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Dennis Thompson
LETTERS

Bruce Peterjohn to James Dinsmore, 24 Aug 1987

[Tom Kent] to Bruce Peterjohn, 28 Nov 1987

Bruce Peterjohn to Tom Kent, 5 Dec 1987
REFERENCE

Field Reports: IBL 57:120

Records Committee: IBL 58:75
VOTE: 3-IIX, 2-IV, 1-V, 1-V1

V. If this were a Laughing Gull and the underparts, throat,
and neck were white and the mantle all gray, the bird would have
to be at least Second Summer in age. If so, all features of the
description are indeed consistent with Laughing Gull. The long
drooping bill and pot-bellied appearance are very good as is the
lack of white in the wingtips. Several things prevent me voting
this as a convincingly documented record. First, this was a five
minute observation with notes not taken for 24 hours after
consulting a number of references. The observer said that
Seabirds was consulted to determine the age, but the age was not
described in the documentation. This is very tempting, but I
still have some doubts.

VI. Bird seen for 5 minutes at 50 yards. Head fits first
summer Franklin’s, but eye ring not mentioned. Bill sounds like
adult Laughing. How long is long? Wing and tail fit first summer
Franklin’s. Body shape sounds like Laughing, but subjective. Pure
white tail with incomplete hood does not fit any age Laughing
Gull. Best fit is 1st summer Franklin’s, there are some
inconsistencies.

III. Pretty good description and Franklin’s Gull comparison.
Head pattern does not quite fit but rest of descritpion is pretty
convincing. It is evident from the description that the observer
has experience with both species.

IV. A very interesting description that almost has me
convinced except for these questions in my mind. (1) First
statement says "black-head gull"--then a statement indicates
"posterior half of head was black-rest white." Was bird in molt
or what? Draw me a picture. (2) Statement says, "bill long,
droopy"--how long? and what is droopy? (3) Why was no mention
made of presence or lack of white mirror at base of black on
primaries?

ITII. Observer conveys a good feel for "jizz" of Laughing Gull,
a factor completely lacking in 87-15 above.

IV. See 87-15. Discussion of shape more impressive here, but
plumage details lacking. Tail said to be "pure white," bill
"long." However only "posterior half" of head black, which fits
1st summer Franklin’s better than Laughing in any plumage. I
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could be convinced that this was a Laughing Gull. If so, however,
87-15 probably was also. Timing of record greatly favors
Franklin’s.

III. I am not pleased to find myself voting in favor of a
Laughing gull. Plumage pattern could be either species, but long,
droopy, red bill is just what one would look for to distinguish
Laughing from certain Franklin’s gulls. Bleh!



§1-c6
105-K E. Ticonderoga Dr.
Westerville, OH 43081
24 Augz, 1987

James Dinsmore

Dept, of Animal Ecology
124 Science II

Iowa 3tate University
Ames, IA 50011

Dear Jim,

Many thanks for promptly sending the Iowa summer report as well
as the suvpplemental information. Your promptness and thoroughness
makes my task much easier.

With regards to the rarities cited in your report, ny thoughts
are as follows:

Black-bellied Whistling-Ducks An intriguing record. Certainly common
in captivity and most previous extralimital records are thought
to te escapes, However, this species is increasing and expanding
its range and is certainly a candidate for vagzrancy. At present,
I intend to treat it as a conjectural record, realizing that
future sightings may eventually indicate it was actually a legiti-
mate vagrant,

Prairie Falcon:s Intuitively, this sighting does not sit well with me,
His description sounds fairly good, but I am troubled by the
bird's "buffy breast", I have never seen a Prairie Falcon that
appeared to have buffy underparts. I wonder if he wasn't looking
at juvenile Swainson's Hawks or perhaps even Red-taileds, Given
the known breeding range of Prairie Falcons, I can't accept this
records without better detaills.,

Laughing Gullss: Both records are definitely second-year Franklin's
Gulls,

Aufous Humnmingbird: This sighting will not be included unless I
receive some substantiatine details. Could easilv be last year's
bird returning to the same feeder, but I need some details,

Steller's Jay:t Not the nmost detailed descrintion but the documenta-
tion leaves little doubt that the hird was correctly identifled,
Given the time of year, it must have escaped or been turned loose,
I intend to treat it as a conjectural sicshting.

