, Westminster. Should this report be reopened as an unusual
(southwestern) subspecies of Cliff Swallow since some members thought this to be the case
during their review as Cave Swallow? The committee decided that the Secretary will approach
the observers to obtain their consent to reopen this as an unusual subspecies/form of Cliff
Swallow for Maryland.

MD/2003-184 Scissor-tailed Flycatcher. Snow Hill. A newly located AB report indicates that
three other birds were reported in the Mid-Atlantic region during that same month. It was
discussed as to whether this published report constitutes new information and warrants a
reopening of this decision. The consensus was to not reopen it.

MD/2000-024, Yellow-nosed Albatross, Assateague, 11 May 2000. The Secretary compiled all
published reports of sightings of albatrosses in the western North Atlantic. This data was not
compiled in a single place. The number of sightings is impressive. The Secretary suggests that
this Not Accepted report, be reopened due to this new information. There are two other albatross
reports in the queue, one historical and one contemporary. The committee agreed to reopen the
Assateague report on the basis of the details of the pattern of vagrancy and to review this report
in conjunction with the two other reviewable albatross reports.

MD/2007-089. Red-necked Stint, Ocean City. The committee discussed this report. A
suggestion was made to reopen and recircuclate this report without Sanderling photo, which may
have confused the matter. However, it was decided to take no action at this time.

Records Splits. No administrative report splits were made during the year following members’
recommendations from the ballot/comment forms. No new split recommendations were suggested at the
meeting.

5. Circulation/Species Issues and Concerns. General discussions of recirculating and pending
reports.

a. Reports currently queued for recirculation. Figure 5.a-1 lists reports that are currently queued for
recirculation. Members were welcome to discuss any of these reports.
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State| Rec# Species Start Co |Co2 Location Observer Observer2 |Apkg
MD  ]2000-017 [Chukar 03/24/2000 CECL Port Deposit Patton H 082
MD  |1997-333 |American White Pelican 07/11/1980 |SMST Cedar Island WMA Maldeis RW 076
MD__ 2004-152 JAnhinga 04/12/1998 PUAN Chino Farms Gruber J 112
MD  |2004-017 Pnhinga 04/16/2004 CLVT Saint Leonard Bell T 112
MD __ |2005-057 JAnhinga 09/17/2004 PUAN Chino Farms Gruber J 112
MD  |2005-036 JAnhinga 04/20/2005 ANAR Edgewater Bell T 112
MD __ |2005-066 JAnhinga 05/09/2005 BALT Loch Raven Reserv Graff K 112
MD  ]2000-033 Ruff 07/26/1997 BALT Papermill Flats Simon_SW 084
MD __ |2006-103 Pomarine Jaeger 09/02/2006 MONT Violette's Lock Hilton R Shannon L 123
MD  |2008-021 Povekie 12/16/2007 KENT Eastern Neck NWR Parks J 123
MD _ |2007-135 |Eurasian Collared-Dove 11/18/2007 MONT Rockville Barnard C 123
MD __ |2000-020 |Western Wood-Pewee 10/05/1992 PGEO Laurel Robbins CS 076
MD _ [2007-127 [Cave Swallow 11/15/2007 HARF Havre de Grace McCandless S 123
MD |2007-142 [Cave Swallow 12/14/2007 WORC W est Ocean City Armistead HT 123
MD |2002-026 ['Gambel's" Sparrow 1/08/1944 PIGEO Patuxent Research Stewart RE 082
MD__ ]2000-061 [Gambel's" Sparrow 1/11/2000 WORC E.A. Vaughn WMA liff MJ 080
MD |2001-081 ['Gambel's" Sparrow 1/12/2001 MONT Black Hill Region Czaplak DS 079
MD  [1995-024 ['Oregon" Junco 01/17/1971 BALT Cockeysville Pope F 051
MD  [1994-006 |'Oregon" Junco 03/28/1980 BALT Baltimore City Gedes SH Slaughter E  |051

Figure 5.a-1. Reports currently queued for recirculation.

