
LETTERS 
ORKNEY BREEDING-RECORDS OF GREY LAG-GOOSE AND 

LONG-TAILED DUCK. 

To the Editors of BRITISH BIRDS. 

S I R S , — I am glad tha t Mr. Hale has questioned these two records 
(supra, p. 199), for since recording the nesting of the Grey Lag-Goose 
in Orkney in Vol. I I I . , p. 376, I have had doubts as to whether the 
pair were genuine wild birds, for on the spring-migration I know of 
more than one case where Grey Lags have left the migrating skeins 
and joined tame geese in Orcadian farm-yards, sometimes remaining 
for considerable periods. The pair in question were probably; I now 
consider, semi-domesticated, and if so my record will not stand. The 
case of the Long-tailed Duck nesting in Orkney is still more doubtful, 
and I protested against the record from the moment it was published, 
for as I pointed out in The Annals of Scottish Natural History some 
years ago, hardly, if ever, a year passes without one or more pairs 
remaining on Loch Stenness throughout the summer, which of course 
is no proof that they nest there, such being in all probability wounded 
birds unable to make the passage. H. W. ROBINSON. 

SPORADIC NESTING AND T H E CROSSBILL. 

To the Editors of BRITISH B I R D S . 

S I R S , — I have been much interested in the sporadic nesting contro
versy, especially where reference is made to the Crossbill, and think 
tha t Mr. Witherby is too hard on Mr. Bunyard. 

Surely Mr. Bunyard's evidence is as worthy of credit as Mr. Witherby's 
assertion tha t the Crossbill in Ireland " was not indigenous " ; can 
Mr. Witherby prove tha t the Crossbill has not bred in Ireland for the 
last hundred years, or five hundred years if you like ? I t is pretty 
easy to make an assertion of tha t kind but very difficult of proof; 
we must remember tha t whereas one hundred years ago there were 
few observers of the movements o'. birds in the British Islands, there 
are now thousands, and tha t the fauna of Ireland was perhaps less 
known than any other part. As regards England, I have positive 
proof of the bird nesting in Norfolk in 1887, 1889, 1890, and in 1889 
in Suffolk, and I have evidence tha t it bred in 1888; but we will let 
that pass. 
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Will Mr. Witherby kindly say how long in his opinion we must wait 
before he gives this bird a " residential qualification for England " ? 

H E R B E R T MASSEY. 

[Mr. Massey's letter seems to suggest tha t we should regard a species 
as breeding in any area in which it may occur until it is proved not 
to breed there ! Such an argument is really too obviously unscientific 
to require refutation. Suffice it to state briefly that , although the 
Crossbill had long been known as an occasional visitant to Ireland, 
it was not until the year 1839 tha t it had ever been known to 
breed there. The next instance of breeding was in 1867, and from 
1868 onwards i t became a regular breeding species in Fermanagh, 
but it was no t until 1889 tha t i t became widely distributed in Ireland 
as a breeding bird. I t is a significant fact that all the years mentioned 
were years following well marked irruptions. 

With regard to Mr. Massey's Norfolk and Suffolk breeding-records, 
the year 1889 for both counties is included in our Hand-List (p. 17), 
but 1890 would appear to have been previously unrecorded, while 
1887 confirms the probable record mentioned in the same work. 
Supposing we admit t ha t it bred also in 1888, we have here a sequence 
of four years in which it nested in Norfolk, but the next breeding-
record for the county is not until twenty years afterwards, viz. 1910. 
There was an irruption in 1887, a very large one in 1888, and an 
equally great, or perhaps greater, one in 1909. 

As to Mr. Massey's last paragraph, if we consider the past record 
just mentioned, would it not be better to leave the future to look after 
itself !—H.F.W.] 
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