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IV, Mew Gull IV.

Bird certainly not a Laughing Gull. Mew Gull, L. c.
Brachyrhynchus, most likely; see comments. Surely a case for
outside review.

I-P, Experts (2) concur with Newlon’s identification. The bird
appears to be beyond the extreme of Ring-bill variation -- dark
eye, slim bill, head wash and size all indicate L. canus b.

Photos and expert comment document Mew Gull [ = I-P by
letter/tk].

REVOTE (at meeting, 23 April 1983): 4-I-P, 2-abstain
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Mew Gull at Lock and Dam 14

Thomas H. Kent
. 211 Richards Street
lowa City IA 52240

On December 19, 1982 at 9:40 AM at Lock and Dam 14, Scott County,
while doing the Davenport Christmas Bird Count, Tom Staudt, Don and
Jean Moeller, and | found an unusual gull sitting on the ice in the
backwater area above the new lock at Lock and Dam 14 (see photos). It
was slightly smaller (1-2 inches) than an adult Ring-billed Gull in the same
field of view. We immediately noticed that the bird had a gray wash on the
top of the head extending down on to the neck. We also noted that the
underparts, although nearly white, were grayer than the Ring-bill. The
bill was thin and straight (less bulbous at the tip than the Ring-bill) and
dark at the tip shading to yellow-gray in the proximal two-thirds. The eye
was dark without evident white cresents. The gray of the head extented
just in front of and below the eye and covered the top and back of the
head and upper neck with a cresent-like extension to the sides of the neck.
The legs and feet were dusky yellow-green compared to the bright yellow of
the Ring-bill and pink of the nearby Herring Gulls. When flushed, and
later when seen flying over the lock, the mantle was medium gray
(distinctly darker than the adult Ring-bill) and the black of the wing tip
lacked white between it and the gray proximal wing feathers. The trailing
edge of the secondaries and inner primaries was white. There was a small
white mirror on the leading edge near the tip of the first two primaries
which could be seen from above and below. The undersurface of the wing
was white except for the black tip formed by the outer primaries. The tail
was white except for a narrow broken subterminal black band which was
difficult to see except when the bird was close and at an appropriate angle.

We were uncertain of the identification. After making detailed notes we
found that the field guides lacked enough detail to help us. At noon, at
Pete Petersen's home, using the description and photos in Grant (1982) we
mistakenly identified the bird as a second winter Laughing Gull. After
lunch, with the Petersen's group in tow, we found the bird again and
photographed it. The bird was seen by many others during the next week
and last seen on December 31 by Francis Moore.

Michael Newlon, in reviewing the photographs and documentations for the
Records Committee, made the identification of Mew Gull. He excluded
Laughing Gull on the basis of head, bill, and body shape, mirror on the
wing tip, and bill and leg color (should be all dark in Laughing).
Retrospectively, the differences in shape are obvious, but all of the
primary observers fell into the same trap. Mew Gull had not been seriously
considered because of its rarity and because Grant (1982) illustrates the
Common (Mew) Gull of Europe, Larus canus canus, which has no black tail
band in second winter plumage. The Alaskan race, L. c. brachyrhynchus,
which winters south to California, has a black tail band in second winter.

The photographs and documentations were subsequently sent to Jon
Dunn of Santa Barbara, California, and Bruce Peterjohn of Westerville,
Ohio. They agreed with Newlon on a positive identification of Mew Gull.
Arguments listed by the reviewers favoring Mew Gull over Ring-billed Gull,
the only other serious alternative, included: (1) small size compared to
nearby Ring-billed Gull (although it was noted that small Ring-bills do
occur); (2) large dark eye (pale in Ring-bill); (3) dusky wash to head and
neck (rather than brown streaking); (4) gray mantle (paler in Ring-bill);
(5) dark unringed bill; (6) broad white trailing edge to secondaries and
tertials: (7) black of greater primary coverts forming a double black bar
effect to the upper wing tip; and (8) relative large size of white mirror in
first two primaries (absent or small on first primary of Ring-bill).

The likelihood of Mew Gull occuring in lowa appears to be remote.
There are no records from any of the adjacent states except Minnesota,
where an adult was observed on an island in Lake Superior on 19 September
1982 (Pieper 1982).

