
REWEIVS. l!lT 

.1clrnowledgement is here made of hooks, paiill~hlets and palmers 
\vliic,lt lntre been received, but which must avv-ait renewed strength 
for review. Ornithological literature is l)ecomillg l~lensxtttly abun- 
dant ! 

The editor hol)es to Ire able to present a full report et’ the Ftnclies 
of bird movements on Pelee Islaud, which occnpiccl n class of teu 
students the whole of August and part of Sel)tculber. It was es- 
pected that this report would Ire ready for this issue. lmt the uu 
kindness of the island in presenting to him who was to correlate 
the facts gathered, with the germs of typhoid, prevented. 

\Ve are glad to announce tltLtt the ;\Iitrel~ issue of the Iiullctin will 
cwttaiu a l,nlwr based npou c awful studies of the birds in southern 
Illinois, in tltcir relation to lrlnnt nrscwiatiotts, by Frcderic~lc (1. 
ckttes of the TTniversity of Mic~liiqnl, besides other papers and notes 
of escel)tioii;tl value and inlcrest. We hare inside information that 
:III increasing nmulwr of l,ersons are conducting sununer studies 
:tlon: the liue of the relations of the birds to their environment. 
Sue% studies sllonlcl 1:e written :nlcl submitted to the nulletin for 
l~ttl~lic~ntion. 

Iis WELLS TV. (Tm<E, B:ror.. SSUBVEY I{ur.r.. x0. 1:;. 

This pamphlet coutnins a very thorough and lxtinstxking corn 
pilation of ornithological data ou the Shorebirds of Korth America. 
IJnder every species is noted the breeding aud winter range, the 
uligratiou range. the spring aud fall migration It is the first 
lxunl~hlet that has done the numerous records to be found in the 
Wilson Bulletin fair justice, iu great contrast to Eidgway’s Eirds 
of Middle and North America and the new A. 0. IT. Check List, 
where records in the Bulletin ‘ltavc been persistently izttoretl. in 
the tace of the lact that all recortls :uid serious artic,les eontaiu 
seientitic: nilmes. Severtheless, as far as Ohio is eoncernetl, a 
few errors mu1 omissions can be found, e.g. the earliest Ohio state 
record in the spring for il’otanus n~clnnoZew_xs is March 34, 1899, 
Pisobia nzinutilla, April 19. 1909, for ISnrtmwia Zo~~~icnrrt7u. March 
21. 1902, for Pisohin n7ncuZatd. iUerc~1~ 24. l!tO!l. etc. Ilut \vc do 
not want to 1)ic.l; tiavvs, and lleliere tltnt tltc?e little faults (10 not 
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detract from the value of the volume, which conains a vast amount 

of ,good information and should be in the hands of every bird 

student in the land. xv. 1“. IT. 

CHECK LIST OF SORTII AMEKICAN Brnns. Trrmn EDITIOX REVTSED 

,IUO VST, 1 !jl(). 

After T~reTn~ration of four yf?illT the “ne\v” Check TAst at last 

has nmcle its aTmearance. Ve are both delighted with it and tlis- 

appointed. IIelighted with the nine changes iu the construction of 

the new edition as enumerated on pages 11 and 12, disappointed 
because8 some other changes. timely and needed, indeed, hare not 

Iwn I( rth(enring. It ntay T~~rhaTt 8 rerrrr ~:1T~rrllno11s to give auothn 

review of this work, since an extended review of it has already an- 

peared in the Auk. Unfortunately, however, the reviewer in the 

_4uk is hinrsell a member (in f>tct the chairman of the com- 

mittee) vvhic.11 bat1 the T)reT)ilr:ttion o fthe (‘hec4~ List in ‘Ilands, 

hence, although we have the ,greatest personal reqrect and ndmira- 

tion for him, cannot though be may strenuously strive to be ab- 

solutely impartial in his review. On the other hand we well Bnovv 

that the Revievvs signed J. X. A. stand exactly for the views of 

J. A. A., nud do not necessarily have back of them the authority 

of the entire A. 0. TT. TAmvise the initials ‘here appcuded indi- 

cate only the writer as responsible for the stand taken. 

