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Background and Context 

BARC Case 109 involved a claim of Audubon’s Shearwater Puffinus lherminieri from Wollongong on 28 February 

1987. Herein, we will refer to this bird as the ‘Wollongong shearwater’. It was assessed by the RAOU Records 

Appraisal Committee (then RAC, now BARC) around 1990 and accepted as Audubon’s Shearwater on 13 November 

1990 (Patterson 1991). Apparently the assessment was based on a detailed published account by Carter (1988) plus 

four photos, but there was no specific submission to RAC, probably because RAC was inactive between c. 1985 and c. 

1988. The case files are unavailable at this time, either in storage or lost (T. Palliser in litt.). The case summary, as 

published in Patterson (1991), is copied in Appendix A, and Carter’s (1988) article is attached in Appendix B. Based 

on this record, Audubon’s Shearwater received a full text account in Marchant & Higgins (1990). Nevertheless, the 

record was not considered an addition to the Australian list by Christidis & Boles (1994) because Condon (1975) had 

earlier included Audubon’s Shearwater based on “One alleged record” off Cape Upstart, Qld, in 1770, which, 

subsequently, was not accepted by Marchant & Higgins (1990). The only other accepted record of Tropical 

Shearwater in Australia is BARC case 705, which involved a bird of unknown subspecies ashore on North Keeling 

Island in November 2009.  

 

Since the 1987 Wollongong shearwater record, Austin et al. (2004) have provided a seminal and global molecular 

revision of the small shearwaters in the genus Puffinus, which split the extensive ‘Audubon’s complex’ into several 

species. This has since been followed (with variations and modifications) by field guides including Onley & Scofield 

(2007), Menkhorst et al. (2017) and Howell & Zufelt (2019), as well as the prominent world checklists, including the 

IOC (Gill et al. 2020), HBW/BLI (HBW and BLI 2019) and Clements (Clements et al. 2019). Consequently, Audubon’s 

(sensu stricto) is now a species restricted to the Atlantic Ocean, while all taxa breeding in the Central and Western 

Pacific are now assigned to Tropical Shearwater P. bailloni. Although Christidis & Boles (2008) did not adopt this 

approach for the Australian checklist, BARC adopted the IOC Taxonomy in 2013, and replaced Audubon’s Shearwater 

P. lheremieri (sensu lato) with Tropical Shearwater P. bailloni on the Australian list. Even this new taxonomy is 

provisional, and further splits are knocking on the door. Tropical Shearwater itself is already treated as five species 

world-wide by Howell & Zufelt (2019). Here we focus on the three South-West Pacific forms of the so-called Tropical 

Shearwater and compare them with Newell’s Shearwater P. newelli. 

 

We contend however that the Wollongong shearwater on 28 February 1987 was not a Tropical Shearwater P. 

bailloni (or P. dichrous) at all, but in fact a Newell’s Shearwater. This conclusion occurred to JD during research for 

the Australian Bird Guide (Menkhorst et al. 2017) and the Wollongong record was listed under Newell’s in the ABG. 

Mike Carter (who published the record; see Carter 1988) quite correctly suggested to the ABG authors that this was 

not an appropriate way to challenge the identification of a published record confirmed by BARC (RAC). Nevertheless, 

we believe that the record needs correcting and we now take formal steps to do so. We feel it is important to state 

that we are not criticising the original RAC decision, nor the original identification of Carter (1988). We may well 

have reached the same conclusions then, given the knowledge and resources available at that time. 

 

Since 1990 the digital photography revolution has provided a far more extensive and accessible catalogue of 

reference photos of seabirds at sea, including all the relevant contender species for this case (although good photos 

of Tropical Shearwaters are still rare). After initially studying a single ventral photo of the Wollongong shearwater 

provided by Mike Carter, JD had concerns that the bird was not a Tropical Shearwater. At that time JD had been 

studying small black and white shearwaters (Puffinus species) in preparation for illustrating the ABG. This bird’s 

features seemed more in keeping with JD’s understanding of Newell’s Shearwater. Subsequently, Mike Carter 

circulated a discussion paper (Carter 2017) on this bird which included an additional six photos by Mike and four by 

Peter Lansley, all of which, in our view, reinforce the identification of the bird as a Newell’s. This submission 

therefore includes a discussion of all the issues raised in Carter’s (2017) discussion paper.  

 

Many of the small Puffinus shearwaters are poorly known, especially those in the Tropical Shearwater complex. 