The Mew Gull, or Common Gull as it is known in Europe, nests in the
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arctic and subarctic from Eastern Europe to Alaska and Western Canada. It
winters south to California and the Mediterranean. There are scattered
records from the East Coast of United States which are likely of the
European race, L. c. canus. Records from central North America are
exceedingly few. Two specimens of L. . brachyrhynchus were obtained in
Ontario on Lake Ontario, the first an adult male in winter plumage on 24
October 1967 and the second a first year female on 28 November 1967
{Andrle and Axtell 1963). A third Ontario record was of an adult on Lake
Huron on 30 November 1979 (Am. Birds 34:269). There were June records
from Churchill, Manitoba, in 1978 and 1979 (Am. Birds 32:333-334, 1177)
and a March record of a first year bird in Denver, Colorado, in 1980 (Am.
Birds 34:801).

The lowa record of a Mew Gull is in line with the general increase of
vagrant gulls in the Midwest. Documentation and photographs allowed the
identification of an unusual looking gull even though the observers failed to
make the correct identification. One should be aware, however, that the
same type of evidence may negate an identification such as has occurred
with recent reports of Thayer's Gull in lowa.
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Mew Gull, 19 Dec 1982, Lock and Dam 14, T. H. Kent.
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Summary of Review of an Ornithologic Observation
by the Records Commtittee
of the Iowa Ornithologists' Union
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The opinions expressed here are based on the information available to the
Committee and should not necessarily preclude an alternate interpretation
by those who observed the bird firsthand.

Any action may be re-reviewad upon submission of additional evidence.

Explanation of Classification:
I = labeled, diagnostic specimen, photograph, or recording available for
review by the Committee
acceptable sight record documented independently by 3 or more observers
acceotable sicht record documented by 1 or 2 observers
probably correct record, but not beyond doubt
record with 1n5uff1c1ent evidence to judge
probably incorrect identification, escabee, or otherwise unacceptable record

I1
I11
Iv
v
VI

Classification is based on the highest category aareed upon by six of seven
committee members.
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DOCUMENTATION FORM for extraordinary bird sightings in Iowa

What species?__|aughing Gull How many? 1-2nd winter
Location? Lock and Dam 14, Scott Co. Iowa

Type of habitat? Mississippi River

When? date(s): 19 Dec 1982 time: 9:40-9:50 (gst); 2:15-2:45

Who?your name and address:Thomas H. Kent, 211 Richards St., Iowa City IA 52240

others with you: Tom Staudt, Don and Jean Moeller, Peter and Mary Lou Petersen

others before or after you: MON€

Describe the bird(s) including only what you observed. Include size, shape, details

of all parts (bill, eye, head, neck, back, wing, tail, throat, breast, belly, under

tail, legs, feet). Also mention voice and behavior.
AM notes:"A gull slightly smaller than adult Ring-bill (5 Herring & 1 Ring-bill present
for comparison). Bird notably grayer than Ring-bill. Gray on top of head, forehead,
back of neck and indefinitely down side of neck. Underparts whiter, but still digtinctly
grayer than underparts of Ring-bill. Bill thin and straight, less bulbous at tip than
Ring-bill, and slightly shorter. Tip of bill black, shading to yellow-gray in proximal
2/3. Eye dark. Back and wing gray with black primaries. Legs yellow-green to dusky, less
bright yellow than Ring-bill.and pink of Herring. When flushed, mantle definitely gray --
noticeably darker than white of Ring-bill. Primaries black with no white between wing tip
and mantle. Small white area at tip of wing, probably on leading edge. From beneath,
wings nearly white with black tip formed by outer primaries. White, thin trailing edge
on upper wing seen once. Tail white, quite square, and generally cupped in flight.
Once I thought there might be a black tip centrally on the terminal part, but could not
confirm this. Tail not knotched." ,
PM notes: "Bird on ice with Herring Gulls. Photos taken. Dark of head includes eye area.
Bird seen flying for over 15 minutes as close as 30 feet. Definite black terminal band --
narrow and broken -- seen above and below. Definite white trailing edge to secondaries.
White at wing tip confirmed -- just at tip on leading edge. Black of primaries
from above somewhat irregular.” -
Later notes: The last five or so primaries formed a sharp black tip, but three was
some indentation of the black anteriorly, so the black did not form a
straight line.