!lhe List as a whole is ,a great improvement over the fornrer edi- 

tions, as in giving determination of type species, stating type lo- 

calities and similar other matters. A purely tyl~ograpliical error 

is fo?lrl~l 01, ,':,'rr 2(i". the Genitirr of Gambel must be gnmbeli 

and not gambel. An inconsistency is the accentuation of Calldris 

in Calidris 1eucolWea and Calidris in Yireosylra cxlidris, it shoultl 

Tje calldris iu both cases. The name of the T’esT)er Sparrow murt be 

T’oscetes and “not” I’ocecetea, for Pox and oiketes (an never be 

c~oiitract~tl into a word having the accent on the last syllable. 

To any scholar the Txrpctuntion of such cacograT)hicnl errors :IS 

Leptotila and Hareldn and others is ,a source of grief, for no mat- 

ter what the rules are governing our List in bird names in such 

cases, it is no more tlmn TnoTrer that such glaring nristalies should 

be wiped out forever; or if the rulcn of nomenclature forbid tbe 

correct Fpelling of names, then rhnngc there rules. 

IVe had fervently hoped to see a moderu system of classification 
used in the Check List, for to place the Striges with the Falcones 
and Sarcorhamphi or better between the Falcones and Coccyges, 
where they certainly do not belong, and similar instances nrr 
numerous enough, and then to excuse the retaining of the old sys- 
tem by saying “that all present systems of classification in orni- 



thology are admittedly tentative” is certainly weak. “To use the 
old (:liecB List system unc’hnngcd for the sake of convenience” is 
a \-pry lame escn~e for not giving us :I modern and proper classi- 
fication. ‘I‘liough this is bad enough, another disal~l~ointment is 
still worse, and neither justifiable nor excusable, the one pointed 
out by t>e late Dr. Elliot Cones in 1897 (Auk Vol. XIV, p. 229) 
viz. “that of passing fro111 tile lowest to the highest forms as ap- 
plied to the families, but not to the genera within these families, 
a reversal of sequence of families coul)led xvitli non-reversal of 
the sequence of genera \vitliin the l’amilies.” Dr. (Jones quotes as 
an i:liik.tr:lt ion tPc .\r!atitla~. and iI i; Itlain to :rny thinliillg prr3)n 
tlint lie was correct ill ihis :‘einiirlis. Truly in regard to classificn- 
tion of birds-for the whole structure of a bird must be takeu into 
r.onsideratioll, not merely the external characters-the new Clie[,k 
List is a disappointment, and it will bc a long time before it will 
he accepted as an authority along there lines! 

The Geopral)liical Ranges :,I’? ,;ttlniittedly diliic,iilt to n-0-k out, 
but WC think had the authors t,onsulted any Ohio ornithologist, as 
they did the Illinois men. or t!lr l,a-_es of tlie Wilron Rnlletin. PI’- 
rors and omissions concerning this state would have been avoided. 
The ~‘liuc~l~-~~ill’s-~vi~lo~v is erroneously credited to Ohio ; the An- 
Iiing;t. the Purf Scoter, t’he IZrant, Cury’s Least Bittern, Egret. Lit- 
tle Blue Heron, Rut& Swallow-tailed Pit?, Western ltedtail, Gos- 
I~awlr. Red-cockaded Woodpecker. Yellow-headed Rlackbird, Smith’s 
Longspur. Lrcontr’s ‘Sparron*, Selson’s Sparrow. and many other 
species lra\-e heen taken iii Ohio mitl should be c,reditetl witli an 
accidental, ill yonie (‘ases iis the T,ittle 13lue IIeron, with a casual 
occurrence iii Ohio. The I’rairie Chicken still exists in Michigan, 
tile Cllrr-l.acked 1’!:1~1i is of ;Ic.c.itlcntnl occ~ur’rcnce in Europe- 
Russia for instance.-and the European Whitefrontcd Goose, if it 
is of doubtful record only from Eastern Greenland, should be relc- 
gated to the hypothetical list. 

