RARE SPECIES DOCUMENTATION
Records of Vermont Birds

SPECIES: Yellow-rumped Warbler (Audubon’s)
NUMBER OBSERVED: 1

OBSERVER MAKING REPORT: Nikolas Kotovich
LOCATION: The Intervale, Burlington, VT 05401
DATE: Dec. 4™ and 5" 2012

TIME AND LENGTH OF OBSERVATION: On Dec. 4 the bird was found at 3:20 and
observed for around 30 seconds. The following day, December 5" I arrived at the
Intervale at around 7 and after a half an hour of searching I was able to relocate the bird
at 7:30 and observed it for 10 minutes. )

DISTANCES FROM BIRD: Maximum 40 ft Minnumun 10 ft

WEATHER: .
Wind direction: SW winds on both the 4™ and 5". Wind speed: Winds gusting on the
4" around 10 mph. Very calm on the mourning of the 5" with no detectable winds.

Sky cover: Partly sunny on the 4™ overcast on the 5™ light in relation to observer's
position: On Dec. 5™ sky was heavily overcast and the bird was viewed from a number
of angles and directions in good lighting. On Dec. 4™ the lighting was poor, I was facing
west and the sun was to the south.

Temperature: Between 40 and 50 deg. F on both days due to a strong low pressure
system.

OPTICAL EQUIPMENT: (make, power, etc.) 2008 Nikon Premier 8x10

OBSERVER'S PREVIOUS ACQUAINTANCE WITH THIS SPECIES OR
SIMILAR FORMS: I have a great deal of experience with “Myrtle” Yellow-rumped
Warbler and I have seen “Audubon’s” Yellow-rumped Warbler several times in southern
California and Arizona.

OTHER DOCUMENTATION: Photo Tape Recording Specimen

HABITAT: (be as detailed as possiblé, include associated bird species).
The Burlington Intervale is dominated by agricultural fields, with some silver maple




floodplain forest along the Winooski and a great deal of edge habitat throughout. On both
days the bird was seen in vegetation that was directly off the road/bike path and was
characteristic edge habitat. This area consisted of a Box elder canopy with various woody
and herbaceous species forming a dense tangled understory. Briars, goldenrod, grape and
bittersweet vines were some of the species that I could identify.

On the 4™ I encountered the bird along a small pond directly to the west of the
road where it was foraging close to the ground along the waters edge in dense vegetation.
On the 5™ I found the bird further south along the bike path directly in front of the
Intervale Community Farm where the compost piles used to be and followed it as it
moved to the parking area for the Rena Calkin’s Trail. Across from the parking area there
is a mature silver maple stand where the bird was also seen foraging.

I first encountered the bird with a mixed species flock composed mostly of Back-
capped Chickadees (around five). White-breasted Nuthatch, Brown Creeper and Downy
Woodpecker were also associated with this chickadee flock.

BIRD'S BEHAVIOR: (feeding actions, manner of flight, displays or interactions,
reaction to observer). .

On the 4™ I briefly observed the bird feeding on and near to the ground before it
flew up into a tree, perched momentarily, called several times and flew off after which I
unable to relocate it. A

On the 5™ the bird was found again feeding on or near the ground for the majority
of my observation. When fist encountered on the 5™ the bird was foraging along the edge
of a puddle almost in the road. It showed a preference for foraging in the understory and
avoided taller trees (>15 ft.). The bird was gleaning insects from branches, twigs and leaf
litter. As the mixed species flock moved south along the road the bird associated closely
with the flock. The bird allowed for a fairly close approach and did not spook easily.

VOCALIZATION: (song or calls) The bird called frequently on both days and this
made the bird easy to find and follow on the 5th.

