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AN INEXPENSIVS BAND OPENER 
By J. Kenneth Long, Jr. 

In trying to figure out an easy method of 
opening bands, I designed a simple tool out of two 
sixteen penny nails. 

The procedure is as follows: 

First bend the two nails to shape, using a 
vise. (Both nails are shaped and made identically.) 

Then flatten the pointed end by hammering 
against a hard surface. 

Next, file the flattened ends of the nails to 
shape, and then drill a J/64" hole where the two 
nails are to be joined. 

cut off the head and use a short piece of 
snug-fitting wire to rivet the two nails together. 

Finish by filing the point to fit in a size 0 
band. 

The finished project should look something 
like this: 

Bands are opened by inserting the point in the band and squeezing 
the handles. 

I have found that this opener will open bands from size Oto size 
JA easily and it is small enough to be readily carried in a pocket. 

315 North Fayette st., Shippensburg, Pa. ttt 
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MORE ON THE TRAVELS OF Ir.ERRING GULLS 
By John V. Dennis and William Pepper 
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At t he April 22, 1961 EBBA meeting , .Mabel_Gilles~ie present~d a paper 
results obtained from Herring Gull banding durin g the period 1929-

ol'I th6 Martha • s Vineyard Island and nearby Muskega t Island, both in Viass-
1960 on This paper appeared i n t he July-August 1961 issue of EBBA N~NS, .. usetts. ,a,1 

Mrs• Gil lesp i e in her paper has ve ry capably summarized the results 
i ned from 185 r ecoveries , Since he r presentation a number of new recov­

obta. have bee n r eceived and als o she did not include a substantial number 
r1es ' • e · ovari es obtained by banders opera ting from Nantucket. Although Herrin g 

of re have been banded for years by Mrs. Edi th Andrews and others from 
ou~t~cket , not unt il t he summers of 1959 and 1960 were these operations on 
Nalarge scale. During Jul y and ear l y August, 1960, for example, Nantucket 
' nder s opera tin g on Nant ucket and nea rby Tuckernuck and Muskegat Islands 
~8. 0unte d f or a banding t ot al of J ,800 gull nestlings -- 102 Great Black­
a~:ked Gulls, 240 Laughin g Gul l s , and J ,458 Herring Gulls, Mrs. Gi~lespie 
b i ncl uded some of th e Muskegat rec overies from these operations in her 
~;or t. However , we have an additi onal 91 recoveries distri buted between 
ll the vari ous island bandin g opera t~ons, and it seems appropriate now 

~ group th ese wi t h the rec overies al re ady reported upon by Mrs. Gillespie, 
W~ do t hi s now, not with the tho ught of altering or contradictin g any of 
the conclusi ons arri ved at by Mrs. Gil lespie, but simply to complete the 
record, as it were. 

Like Mrs. Gillespie we do not include as a recovery birds found dead 
at the breeding colonies where they were banded, 

Our total of 276 recoveries (including those already reported upon by 
Mrs, Gillespie) are distributed between different provinces, states, and 
other p9litical divisions as follows: 

Prince Edward I s Island 1 North Carolina 11 
New Brunswick 4 South Carolina 3 
Michigan 1 Geor gia 4 
.Maine 9 Florida 23 
New Hampshire 1 Bahamas 1 
Massachusetts 79 Cuba 1 
Rhode Island 20 Alabama 1 
Connecticut 11 Mississippi 4 
New York 48 Louisiana 6 
New Jersey 25 Texas 14 
Delaware 5 Mexico 2 
Maryland 3 

276 Vir ginia 9 
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Beginning with the more northern group of recoveries lfrom Prince 
Edward• s Island to New Hampshire, we are struck mainly by their fewn 
in . number . These recoveries account for only 5.8 percent of the tot 818 

Another striking feature is the short interval of time, in most case a • 
between banding and recovery. The average time interval is three mo~' 
The interval in three cases was be tween 8 months and one year, but inth,, 
other cases it was less than two and one half months. The Prince li:d1,1a aJ.t 
Island recovery was of a bird banded as a nestling on July 11 and rec ~t, 
on August 1 5. · 011,t'§r 

_ A gull at Alpena in. north Michigan on Lake Huron has already been 
commented upon by Mrs. Gillespie who describes this recovery as ~robae4-
aberrant". This gull, recovered eight months after banding, is indeect 
far off the lanes of travel followed by our island gulls . We do note 
have al'.l intermediate recovery to suggest whether its route might have ~en 
by the Hudson or st. Lawrence. 8111 

We can agree with Mrs. Gillespie who describes the late summer aiid 
early fall movement northward as '1slight" . It might be addeq that aU t 
northern recoveries, omitting the one from Michigan, were on or near thehe 
seacoast. Those recoveries not directly on the seacoast were short 
distances up major river systems . 