We had also hoped to see a rigid investigation into the standing 
and value of some subspecies. The Willow Goldfinch, the Desert 
Sparrow Hawk, and others too num,erous to mention, should not be 
worthy of a name. Fifteen years ago the Sraup Duck of America WIS 

c,oneiderPd a subsl)ecies with :I name (nearctica), the Ilerring Gull 
likewise (smithsonianus) and any attempt to claim the futility of 
that procedure would have been scorned and castigated-but today 
me know their exact status through a t!horough and unprejudiced 
investigation. wihy not. apply it to these oases of the present day? 
Many of these subspecific distinctions exist-as the writer well 
knows-and are of sufficient valu#e to call for ,a name, many are 
only a matter of personal vanity or personal keenness of eye-sight-. 
or ability to distinguish various unmentionable shades of one and 



the same color, but all so minute and uiicroscopic that they are not 
worthy of a name, but #are merely lvhat the Germans so aptly call 
“Gelelirtensl)ielt~reiell.” Y‘he niillenuiuiu, llowcver, is still a year 
or two distant. ant1 up to that time we will lmve to be contNented 
with mer~ely stating our disxp~)ointiilents and waiting for wiser 
heads to solve the many l~roblenis tlmt vex us and keep us front 
reachill:: lwrfcctioii in our beloved science of ornitl~ology. 

Field Notes 
,4 I,rwr.i.: IIi.rr wwhl ‘1’1~8: Cxows.--It is all very well for the East- 

ernrr to ramnter out into the grove oii a mild April morning ant1 
iimrk down this years’ crop of Crows’ nests, all smuglv outlined 
:lglill~t :I clear skv . . 1:~ tlie birds ever so secretive, the stark out- 
lines of a Crovv’s nest in crotch of beccli or elm areeasy oologic31 
marks, especially if set off by a telltale I)lack “handle.” But 
Crows’ nests ill TT’estcrn Wnshiilgton are none of the commonest. 
and when the birds liide tlicui. as they usually do, in the depths of 
tir trees (and sonietiiiie~ at forlriddiqg heights) tlie inoniring birtl- 
innn naturally welconrcs a littlc assistance in the search. 

On the “prairies” of 1’ierc.e (‘ouuty the r)oll:h firs rcuouucf~ 
their Olympian disdain and l)rweiit lieifbts that may be scanned 11) 
frail inortnls not yet equipycd wit11 flyiug nincliiues. Rut even 
here the rpiest is not easy. ‘I’he iirs. tlmuqh dwarfed in height. 
are of very stocky growth, and afford q-e-proof shelter for even a 
Crow’s nest. ,4 certain stretch of l)r:iiric, dotted ‘here aud there 
with fir cluii~l~s coml~osed of trees from fifty to cizhty feet in height. 
was cridently the breeding haunt of a small !colouy of Westew 
(‘l~O\T.S i (‘Ol’l~l!S //I trc~7r!J,‘7,7/?lC71~IS 7,C%7,C/~iS). (We place is about tcu 
miles from tide water, and the birds are really intermediate in size 
ljetn-een C. 71. 7,cnpelJs and C. 71. ca177?7?1rs, but tlieir voices are clear 
ant1 their range is strictly iuland). 

I had lazily noted the activities of illis colony OIL :I previous 
visit, but I was ill-prepared to hear the insistent hunper cry of a 
manifest young Crow so early pu the season. ,\pril 18. 1910, pro- 
ceeding as it did from the top of a tlcuse fir tree, one of a grove in 
which I lay watching for Kiilglets. Wit tree was screened from 
view, but I soon locntctl it by tbc souud, ni)d eagerly drank in the 
ancient wail of the youngster jvliile oiie of tlie parent birds nn- 
swered warily from a distaiice. 

It really was uot \vortli wliile to climb the tree, but Bird-bo; 
(ol-nif7~oZo~/ic~/~s scoi?zr/77s wfrcy7w) was wry anxious to see a young 
(‘row. alit1 I wrlit nl,. .Tutl#e of my surprise whcu a full grown Crow 