Surprisingly, little has been published on the field marks of this group even since the advent of digital photography. 



Therefore, the discussion below regarding identification features is based extensively on comparisons with photos of 

the relevant species collected by JD over a number of years; and many of them are included in this document as 

evidence. 

 

The key features  

The photos of the Wollongong shearwater reveal a strongly black and white shearwater with well demarcated 

features, as shown in Figures 1 and 2: 

• The underwing is mostly white, with well-demarcated black margins that are mostly narrow except for the 

entirely black primaries and a bulge at carpal bend (Figure 1).  

• There is an isolated black bar in the under secondary coverts (at the junction with the humerals) that is 

cleanly separated from the black leading edge of the wing (Figures 1 and 3). 

• The collar is shallow, not deepening towards the base of wing, and is black in tone, concolorous with the 

head, and very sharply demarcated from the white throat (Figure 3). 

• There is an obvious, sharply defined, white triangular wedge extending up the side of the neck behind the 

ear coverts (Figure 3).  

• The under-tail coverts are a mix of black and white, with white central feathers and black lateral feathers 

forming a white V pointing toward the tail tip (Figure 4). 

• The legs are bicoloured, black and flesh (pink) (Figures 5 and 6). 

 

We will discuss all of these features and rate the relevance of each feature for usefulness in separating Newell’s and 

Tropical Shearwaters in the Pacific. 

 

Collar or side of neck  

Refer to Figure 3. The Pacific races of Tropical Shearwater, P. b. gunax, P. b. dichrous, and P. b. polynesiae, show 

substantially deeper collars towards the base of wing than Newell’s Shearwater does. The rear boundary of the collar 

is rather clean on dicrous and polynesiae, initially straight and vertical (i.e. perpendicular to the line of the body, in 

flight), before it curves gently forward but still down towards the white centre of the neck. Micronesian (dicrous) 

examples of Tropical have the deepest collars and from a distance and when fully side-on, the white central neck can 

be hidden, giving a rather hooded appearance at certain angles. When fresh, the collars on all Tropicals show white 

fringes which make the collar look blurred and tonally greyer than the black head and hind-neck. It is a persistent 

look that seems to be maintained even with wear, because the background tone of the collar feathers is generally 

greyer than the black crown and hindneck feathers to start with. This greyness is especially noticeable immediately 

distal of the blacker ear coverts, and makes the head look obviously darker and almost caped (Figure 3, E to H). The 

neck scalloping is most pronounced on gunax, the form most likely to occur off eastern Australia. This increased 

scalloping creates a more jagged lower edge to the collar and a less perfect rear boundary below the wing base. 

 

Newell’s Shearwater does not show a deepening of the collar towards the base of the wing. Onley & Scofield (2007) 

even described Newell’s as lacking a collar. The demarcation between the black neck and the white throat and chest 

rises up towards the wing base. The collar of Newell’s tends to always be the same black tone as the hind-neck and 

head, without the tonal difference of Tropical, while the demarcation line between black and white on the head and 

neck is particularly sharp (Howell et al. 1994). This black sharpness is even maintained when fresh lateral neck 

feathers can have narrow white tips, and Newel’s never shows the bold scalloping on a grey collar that Tropical does.  

 

As can be seen in Figure 3, the Wollongong shearwater (A and B) matches the reference photos of Newell’s (C and D) 

and not the reference photos of Tropical Shearwaters (E to H). We rate the collar difference between Newell’s and 

Tropical Shearwaters as probably the most useful feature in all circumstances, because it is relatively easy to 

determine whether it is one pattern or the other without a need for subjective judgement. 

 

Carter (1988), citing Harrison (1983), concluded that a shallow collar is inconsistent with Newell’s and consistent 

with “Audubon’s”. Unfortunately, Harrison (1983) was wrong about this (cf. Onley & Scofield 2007; Howell & Zufelt 

2019). The RAC summary for case 109 (dated 13 November 1990; Patterson 1991) listed the “slight dark extension 

onto the sides of the neck” as evidence for eliminating alternatives, presumably following Carter (1988) and Harrison 

(1983). However, as shown in Figure 3, the shallow collar actually fits Newell’s and not Tropical. 

