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meadow,it raced down a rather steepincline betweenwell definedbanks
overgrownwith mountain laurel and densely shadedby trees of various
kinds. As we approachedthe pond we heard a Water-Thrush chirping
sharply. A momentlater it appearedat the edgeof a thicket with something in its bill which lookedlike a large grub but which did not preventit
from continuing to utter its metallic note, at short, regular intervals. It
wassoonjoinedby its mate, the male, I thought. He, also,chirpedbut less
anxiouslyand frequently than the other. Both birds now beganflitting
closeabout us, enablingus to make surethat they were Louisiana,and not
Northern, Water-Thrushes. They came, indeed, so very near and into
lights sofavorablefor revealingtheir characteristiccolorand markingsthat
we were left in no doubt whateveras to their identity. After watching
them for severalminutes we advancedand ahnost immediately discovered
their nest, which was within twenty feet of where we first saw them. It
containedsix young, well featheredand almost large enoughto fly although
they kept their eyes tight shut while we were looking at them, perhapsin

the hope that by so doing they might escapenotice. They crowdedthe
nest to its utmost capacityand the coloringof their upper parts -- a rich,
deep, sealbrown-- closelymatchedthat of the mud-soakedleaveswhich
formed its outer surface. It was the largest nest of a Water-Thrush that
I have ever examined.

The crown of a man's hat •¾ould not have held

half its total bulk. Its situation, also, was somewhatunusual for it was
placed on the side of a shallowpit which had been dug at the base of a
bank to obtain earth for the construction of the dam.

The rear wall of

this excavationwasvertical -- or evenoverhanging-- at the top at several
points, but the birds had selecteda place where it merely slopedsteeply
downwardand outward and had here built their nest on a slight projection
or knob scarcea foot above the level ground beneath, and wholly unsheltered above, either from observation or from the weather.

I did not

return to the spot that summerbut I have sincerevisitedit ahnostevery
year, about the same season,without obtaining evidence,however, that
the birds have again nestedthere or, indeed,anywherein the immediate
neighborhood.
Mr. Walter Faxon, to whom I mentionedthe abovedescribedexperience
not long after it had occurred,wrote me on October 14, 1902, as follows:
"If you recordthe SouthernWater-Thrush'snest (as I hopeyou will) you
might take the occasionalsoto mentionthat I founda male [of this species]
still in song on the 8th of June, 1901, at Richmond Pond, on the line
betweenthe townshipsof Richmondand Pittsfield." Doubtlessthis bird
is distributedwell overthe southernhalf of BerkshireCounty.-- Wn.•.rx•
Ba•ws:r•a, Cambridge,Mass.

ConcerningThryomanesbewickicryptusin Colorado.-- Merritt Cary, in
'The Auk' for April, 1909,p. 185, recordsThryomanesbewick•cryptusfrom
Shell Rock Cation, in the northwestcornerof Baca County, although the
specimenwas not secured,and wasmerely supposedto belongto this form,
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rather than to bairdi, which has long been known from the State. The
last week in April, 1909, I secured two specimensof wrens at Irwin's
Ranch, Las Animus County, about twelve miles due west of Shell Rock
Cation,and exactly the samesort of country (rocks,cedars,and pitions),

which have been comparedby Mr. W. L. Sclaterwith speci•nens
in the
ColoradoCollege Collection, and he informs me they are undoubtedly
bairdi. This being the case,it seemsmore than likely that the bird seen
by Cary was also bairdi, and that cryptusshouldbe eli•ninatedfrom the
Coloradolist until more positive evidenceis obtained.--E•)WAa•) R.
W.•t•E•,

ColoradoSprings, Colo.

I (Jorre½fion.--In my paper on Coloradobirds in 'The Auk' for April,
1909 (p. 184), Thryomanesbewickicrypt.aswas definitely listed as a new
recordfor the State, on the strengthof a field identificationmade in Baca
County. Through an unaccountableoversightthe form cryptvswas not
queried, and hence the record appearedas definite, instead of tentative.
Since Mr. H. C. Oberholser now considers all of the western Texas Bewick

wrens to be eremophilus(= "bairdi"), the record should stand as Thryomanes bewickii eremoph•lus.•

In the samepaper a specimenof Catherpes
from Baca County was listed
as C. m. conspersus.Upon examinationMr. Oberholsercallsthis specimen
C. m. polioptilusJ The statementmadethat Gaume'sRanch,Baca County,
is the nmst eastern locality for Colorado is erroneous, since Mr. E. R.

Warren • has alreadyrecordedthe CationWren from CheyenneWells, near
the Kansas line.

The aboveerrorswere due to the writer's absencefrom Washingtonin the
field.-- MEamTT CAttY, U.S. BiologicalSurvw, Iqashington,D.C.

llicknell's Thrush (Hylocichlaaliciw bicknelli)in (lumberland (JounCy,
l•Ia,ine.--Having recently had occasionto examine some Gray-cheeked
Thrushes,all of the specimenscontainedin the collectionsof the Portland

Societyof Natural History and of the writer werebroughttogether. This
revealed the fact that a specimenin the Natural History Society'scollection is a Biekzxell'sThrush. It is a young female, taken in Cumberland

County, Maine, September30, 1878. Althoughthe specimenis so characteristicthat no doubt existedas to its identity, it was submittedto Dr.
Charles W. Richmond

for verification.

There appearsto be no previousrecordof a specimentaken in Maine,
yet it has been reported, in each instancewithout captureof a specimen,
from the following localities: Franklin, 1906 (D. W. Sweet, Journ. Orn.

Soc., VII, p. 81); Oxford, 1899 (A. P. Larrabee,verbal); Piscataquis,
1898 (F. H. Allen, Auk, XV, p. 60).--AaT•ua

H. NO•tTON,Portland, Me.

[• The propernameof this form is bairdi (c•. Auk, XXV, July, 1908,p. 385).
Neither "eremophilus"

nor "polioptilus"

List (c•.Auk, t. c,, p. 397).--E•).]
aCondor, IX., 1907, p. 111.

are recognized in tl•e A. O. U. Check-