Discussions: MD/2008-021 Dovekie. This report, to be recirculated, was discussed. Some members felt
it was more likely a Long-billed or Ancient Murrelet as an inland record. Bill Hubick is in the process of
analyzing East coast rarity records, which will be included when this report recirculates, and he has
suggested a close review of this report. A summary of Bill's comments follows:

Primarily for a heads-up to the new members, this package [123] contains arecirculated report of a Dovekie on the
Chesapeake Bay from 12/16/2007. It was discussed at the annual meeting that we must ensure we are 100 percent
comfortable ruling out Long-billed Murrelet and Ancient Murrelet before accepting. The former, in particular, might be
more likely at inland locations than Dovekie! There are accepted records of Long-billed Murrelet from PA, NJ, NY , RI,
MA, NC (2 records), SC, and FL. There are Ancient Murrelet records for PA, NY , and MA (at least 3 records). | hope
to dig moreinto inland records of Dovekie, but of course some of the earlier records might be suspect if they predate
our understanding of murrelet vagrancy . Interesting stuff! T oo bad this bird didn't cooperate more and pose for photos.

b. “Problem Species.”

Barnacle Goose. Issues associated with this taxon were discussed. Paul O'Brien has compiled a
distribution analysis and Phil Davis has summarized current natural history trends. This information will be
circulated with the reports that are in the MD/DCRC queue. There is also a new article, in publication, by
the Pennsylvania Records Committee that will be included. Bill Hubick referenced a statement by
Marshall lliff that will also be included. In summary, Paul O’'Brien encapsulated the situation as such: “If
the toes are not clipped, if the bird appears with other Greenland birds, and the timing is reasonable (fall),
then the record should be reasonable.” The committee agreed to also reopen the previous Maryland
decision (ID OK, Questionable origin) [MD/1998-024] and review it with the other reports that in the
gueue. Marshall lliff's referenced statement follows:

Comments on Barnacle Goose occurrencein the Northeast
From Massachusetts A vian Records Committee ballot by Marshdl J. I1iff

* The V AST mgjority of records hail from the following states: MA, CT, RI, NY, NJ, DE, MD, V A, and NC. This
perfectly matches the pattern of occurrence for Greenland Greater White-fronted Goose, athough admittedly they
become harder to detect as one moves west. But note that White-fronted Geese (and Cackling Geese) are more regular
in MA than ME, for example. Records away from the East Coast are few and while they have occurred throughout the
country, the concentration in the Northeast is dense (5-10 sightingsannualy in the past decade). This strongly suggests
to me apattern of natural vagrancy.

* The mgority of records occur between October and December, corresponding with fal migration. Some are found

throughout the winter as far north as M assachusetts, and a secondary peak occurs in February-April when geese are
northbound. Summer records are quite scarce.
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* The mgjority of records pertain to adults. | think thisisthe expected pattern of vagrancy in geese, since prospecting
lone adults may wander to pre-migratory staging (or molting) grounds, while hatch-year birdstypically migratein
family groups with their parents.

* Hybrid Barnacle x Richardson's pairings are known, which | believe is expected if Barnacle Geese wander some
during summer and wind up breeding among Richardson's Geese in the High Arctic and then migrating with them.

* A fair number of Barnacle Goose records have occurred in flocks (or areas) that also have Greenland Greater White-
fronted Geese and Cackling Geese.

* Barnacle Geese occur mostly with migratory Canada Goose flocks (e.g., B. c. canadensis), whilerdatively few are
found with resident "golf course" geese.

* Known escapees have occurred, but are rare (Osterville birds excepted). Note however that some escapees have
pertained to family groups, which | believe are more suspect.

* | believe the timeis gone that Barnacle Geese be considered of "questionable” natural occurrence. The pattern of
natura vagrancy is strong and getting ever stronger.