 



White wedge behind ear-coverts 

Refer to Figure 3. A prominent and clean white wedge, with well-defined edges front and back, extends from the 

throat up behind the ear-coverts in the Wollongong shearwater. It clearly separates the black collar from the black 

ear-coverts (Figure 3, A and B). This feature is characteristic of Newell’s Shearwater (Figure 3, C and D). Tropical 

Shearwater has a very different look (Figure 3, F and H). Although a white wedge does extend well up behind the ear 

coverts and it contrasts with the darker ear coverts, its rear border is far more diffuse and merges obscurely into the 

white scalloped collar on the side of the neck. The resultant effect is that the feature is less discernible as a wedge, 

and more like the grey and scalloped collar runs right up to the dark ear coverts (Figure 3 E and G).  

 

This is a good feature for separating Tropical and Newell’s. Combined with the neck collar, the appearance in 

Tropical is that of a dark head contrasting with a paler neck (e.g. Figure 3E), versus the all-black but clearly separated 

ear-coverts and collar of Newell’s. This difference should be possible to judge in most circumstances, without much 

subjectivity. 

 

Underwing pattern 

Refer to Figure 3. The underwing of the Wollongong shearwater is substantially white and the limited markings are 

black and very well demarcated with minimal fine detail or bleeding of tones (Figures 1 and 3B). There is a discrete, 

small, black patch in the lesser secondary coverts that is cleanly separated from the leading edge and runs down to 

the junction with the humerals (auxiliaries). This is typical of Newell’s Shearwater (e.g. Figure 3, C and D), but near 

the minimalist end of the spectrum for that species. Unfortunately, it is difficult to be certain how much the low 

resolution and associated white bleed in the images is affecting the appearance of the underwing on the Wollongong 

shearwater, and perhaps the bird was not quite so pale under the wing in reality.  

 

Tropical Shearwater tends to be less discretely demarcated, with dark streaks that sully the smaller secondary and 

primary coverts at the leading edge of wing, especially in dicrous and polynesiae (Figure 3F), and both those 

subspecies would be unlikely to ever look as clean on the underwing as the Wollongong shearwater, according to the 

evidence that we have gathered. However, gunax (Figure 3E) is very much closer to Newell’s in underwing 

appearance. The palest (lightest marked) gunax underwings can closely match the darkest Newell’s underwings, and 

while it remains unlikely that gunax would ever look so pale as the Wollongong shearwater, the palest gunax might 

potentially overlap with darker Newell’s.  

 

We therefore consider that the underwing pattern on the Wollongong shearwater supports the identification as 

Newell’s, but it is not conclusive on its own. We are confident that it safely eliminates dicrous and polynesiae, but we 

are not certain if it would eliminate all individuals of gunax. 

 

Undertail coverts 

Refer to Figure 4. As can be seen in Figures 1 and 4A, the Wollongong shearwater had dropped its legs to completely 

reveal white anterior and central under-tail coverts and black distal and lateral longest under-tail coverts. The white 

pattern is a cleanly demarcated ‘V’-shape pointing backwards. This pattern is consistent with Newell’s Shearwater 

(Howell et al. 1994; Enticott & Tippling 1997; Figure 4). When seen in high resolution (Figure 4B) Newell’s can show a 

stepped (‘saw-tooth’) demarcation between the black outer under-tail coverts and the white central ‘V’. There are 

also some tiny white triangular tips on some of the black coverts to the side and rear of the ‘V’. These two details are 

visible in the sharply focussed photograph of Newell’s at sea, presented in Figure 3D.  

 

Both dicrous and polynesiae have a dark centre to the under-tail coverts region across an extra four or five rows of 

coverts (Figure 4D) compared to Newell’s; the narrow pale tips are not apparent from any distance and only 

discernible at high resolution. This pattern easily eliminates them both from contention for the Wollongong 

shearwater.  

 

The situation is more complex for gunax, which has white reaching deep into the under-tail coverts to a similar 

extent as Newell’s ( Figure 4C), contra most of the literature. The posterior row and longest in the outer line of 

coverts are all black, but the central and anterior coverts are all white. An abrupt intergradation between the black 

and white areas consists of black feathers with broad white tips or oblique edges, and white feathers with black 

subterminal crescents. Thus the under-tail patterns of gunax and Newell’s are very similar, although gunax is 

possibly slightly less clean cut than Newell’s, and the central white area is potentially slightly more extensive than 

Newell’s. 

 



We believe the fine detail of the undertail coverts can aid identification of Newell’s and Tropical in the hand, or at 

sea if seen well or photographed at high resolution. However at sea they all typically hold their feet and legs covering 

the area, usually preventing observation of fine details. Thus, although some differences exist, their use for field 

identification has considerable limitations.  

