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and greater coverts whitish, forming two rather indistinct 'W'1.n~ 
flight-feathers dark brown with sandy-brown edgings ; axilla l'1,·~ 
under wing-coverts washed greyish-brown . Tail: grey-brown, r:1 

wanner towards the base ; slightly rounded in shape. Under- tbt 
white basically ; feathers of breast and flanks (notchin or be~~ 
with blackish centres bordered by slight chestnut streaks ; th~ 
breast-spot so obvious in the field was not very apparent in t 
hand; under tail-coverts washed buffish, with grey-brown centrehe 
Soft parts: eye dark brown; legs brownish-pink; bill dark grey 1 

upper mandible, pale grey on lower. 0 

In Great Britain reports of sight records are gi ven the sevel'est 
crl tici9lll before acceptance. Many are rejected. Even ao, one rec ol'd 
slipped past the editors of British ~ illustra t es the importa nce 
publishing a detailed account. Rush and Ryan (1956, British Bini a ~ 
J6-J7 ) reported a Harlequin Duck (Histrionicus histri onicus) that ;.. 1 
exa mined in the hand, described, photographed, and released. Surp ri. 
as it may seem, Wynne-Edwards (1957, British Birds, pp. 445-447 argued, 
convincingly that the reported Harlequin was actually a Long-tailed ~ 
(Dldsquaw)(Clangula hyemalis) I He wrot e: "There is an unrecognize d 
ilarity between the juveniles of these two birds, about which none or 
standard reference books gives warning." Only the complete detail, 8 
by Rush and Ryan, allowed the bird to be "re-examined" by other Ol'llit 
gists. 

Thus, errors can be made; errors are made. 
tribution - specimen and sight records - must be verifiable by other 
scientists. The reporter is responsible for presenting evidence of 0 
ence that can be evaluated by others. The best and easiest means is to 
have the bird put up as a specimen by a qualified preparator, who holds 
appropriate Federal and state permits. The alternative is to write up 
detailed description and publish it with recognizable photographs. 

The University of Michigan Mu.sewn of Zoology, Ann Arbor, Michigan. 

A NB,'W INTERNATIONAL ORNITHOLOGICAL PUBLICATION 

We have just received No. 1 of the International Ornithological 
Infonnation Service which is Series B of THE RING. The stated aim of 
this new venture, which is printed in English, is to publish a pe ri odi 
in which infonnation may be found on all aspects of ornithological 11!1 
and research. In order to introduce it to the ornithological world the 
two first issues will be mailed free of charge to all applicants. F'1 
issues of the quarterly may be subscribed for $1.50 for 4 issues. 

EBBA members whi wish to subscribe should write to the Edi tor of 
RING r.o.r.s. • Laboratory of Ornithology, Sienkiewicza 21, WROCLAW,Po 
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T~ YEARS OF OPERATION RECOVERY AT MONHEGAN 
· By Albert Schnitzer 

courtesy of F. E. Cousins, Guy Gannett Publi shing Co., Portland, 
Maine - Captions by Eva Schnitzer ) 

the past three autumns we have worked on a banding project at 
l)ltii!land, Maine. This paper is a commentary on the work done, con
_.n f a brief history of the project, a tabulation or the banding 

obtained thus far, a statement of the problems which we hoped might 
1 ~ by our work, an examination of our data with respect to these 

,.,_ and an eval uati on of the results achieved. 
11, 

casUal visitor to this island cannot fail to notice the profusion 
Arl1 After our interest was aroused, we retumed in the fall of 1957 

11; comparison study of the current fall migrants with those listed 
t,111 years earlier by other observers. During this study we came to 
that Monhegan was strategically located to apply banding techniques 

,s.,ratio n problems since it stands isolated between the long curve of 
, 

1 
esstem provinces and the coast of New England. If birds did 

1 ot! the aourthem tip of Nova Scotia, and if they then headed west
tll• N seemed an excellent chance that they would seek a landi'all on 

~tl'll si ve headlands of Monhegan. 

It was not until 196o, however, that we were able to commence banding 
Jronllegan. Originally we had set our goal at 500 birds. Once started 
rai.-d our sighte to 1000, a figure which seemed fantastically beyond 
oh. Our experiences, both fun and trouble, are chronicled in "Operation 
Wl'1 at Monhegan Island, Maine, 1960" which appeared in EBBA News of 

• • 1961. 

our second year's work is described in "The 1961 Fall Migration at 
l;nblgam, Maine" which appears in the EBBA News issue of May-June 1962. 

we had only one week to give to the project that year, we worked 
dlligent]q, even driving all night from MoWltainside to Port Clyde in 
orur to save one dayr and setting up our nets 1n the meadow at Monhegan 
~tely upon our arrival, despite our weariness and a cold rain. 