Similar species and how eliminated: gon,ated from Ring-bill by gray head and manthé,
wing-tip, size, character of terminal tail band, and bill color and shape. Separated
from Franklin's by wing tip pattern (in face of nearly white tail, ie 2nd year bird)

Did any one disagree or have reservations about identification? Initially we were
uncertain, but thought Laughing most 1ikely. After making notes, consulting books, and
If yes, explain: finding the bird again, we felt certain of the identification.

Viewing conditions: give lighting, distance (how measured), and optical equipment:
Moderately heavy overcast. Excellent comparison with other gulls when bird standing on ice,
seen close up in flight in PM. 50 yds when on ice; 30 ft in flight. 20x, 50x scopes, 8x binoc.

Previous experience with species and similar ones: Have seen many winter birds on Texas coast.

References and persons consulted before writing description: AM notes made first. Then
looked at Robbins, Peterson, and Grant and consulted with Pete Petersen before finding the
How long before field notes made? this form completed? bird again.

30 min AM, :5 min PM. 24 hours copied.
MAIL TO: T. H. Kent, Field Reports Editor, 211 Richards Street, Iowa City IA 52240
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POCUMENTATION FORM for extraordinary bird sightings in Iowa 82-3¢
What species? 2 Vi How many? /

Location?_Lad sd Dam 14 on MissSsigpi
Type of habitat?_uwwﬁ_m_m

When? date(s):Ditember M. H¢2 time: joam tO M2 00 gy 2:67- 3°95mm,

Who?your name and address:_ThAsm#aS T $7pud¥
others with you:_ 7om Ken?

others before or after you:_&a;_a?h,_ep_m

Describe the bird(s) including only what you observed. Inc]ude size, shape, details
of all parts (bill, eye, head, neck, back, wing, tail, throat, breast, belly, under
tail, legs, feet). Also mention voice and behavior.

The bird was First $f€m wiTh § hkm‘y ang [ L‘;,-;.‘l,{v,m, Shapt $:m'[iar Y Rirg.
birted, $:2e sf.‘;ifé' Smaller . '
B/ was tww Yontd, suter half Yo Tip blark 00 wppic and bty mandible | Tanes kel ok

bitl % base was dark Lul BghTec Them outer vip, B wilrh aas Tae Same oF bagy
as aT Tip, vz.‘nrh‘lléJ's 4itl whs Luthous av Tp. el

Facial 4rea ar past of b;1 sms « divty whire, paad vas Flhched gray From foretbnd

fusr EYE, Lrrwn ales and Jach ot Mead. Eye wns black wivh & Thin whiYe e ’,ﬂ.‘f‘

iT. Hren belrn it e has ThE gamg Fray 45 abotf,dar idn'T Extend vecy G bbe D p
The ’r-; on ThE htad becami wwrg oncentrated arFdA& bacl ofF TAc }r,.‘/_ ML oy,

- an M" and Crated 4 colier lke 4"‘9"3‘ Carving Forwery. Iﬂn‘#b*
- ’ - ’ / q‘r
Th: 5, A Frent oF Yhe mentle o 7 / “r

ol s . 5 4 S€Ond Yottt 1 ont wh I, e bteks
: w5 4 "{'Jq{eqp gy - J’r-‘hcﬂ\"sh-ﬂd_‘ bleck wirira very $masl o4
SPoT , windbn, ar i ¢ & N
5 ‘";' o Fron? snd of 7k vy Tips. The bhek From YRE primer e
Ao e WIST area . THECE nas & Yhin wh 9t 'fn.‘lr'}y &je o YAE iy
P gl 3 bright white wi'rh Ay Sack 3pPeIs neted i, v T
WIS (reated o Faint band whpn e Yust was hek/ TAE Wit e Reancy.
on bntr ang Upphe Sarbace oF Inil. There nes « ;”f"“‘f- The Pek wistrs P
The 2p-T5. . h’*r Thinm hﬂ‘l‘#crh THE Al JF ML *“/“‘IV.
chtn and Threa? were . Bréas? and andtc parts 194F. BreasT Aa :
dark gray. Leégs and Fest wéré 9r¢e gray. 4 r d Seme SPpccdy Lp
Similar species and how eliminated: Amps,wis 75 shiyitly bope, Al ok have s wi,re 4 40y
Wi'tL whYE Y. S€nd wintfr by wrnl Kave adroeder vn!l ban), sunTip #0725 grey. Byt o pokd ade
A e,
Franklin su)) ‘,V S anallE Color WA and POTS in Nl

Ffdp é s

Did any one disagree or have reservations about identification?