Turning to Massachusetts, where 79 or 28 percent of the recoveries 
were located, we find that by far the greatest number are distributed on 
Cape Cod and the coastal mainland of Massachusetts. As mentioned by Mr~ 
Gillespie, the obvious route for Herring Gulls moving southward would be• 
fi.rst to Cape Cod and the mainland and this to be followed by a coastal 
movement toward the wintering grounds . 

Seventeen of the Massachusetts recoveries were on the same island 
where the gulls were reared (but not at the breeding colonies themselve:s) 
two were on nearby islands in the Elizabeth group, four were of Muskegat ' 
birds recovered on Martha • s Vineyard, and fifty-six were from the Cape •or 
the coast of Nassachusetts mainland. There were no recdlveries whatsoever 
that indicated anything but a northward or westward movement within the 
island breeding colonies themselves. Not even an adult gull banded as a 
nestli~g on Martha's Vineyard has been recovered westward on Muskegat, 
Tuckernuck, or Nantucket. This no;t only indicates a strong immediate 
northward orientation on the part of young gulls (which does not seem to 
be interfered with by offshore winds), but also it indicates that there 
is no colonization eas .tward by gulls from the more westward islands. Of 
the four recoveries of Muskegat rea red gulls on Martha's Vineyard, two 
were September and October recoveries, respectively, of birds fled ged a 
few months earlier . The other two were of adult gulls aged four and seve!'l 
years, and recovered respectively in July and October. The July recoveey 
is strongly suggestive of a Muskegat reared bird having colonized on 
Martha's Vineyard. 
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· ht be added that only two foreign Herring Gull s have been 
It f~n Nantucket , both birds reared at more northern breeding co~­

reso\l"ere One was banded as a nestling on the Isla of Shoals, New Hampshire, 
"'i,1.e5• overed fifteen years later in September on Nantucket (there is an 
arid ,re~ion that the bird may have been dead some weeks or months ?efore 
~di<W-f d and the band retrieved), The other recovery was a bird banded 
it ~a~es~~ g at Manawagonish Island near St. John, New Brun swick and 
as a •ed nearly two years later on Nantucket. 
t,ecOV6l 

h twenty recoveries in Rhode Island and the eleven recoveries in 
~t~cut (a l l coastal) are entirely in keeping with the coastal movement 

conrte takes place after the young of the year have moved northward to Cape 
t~t d the Massachusetts mainland. To be sure, only about half ( 15) of 
God an ode Island and Connecticut recoveries are young of the ~ear. The 
t~et~ 16) are adults. This lar ge proportion of adult recoveries is sug-
re_s tive at least of colonization in the Long Island Sound and Narragansett 
ges by gulls reared in the Massachusetts is l ano. colonies. Of course 
BaY, ~~~

5
recovery even in mid- summer, is not necessarily indicative of ;~:d~ng at the pi.ace of recovery. Many adults, even at breeding colonies, 

are non-breeders , 

Further , in regard to the Rhode Island and Connecticut recoveries, it 
t be noted that Connecticut with a lon ger coastline has only about ~:u°as many recov eries as Rhode Is l and. Quite a number of factors enter 

into this, Probably the most important is that Herring Gulls in thi~ 
· on do not scrupulously fol lo 14 the inner coa-st , but many travel via 

;~~ Island both in their migration south and return northward, In so 
doing they would be expected to cross Block Isla?d S~und, an o':'er-:"ater 
fli gh.t of about 20 miles on an average. Supporting this crossin g 1s one 
~ecovery of a young of the year from Bl ock Island and no less than forty­
one .. recoveries of young and adults alike from Long Island itself. 

The Long Island recoveries, in contrast to those for Connecticut and 
Rhode Island, reflect a much })igher percenta ge of young birds. ~rbitrarlly 
placing young of year as birds recovered between the time of their being 
fledged and the following March, we find that 28 of the 41 Long Island 
recoveries (or 68 percent) f-all into this young age group, Thus Long 
Islan d shows up more as a migration route tnan a poss ib le breeding area 
t-or gulls colonizing from the island colonies of Massachusetts. 

