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This case refers to the sighting of a Cook’s Petrel  seen at sea (34º27’S 
151º16’E) during a regular pelagic excursion off Wollongong, NSW, 24 November 2007. 

The submission relies on photographic evidence and a brief description that details the extent 
of white on the forehead, a pale supercilium, grey crown, nape and back, a blackish ‘M’ band 
across the upperwings and back, a grey tail – tipped blackish, white underparts and white 
underwing coverts with fine black margins and a slender bill. It was described as having a fast 
erratic flight.

Members voted unanimously in favour of acceptance, satis     that the very similar Pycroft’s 
Petrel  could be eliminated because of the following combination of characters 
(which rely mostly on Grant Penryhn’s supporting photographs);

1) a reasonably prominent M mark across the dorsum, with notable contrast between 
that mark and the paler grey of the mantle and back. Pycroft’s is often darker here;

2) fairly prominent supercilium reaching just past the eye. In Pycroft’s this is typically 
less distinct;

3) relatively small and clearly defined dark ear covert patch. In Pycroft’s this is usually 
larger and less well defined such that it merges with the sides of the head and the 
duskier colouration on the crown;

4) the fairly neat edge to the grey on the sides of the neck and the absence of any white 
feathering bleeding into grey towards the rear of ear coverts are both features more 
typical of Cook’s than Pycroft’s. Pycroft’s is also typically duskier here;

5) the extent of black in the underwing carpal bar is more typical of Cook’s than Pycroft’s 
which can be slightly more extensive here;

6) Structure in Grant Penryhn’s photos looks about right for Cook’s. This is particularly 
so for relative tail length which appears similar to that shown in known photographs of 
Cook’s Petrel

7) The bill appears relatively deep based so is also better for Cook’s than Pycroft’s 
Petrel.

Most of the above features are both subtle and somewhat subjective but in combination they 
identify this bird as a Cook’s Petrel as claimed

Cook’s Petrel remains a very rare bird in Australia. This record is only the 3rd acceptable live 
record.
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