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There are three stations submitting reports for AFR-IV for '73; 
these are Sandy Hook, Island Beach, and Ship Bottom. With so 
few stations, it is somewhat difficult to make meaningful com­
parisons from station to station for the season; this has been 
pointed out by other AFR editors in other regions too: We can, 
of course, make comparisons from year to y~ar fo! a.g1~e~ sta­
tion and the station leaders have done so 1n the1r 1nd1v1dual 
reports, which follow. 

But in addition to making comparisons of species, totals, etc., 
from year to year, banders who are netting along the coast 
should also consider how their data looks in relation to orni­
thological research and observations in their area from many 
years ago. Banders should never forget that,.regardless.of 
their individual "projects", they are compihng data wh1ch 
may be of use to other ornithologists and researchers, who may 
or may not be banders themselves. And, conversely, the observa­
tions and data of non-banders, past and present, can be of use 
to the present-day bander. I believe this is especially true of 
coastal mist-netting "projects" whether they are officially ter­
med "Operation Recovery", "A.F.R.", or whatever. 

Now, if one is to examine past observations and data for coastal 
New Jersey, going back decades or even as far as SO years ago, 
what sources of information do we have to call upon? I can think 
of two very useful sources, Audubon Field Notes, and Witmer 
Stone's famed two-volume work, "Bird Studies of Old Cape May", 
first published in hard cover in 1937. It has since been reprint­
ed in paperback by Dover Publishing Company, and should be of 
great interest to anyone working on the N.J. coast today. 

The title should not be misleading, for although most of Stone's 
observations in the 1920's and 1930's were at Cape May, he in­
cludes much data from other areas along the coast; the book's 
subtitle is "An Ornithology of Coastal New Jersey". Banders to­
day will immediately be aware of the fact that neither Stone, 
nor apparently anyone else, was banding with mist nets at Cape 
May during those years. This raises the question of how, really, 
can we make any meaningful comparisons between today's banding 
data, and observations of SO years ago? Obviously there are li­
mitations due to these differences. But that should not deter 
us from at least reading about the observations of an experienced 
ornithologist of that time; it can produce a number of surprises, 
as I found out after reading it from cover to cover. 

We can learn as much from what is not in this book, as from what 
is in it. A striking example of this is with the Gray-cheeked 
Thrush. In the original hard cover edition, p.778 of Vol.II, Stone 
devotes only a single paragraph to his observations of this spe­
cies. Apparently the maximum he ever saw at one time was 9, and 
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his closing sentence reads, "The Gray-cheek breeds far to the 
north and northwest and probably only a small proportion of 
them traverse our coastline in migration". 

Yet in the years of Operation Recovery, the Cape May station 
annually banded substantial numbers of Gray-cheeks; sometimes 
as many as 50 in one day, and it is numerous at most of the 
other coastal stations. Is this due to a population increase 
over the decades, or an exampl e of observations ver sus mist­
netting? In considering this , as k yourself t he ques tion, how 
often have you gone out and l ooke d f or and counted Gray-ch. 
Thrushes at a coastal station ? And if you have , how have your 
observation totals compared with banding totals? 

In the case of Flickers, we have a somewhat different picture, 
Stone observed them in great numbers, we still do today, and 
we also trap and band large numbers. A case similar to the 
Gray-cheeked Thrush also exists with the Solitary Vireo, which 
Stone regarded as quite rare, but which has been trapped in 
considerable numbers in Cape May and all along the coast. And 
even more interesting is the Saw-whet Owl, for which Stone men­
tions only three records in Cap~ May; although in a remarkable 
example of foresight, which certainly reflects his knowledge 
and experience as an ornithologist, he mentions that "The Saw­
whet is doubtless more plentiful than these records would in­
dicate as many have been reported in the central and northern 
parts of the state". These words were written in the 1930's. 
The results ' of coastal netting efforts by banders along the 
New Jersey coast have proven his speculations to be well found­
ed. 

These are but a few examples from this book alone, of how the 
work of past ornithologists can be of great interest to banders 
of today. Those of us working along the coast should take ad­
vantage of opportunities to compare, over a long range of years, 
what we see today with what used to be seen; and at the same time 
compare what we see or not see in the field, with what we see 
and count in the nets. 

The reports of the three stations are as follows: 

SANDY HOOK STATE PARK, N.J. - Davis H. Corkran & Waldron F. Kennison 

The fall of 1973 saw the Sandy Hook Station again in operation. 
Net lanes were the same as used the previous year. A total of 15 
nets were used. 

Banding operations began on August 26, 1973 and continued 
through October 28, 1973. For the most part, banding was done on 
weekends during this period. All birds were fully processed, i.e. 
weighed, fat classed, aged by skulling, wing measured and sexea:-