Another point of interest for Long Is land is that 74 percent of the 
~coveries are reported for the bays and beaches of the south shore . 
The rem.ainin~ recoveries are for inland Long Island and the north shore. 
Here again 1: further indication of outer coastal migration as compared 
fo migration along more inland bodies of 1-iater . 
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Turnin g to recoveries in the vicinity of New York City, we find fo 
for the north side of Long Island Sound in New York State, two for rese ll ll 
voirs near the Hudson, one for the Hudson above New York City, six for r~ 
adjacent towns and cities in New Jersey, three for Staten Island, two f 
the Bronx, and eight for Jamaica Bay, Brooklyn, and Queens. This tnake/ ·l' 
a total of 26 recoveries in the New York City area. Interestin gly enougij 
New York City itself (Manhattan) provides no recoveries at all, 

The recovery on the Hudson was at Cro t on-o n-Hudson about forty mile 
upstream from the Lower Bay. Another recovery somewhat distant from tn/ 
coast in this area is from Hackettst own, New Jersey. We do not have the 
details from the Hackettstown recove ry, but i t seems likely t hat it might 
have been from a nearby lake, such a s Budd Lake or Lake Hopatcon g . 

New Jerse y , with a total of 25 recoveries, is still within an area 
of abundance so far as the island reared birds of Massachusetts are con_ 
cerned. Quite surprisingly the ratio of adults to young has increased. 
Of New Jersey recoveries 64 percent are of adults and J6 percent of young 
(through March of the first year). This is a consid erabl y higher ave rage 
than for either the Connecticut-Rhode Island or the Long Island recov ero..88 
This may suggest breeding, but once again we need to be cautious . in vie w ' 
of so many uncertainties in this re gard. 

Maryland, Delaware and Virginia, with a total of onl y 17 recoveries, 
marks an area of sharp falling off in recoveries. Even the presence of 
many large rivers and bays does not seem to detain the Massachusetts 
gulls. Perhaps those that have gotten this far are bound for much more 
distant points and do not tend to linger. In this area, 76 percent of 
the birds recovered are young by our definition. This is the southern­
most breedin g area of the Herring Gull, but at present the colonies here 
apparently are not large. 

There is little of interest to be found in the recoveries for North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Georgia, which total 18 in number. Coast­
lines in these states would appear to be used primarily as routes of 
transit to more distant points. One of these destinations is Florida 
which has a total of 23 recoveries. 

No less than ei ght of the Florida recoveries are from Jacksonville 
and its vicinity, This large local sample may partly reflect the tendenc~ 
of Herrin g Gulls to locate at river estuaries, in this case the St. Johns, 
Also there may be above average interest in reporting bands in the area. 
The remaining Florida recoveries are well distributed on both coasts. 
There is no pattern whatsoever to suggest a north Florida crossing between 
the Atlantic and the Gulf. Mrs. Gillespie has hinted at such a possibi ]tI 
in her paper, but then added evidence in refutation of this theory. 
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The shortest time interval between banding and recovery, so far as 
the Florida birds are concerned, is four months, and the longest is one 

d one-half years. The average time interval is seven months. 
iin 

In contrast to this evidence, which indicates that four or more 
onths are needed to reach Florida fro m the breeding grounds, is a short 
:eJ'!ll vecovery from Andros Town (on Andros Island?) in the Bahamas. This 
recovery is of a bird banded by Pepper on July 25, 19 57 at Martha's Vine­
ra.td and shot on October 5, 1957 at Andros Town. Andros Island lies some 

150 miles east of the Florida Keys. One wonders if this bird was not 
heading still further south into the West Indies, and therefore was under­
taking a more rapid flight than is cus tomary with Florida destined birds. 
T}1e 1957 edition of the A.O. U. Check-list states that the Herring Gull 
winters "thro ughout the West Indies fro m the Bahamas ••• to Barbados." 

A recovery from Havana, Cuba of a bird 'baptured" offers nothing out 
of the ordinary. This bird was banded on July 4, 1956 on Martha's Vineyard 
by Pepper and was recovered five months later on December 1, 1956. 

Turning to the Gulf coast of Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana, we 
find eleven recoveries. As in Florida the shortest interval between 
banding and recovery was four months. The longest interval was seven 
and one-half months. The avera ge intenral bet ween bandin g and recovery 
was five and one-half months. Three recoveries are from just north of 
New Orleans at Lake Pontchartrain or the Mississippi River. 

Texas with fourteen recoveries is slightly ahead of the combined 
total of the three states just mentioned. Six recoveries are from Gal­
veston and the adjacent Galveston Bay area, One recovery is well up the 
Neches River north of Beaumont. The remaining Texas recoveries are widely 
distributed along the coast. Doubtless reflectin g the lon ger time needed 
to reach Texas, as compared to Florida and the north Gulf Coast, the 
shortest time interval between bandin g and recovery was six months. The 
longest interval was twent y-five months. The avera ge interv al between 
banding and recovery was ten months. 