The call was similar in general structure and sound to a Myrtle call but was
distinctly different. Myrtle warbler call notes are a sharp and emphatic “check” with an
accent on the end of the call and a sharp ck sound at the end of the call. To me a typical
Myrtle call has a harsh, dry and almost hollow call note. The most noticeable thing to me
was that this bird’s call lacked the harsh accent on the end of the call, was more musical
in quality and sounded like it trailed off more than a Myrtle call. It sounded more like
“cheec” rather than “check”. This gave the call a soft and rich quality as opposed to the
harsh hollow call of a Myrtle Warbler.

DESCRIPTION: (Describe what you actually saw during the observation. We hope that
observers will take field notes during the observation and before consulting field guides,
etc. Additional pages with sketches and copies of field notes are encouraged.)

Relative size and shape: General size and shape was that of a large, chunky Setophaga
warbler. Similar in size to Bay-breasted or Blackpoll Warbler but without the long




primary projection and short tailed look of these species. Posture also differed from these
two species in being more upright, less “hunched” over, and looking less compact.

Head (crown, cheeks, eye, throat, nape): A bright patch of yellow was present on the
throat that was conspicuous and the same color and intensity as the yellow patches on the
sides. The yellow throat patch was narrow and did not wrap around the cheeks like the
white throat patch of a Myrtle Warbler. A gold crown was present but not conspicuous
and was best seen when the bird was viewed head on. Aside from the crown and throat,
the head was a light brown color throughout. The bird showed a broken white eye-ring.
The bird lacked an eye line as well as a white eyebrow. The cheek of this bird did not
contrast with throat or crown. Aside from the yellow throat, which stood out, the faced
lacked contrast and looked monotone. The nape was the same color as the face.

Feet and Bill (shape, color, length): Bill shape was a fairly typical of Setophaga warblers,
medium in length coming to a sharp point but also with a somewhat blunt tip (not sharply
tipped like Nashville or Tennessee Warblers). Feet were black throughout.

Upper back: Lightly streaked, dark brown/ black streaking on a light brown background.

Lower back and rump: Rump with yellow patch. The lower back was the same color as
the upper back but not as heavily streaked.

Wings (shape, length, markings): Greater coverts showed fairly extensive white edging
relative to Myrtle Warbler. Tertials also showed thick white edging.

Breast, belly, flanks, undertail coverts: Brest was a buff wash with some darker
streaking over this color. The belly with similar but whiter. Undertail coverts were fairly
non-descript and of the same color as the breast. The undertail coverts were unstreaked.

Tail (shape, length, markings): Large white spots on the three or four of the outer
retrecies. On the outermost retrecies these spots touched the undertail coverts. The spots
were largest on the outermost tail feather and were progressively smaller towards the
center. Tail length appeared fairly long compared to other Setophaga warblers and tail
shape did not differ from other Setophaga species.

IMPORTANT: WHAT SIMILAR SPECIES WERE ELIMINATED WHEN
MAKING THIS IDENTIFICATION AND HOW WAS THIS BIRD DIFFERENT?




From other dull brown Setophaga Warblers

A combination of the following features eliminated other warblers:

Yellow patch on rump, yellow patches on sides near bend of wing, yellow patch on throat
and call note.

“Myrtle” Yellow-rumped warbler:

The following features eliminated “Myrtle” Yellow- rumped Warbler: yellow throat, all
brown face with no contrast, call note, lack of and eye line and cheek not contrasting with
the rest of the face, extensive white edging to greater coverts relative to Myrtle Warbler.

COMMENTS: (was age or sex determined?, etc.) The bird was a hatch year bird based
on plumage and based on the bright yellow throat this bird was a male.

/ )

This report was written from notes taken immediately after the observation./ ) /
,‘ /h,"/ 7
NAME (print) Nikolas Kotovich SIGNATURE (not req’d) ( v/ ’/L‘//k
p ( ‘ ‘ 7 C //,.' -
MAILING ADDRESS L N

52 Chase St. Burlington VT, 05401
DATE Z// / 5’// 2073

Return electronically (preferred) to: vbre@vtecostudies.org or mail to: Vermont Bird
Records Committee, Vermont Center for Ecostudies, PO Box 420, Norwich, VT 05055
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