If yes, explain:

Viewing conditions: give lighting, distance (how measured), and optical equipment:
ovéreasT Yo wloe yis Erfum e

7% bineenlars, 2ok scop€, S0k $Copt

Previous experience with species and similar ones: aeat » 7% ThiS $P€C/NL, oy Ko I wn Y4
Frenktin's sull S o
G a . . . boec mentrabd (4 rnl o
References and persons consulted bit_o’r;;e“f-.‘v\r"iizﬂg' descmptwn.-ﬁ-: M g w”ﬁwP’h_m; gl
gATIag rmmbdreTREY aFrtr L7
this form completed?  74er, £ 1 metes

wEré

'MAIL TO: T. H. Kent, Field Reports Editor, 211 Richards Street, Iowa City IA 52240 Todsp

How long before field notes made? 3=¥ *




SOCUMENTATION FORM for extraordinary bird sightings in Iowa

..-—-/

. £2-3¢
What species? Laus A?ug Gg,,i’ ' How many? I’ (o we)

LY

Location? Loockot Daw ¥4 CPleasect Va/{é;/;; Sco Mo, TA-
Type of habitat? Vs I ;g‘ge-;:'p:),‘ River * Pcﬂn.ﬁ'? Ug_areas ::.fowg S guce

When? date(s):_D ¢c. [9./992 time: 2//5 f;.ﬁ.to 200 fi,
Dec. 20, (482 I AF +o 7.00 Akt
Who?your name and address: P-e,, v Co Poteyscn 2 3;&_{_’/&[4“ Bl ﬂdv-‘?:/fts-_,?

. ‘ )
others with you:(Zg /Te vy fou Pc,zl:;cm. 7—.‘(/‘7“,454‘!“ T Staudt, Bob Linden
(2/2p € arl S ff)’L-eh. e ~T i P er
others before or after you: wf%g’ 8P s staudt il
120~ sec wuder (204
Describe the bird(s) including only what you observed. Include size, shape, details
of all parts (bill, eye, head, neck, back, wing, tail, throat, breast, belly, under
tail, legs, feet). Also mention voice and behavior. Tpieal wdl, “suatleriban
I+-c V';,"“ﬁ Gq_[[} un:‘f“& ;-f-, d—b’*“’% Rt‘a“ b:ﬂdgtf. "'/( deé q,+ +;F. [fﬂ 4"*&;‘-4}&54:@,
W‘«L"{-Ga b‘d a Ve 5[;_: u,fJEV", -F“Ce Wﬁc*{-c "—+ b‘-“-’-— ,_fho Jka/un:‘ﬁru«.‘j yefﬂhn"‘%’F
wead, 5 ullwhtde [ine over ‘)’e-'g‘“a"’“g:““/( heavy ovdgadkergrey Mawt-le solid
navma:{-to“/‘”‘“{"""“"“{' Srprimaring black with 3 "‘““““’*—‘HFF"‘( gkt B, {JW
! st | [2q 5 g repg e, e GoSek: bde i oF freck ustakore Back st
R < ' "€
* ﬁr/ Wrdsey - WA g ¢ lowed whtfe +ratltug edge.-Fv—ombéja“f Tad( white wita 5:7&::
b lack +‘ep‘w{ feathers, '
h—u—_‘_—-—-——_' LY
6]” .br-aMf;ﬁ(:jlf/(),Jl/a.zé d_‘f-h(?, Hfﬂl( weotf ['Ec‘{j Féyron %P*b“k- ur-ul’tv‘b//

e \-Foy m-[ﬂ.-,"le_ ,Mam‘l'(\?j Vc.‘;/) '{‘P‘q? /(" "‘3 e/j e 4‘-!-_ Lt Mj u.,(t{“lLﬁ'/ Mﬂﬁ‘{‘ no \/'l (Caé/é’ ﬂgzu-ﬁc'ﬁ
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Leg s;?:’cy;;ﬂ-

similar species and how eliminated: ¥ ivew 4(ius Gotl —S4-his beed Mad wo white
b wupper sarJece o wing b efucen black ¥-j ye),-arel-ﬁ', 4:«&-.‘{—'3 regron = 3
b

4’.&'-&_ d"Fk"-‘-J, no /(‘5 h+ ‘Hf Dm‘,./(.