Fort unately the weather moderated, so that in our short stay of only 
days "119 listed 755 banded birds. The most significant fact that dev

was that we had not a single return. In ou:r article we tried to 
the possible reasons for the absence of returns, but it was evi-

t, tha.t .further fall banding projects were necessary befo re answers 
be round. 

Jt Ima for this reason, the necessity to obtain corroborative or 
Ol\lll data, that we embarked on the third year's work, in 1962. 

~ ugh ·21 days were spent on the island this time, we were able to net .~O days. Lashing rain stonn.s, a hurricane, and gale winds prevented 
llous operation. We banded a mere 759 birds. 
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(above) The Meadow - banding site most excellent. 

(below left) We tramped down the meadow grasses and cut 
a swath about 200 feet long and several feet wide. 
Here we set up a net lane, farily deep into the 
wet meadow. 

(below right) Mornings were a bit chilly. 
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willg is a tabulation of all the birds we banded at Monhegan. 
it,ll 0 are SUJIIIUlrized by totals for each year. 

tiPres 

,-.tern wood Pewee 
8111• Jay 
ila ok•capped Chickadee 
- • brea sted Nuthatch 
lilld-b1'81Sted Nuthatch 

BIRDS BANDED AT MONHEGAN 

2 

1 
8 
5 

17 

17 
1 
3 

1 
6 

36 
8 
1 
2 
3 

2 
22 

3 
13 

1 
1 
1 
5 
1 

2 

4 
147 

1 
1 
1 
1 
9 

14 
3 

1 
4 
9 

13 

1 
1 

6 
12 
1 
8 
5 

3 
1 

262 

5 

16 

7 

5 

1 

3 

12 

3 
13 

9 
5 

5 

1 
2 
1 
1 
92 

3 yr. 
Total 

J 
1 
4 
9 
19 

47 
J 
24 
1 
9 

2 
1 
10 
4 
9 

61 
8 
2 
3 
3 

11 
47 
1 
20 
23 

2 
1 
1 
13 
2 

1 
5 
2 

5 
501 

Freq
uen 

42 
57 
40 
28 
19 

11 
43 
15 
58 
29 

47 
59 
26 
41 
JO 

10 
32 
48 
44 
45 

25 
12 
60 
18 
16 

49 
61 
62 
21 
50 

63 
37 
51 

36 
1 
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Totals Du~ 
9/19-10/10 10/4-109 

cies 

Black-thr. Green warbler 
Chestnut-sided Warbler 
Bay-breasted Warbler 
Blackpoll Warbler 
Prairie Warbler 

Palm Warbler 
Ovenbird 
Northern Waterthrush 
Connecticut Warbler 
Yellowthroat 

Yellow-breasted Chat 
Wilson's Warbler 
.American Redstart 
Bobolink 
Baltimore Oriole 

Rusty Blackbird 
Brown-headed Cowbird 
Scarlet Tanager 
Rose-breasted Grpsbeak 
Blue Grosbeak 

Indigo Bunt,ing 
Dickcissel 
Purple Finch 
American Goldfinch 
Rufous-sided Towhee 

Savannah Sparrow 
Grasshopper Sparrow 
Vesper Sparrow 
slate-colored Junco 
Chipping Sparrow 

White-crowned Sparrow 
Whi ta-throated Sparrow 
Lincoln's Sparrow 
Swamp Sparrow 
Song Sparrow 

Total Individuals 
Total Species 
Returns 
Recoveries 

1 6o 1 61 

4 
1 
1 
53 
1 

45 
1 
1 
1 
4 

5 

4 

4 

3 
8 
2 
1 

2 
5 

58 
2 

61 

5 
226 
9 

24 
53 
1 
19 
244 

1161 
57 
0 
0 

1 

1 
11 

15 

3 

2 

1 
1 
3 

1 
2 

11 
2 

111 

58 
3 

1 
40 

31 
94 

755 
45 
0 
1 

9/24-10/10 
1 62 

3 

11 

26 

14 

3 
1 
1 
2 

9 

3 
7 

22 

223 
2 

63 
15 

8 
18 
13 
J1 
101 

759 
40 
1 
0 

3 yr. 
Total 

8 
1 
2 
75 
1 

86 
1 
1 
1 
21 

7 
3 
6 
2 
9 

13 
10 
2 
1 
1 

5 
12 
11 
82 
2 

395 
2 
5 
J47 
27 

3J 
111 
14 
81 
439 

2675 
70 
1 
1 
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n<::Y Rating in the above tabulation means the position in a 
,req;e the species in the orde r of the total banded during the three 

~;1.rds with the same score are numbered in their taxonomic order . 
• 

ose s of a banding station and the problems which suggest 
'l'h8 P~ banders may include such matters as plumage and color , dim-
1"8:ub specia tion , determination of age and sex criteria , behavior , 

on~~use of Monhegan• s unique location, to us the mo st pertinent 

it'ble111s lJ8re: 

W}lat migrants visit Monhegan? Do l and birds fly there directly, 
r do they reach it by chance while following some primary direction? 