Juncos. The committee has held all junco reports for a long time, as thoughts about Junco taxonomy
have been somewhat fluid. However, the committee consensus was to go ahead and circulate the backed
up reports and use the AOU 5" edition checklist (the last AOU checklist that dealt with subspecies) as the
operative standard, but with consideration to new articles. The Secretary also has a copy of the historical
Aldrich monograph on junco speciation that may be included as a reference.

Lesser White-fronted Goose [MD/2006-154]. There is a published report of a 1976 sighting in Queen
Anne’s County of a bird found with migratory Canada Geese. Descriptions are brief, but very clear. While
exotic questions may arise, the committee felt that it was important to get a decision into the record.

Lesser Canada Goose (B. c. paravipes) [MD/2008-178]. A published report of an individual of this taxon
was banded in Maryland and recovered in Europe. If enough details can be located, this report will be
reviewed as an unusual form for our region.

Hoary Redpoll. Many reports of this species are in the committee backlog. The Secretary intends to draft
an 1D key or checklist before circulating these reports.

Western Wood-Pewee status. Before the committee reviews its backlog of reports, a check will be made
with the Smithsonian to try and determine why the DNA analysis did not work for one of the two USNM
specimens. Otherwise, the committee will review all reports in the queue. Some of the reports recount
vocalizations, even though the vocalizations were not specifically described.

“Arctic” Loons. Earlier Maryland reports were reviewed prior to the Arctic/Pacific Loon split. These files
will be reviewed to determine if sufficient details exist to speciate them.

Greater White-fronted Geese. Regarding the Solomons bird, two photos of same bird showed the bill as
pink in one photo and orange in the other. The committee consensus is that bill color is unreliable unless
the legs are showing for a direct color comparison. Also, the European subspecies probably have not
been given enough review consideration (for example, considering the tail tip pattern). Any new reports
will probably be put on hold. No decision was made to reopen any of the previous decisions at this time.

Species/Subspecies Priorities. In general, the committee agreed that subspecies/unusual form reviews

will have a lower priority as we may need to triage as we move further ahead with The Rare Birds of
Maryland and the District of Columbia publication project.
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6. Old Business:

Questionable and Exotic Origin/Introduced Species Review Policy. The committee does not currently
have a formal policy to govern the submission and review of documentation of species that are presumed
to be of questionable origin (e.g., Monk Parakeet) or presumed to be of exotic origin (e.g., Black Swans)
and introduced species (e.g., African Collared-Doves). The Secretary drafted a policy for comment and
discussion based on the AOU Checklist and the ABA Checklist. This draft was published in an appendix
to last year's Annual Meeting minutes. This policy has been reworked and a later version was provided to
the members and field birders for their comments. Open.

M D/DCRC Palicy on the Review of Questionable, Exatic, and Intr oduced Species
Dr aft
28 Feb 2009

I ssue. Often species sightings are dismissed out of hand as an escape or exotic bird; sometimes never reported, often
reported but not documented.

T rends. Generaly long-term trends are necessary to understand pattern of vagrancy and sometimes widespread or
regional influxes are not understood until after individua birds have disappeared. Species which have notably changed
status over short periods of timein North Americaincludethe “natural” range expansion of invasive species such as
Cattle Egret and Kelp Gull; the establishment of “exotics’ astypified by the Monk Parakest; and the legitimization of
European vagrants including L esser Black-backed Gull, Pink Footed Goose, Barnacle Goose, and, perhaps even,
Graylag Goose. Other southern species may also be changing status, including Southern Lapwing. Typically, invasive
species will generally not first establish themselvesin the Middle-Atlantic region, but we can never know thisfor sure.
Questions. The specific questions of relevance are:

(a) For which introduced/exotic species do we want to request documentation, and

(b) Which species should the committee review?

Rather than be arbitrary, since these are long-term issues, a defined policy isdesirable.

Related Situations. Related to these questions are how are sightings of these species handled by the Maryland Birdlife
and North American Birds seasond editors. W e need to coordinate our approachesto these “iffy” species.

