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Wrangell Island (Univ. of Toronto Studies, Biol. Series, no. 28, 1926), I excluded
from full treatment six specimens in the Carnegie Museum which were indicated by
label as having been collected at Wrangell Island in August, 1911, by F. E. Klein-
schmidt. A thorough search of the literature pertaining to Wrangell Island and its
fauna did not reveal any reference to an expedition there in 1911. A reference by
Thayer (Auk, Vol. XXVIII, 1911) however, indicated that Captain F. Kleinschmidt
had been in north Pacific waters in 1910. Thayer relates the difficulties encountered
that year by his private expedition, in charge of Mr. John Koren, the object of which
was to collect specimens on Wrangell Island. Storms and ice conditions prevented
Koren from reaching his objective. Further, he comments that Captain F. Klein-
schmidt, who had started a northern cruise a week earlier, “managed to get to
Cape Serdze . . .” The writer interpreted this statement as meaning that
Captain Kleinschmidt too had not reached Wrangell Island in 1910 and sinee I had
no knowledge of Captain Kleinschmidt’s expedition of the next year (1911) from
the literature, I assumed there was error in the labelling of the specimens in the
Carnegie Museum. For that reason, they were omitted from further treatment.

I have learned indirectly from Captain Kleinschmidt that these specimens are
correctly labelled and, therefore, on his authority, Chen hyperborea hyperborea and
Somateria v. nigra can be added to the list of Wrangell birds.—L. L. SxypERr, Royal
Ontario Museum of Zoélogy, Toronto.

Stereoscopic Vision in a Single Eye?—In an article! which appeared some
months ago occurs the following statement. ‘‘Nearly all birds have eyes on the
sides of the head. Such birds, of course, can have no binocular vision. Many
nevertheless possess stereoscopic vision which they get by virtue of the fact that they
have two maculae (spots of sharpest vision) in each eye. This gives in the one eye
the two pictures from two different angles which constitute the sine qua non for stereo-
scopic vision.” (Italics mine.)

Concerning this last remarkable sentence, one might comment, “Interesting, if
true.” But if it be true will some physicist please explain how it is possible for one
lens (the essential focussing element) to produce two pictures in one eye. The eye, as
any biologist known, is simply nature’s camera. Itslens ean certainly produce but
one tmage on the sensitive surface of the retina. Degree of sensitiveness has nothing
to do with it. The presence of two maculae can have no more to do with the pro-
duction of two images than the placing of two sensitive plates in one camera. Or,
following out the logie (?) of the quotation, if one should have a special plate made
for his camera with two spots or areas of, let us say, super-sensitive panchromatie
emulsion, surrounded by a moderately sensitive emulsion over the remainder of
the plate, he should somehow get ““two pictures from two different angles.”

The article further states, “ And thus, at least up to the present moment, in the
visual apparatus of birds the actual climax of eye-evolution has been reached.
These animals, it is true, cannot rationalize about the earth and the sun as we can,
and yet they do indeed behold ‘the child of the sun’ as we can never hope to see it
and they can also gaze back—some of them, at least—upon the parent sun iiself without
wngury, without pain, and with a sense of glorious effulgence we can never understand.”
(Ttalics mine.)

One may seriously question, though I do so with less assurance than in the case of
the first quotation, whether any bird can actually look directly at the sun, focussing
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its image on the retina as with other objects directly viewed. That some birds, with
the protection afforded by the nictitating membrane, may be able to look more nearly
toward the sun than we, may be true. But focussing the image of the sun with any
lens, so far as I know, means burning of the sereen on which the image is formed in
a very short time, and hence I find it difficult to believe that any bird can do this
without injury and pain. Perhaps the author of the article did not mean to imply
direct focussing, which is my interpretation of “gaze back . . . upon the parent
sun itself.”—CHuaRrLES T. Voruies, University of Arizona, Tucson, Arizona.

A Good Bird Blind.—The problem of providing a shelter for photographing or
studying birds has long been a rather puzzling one. Several good blinds have been
devised but they usually have the disadvantage of great weight or are unnatural in
appearance. I have devised a blind which is natural in appearance in most situations
and is not bulky to move while the material used in construction is not expensive.

Take a piece of poultry netting five feet high and about thirty feet long. Fold this
over 80 that a double piece is formed about fifteen feet long. Between the two
layers of netting spread a thin layer of hay, grass or any other similar material. The
two layers of netting are fastened together along the edges and at several points
through the middle with hog rings or short pieces of wire. This makes a sheet of hay
covered and held in place with the poultry netting. This can be set on edge and
fastened to stakes set in a circle near the nest and makes a most comfortable and
natural appearing blind. The hay can be pushed aside at any point to make obser-
vation holes or by removing one or two of the wires from the netting a hole large
enough for a camera lens can easily be made. A cover can be made in the same way
and fastened on with short lengths of wire. The hay, when exposed to the weather,
will last for several months and can easily be replaced by removing the rings or wire
fasteners. The netting itself will last for years in most climates.—Frank R. Smars,
Fredericktown, Pennsylvania.

Another *“Three-legged Bird.””—In the last number of “The Auk’ there was an
interesting note on a Thrush with three legs which called to my mind an abnormal
skin of an Eastern Meadowlark (Sturnella m. magna) in the collection of the United
States Biological Survey. This bird has a rye straw, 0.3 em. in diameter imbedded
in the right leg and belly. The straw, which pierced the fleshiest portion of the leg
just below the cnemial process of the tibia, extends well up into the abdominal
cavity. The projecting part of the straw is 9.6 cm. long, while that contained in the
body is 2.6 ecm. long. The bird, normal in other respects, was in good condition, with
the wound completely healed, when shot at Herndon, Va., January 11, 1911.—
Proree KnarreN, Washington, D. C.

Cavity Nesting Species Descending Chimneys.—In ‘The Auk,’ vol. LII, page
303, Mr. Olin S. Pettingill gives an instance of an American Merganser (Mergus m.
americanus) being found in a room in New Hampshire, after having descended the
chimney, presumably mistaking the aperture for a possible nesting site. Dr. Witmer
Stone has noted this same occurrence in regard to the Wood Duck (Aiz sponsa) near
Philadelphia.

The writer is able to record two such instances in the case of the Wood Duck, one
of an Bastern Sparrow Hawk (Falco s. sparverius) and one of a Southern Sereech Owl
(Otus a. asio). All of these instances took place in a dwelling on Bull’s Island, South
Carolina, and all were discovered by Mr. Edward M. Moore, the Superintenden‘q:of
that plantation. It was quite evident that all of the birds had gained entrance to the