0 t pelagic and open ocean migrant s are attracted to it7 What 
,:anderers or vagrants or accidental s, lost or st.rayed out on the 

0 
·en sea, would chance upon this haven 7 J individuals migrate at the same time each year? 

Is the path of individual birds ide ntical from year to year? 

W1ih respect to the migrants that reach or pass by Monhegan , it will 
bsei,,,ed tha t we list 70 species. The frequency column shows that 

~tee n of these number 20 or more individuals, and thirty unclude 10 or 
ihdividuals. One might conclude, therefore, that most of the remain

.tort)' specie s listed are not regular migrants. Such a conclusion 
:iiij1d be false , a s our banding totals simply do not mirror the true facts . 

e,cample, we banded only one Cedar Waxwing so that it i s 60th in the 
encr rating. In our 1957 fall count, however, before we began banding, 

waxw:tng was the most numerous bird. Another example: the Flicker is 
fl number 28 whereas the Dickcissel is at number 2J. Nevertheless any 
liti1tl'V8r on the scene would immediately become aware that the Flicker is 
Olli o£ the most common birds on the island, whereas none but a careful 
llll'ch.er 'WOuld notice any Dickcissels. 

~rther, there are many species which we feel to be regular migrants 
aloh we have never netted at all. These include Nighthawk, Osprey, Conn
trant, Merlin and others, all of which we sight quite unifonnly. 

It is apparent that competent observers with binoculars might obtain 
r figures than natters. This is especially so in connection w1 th the 
em of the flight of land birds across the sea. We cannot be really 
in whether our birds reach us from the open sea to the east or whether 
rift out to us from the mainland to the west and north. If natters 

l'I to set up their nets on the headlands on the east side of the island, 
11' they kept accurate records a s to whether the bird s struck on the sea 

• side or the land side , a statistical approach to this problem might 
JIOHible. Unfortunately, we havemver had enough netters to try such 

11
q,perJ..ment. If we had more help, rather than use them as natters, we 
eve it would be more fruitful to station them around the periphery of 
bl and at certain intervals to record systematically the birds that 

ftleh the island, noting the time, direction, altitude of flight, and species. 
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Concerning pelagic birds , in addition to various gulls and co 
it is commonplace for us to see gannets , shearwaters and guillemot ~ 
the island . Once we had a phalarope , a sick bird which di ed despi\e 
efforts to keep it, alive . local residen ts have described to us a t'l.o 
of thousands of phalaropes dabbling on the surface or the sea close ~ 

When it comes to the rarity, a bird in the hand is certainly 'WO 
more than the one in the bush . If we had not a ctually handled t be11t 
might hesitate to claim a Western Kingbird , or an Orange-crowned "Wa~ 
or a Blue Grosbeak, or a Grasshopper Sparrow. In Maine these bird.a 

1 apparently away off course. So much of our time is spent with our h 
buried in our nets, so to speak, that we suspect many opportunities 
been lost to recoro unusual species. 

The matters just mentioned can be handled as readily with a bino 
a s with a net. But problems concerning the identity of an indivt d.ual, 
require that the bird either return or be recovered. 

Nothing rigorous can be dedu1.1ed from only one recovery but for w 
it is worth and because all recoveries are exciting, let us mention t 
w~ have had a recovery: a ,tvrtle Warbler banded on October 9, 1961 at 
Monhegan was recovered on March 15, 1962 in Mississippi at grid coord 
J1J, 0900. Since 1-tvrtle Warblers stand first in our frequency ta bula 
we are more likely to have a ,tvrtle recovered than any other speci es. 
Still, it would take many recoveries to determine whether a nook ot 
Myrtles seen at Monhegan retains its cohesiveness all year long, froa 
breedingrange to wintering range. 

The most puzzling problems are those which arise as a 
the small number of returns taken thus far. 

As mentioned earlier, during 1961 we had not a single return. 
ers of our second EBBA News article will recall that we hazarded th 
guesses for the absence of returns: (1) variation in timing, (2) va 
tion in the migration path, and (J) the inadequacy of our sample. 

How do these guesse s stand in the light of the third year of b 
A-re they still guesses, or do the facts thus far gathered begin to 
definite infonnation7 

With respect to timing, it was possible that during the second 
we did not get a return because the bird s netted the previous year 
already passed by or had not yet arrived. Three years of work, ho 
might reasonably be expected to produce two time schedule s that 0118 

either the first with the second, or the second with the third , or 
first with the third. Therefore, during the third year we hoped to 
a fair number of returns, provided factors other than time coinc ide 
permitted and were favorable. 