Facts:
1. TheMD/DCRC's source of taxonomy issuesisthe AOU checklist.

2. The AOU checklist includes dl of North America, from Central Americaand the Caribbean to the north.
Greenland and Iceland are not included.

3. The AOU checklist categorized non-native species as Accidenta (A), Introduced (1), and Hawaiian (H).
4. The AOU checklist includes an Appendix of speciesthat are hypothetical for North America.

5. The ABA looks closely at the situation with questionable, exotic, and introduced speciesinthe ABA area
(i.e, north of Mexico).

Draft Policy. The MD/DCRC requests and will capture documentation on any specieslisted in the AOU Checkligt,
including the Appendix, with the exception of main checklist speciesthat are indicated to be recorded only from
Hawaii (e.g., Red-crested Cardinal).

Impact. What thismeansis:

a. Species, at least in some families, that have been accepted by the AOU should be tracked. For example, with
waterfowl, species such as Garganey, Falcated Duck, etc. should be tracked. Our region haslost the opportunity to
capture documentation for some sightings in the past since these birds were dismissed out-of-hand as escapes.

b. Speciesthat are capable of breeding and establishment [perhaps limited only to those recorded north of Mexico]
would betracked (e.g., Monk Parakest, Y ellow-chevroned Parakeets, etc.). “Budgies’ (Budgerigars) would therefore
also fal into this category, which may not make the most sense (however, they are/were established in Florida).

c. Clear exaticsthat are not included in the AOU Checklist would not be given any consideration (e.g., Black Swan,
Egyptian Goosg, etc.) Thiswould apply to escaped African and Augtraian parrots such as African Grays and
Cockatoos, but not to Mexican/Central American species such a Red-lored (Amazon) Parrots and some Macaws. If we
invoke a“ north of Mexico” proviso, then most of these would go away. The committee would have to make a pass
over the AOU checklist and make a sublist of speciesthat have been recorded north of Mexico.

d. Species such as Chukar are abit problematic, since they are well established in many locations north of Mexico. This
policy recommends that we track them. It seems morelogical to include some species rather than exclude some that we
could regret (much) later ... say even after 100 years or so.

Page 16 of 19



e. Even though the ABA Checklist is oriented to listers, we could integrate its checklist with the AOU Checklist to
develop aligt of targeted MD/DCRC list of speciesthat should be tracked and for which documentation would be
requested.

f. The MD/DCRC could establish aa Subcommittee on Questionable, Exotic, and Introduced Species to establish and
monitor any final policy and review lists.

Additional Thoughts. After reviewing and thinking about this policy some more, | think we can and should create a
list of Reviewable Introduced/Exotic/Special Speciesthat we can post on our MD/DCRC web page. Thelist would
have two main sections: “ Documentable Species’ (e.g., Monk Parakeets, Silver Gull, Southern Lapwing, etc.) and
“Non-Documentable Species’ (e.g., Black Swan, Cockatid, etc.) We can create thislist from speciesthat have been
published or reported previously in Maryland and DC (from Maryland Birdlife, VON, and MD Osprey sources). The
list can be reviewed and changed annually by the MD/DCRC. The Secretary has volunteered to create afirst draft of
thislist for the committeeto review.

Relationship to The Rare Birds of MD and DC. Any resulting policy will probably factor into which species we want
to addressin our RBMDC publication.