12/144 20

Did any one disagree or have reservations about identification?__un,.

If yes, explain: :

Viewing conditions: jve lighting, distance (how measured), and optical_ e uipment:
d) Eeb—cq .‘-‘f‘ _.F:‘},(y b/}ag‘l'f" 3:‘5-{-4“&- T5-/50 )-’"‘J‘ “JI’GJ'\ gpupfce’ Baq_ IPFOVM.Kéllﬂﬁé%
"2/{‘7 ,_fﬁ‘s’-‘r’o r...-r{’-"rfm bm-cuﬁh’, (5 oK ED Fcopfe- u_-;._—}d(‘?o*;;-x’) r"wf‘& [0O0 wtn

T lephoto lens. 130~ 30iesplicd acuip 2L0) 0000, G TS e o
Previous ex;ffmence with s’pée_emes an smnlg/r; ONeS: Maick obs °u e oas T-(12P0)fov g bing®
ran

Gever PR TR ) (T rr’[‘ . “s /
References and persons consulted before writing description: Criitclanlls ¢ heehe

pefove birdseen pott o : .
;,% on? before field notes, made? ° Qw’ﬁ% obs. th}s form comp]eted?'%’l‘! Uos: 0 2 b,
I Mote, maehcE: Lo - VE ! Crc. ;’r 1_.5*“ F 1o LP

wATI TO- T. H. Kent, Field Reports Editor, 211 Richards Street, It;ma City IA 52240




DOCUMENTATION FORM for extraordiriary bird sightings in Iowa

§2-3¢

What sp‘ecies? How many? {

Location?

Type of habitat? flicer
When? date(s') Mﬂgg time: 4 4S5 AMtO_Jp 30 BN Ectimst

Who?your name and address

others with you: MKM%MMMJ

others before or after you:

Describe the bird(s) including only what you observed. Include size, shape, details
of all parts (bill, eye, head, neck, back, wing, tail, throat, breast, belly, under

tail, legs, feet). Also mention voice and behavior. é,}cﬂgMd/éf L Climmtertian

Rins-Billed Gull. wirgs &Mﬁwﬂe Gy 1PS blagk, theavdite otips. Bell
breast; #hppat andd head vhite. Heaol with gmymnﬁ: in+be ba k. Fdrt/mv/aj

lower cheeks uhiter: Eye dark. G //ol—{,’:g}'pén}f Ia// LZ»?‘: with black onceater
tail feathers clase 1o the .
WA/Iamwj at L+ 014 +hoe Lird Pev owerme whea Tuase éwe/ outolf
+he cars Iran indo Fter A Comp oy a«/ Fete +I */n/ﬁ?u, aév’uﬂfvc él*’/ whi
we watched it F £y arp L It Sovnlalded on the ice with Herrns Gulls a
ore ﬁqj@/fd&ul/ ThiSung a M/amﬂoc TovoShae. Iwéonfivm/a/\éfemlﬂ

acollgot my 3:#,0:30&#:,4%/ The lyfm/mg dﬂ/ Hereand Zdsoned rhpreevig
frem alont 50y ﬂn:ls for abourt 15 mjrrfes e almast-back™ -.v‘m‘f'ﬁ @, -}ée
(ju// ﬁewwrMa Gopains Givins ME a_éw gérial views<

Similar species and,how eliminated: Fracklied Gull is ..S'Ma//;r +hing ;//c;/ 514
o h hasa h mj hﬁ:a ma»t:& F‘r..shm;fz; Lxxs s dark At g1 S. O,
birds Wave white- Hecﬁ' black— Zibe wucsfy&

J“‘S I H
ICom “J thesize Mﬂ#s-&/ Gulld Seweral H 8”‘/»5 Gulls vearby- :
Did any one dxsagree or ave reservations about identification? ¥ ,e,/