The recovery of a gull at Vera Cruz, Mexico eight and one-half months 
after being banded on Muskegat seems quite nonnal. Our second Mexican 
record, however, offers the most remarkable recovery we have yet obtained. 
This was a bird banded July 18 , 1960 on Muskegat by Pepper and recovered 
on February 20, 1961 at Lake Papagayo near Acapulco in Guerrero Province. 
Mrs. Gillespie, who refers to this recovery, cites it as evidence that 
gulls from the Massachusett s breeding colonies are capable of making 
extensive overland flights. It may be pointed out that the narrowest 
crossing in Mexico is the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, some 120 miles wide. 
After crossing this Isthmus, the gull would have to fly some JOO miles 
Westward along the Pacific coast to reach the vic:i.nity of Acapulco. There 
is a very remote chance that the gull could have reached the Pacific by 
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flight via the Panama Canal . However the Canal is almost beyond the 1 
of the Herring Gull's winter range, and moreover it scarcely seems Pos 1-1ntt, 
that the gull could have covered the tremendous distances involved du~lb le 
the interval of seven months between banding and recovery . It may be /t 
that the Fifth Edition of the A. o. U. Check-list mentions a laughing O cldect 
banded on Muskegat that was recovered at Acajutla on the Pa cific Coast ~ll, 
El Salvador. One can only say that the route these two gulls took to ot 
cross to the Pacific is a Dzy"stery. 

We are indebted to Mrs. Gillespie and Miss Grace Meleney for bri.ngt 
us up to date on their recoveries. Also we greatly appre ciate the assts ~ 
ance we have had from the J. Clinton Andrews, Mrs. Roy E. Larsen, Miss ~ 
Mabel Depue, John Boyd, Bruce Martlett, and still others i n banding 
Herring Gulls. 

John V. Dennis, Box J89, Leesburg, Va. 
William Pepper, 20 E. Bells Mill Rd., Philadelphia 18, Pa. 

BOHEMIAN WAXWING INFORMATION WANTED 
By Mrs. John Lueshen 

ttt 

Because of the numerous reports of Bohemian Waxwings this year I 
have been making a survey. I have had some unusually interesting reports, 
Bohemian Waxwings have been seen from New York to California i n are a s 
seldom or never seen before. 

A nock was found dead, presumed starved, in Huron, South Dakota. 
All available feed had been stripped from the trees there -- the remain­
der of the nock accepted com::ibread at a feeder. 

My husband and I have banded several Bohemian Waxwings. For several 
days only one was here. A pan of water on our doorstep in sub-zero weatl\er, 
attracted his attention. We then put out raisins which he readily 
accepted. In one day he ate 63 raisins. When others also found the 
food and water we baited Potter traps with raisins and as a r esult 
caught nine birds on our doorstep. They returned and were retrapped 
frequently for several days. 

Will SEBA members please help? You can help by answering the 
following questions: 

1. Have you seen Bohemian Waxwings this season? 
When? Where? How many? 
What sort of habitat? 
On what were they feeding? 
How often have you seen them in the past years? (Compare numbers 

with those seen this season). 
Give any observations of behaviorism s , or movements, or facts of 

special interest. 
And please don't forget to add your name and address! 

Wisner, Nebraska t t t 
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A F~r..DER TRAP 
By John R. Given 
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A feeder trap offers an advantage to the weekend bander. For five 
d~ys prospects overcome their timidity and free load. Then on the week 
end it's easy banding. I've had as many as twel ve Tree Sparrows in one 
pull of the string. 

Dimensions are roughly 24 inches square and 6 inches high at each 
opening• One side has suet racks both inside and out and the opposite 
side a small door for removing birds. The two wire m;sh ends are re­
leased by pulling two rods toward a pulley mounted along the roof line. 

It's a very successful trap and I shall be glad to supply complete 
details to anyone interested. 

RFD 1, Croton Ave., Peekskill, N.Y. 

MASON TYPE GROUND TRAP 
Cost only $10,50 postage paid 
Available in kit form from1 

H. E. Harlow, 47 Scotland Rd., Reading, Mass. 

A fi ne trap can now be purchased at reas onable cost. 
Mr~. Bander you can assemble this trap with the blank bird bands 
furnished, using your regular bird-banding tools. 

The Mason Trap is a large two entrance labyrinth type ground trap 
(1811 wide, 24" long, 81

' high). This trap is not a "one at a t1mer" _ 
we have often taken as maey as fifteen birds 1n a single catch. 

ALOO AVAILABLE A TRANSFER CAGE (USEFUL AS A STRING 
CONTROLLED TRAP). ALL ASSEMBLED $2. 75 POSTAGE PAID. 