Hope you have another eventful fall migration in Iowa. The
birdinz has been rather routine here with no unusunl raritles, This

weekend's cold front was accompanied by the first wave of passerines
with at least 19 species of wartlers along Lake Erie yesterday,

Sincerely,

Damee_
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<8 Nuv 1987

Bruce Feter 1ohn
15—k E. Ticonderoga Dr.
westerville, UOH 43081

Dear Bruce,

[ understand that Uennis Thompson was quite upset when the [0U
Records Committee did not accept his Laughing Gull sighting at
savlorville Res. on 29 June 1987. In your letter to Jim Dinsmore
ot <4 Aug you state. "Both records are definitely second-year
Franklin s bBulls.”

Could you provide us with your reasoning so that we can use your
experience to explain to Dennis why he was i1ncarrect 1in his
1identit+tication. [ enclose a copy of the documentation and a copy
ot the comments +rom our Records Committee review.

Jur tall has been warm and a bit slow, except tor a Groove—-billed
Ani that was very cooperative for three weeks. The gulls are
st1ll not down 1n big numbers. For the third year i1n a row I took
a pre—-Thanksgiving tour of NW Iowa, but didn 't +ind much unusual
except for the lack ot 10UUs of horned larks, longspurs, and snow
buntings we had the last two years when 1t was cold and snowy.

Editing the Jjournal has curtailed my birding a lot. I did get to
Colorado this summer for a few days: aotherwise, [ haven’'t been on
any big trips since California 1n 19285 and Alaska in 1986.

Ll

I hope all is going well with vou.

With best regards,



¥I1-r¢

105-K E. Ticonderoga Dr.
Westerville, OH L430R1
5 Dec. 1987

Tom Kent
211 Richaris St,
Iowa Citv, IA 52240

Dear Tonm,

Sorry to hear that vour birding has been somewhat curtailed
Aurine the past yvear but I can certainly sympathlze with your
situation, I have undertaken the task of writing a hook on the birds
of Chio and most of my spAare time will be davoted to that endeavor
(At least until July or Ausust).

4ith regards to Dennis Thompson's gull sichtine (29 June 109R7
at 3aylorville Reservoir), adults of both Franklin's and Lauching
Gulls wonld still have complete black hoods Aurinz late June, The
description of a partial hood ("vosterior half of head was black,
rest white”) indicates a bird in second sumner plumage (they attain
their adult plumacze by their third year).

dis description of the partial hood was perfect for a second

summer Franklin's Gull, Laughing Gulls have a more variable head
pattern in this vlumacge, liost have no hlack at all, rather a poorly
Aefined zravish-brown collar of variable width across the back of the
hnqd A minoritv will have some block feathers mixed with the oray
collar, A few will even have failrly extensive black heads, hnt white
faatnersg are scattersd thronzhout and sive a decided mottlsd annear-
ance to the head rather than a clear cut partial hood (see plate #1190
in the first edition of Grant's gull identification book for such a
dAark headed Lanchinr Gull or plate #155 in the second edition).
Thompson's description of a clear cut partial hood just does not fit
any second summer Lauchinz Gull I have seen,

The Aescrited wing pattern could fit either specles, While some
second summer Franklin's will have 2 few white terminal "mirrors" on
the primaries, many do not and have entirely black primaries similar
to a Lauching Zull,.

dis description of size and shape was based totally on subjective
characteristics (2nd he did not state which other specles were present
for direct comvarison). Additionally, both species are scomewhat
variable with regards to these characteristics and a male Franklin's
can closely approach a female Laughinz Gull in bill features, overall
size and shape (see measurenents in Grant's book for exanple).

In conclinsion, his descrintion did not satisfactorily eliminate
Franklin's 3ull and the most important characteristic (head pattern)
was more consistent with Franklin's than Laucghing Gull,



#1116

Tom Kent
5 Dec, 1987
page 2

Hope this discussion is useful., The birding has been fairly
iull in Ohio this fall as well. We had two male Rufous umminzbirds
and a fairly zood flicht of Sabine's Gulls and Hded Phalaropes along
Lake Erie, Otherwise, its been rather routine, By the way, I wonder
where all the sulls are, The numbers along Lake Zrie have been dismal
all fall, even Ring-billeds which are normally incredibly abundant at

this tine of the year,

Sincerelyvy,

uce Petet john
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BIRDS: VERIFYING WATION OF AN EXTRAORDINARY SIGHT RECORD,
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6. Description of size, shape and color-pattern @escribe in great detail all parts of the
plumage,- and beak and feet coloratiom, in addition, to the diagnostic characteristics,
but include only what actually was seen in the field): -
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16. Did the others agree with ycur identification? —

17. Other observers who independently identified this bird: ~ .
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18. Books, illustrations and advice consulted, and how did these influence this descrit:lon:
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