MD/DCRC Contribution Recognition Award. The Secretary proposed that the MD/DCRC initiate an
occasional award to recognize field birders that have supported the committee over the years with
documentation (written and photographs) of review species in an effort to document the history of MD/DC
birding. With our database, we can easily tally which birders have submitted the most reports over the
years. The MOS Awards Chairman, John Malcolm, can produce award certificates or plaques, consistent
with the award budget. This vision includes awards written up in the Y ellowthroat by the MD/DCRC with a
summary of key records and a biography of the person. The award could also recognize those that are no
longer active in the state. The award would not have to be presented every year and could even be
awarded posthumously, if necessary. The committee concurred with this proposal. The Chair and
Secretary will coordinate this proposal further with the MOS Board of Directors. A description of the award
follows:

Maryland Ornithological Society
Maryland / Digtrict of Columbia Records Committee
Maryland/Digtrict of Columbia Records CommitteeBirder Award

Background. Many field birders have been invaluablein observing and identifying rare and unusual speciesin
Maryland and the Digtrict of Columbiasince ornithological records have been recorded. Notablein the early history of
MD and DC records since John James Audubon were Elliot Coues, Robert Ridgway, Dennis Kirkwood, William
Palmer, Paul Bartsch, Wells W oodbridge Cooke, W.L. McAtee, B.H, Swales, May Thacher Cooke, Alexander
Wetmore, Arthur Cleveland Bent, W. Howard Ball, Irving E.H. Hampe, H.G, Deignan, Hervey Brackbill, and many
others. Since the MD/DCRC was founded in 1983, it has focused not only on current records, but also on historical
records and records that span the time frame between publication of the MD and DC basdline document, Stewart and
Robbins (1958), and the formation of the committee. Beginning from the publication of Stewart and Robbinsto the
present, anumber of field birders have been inva uable supporting the mission of the MD/DCRC in collecting,
describing, and photographing rare and usual taxain our region.

Proposed Award.The purpose of the Maryland/District of ColumbiaField Birder Award isto extend the appreciation
of the MOS and the MD/DCRC to contemporary birders who have materially supported furtherance of the MD/DCRC
mission by documenting rare and unusual taxa. A secondary objective isto encourage continued MD/DCRC support by
present and newer birders. Thisisto be an occasional award, issued not more frequently than annually. The award may
beissued posthumously.

Award Process. Candidates may be nominated by the members of the MD/DCRC prior to an MD/DCRC Annua
Mesting. If multiple candidates are nominated, the committee will select only a single recipient. Selectees must receive
at least two-thirds of the votes of eligible committee membersat an Annual Meeting. The committee will attempt to
present the award at the next MOS Conference, if possible. Presentation of the award will include asummary of the
candidate’ s accomplishmentsto be read at the MOS Convention or published in the Maryland Y elowthroat, as
appropriate.

Award Name and First Recipient. The permanent name of this award will be taken from the first recipient.

Award. A brassinscribed plague mounted on wood is suggested; to be coordinated with the MOS Award Chair and
purchased from the MD/DCRC budget.
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7. New Business / Open Discussion

Bubo Web Site. This web site and it's relationship to the MD/DCRC web pages was discussed. The
committee concurred with the Secretary’s actions.

eBird. The following message is from Marshall lliff, of the Cornell eBird Team, to the MD/DCRC
Secretary:

Phil,

I don't know if you have played around with eBird much at al. | think it is developing into aredly powerful tool for
understanding bird distribution and for providing an archive of records. Obviously alot of birdersareusingit, whichis
making our maps and bar charts and other output quite robust.

However, we are missing the full historical perspective. Thisis where loading Records Committee data can be really
useful, both for eBird and for the committees. So far, Chris Wood has |oaded al Colorado Bird Records Committee
Datain eBird. | am working now on loading Massachusetts A vian Records Committee data. | am curious how
MD/DCRC would feel about meloading MD/DCRC data. | give afew more thoughts below:

First, look at the automated output for Colorado:

Garganey--Col orado:

http://ebird.org/ebird/GuideM e?cmd=deci sionPage& speciesCodes=gargan& getL ocations=states& sates=US
CO&hY ear=1900& eY ear=2009& bM onth=1& eM onth=12& reportT ype=species& parentState=US-CO

Y ellow-hilled Loon--Col orado:

http://ebird.org/ebird/GuideM e?cmd=deci sionPage& speciesCodes=yebl 00& getl ocations=states& sates=US
CO&hbY ear=1900& eY ear=2009& bM onth=1& eM onth=12& reportT ype=species& parentState=US-CO