The Wollongong shearwater was photographed with the feet out of the way, but unfortunately the resolution is low 

so eliminating gunax under these circumstances without getting a good take on the finer detail is not really possible 

in this instance. 

 

Leg Colour 

Refer to Figure 5 and 6. Carter (1988) stated that the flesh-coloured feet of the Wollongong shearwater were 

consistent with “Audubon’s” and not with Newell’s. In full agreement, the summary for case 109 (Appendix A) listed 

the flesh-coloured feet as one of the features used to eliminate alternative species including Newell’s. This 

conclusion appears to be based on inconsistent descriptions in the sources cited by Carter (1988), which included 

“flesh pink”, “dark”, “blackish, webs pinkish” and “fleshy bluish grey [with black parts]”. Since then, Unnit et al. 

(2009) described a bird in care in California as having the “tarsi and feet bluish to lavender, pinker on the webs, with 

black outer edges on both the tarsi and lateral toes”. Nevertheless, however variable the leg and foot colours may be 

in Newell’s, flesh-coloured legs and feet do not eliminate Newell’s. Figure 5 shows a Newell’s photographed in 

Hawaii with flesh-coloured legs and feet, with black edges. Figure 6 shows that the Wollongong shearwater had a leg 

colour and pattern precisely matching the Newell’s in Figure 5.  

 

On present knowledge, leg and foot colour has limited application for identification of Tropical and Newell’s. Whilst 

it may be helpful in specific cases, better documentation of the variation in all forms is needed. In this case, the leg 

colour is not useful to eliminate either of the contenders.  



 

Figure 1. The Wollongong shearwater, 28 February 1987. The well-defined and discrete nature of the black features 

in the underwing are clearly apparent in this excellent image. The shallow collar is very sharply demarcated. The 

white anterior and central undertail coverts form a V shape pointing to the tail. The legs and feet are pink. 



 

 

 

Figure 2. Ten more images of the Wollongong shearwater, 28 February 1987 
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Figure 3. Comparison of the side collars in relevant shearwaters. A and B The Wollongong shearwater. C Newell’s 

Shearwater, Hawaii, 26 April 2009. D Newell’s Shearwater, Hawaii, April 2016. E Tropical Shearwater ssp. gunax, 

Vanuatu, Jan 2017. F Tropical Shearwater ssp. dichrous, Mangarava Polynesia, Nov 2014. G and H Tropical 

Shearwater ssp. unknown, Solomons, Aug 2005. Note the shallow and sharp collar patterns on the neck in A to D 

compared with the deeper and more blurry patterns in E to H. Also note the prominent and clean white wedges on 

the ear-coverts in A to D versus the absent of diffuse wedges in E to H. Compare the cleaner, whiter underwing 

patterns of B to D with the more sullied patterns of E and F.  
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Figure 4. Undertail coverts. A The Wollongong Shearwater. B Newell’s Shearwater, San Diego, 2 Aug 2007. C Tropical 

Shearwater, ssp. gunax, Mere Lava Vanuatu, 2 April 2005. D Tropical Shearwater ssp. dicrous, Samoa, March 2011. 
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Figure 5. Newell’s Shearwater, 

Hawaii. Note the bicoloured legs 

and feet with prominent flesh 

colour on inside of legs and toes. 

Such a pattern obviously does not 

eliminate Newell’s Shearwater, 

contra Carter (1988) and Patterson 

(1991). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 6. The Wollongong 

shearwater. The flesh (pink) on the 

legs is clearly visible, with black on 

the outside toes of the closed foot 

and tarsus on the right leg. This 

compares well with the bird in 

Fig. 5. 

 

 

Comments on the Wollongong shearwater discussion paper by Mike Carter (2017) 

 

After the ABG listed the Wollongong shearwater as A Newell’s Shearwater, Mike Carter prepared and circulated a 

discussion paper (Carter 2017) which defended the original identification as Audubon’s (=Tropical) Shearwater. The 

paper included eight reasons why Mike Carter believed the bird was Tropical. We disagree with all eight reasons and 

the conclusion, as explained below.  

 

1) Newell’s has a “Long cylindrical body, not cigar-shaped (bulbous in the belly) like subject bird especially when 

viewed ventrally” 

Subtle body shape differences are subjective characters and are rarely diagnostic between closely related species, 

particularly when they inhabit similar climatic biozones. Using such characters is particularly dangerous when 

assessing a lone individual of one species when other contender species are not present. JD has looked at his 

extensive reference collection of photos for both species and could not find a major structural difference as 

described in this statement. We are not aware of any published reference promoting this as a way of separating the 

two species.  