EBBA NEWS 

ht) To the righ t , the 
{Jt ~ nest, most important tree 

the meadow. Our net be
iOnth it to ok woodpeckers, 
rie.. vi kingl ets, creepers, reos -

'/Briety of birds that made 
}or the tree upon rising 
fro m the meadow grasses. 

w 18 ft ) One of our disciples 
0

• th e island children were 
our f riends and helpers. 

ow right) Albert banded, 
recorded, and took notes. 
I netted and acted as 
courier. 

Page 135 
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Actually we had only one return during our third year. Ev-en t~ 
a Chickadee at a feeder, was probably a local resident rather than 

I 
t 

This absence of returns forces us to conclude that factors othe~ 
a time variance must be considered. Thus we are led to the pos s1b1.J.t 
that the migration route of the individuals we banded will not take . 
to Monhegan more than once, that is that no two migration paths are 
ical. Now this word will involve us in hair splitting. 

Suppose most of the birds that reach Monhegan hop off from the 
80 em portion of Nova Scotia. (Of course, there is no assurance of th1, 

even though we have seen many individual s and nocks a rriving from the 
or northea st, across the sea . ) Even if they started from a single Po 
by the time they traveled almost 200 miles, the distance to Monheg&l'l, 
front could fan out considerably . How narrow must the path traver sed 
year to year be in order to qualify as being identical? Is 1t suf fic 
if it is narrow enough to see Monhegan but too far to tempt them to 8 
toward 1t7 

But suppose banded individuals do deviate from their primary dire 
in order to pass directly over Monhegan, and suppose tha _t each year n 
conditions are identical so that these individuals are impelled to land 
Monhegan to rest and f'eed. They would have to forage within the same 
or two where our net s were set both years or we would miss them the s 
time. Or, they might be part of that great majority of the birds that. 
bounce off our nets, or jump over thefll, or arrive on a day when our net 
are furled for some reason. We would still fail to get a return no ut, 
how precisely identical the path ,l\1ght, \-,.,, .frl)r!l year t...~ year. 

Now we are, perhaps, ready to attempt an evaluation of our work. 

It has not yielded a single definitive a nswer to the problems that 
puzzled us. It has, in fact, created certain data which must be in ter
preted properly in order not to be misleading. 

On th,;, other hand it has shown the scope of the problem by demonst 
ting that there is needed a great many more birds banded in many locati 
on the island, at various times, in various habitats, under varying wea 
conditions; and that this data would then have to be sorted and wol"lced 
over properly. 

Our work has also shown that a project such as this could benefi~ 
from the cooperation of persons who would act as careful observers, even 
if they were unable to assist at netting and banding. In fact, in ce 
respects such obs erva tiors are more needed than additional banding re oo 

A fair start toward the development of adequate data has already 
been made. The local population has become sympathetic and intere sted, 
Qualified bar.ders and ornithologists have become aware that the island 

dUSt 196) .AU& 
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their best efforts. From all this sufficient data must inevit-
111erit l ate to find answers to the questions we posed and to prove 
aocuniu some of the gue sse s we made. 

iJi8Prove 

,, "'1ld 
Hedges Lane, Mountainside, New Jersey. 

•• The Schnitzers are returning to Monhegan for a 
fourth year of banding for about two weeks com
mencing labor Day, 196). Persons interested in 
helping with the netting or as obser:vers are 
invited to join them in this challenging and 
worthwhile project. 

HAWKS HIGH IN THE ANDES 
,ro111 a letter by Frank P. Frazier, Jr., EBBA News• Associate Editor 

Fran.1< writes from Peru that he spent four days in late ,July on a trip 
1n his new red Volkswagen to the Gallejon de Huaylas, a hundred-mile-long 
ru,1ey in the Andes , well north of Lima. Among the peaks nan. 1dng thi s 
valley is Huascaran , Peru • s highe st mountain . Frank drove through a pass 
around 1J ,OOO feet high , with Huascaran some two miles away and nearly 
two miles above him. He writes: 

"Over the high grassland, I saw a big black and white hawk (Phalco
boenus albrogularis) (same as the ones we first saw and identified when 
you were here), and then a couple more, and stopped to W'd tch them; then 
I saw a couple more sitting on stones, then about five in the air. I 
began to look around more carefully, and realized that the neighborhood 
Vis full of them! I fired a shot into the air with my i•i:::tol, and the 
air was full of these hawks - an amazing sight. As far its I could tell, 
all were of thi s specie s - many were dark brown , some blackish, presumably 
rradations of immature plumage , but a ll were the same size and shape . and 
together ; only three other species of this type that I '.rnow of here , 
and none of the birds were these . I must report thi s to 1-'.aria Koepcke , 
ainoe a gathering of perhaps 50 hawks has to be interestin g •••• " 

~l.mena Derecha 208, Lima, Peru. 




