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LETTERS. 
WEIGHT-CARRYING POWER OF T H E GOLDEN EAGLE. 

To the Editors of BRITISH BIRDS. 

SIRS,—-With reference to the letter on this subject (antea, p. 24), 
an experience of mine in the Himalayas may be of interest. In May 
and June 1893 I was shooting ibex in the Wakha nullah in Ladak, 
beyond Cashmere, and one evening while returning to camp, I disturbed 
a Golden Eagle feeding round a bend in a stream-bed. The Eagle rose 
and flew off, carrying something heavy in his claws. He flew low, 
about 50 feet up but fairly easily, and pitched about half a mile further 
up the stream. On following him up with my shot-gun, he rose from 
round another bend, again carrying his burden about, 30 yards from me, 
and I dropped him easily. He proved to be a fine Golden Eagle and 
his prey a very large marmot. I took both to my camp and weighed 
them at once, as I was so struck with the size of the marmot and was 
amazed that the Eagle had carried him, comparatively speaking, so 
easily. Unfortunately I cannot at the moment gain access to the 
notes and sketches I made a t the time, but two things I can be abso
lutely certain of are, tha t the marmot was heavier than the Eagle and 
that their respective weights were round about 11 and 10 lbs., the 
Eagle being just under or just over 10 lbs. and the marmot about 1 lb. 
more. Of course the weight of the marmot was much less than that of 
the lamb carried by the Eagle described in your former correspondent's 
letter, but on the other hand my Eagle was far from being laden to the 
full extent of his carrying powers. H. DELMK-RADCI.IFFE. 

THE " BRITISH BIRDS " MARKING SCHEME. 

To the Editors of BRITISH BIRDS. 

SIRS,—As you have invited your ringers to express their opinions, 
I should like to say that I hope you will not restrict the work to certain 
selected species. Although only a few birds of a particular kind may 
be ringed in each year, the records accumulate and in time the total 
will become respectable. A single record, though useless as a basis on 
which to found any general conclusion, may nevertheless be very 
interesting. 

I should like to suggest to those who, like myself, have the misfortune 
to live near a large town, that something may be done even in a small 
suburban garden. I have caught a good many birds here in a home
made wire-netting trap, and have obtained some information that has 
interested me. For instance, the weather here in the early months 
of 1917 was very severe, and I expected that birds would try to find 
more favourable conditions elsewhere ; the following records for that 
period show tha t some at least of the Blackbirds and Robins did not 
do so, and that they survived in spite of the cold. 

Out of nine Blackbirds ringed at West Park, Leeds, before the end 
of January five were recovered as follows :— 
Blackbird ringed 18th Dec. recovered 13th Feb. 

,, ,, 18th Dec. ,, n t h Feb. and again 2nd April. 
,, 14th Jan. ,, 1st April 

,, ,, 17th Jan, ,, 2nd April 
,, 29th Jan. ,, 6th March 

Two Robins ringed 19th Dec. were both recovered on the same day, 
6th February. 
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On the other hand, of eleven Starlings ringed in December, not one 

was recaptured. 
A point that has interested me is the number of individual birds that 

come to the garden ; one sees a couple of Robins and an occasional 
Blackbird, Song-Thrush or Chaffinch, and is apt to think tha t each 
species is only represented by two or three birds. My records, however, 
for the winter 1916-17 included 21 Blackbirds, 13 Song-Thrushes, 
11 Robins and 8 Chaffinches. 

Another incident that pleased me was that a Starling ringed in 
February was found nesting about a mile away later in the year ; and 
—though I made no note of i t—I am sure I have seen Starlings nesting 
in the immediate neighbourhood bearing rings which they had doubtless 
received a t my hands in winter. 

The points I have mentioned are perhaps trivial, but they have given 
me pleasure, and I have ventured to bring them forward in the hope of 
inducing others situated as I am to add to the number of ringed birds. 

CHARLES F. ARCHIBALD. 

SIRS ,—I should like to be allowed to associate myself with the 
observations on the above scheme contained in Mr. R. O. Blyth's letter 
in the January number. 