 

2) In Newell’s the  “Projection behind wings is greater than ahead of wings whereas in subject bird projections 

fore and aft are equal” 

The discussion paper contains a scan from Steve Howell’s (2012, p. 144) field guide to North American petrels. In the 

caption for Newell’s (P15.3) Howell wrote “note long tail and big wings, which suggest Audubon’s Shearwater.” In 



other words, Howell (2012) said that Audubon’s and Newell’s are closely similar in this respect. Enticott & Tippling 

described “Audubon’s” as comparatively long tailed. We question whether comparison of these relative structures 

can be of any use in separating Newell’s from Tropical when only one bird was present. We are not aware of any 

other published references recommending this as a way of separating the two species. 

 

In contradiction, Carter (1988, p. 141) wrote that the Wollongong shearwater “was distinctly larger than Fluttering 

Shearwater”, not withstanding that this species was not there for comparison. However, the largest form of Tropical 

(ssp. gunax) is slightly smaller than Fluttering, while Newell’s is slightly larger than Fluttering (Onley & Scofield 2007; 

Howell & Zufelt 2019; contra Carter 1988).  

 

3) In Newell’s the “Tail [is] longer, more tapered and pointed” than the subject bird 

Our arguments against point 2 above apply equally well here. Analysis of JD’s photo collection confirms that both 

Newell’s and Tropical gunax have essentially the same wing/tail ratios, structures and shapes. 

 

4) In Newell’s the “Feet do not trail beyond tail contra subject bird” 

There does not appear to be any foot projection beyond the tail tip of the Wollongong shearwater. Of the 11 photos 

available to us (Carter 2017), ten show no sign of trailing feet (Figure 2). One image (Figures 1, 3B and 4A here; 

Figure 1 in Carter 2017; Plate 31 in Carter 1988) appears to show trailing feet, but these are actually dangling feet, 

and the angle of photograph makes it look like they are trailing when they are not. 

 

More importantly, neither Newell’s nor Tropical is known to show foot projection in a relaxed flight posture, so it is 

not a relevant field character anyway. There is also an incompatible implication that Tropical has both a long tail and 

trailing feet, although these characters would be mutually exclusive.  

 

5) In Newell’s the “White tabs at sides of rump [are] much larger and bolder” 

There seems to be no real difference in the average size of ‘white saddlebags’ (‘white tabs’) at the sides of rump 

between Newell’s and Tropical (including both ssp. dichrous and gunax). Howell et al. (1994) noted that Newell’s 

have large flank patches (or ‘saddle bags’) compared to Audubon’s (= Galapagos Shearwater P. subalaris and/or 

[Atlantic] Audubon’s P. lherminieri?), but went on to suggest that moult and individual variation makes this character 

unreliable for identification. Howell (2012: caption P15.3) stated that the “White saddlebags of Newell’s Shearwater 

average larger than Manx”. Howell did not say they are larger than Audubon’s or Tropical. Presumably Howell meant 

that they often encroach further onto the rump, and not that they are larger feathers. Looking at a selection of 

dorsal shots for Tropical, Newell’s and Manx demonstrates that the ‘saddle bags’ are variable in the extent to which 

they encroach onto the rump (Figures 10 to 12). These are long rear flank feathers that flop onto the rump once the 

bird is in flight. It is possible (perhaps likely) that they can shift a bit depending on the birds activity, and perhaps in 

different ways between species. The Wollongong shearwater did have small ‘saddle bags’, but so did the Norfolk 

Island Newell’s (BARC Case 770), which was fully accepted by BARC as a Newell’s (see Figure 8A, below).  

 

6) In Newell’s the “Black below eye dips lower on cheek” 

We are not aware of any substantial difference between Newell’s and Tropical, or indeed the Wollongong 

shearwater, regarding this feature. Jehl (1982) stated that Newell’s has less black below the eye than Townsend’s, 

but that is not relevant here. True Audubon’s Shearwater P. Iherminieri most definitely differs in having minimal dark 

and much white feathering under the eye, but that is also not relevant here.  

 

7) In Newell’s the “White hook behind auriculars, larger, better defined and more conspicuous” 

We agree with this statement. The white hook on the Wollongong shearwater is large, well defined and conspicuous, 

which is consistent with Newell’s, and inconsistent with Tropical.  