Blue-headed Vireo--Colorado:

http://ebird.org/ebird/GuideM e?cmd=decisionPage& speciesCodes=buhvir& getL ocations=states& sates=US
CO&hY ear=1900& eY ear=2009& bM onth=1& eM onth=12& reportT ype=species& parentState=US-CO

These maps could be made available aslinks directly from the MOS or MD/DCRC homepages. One could click on
Ross's Gull, Townsend's Warbler, Swallow-tailed Kite, or Ross's Goose and see the eBird map for that species,
including dl MD/DCRC verified records.

Furthermore, the process of loading the datainto eBird would supply lat/longs to dl MD/DCRC records. This could
easly be transferred back to the MD/DCRC Database for usein other map-based programs. Exploring these maps
would then a so be an easy way to identify any records that have been reported that MD/DCRC has missed: i.e, if there
are 4 observations of Harlequin Duck from Deep Creek Lake, but no accepted MD/DCRC record, then the eBird
reviewer could help reach out for documentation on that record. Only eBird accepted records appear on the eBird maps.

The main downside that | seeisthat describing range of datesis not easy since eBird deals with bird + date + location
and does not address bird + range of dates + location. My solution would be to enter the start and end dates and hope
that birders could help fill in the interim.

Other info inthe MD/DCRC database would obviously be lost in the upload process. observer name, age/sex,
published refs, etc. but for anyone needing moreinfo they could be steered to the MD/DCRC database for moreinfo. |
would envision loading only accepted records.

In any event, | am curious asto your thoughts. At onelevel MD/DCRC data are public, but | would certainly not want
to proceed without the endorsement of Secretary and Chair.

Best,
Marshall

The committee felt that it is worthy to support this eBird effort. The Secretary will follow up.
eBird Reviews. Tyler Bell is rolling off the committee; however, the Secretary will continue to coordinate

with him, as a regional eBird reviewer, regarding MD/DCRC reviewable species. The Secretary will also
forward future package decision reports to Tyler.
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8. Skins Meeting. The 2009 Skins Workshop was held at the US National Museum of History
(Smithsonian Institution) on 14 Feb 2009. Separate minutes will be prepared and distributed. Members
who are preparing species accounts from last week’s Skins Workshop should provide drafts to the
Secretary by 8 Apr 2009. This list of species accounts and authors follows:

Band-rumped Storm Petrels - Paul O'Brien
Eastern/Western Meadowlarks - Ellen Lawler
Lark Bunting winter plumages - Tyler Bell
Mountain/Eastern Bluebirds - Bill Hubick
Thayer's/Kumlein's Gull - Fred Shaffer
Western/Eastern Wood Pewee - Bill Hubick

9. Elections

New members. Members completing their voting terms are Tyler Bell, Ellen Lawler, and Marcia Watson.
The committee thanks them for all their efforts over the past years. The new members elected were:
Gwen Brewer (Charles County), Mikey Lutmerding (Garrett and Prince George’s County), and Dave
Ziolowski (Baltimore County).

Secretary. Phil Davis was re-elected as the Secretary.

Chair. Paul O’'Brien was elected as the Chair.

10. Next Year's Meeting Dates

Annual Meeting: T entatively set for Saturday, 14 Mar 2010. This date, the second Saturday in March,
should not conflict the MOS Board Meeting schedule. If a Lewes, DE pelagic should be scheduled for this
date, we will revisit the meeting date.

Skins Workshop: A tentative date is Saturday, 7 Feb 2010; however, the actual date will be subject to
the availability of our USNM sponsor, Roger Clapp, and will be established later.

The meeting was adjourned at 4:00 pm.

Respectfully submitted,

Phil Davis

MD/DC Records Committee Secretary
2549 Vale Court

Davidsonville, MD 21035

Phone: (301) 261-0184

E-mail: pdavis@ix.netcom.com
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