EXPLANATION OF SPECIES ACCOUNTS

Species accounts in the main body of this book cover all
records submitted for CBRC review through 31 Decem-
ber 2003 and include all bird species for which at least
one record has been reviewed by the CBRC. Especially
notable records from the period 1 January 2004-31
December 2006, including four first state records and
two more that are pending Committee review, are treated
in Appendix H. This appendix also includes an account
for the Green Violet-ear, a species recently accepted onto
the Main List after the CBRC re-reviewed a record from
1977. Each species account consists of a heading followed

Account Heading

by a narrative and, typically, a table of records.

As described in the introduction to Table C on page
12, this book’s species accounts follow a sequence con-
sistent with the seventh edition of the American Orni-
thologists’ Union Check-List of North American Birds, as
amended in the 42nd through 46th Supplements (AOU
1998, 2000; Banks et al. 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005). We were
unable to accommodate several changes to the taxonomic
order specified in the 47th Supplement (Banks 2006),but
have adopted its nomenclature throughout.

Citation for original description of the species,
following standard AOU format. If in parenthe-
ses, the species was originally described in a
genus different from the one to which it is
currently assigned.

English and scientific names follow

The CBRC has endorsed only these individuals and considers them to constitute the
pool of valid records for California (during the CBRC review period). The specified
number refers to individuals recorded, which may be more than the number of “records.”
For example, a flock of 20 swans would normally be considered a single record—one
that would add 20 individuals to this overall total. Please refer to the table of records,
which indicates the number of individuals involved in each record. The percentage of
individuals accepted from among the total number reviewed is given in parentheses.

AOU (1998, 2000), Banks et al. (2002,
2003, 2004, 2005, 2006).

EMPEROR GOOSE Chen canagica (Sewastianoft, 1802)

Accepted: 83 (81%)

Not accepted: 19

Not submitted/reviewed: 117

Refers to published reports of species on
the CBRC's review list that have not been
reviewed by the CBRC. Published reports
must have appeared in a scholarly book,
in North American Birds or its forerun-
ners, or in a peer-reviewed national or
local journal. Bird sightings reported in
local newsletters or newspapers, on the
internet, or in other informal settings are
generally not considered to be published
reports for the CBRC’s purposes. The
number of reports not submitted or re-
viewed is irrelevant for species removed
from the review list after a relatively short
tenure; in such cases, “NA” is given here
instead of a number.

Indicates whether any particularly note-
worthy records from 2004—2006 are
treated in Appendix H.

Treated in Appendix H: no

CBRC review: all records!

Reports that the CBRC has reviewed but
not endorsed; these should not be con-
sidered among the pool of valid records
for California. For the Committee’s pur-
poses, a record must include four items:
a species name, a date, a location, and
an observer name. Reports lacking one
or more of these items cannot be accepted
as a valid record and are categorized un-
der “Record not accepted; identification
not established.”

Color image: page 225

Specifies the page number(s)
for color figure(s) in this book,
if any.

The Committee has reviewed only a subset of records for some
species. The CBRC generally follows two rules for maintaining
a species on its review list: (1) records average four or fewer
per year (over a ten-year period) and (2) there are fewer than
100 accepted records for California. Many species reviewed
during the Committee’s infancy were removed within a year or
two, when it became clear that they averaged well over four
records per year. In some other cases, species have been re-
moved from the review list even when the number of accepted
records fell short of 100, typically because they were determined
to be regular, albeit scarce, components of California’s avifauna
(e.g., Barred Owl, Northern Cardinal). The footnote is explained
below.

Footnotes identify cases in which the period encompassing the records reviewed by the CBRC differs from
the period that the species appeared on the CBRC review list. Such discrepancies occurred for various
reasons, mostly during the Committee’s first several years. Two taxa—the Yellow-bellied Sapsucker, which
the AOU then considered conspecific with the Red-naped and Red-breasted Sapsuckers, and the Yellow
Palm Warbler (Dendroica palmarum hypochrysea)—were included on the review list during 1972-1976
and 1972-1973, respectively, but the Committee never reviewed any records of them.

1Off the review list 1981-1982
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Table of Records

With few exceptions—for example, some records that
pertain to the Committee’s evaluation of introduced
populations—a table of records lists all published reports
of CBRC-reviewed species in California. The main cat-
egories of records are those accepted by the CBRC, those
not accepted by the CBRC, and those not submitted for
CBRC review. The table provides seven basic pieces of
information about each accepted record: (1) number of
individual birds accepted; (2) CBRC-endorsed date
span; (3) age and sex, if known; (4) location; (5) CBRC

Yellow-billed Loon — Accepted
36. 23 Feb—12 Apr 1982 SY ¢

accepted date span; this may
vary from a previously
endorsed date span if better
information is now available.

Goleta SBA

nth accepted individual;
in this example, the
record pertains to a
single bird, but if a record
involves multiple indi-
viduals then each is
numbered separately.
Each accepted indi-
vidual counts in the total
specified in the account
heading.

age/sex at the time of
discovery, if known;

HY = hatching-year

SY = second-year

AHY = after hatching-year
ASY = after second-year

For example, a hatching-year
bird becomes a second-year
bird on 1 January of the year
after it hatches. See page 45
for more detail.

Snowy Owl — Accepted

6. 17 Nov 1916 *  Trinidad HUM

Record not fully reviewed by CBRC because of a
lack of extant documentation; includes lost speci-
mens, old nest records, and seasonal visits by indi-
viduals fully accepted in another season or year (e.g.,
returning birds).
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CBRC record number(s)

location; see Appendix C
for standard county abbre-
viations (e.g., SBA =
Santa Barbara County)

record number; (6) CBRC annual report(s) that treated
the record; and (7) form(s) of supporting documenta-
tion (e.g., specimens, photographs or videos in the
CBRC archives, published photographs). Some of these
items may also be addressed for records not accepted or
reviewed by the Committee. The following sample en-
tries show how to read the record tables. The discussion
entitled “Additional Important Information,” which fol-
lows the explanation of the narrative, covers several items
in greater detail.

1982-048 8 ph., SBMNH 4543, AB 36:330

CBRC report(s) where record
published (see Appendix B)

notes about documentation, miscellany. In
this case the record is supported by a photo-
graph in the CBRC archives, a specimen at
the Santa Barbara Museum of Natural His-
tory, and a photograph published in Ameri-
can Birds. Records lacking any annotation
are documented only by written descrip-
tion(s). For additional guidance on reading
the record tables, please see the later dis-
cussion of “Additional Important Information.”

2004-526 30 specimen lost

brief mention of non-extant documentation
forrecord.

The 30th CBRC report published
several older records for the first time.
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