 

8) In Newell’s the “Bill wholly black rather than grey”  

Newell’s might have a blacker bill than Tropical, but it isn’t wholly black. Any degree of difference between Newell’s 

and Tropical is nowhere near substantial enough to be detected in these low resolution images that have been 

scanned from Ektachrome transparencies (compare Figure 2). 

 



 
Figure 7. White ‘Saddle bags’ on the sides of the rump. A Newell’s, Hawaii, April 2016. B Manx, UK. Newell’s is said to 

have larger’ saddle bags’ than Manx (e.g. Howell 2012). However, these two photos do not suggest that Newell’s has 

larger ‘saddle bags’ than Manx. They often look similar because the flanks feathers are movable and can occasionally 

shift further onto the rump. We suggest that the flanks on the top image are sitting in a position not unlike the 

Wollongong shearwater (i.e. not encroaching very far onto the rump). 
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Figure 8. White ‘Saddle bags’ are caused by white flank feathers lapping onto the rump. A Newell’s, north of Norfolk 

I, April 2010 (BARC case 770). Note that the flank feathers are being held tight and low, which produces a small 

‘saddle bag’ effect. B The Wollongong shearwater showing ‘saddle bags’ similar to A but showing a ding in the top of 

what should be a neatly rounded bunch of flank feathers. This could be due to a feather growing and not full length 

or a feather missing, both of which are common events during moults. C Newell’s, July 2008, showing the flank 

feathers lifted high onto the rump above the red line which indicates the approximate top of the flanks in other 

photos (e.g. Figures 7, 8A, 8B). These flank feathers are mobile and can move around, they originate from the body 

under the wings and are not attached to the rump; they underlie the trailing edge of the scapulars and humerals. D 

San Diego, 2 Aug 2007. Note this bird is missing its longest flank feathers revealing a bunch of smaller feathers which 

also appear to originate from the side of the body but from further back; they have dark centres and would lead to a 

flat topped very low profiled ‘saddle bag’ barely rising onto the rump and probably giving the appearance of no 

‘saddle bags’ at all. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 9. Tropical 

Shearwater, Solomons, 

August 2005; Note the large 

area of white ‘saddle bag’, 

which is presumably caused 

by missing longest scapulars 

due to moult. Figure 10B 

appears to be the same bird, 

which is in extensive moult. 
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Figure 10. Variation in the ‘saddle bags’ of Tropical Shearwater subspecies in the Paficic. A Ssp. polynesiae?, Portland 

Bank Pitcairn, 15 June 2006. B Ssp. gunax, Solomons, August 2005; with very large area of white on the rump, which 

may be due to moulting scapulars missing (see Figure 9 also). C Ssp. dichrous, Caroline Islands, April 2008; ‘saddle 

bags’ missing due to moult; also note that birds from the western equatorial Pacific (dichrous) have a very deep 

collar and short bill, compared with ssp. polynesiae from the rest of Polynesia. D Ssp. gunax, 19 Nov 2005. E Ssp. 

polynesiae?, Portland Bank Pitcairn, 15 June 2006 (same bird as A). F Ssp. polynesiae?, French Polynesia. Note the 

extreme variation in the position of the flanks in the six photos, from nothing in C to extreme in B. 

 

Conclusions 

For the most part, Carter (1988) described the Wollongong shearwater carefully and accurately. However, we 

contend that in many instances he described the field characters that best identify this bird as a Newell’s Shearwater 

and rule out Tropical Shearwater. After compiling all the right evidence and sifting through it deliberately, he did not 

find any ways of eliminating “Audubon’s“. However, he found two ways of eliminating Newell’s, namely “the pattern 

on the side of the face, neck and breast”, and “the colour of the legs and feet” (Carter 1988, p. 146). We have shown 

above that neither of these features rules out Newell’s. 

 

Times change. The taxonomy has shifted significantly. Digital photographs have revealed much more about the field 

characters of Puffinus shearwaters from the tropical Pacific. We believe that it is now time for this historical record 

to be amended. This amendment would not remove Tropical from or add Newell’s to the Australian list.  
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Supplementary Materials 

We are supplying an electronic copy of the RAC 1990 decision for Case 109 in Appendix A and Carter’s (1988) article 

on the bird in Appendix B. We are also providing a separate copy of Carter (2017) for the use of Committee members 

but not for publication on the BARC website.  
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Appendix A. RAC Case Summary 109 for Audubon’s Shearwater 

This is a scan of the original letter advising the verdict of the case. It was later reprinted in Patterson (1991). Note 

that the date of the record was incorrectly given as 25 February 1984 instead of 28 February 1987. 
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