?_YeS, LTuazs Camces
it the white wisk Tips ustill T toirwcl Photosraob Showisc H's
on a /a(jlz /45 Couell. The phote was ot 6 wivter planase it o
Viewing conditions: give lighting, j1stance (how measured), and optical equ1py
&/yuj/ ﬁ/d//a'/' 50)@’/5(&9") 57#/45 onr ICL, S 5‘ a 3LX Scqpe ova fryp

also 1w Fhe air at varius Histovces usins EXHC biroctlavs. ds da;eas .ﬂé‘#
Previqus experience w}th species and similar ones: AMany/ Sk7#ep ﬁuﬂ«cbf

If yes, explain:

Carolivar-South Cavoliza coasts ja (475, Mavy FralklinsGall, Sot. ""'/
References and persons consulted befor writing description: )%-f'g, @J&fa
he Buds (Rt o tQ00), Masy ofler

How long before field notes made? 4/c mé this form completed? [/ 2@5

MAIL TO: T. H. Kent, Field Reports Editor, 211 Richards Street, I&wa City IA 52240
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DOCUMENTATION FORM for extraordinary bird sightings in Iowa

What species? LauéL'merull o P, atvie; Hg) How many? | (one)
Location? Lock + Dam 14 off 05.67 between Betendovf and Le Claire |owa Seott
vnty on T ¢
i 1

lowaside ef Ha MiscisSivyi
Type of habitat? RBive wes loafing on leg i e

When? date(s): Dee 1982 time: 2:40 to 2:5S pm.

Who?your name and address: Fyancis L. Moore 264 Western Ave., Waterloo, 1A S070)
others with you: Ae

others before or after you: Pete ¥ My, Leo frterson, fom 3 Tous S silaes

Describe the bird(s) including only what you observed. Include size, shape, details
of all parts (bill, eye, head, neck, back, wing, tail, throat, breast, belly, under
tail, legs, feet). Also mention voice asng bzhavior.

B'wd was éjpiul J"’” 31\‘,{0._ 4 was - on [ Ce with 4 Rin_g—lvi”ﬂ* Gulls 4o +he
left of it aed o Hewing 6ull dicectly behind i 1#was smaller thaw the Ring-
billed's avk a lo+ smaller Hoon +He Iva.('mﬁ, The +ip of +he bill was blackish
w.mj s a h{l..tcr coley ot base (o bnwnis’f\_ca[or e + ?'mkw ~1el(-uir(). vi.
bill did wet seem 43 lavge ot He Hp as tla \an-hl{'h_oumu impression of
Ho bwd was +hat if wes mudh rener o all Hwpo He RinqL"”"- 1+ had
|13L\- g«aﬁ’dk wosh to He nick arst breest and a whl‘l’ii'{x Lt“j.{"Lﬁ G by

was alve weshos widh but whitish ot Hla vppev base do Ho Lill, Tl
f—til— wes clu(k.. uul‘l'l\ a hin o'p& 51&“‘1\_ W“Il‘“ﬁ/‘- -c\,.g,..(',,, Wbov-‘- and b-l—{ou-.
Tt\l—&ﬂa_c"lrldb behind “'Lw.qu-' wes a davker Y b L arnee, The

aeen it Hlu hind ek ad eitond ing bocusind B loveast was a |iHle dudkey
qoon Hoam Ho bremst with & lighter prea divrectly in font of Ho wing.

‘11;.9_ Mﬂd"-ﬂ. was a medivm ~oy T

mfe spots at Ha ti soﬂ‘H" ;:h&’f“ 7."(':'( Maiou{S) P‘rimi"‘; Heve
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Comments on the gull recently seen at Lock 14 (Iowa record 82-36).
Several features suggest to me that this bird is not a Laughing gull:

1. Proportions: Laughing gull is small-headed, big-billed, long in the wing and body,
long-legged. It has a very horizontal stance when at rest. The Davenport bird is
built like a miniature Herring gull, shorter in the body and wing, short-legged,
with a proportionally large head and a diminuitive bill.

2. Plumage and soft parts: In the color photos the mantle appears too pale for Laughing,
although this could be an artifact; I have seen similarly-pale photos of g@nuine
Laughing. But as far as I know Laughing always lakks the subterminal white spot in
the outer primary, tends to have dark mottling on the head that is smudgy rather
than speckly, lacks the dark shawl effect that this bird has, and at any plumage
has an all-dark bill (dark blackish red in the breeding seasom, black at other times).
Also has dark legs.