The deductions and suggestions which are put forward by Dr. 
Landsborough Thomson in his Critical Note are scientifically so true 
and are based on such wide experience that it would be impertinent, 
a t any rate on the part of such a mere amateur as I, to at tempt to 
dispute them. But one of the chief attractions of the British Birds 
Marking Scheme is the unfettered choice which the ringer is allowed 
in his selection of birds for marking purposes. 

I think most ringers have a predilection for certain birds ; but 
definitely to restrict this choice would, as Mr. Blyth points out, cause 
a very marked diminution of interest in the scheme, though there is 
no reason why special ringing should not be authoritatively encouraged. 

Mr. Blyth pertinently emphasises the real means of obtaining the 
fullest success, i.e., by making the scheme popular, which in this case 
is synonymous with arousing interest. 

One's own experience is that the interest of others is easily secured, 
and the scheme is becoming more widely known. I do not know if 
the percentage of rings recovered is higher than it was ; but I do know 
from my own experience that the knowledge that birds are ringed is 
much more general than it was, and that owners are not nearly so 
reluctant to grant permission for a ringer to search their grounds for 
nests, and are not so ready to regard a devotee of the ringing hobby as 
a lunatic. Nor when a ringed bird has been shot or caught in a mouse
t rap are people so liable to hush up the record for fear that someone's 
escaped pet bird has been killed. 

Some time ago Dr. H. J. Moon (antea, Vol. XIII . , p. 97) contributed 
some suggestions on ways of arousing interest in the Marking Scheme, 
and there are dozens of such ways. But the point I would enforce is 
that the returns of marked birds are likely to be more numerous the 
further the interest in the scheme is spread and the more widely the 
infectious fever of ringing is communicated. Special, as opposed to 
promiscuous, ringing would necessarily limit the areas in which ringing 
could be practised, and would inevitably tend to reduce the number of 
ringers and consequently the interest in, and success of, the Marking 
Scheme. A. MAYALL. 
ETON, WINDSOR, Jan 3rd, 1922. 
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SIRS ,—I agree most thoroughly with Mr. Blyth's opinion as expressed 
in his letter in British Birds tha t " to restrict the scope to a few species 
would tend to make i t unpopular and defeat the object to which we 
are striving to obtain." Mr. Witherby's note a t the foot of Mr. 
Blyth's letter disposes of the question of expense, which to me would 
seem to be the only good reason for curtailment of the ringing scheme. 
Anyone interested in the scheme will not grudge the time they can 
devote to it, and in many cases " some unforeseen and most interesting 
record " will justify his trouble. To speak for myself, if I concentrated 
on say, Lapwings and Song Thrushes, I do not think that I would ring 
any more of them than I do, possibly fewer, as I find some of them 
when looking for other birds. 

JAMES BARTHOLOMEW 
GLENORCHARD, TORRANCE, N R . GLASGOW. 

S I R S , — I quite agree with Mr. R. O. Blyth that the popularity of the 
" Marking Scheme " would be greatly decreased if we were to confine 
our labours entirely to a few species : but I do think that if, while 
continuing " promiscuous " marking, we were invited to pay special 
attention to certain species, ringers would fall in with the suggestion. 
Such birds might be underlined in the list giving the sizes of rings, or 
perhaps printed on the back. I have on several occasions thought of 
sending you a list of birds most easily got at in my neighbourhood and 
asking you to mark any on which special concentration was desired, 
but have hesitated to bother you in the matter . I should like to say 
tha t I have derived the very greatest interest and enjoyment from the 
"Marking Scheme," and hope that it will continue for many years, more 
or less along its present lines. J . F . THOMAS. 
T H E VICARAGE, LAUGHARNE, S. WALES, Jan. 6th, 1922. 

SIRS,—As one who has taken part annually in the British Birds 
Ringing Scheme since its inception in 1909, I should advocate 
promiscuous ringing at the discretion of the ringer. The unexpected 
always happens and one can never tell what valuable result may turn 
up from a, single ring or from the consecutive ringing of a family of 
nestlings. At the same time let us concentrate as far as possible on 
certain species. I have specially concentrated on the Swallow with 
the result of a return of a ring from Natal, and proof that the same 
Swallows or some of them return year after year to the same nest. 

