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snake, so that its presence in the nest cannot frighten off enemies as some
have assumed. He finds moreover that certain species have developed
the habit of using snake skins in only a part of their range and considers
that this is due to the fact that their forebears in part of the range did not,
through chance gathering of nest material, select snake skins as a regular
material. He argues that young birds remember the materials of which
their home nests were built and “go and do likewise” when it comes their
turn to build a nest of their own, and goes on to say that “Birds are taught
by their parents to fly, and through a certain visual educative process,
they learn to select food and nest materials.”” We are, however, skeptical
as to birds learning from observation how to build a nest or what materials
to use. If birds inherit the ability to sing a certain song, or to perform
‘certain characteristic actions why cannot they also inherit the ability to
select certain nesting materials? It is in reality no more wonderful or
mysterious for a Crested Flycatcher to use snake skins for nesting material
than for a Worm-eating Warbler to select the fruit stalks of Polytrichium
moss. How such choice originated we cannot say, anymore that we can
trace the origin of the migratory instinct, though when individuals are
forced into a region or subjected to conditions where their favorite material
is not to be had they probably take the nearest substitute which is per-
haps in accord with Mr. Strecker‘s “‘chance gathering.”

His advice to egg collectors to study more nests and less eggs and to
collect old nests for detailed study and comparison we heartily commend;
as he puts it: “If the egg collector who is never satisfied unless he has
dozens of sets of eggs of the same species, in order to display every possible
type of variation in shape, shade of shell coloring, and pigmented marking
(these being produced through a process over which the birds have no
control) could be induced to form a collection of nests from widely separated
localities in order to show the differences, he would be making a much
greater contribution to science.”—W. S.

Kennard and Peters on Panama Birds.—The months of February
and March, 1926 were spent by Mr. Kennard at Almirante Bay, Panama,
making a collection of birds for the Museum of Comparative Zoology in
that vicinity and in the rain forests of the higher mountains between Chiri-
quecito and Boquete. In this paper he gives an interesting dccount! of
his itinerary while Mr. J. L. Peters presents an annotated list of the speci-
‘mens collected. Two new forms were described by the authors in a pre-
liminary paper.—W. S.

Jaeger on Nevada Birds.—Mr. Edmund C. Jaeger has published an
annotated list? of the birds observed on the Charleston Mountains of
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