If the bird is not a Laughing gull, what is it?

Many features of its plumage indicate that it is one winter away from full adult plumage:
the lack of brown/mottled juvenile feathers in wing-coverts or body, the lack of a dark
bar on secondaries or carpal region, the irregular and rather faint dark subterminal
band on the tail, and the bill with paler basal part and dusky tip. For a gull of this
size, this indicates second-winter plumage.

Most of the medium-sized larids can be ruled out:
California is too large and has too large a bill.

Kittiwake in second-winter plumage lacks a prominant nuchal collar and lacks the
subterninal white spot in the outermost primary in any plumage. Second-winter also
lacks tailband. )

Franklin's gull moults into def. adult plumage in its second winter, but is extremely
unlikely to occur in the interior US at this time of year. However it should have a
more distinct and concentrated 'partial hood' and ought to lack the 'shawl'. Before
the primary moult it should lack the subterminal white spot in the outermost primary
and after it it should have both extensive white in the medial portions of the
primaries and white tips to the inner ones, all of which this bird lacks.

Ring-billed and Mew gull remain. The latter has several subspecies, one (L.c. canus)
found in Europe, a vagrant on the NE coast of North America, and another (L. c. brachy-
rynchus) breeding in northern Alaska and the NW Territories of Canada and wintering

on the Pacific coast; the latter is a much more likely vagrant to the midwest, and
shows some slight plumage differences from the European subspecies. Despite its rarity,
I believe that the Davenport bird is of this species, for the following reasons:

1. The diminuitive size and tiny bill (although dwarf Ring-bills have been
reported from the NE U.S.).

2. The darkness of the mantle (Mew gull is darker than Ring-billed).

3. The extremely heavy mottling on the head and neck and the clouding of the
underparts with dusky. (Ring-billed is quite clean in this plumage and only
very lightly speckled on the head and neck, clean white below.)
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4. The prominent white tertial crescents; not so marked in the Ring-bill.

5. Features indicative of L. c. brachyrynchus rather than L. c. canus are
the incomplete tail-band, and the dusky on the alula and primary coverts;
L. ¢. canus is said to lack these.

Literature consulted:

Ridgeway, R. Birds of North and Middle America (not very helpful).
Bent, A. C. Life Histories of North American Gulls and Terns. (descriptions of
second-winter plumages).
Dwight, J. The Gulls (Laridae) of the World. Bull.Am. Mus. Nat. Hist. 52 (1925).
Lauro and Spencer, A Method for Separating Juvenal and First-Winter Ring-
billed Gulls (Larus delawarensis) and Common Gulls (Larus canus).
(Mostly about how to separate L. delawarensis from L. c. canus; a few
comments on 2-w plumages and L. c. brachyrynchus.) Am. Birds 43(2):111.
Grant, P. J. Gulls: A Guide to Identification. (Detailed descriptions of
L. delawarensis and L. c. canus.) )

Weber, J.W. The Larus Gulls of the Pacific Northwest's Interior, Part II.
_ Continental Bridlife 2(3):74, 1981. (Mantle colors of western North
American gulls.) - ,
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March 15, 1983 '
Dear Pete,

Having carefully reviewed the record of the gull this winter, I am
in complete aéreenent with Mike Newlon that 't_he bird is a 2nd winter
Mew Gull. As you no doubt have already realized Laughing Gull is totally
out of the question for a wide variety of reasons, so I won't dwell on
them here. The only question is if the bird is a Ring-billed or a Mew
Gull. For a variety of reasons I feel that the bird is clearly Mew.
First the size (smaller than ad jacent Ring-billeds) is clearly 1ndic;ative
of Mew as is the thin appearing bill. Also indicative is the large (& dark)
appearing eye in the head. I've always been 1npresaed with that feature
on our Mew Gulls. Ofcourse the a.ppa.ren£ da.rk iril indicative of Mew as
a 2nd winter Ring-billed Gull would have a yellawish-gray or a whitish-
gray iris color. The dark mantle is also a feature that is most helpful.
I find Mew Gulls to have the same mantle shade as a California Gull, being
substantially darker than the mantle color of either the Ring-billed or
the Herring. Additionally the troad white trailing edge to the wing (esp.
on outer secondaries, is a feature that I think might be helpful in telling
it from Ring-billed which has a thinner white trailing edge against a paler . -
mantle, although this character needs more study. ?he C\)&B color is also
wrong for Ring-billed, typically by 2nd winter they a y have a rather
adult like subterminal black band, although the overall bill colcn:‘,tiefm's e
duller. Finally, the extensive brown head wash (including the sides of
the neck) is perfect for Mew and wrong for Ringesbilled. A 2nd winter Ring-
billed would appear whiter headed and the brown visible would be in the form
of distinct streaks rather than a wash. Another feature that might be
helpful in comparing 2nd winter birds of these two species is the wing
tip pattern. I often get a feeling that in Mew there is a more extensive
black crescent formed by extensive dark tips to the greater primary coverts.
It gives & double dark bar on the wing. To me Ring-billed appears more solidly
dark. This feature needs more checking.