To Mr. Blyth's suggestion as to filling up the Schedules in strict 
numerical order I would add that the rings should be carefully used 
in numerical order to save time, and to obviate the necessity of noting 
the number of each ring as it is put on the leg of the bird. My system 
is to arrange each packet of 20 rings in numerical order on a 4 J inch 
wire nail, and then place a piece of cork a t the sharp end of the nail 
to prevent the rings falling off. The rings are then available for 
instant use one after another, and. it is only necessary to note the 
number of the first ring used. In the case of nestlings partly fledged 
it is important that the ringing should be done as quickly as possible, 
otherwise the young birds become restless and may fall out of the nest. 

JOHN R. B. MASEFIELD. 
ROSEHILL, CHEADLE, STAFFORDSHIRE, l6th Jan. I g 2 2 . 

SIRS,—I think that Mr. Blyth in his letter in the January issue 
(pp. 190-192) has put forward very clearly the case of those who are 
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only able to ring on a small scale ; but I should like to suggest another 
view of the matter which I have not seen mentioned. 

I t seems to me that, now that financial considerations have been 
disposed of, the point at issue between promiscuous and special ringers 
is a very small one, and as time passes the tendency will be for it 
to become even smaller. I think the chief aim at present ought to 
be to enlist the help of as many readers as possible, and certainly 
promiscuous ringing is the more attractive to the majority. 

During 1921, my brother and I ringed some two hundred birds, 
but of these, eighty-five were of one species. If tha t is a common 
experience, it follows that as soon as the scheme receives the support 
it deserves, while ringing promiscuously on the chance of some new 
and unexpected discovery, we shall automatically approach as near 
as is possible for part-time workers to the scientific ideal of Dr. 
Landsborough Thomson. For then, several ringers in various parts 
of the country will mark simultaneously a large number of that species 
which happens to be commonest or most easily procurable in their 
particular districts. J. N. DOUGLAS SMITH. 

ASHWOOD, BROUGHTY FERRY, FORFARSHIRE, 13ft Jan. 1922. 

SIRS,—As one who has only limited time for this most fascinating 
branch of the study of birds, I should feel very disappointed were the 
idea of only marking certain kinds to become the rule. Having of 
necessity to give less time during the war to ringing, and only 
having recommenced last year I am looking forward to a good season 
during 1922. 

Having ringed for several years in the neighbourhood of London, 
I found the interest taken by farmers, keepers, boys, etc., very keen, 
and I did all in my power to spread the knowledge of and the reasons 
for the Scheme. Were restrictions imposed upon us we should also 
be restricted in our opportunities of this useful propaganda. 

Having recently removed to S. Wales, I found the Scheme scarcely 
known in the part where I now am, but I was greatly helped and 
encouraged by the interest taken in it by those whose work keeps 
them about the country where they may be of great use in returning 
to us the rings and in assisting generally in the Scheme. 

If it were wishful to concentrate on certain of the more " remunera
tive " species, could not a list of the same be forwarded to the ringers 
with the request that though " all are welcome " the following species 
are to receive, where possible, the prior attention. Would not this 
meet the case ? 
Jan. 23rd, 1922. CLEMENCE M. ACLAND. 

FORMER BREEDING OF T H E OSPREY IN IRELAND. 

To the Editors of BRITISH B I R D S . 

SIRS,—Referring to the Rev. F . L. Blathwayt's letter in January 
British Birds (p. 192), I should like to mention that early records of 
the Osprey breeding should not be taken for granted as referring to 
Pandion haliaetus. The bird was much confused with the Sea-Eagle 
by old writers. Willughby's Osprey is Haliaetus albicilla, and no 
doubt the old letter of 1683 mentioning " several eyries of Eagles as 
also of Ospreys " may refer to the Golden Eagle and White-tailed 
Eagle. 
N E W BARNET, Jan. yth, 1922. H. K I R K E SWANN 
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