I am also in agreement with Mike that the bird is our race, brachyrynchus.
I don't know nominate canus well but that form typically lacks dark in
the tail in 2nd winter, has more distinct head streaks (like Ring-
billed) rather than a wash and would appear somewhat larger billed.

In summary I can find absolutely nothing wrong for your bird being
a 2nd winter Mew Gulll. That was my immediate reaction upon looking at
the photos and nothing has swayed my opinion since. I would be happy

(over)
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to answer additional correspondence on the subject if needed, including
why the bird isn't a Laughing, but I assume that this possibility has
been dismissed.
One final comment- the photos are perfectly adequate to establish
the identity of the bird, even without the field notes, although the
notes are helpful and are certainly an important part of the record.

|}
L

All the best Pete,

e e

-Jon Dunn
4710 Dexter Dr., #7 '
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
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105-K E. Ticonderosga Dr,
Westerville, OH 43081
March 17, 1983

Dear Tom:

ohe k:.:b-\rc_/,
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The other gull 1s much more interesting., The photographs con-
clusively eliminate Laughing and Franklin's Gulls based on bill, head,
leg and wing pattern characteristics, Overall size and bill size and
shape would appear to eliminate California Gull. What remains is
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Tom Kent
March 17, 1983
page 2

distinzuishing between a Mew Gull a2nd an aberrant Ring-billed., My
thouzhts are as follows:

1. Dark gray mantle: although not clearly shown in the photos,
if the mantle was noticeatly darker than the adjacent gulls
(which every observer seemed to agree), this characteristic
probably provides the strongest evidence of a Mew Gull.

2. Dark eyes Ring-billeds normally have a yellow iris in second-
winter plumage while Mews have brown iris. This field mark is
also very supportive of a Mew Gull identification, ’

3. The dusky head markiﬁg aren't typical of a Ring-billed'and more
suggestive of a Mew Gull, Eowever, these markings are variable
and I wouldn't base an identification on them,

4, The white spots on the outer primaries are the proper size for
a Mew Gull and larger than a typical Ring-billed., However, I
have observed 1 or 2 Ring-billed with similar spots,

5. The white edgings on the tertials are larger than a typical
Ring-billed but this feature is also variable tp some extent,

6. The overall size and bill size and shape appear correct for a
Mew Gull but I have seen a number of diminutive Ring-billeds
that are quite similar., These features are important but not
necessarily indicative of elther specles,

Based on the photos and documentations, I feel confident the bird was
a Mew Gull. While it may be premature, I would like to include this
sighting in the winter report (I feel that confident). If you want
me to wait, let me know, If possible, can you send me coples of the
black and white prints that I placed an X beside? If you can't get
them to me by April 15, send them directly to Bob Arbib,

Several unrelated comments., The earliest spring Pectoral
Sandpiper in Ohio 1s Feb, 28, 1981 (see the winter season 1981 issue
of American Birds). I presume your February sighting was an early
migrant rather than a wintering bird based on the substantial migra-
tion of other early species at. that time, Secondly, I have accumulated
a number of gull slides over the years and have glven talks on gull
jdentification., If you think the Iowa Ornithologists Union would
benefit from such a talk, let me know and perhaps we could work out
the details,

I hope these comments are useful to you, Let me know if I can
provide further assistance,

Sincerely,

-

ruce Peter john
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