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be here presented. Mr. B. H. Warren, a well-
known ornithologist, in a paper entitled ' W h a t 
hawks eat, ' published in a recent report of the 
Pennsylvania board of agriculture, states, respect
ing the red-tailed hawk (Buteo borealis), — the 
'hen-hawk' par excellence of eastern North 
America, — that an examination of the stomachs 
of one hundred and one examples of this species 
" revealed in eighty-one chiefly mice and small 
quadrupeds, also some small birds ; nine, chickens ; 
three, quail ; two, rabbits ; one, a part of a skunk ; 
one, a red squirrel ; one, a gray squirrel ; three, 
snakes." In the stomachs of thirty-four red-shoul
dered hawks (B. lineatus) examined were found, 
in twenty-three, mice, small quadrupeds, grass
hoppers, and coleopterous insects ; in nine, frogs 
and insects ; in the remaining two, small birds, 
hair, and orthopterous insects. Of twelve broad-
winged hawks (B. latissimus), four contained 
mice ; three, small birds ; four, frogs ; one, cray
fish and insects. The contents of the stomachs of 
twenty-nine sparrow-hawks (Falco sparverius) was, 
in fifteen cases, principally mice wi th traces of 
various insects; in six, grasshoppers ; in two, 
coleoptera and grasshoppers ; two, meadow-larks ; 
four, sparrows. Nine rough-legged hawks (Archi-
buteo lagopus sancti-johannis) examined had all 
fed exclusively upon field-mice. Of eleven marsh-
hawks (Circus hudsonius), the stomachs of &ve 
contained mice ; of two, small birds ; of three, 
frogs ; the other, grasshoppers and rabbit 's hair. 

The hawks of the genus Accipiter, on the other 
hand, present a bad record; fourteen out of twenty-
four Cooper's hawks (A. Cooperi) being found to 
contain chickens, seven others, birds, and three, 
only mice and insects. Of sharp-shinned hawks 
(A. velox), four out of fifteen contained chickens ; 
nine, small b i rds ; one, mice ; and one, insects. 
On the other hand, it is known that several other 
species of the hawk family feed almost exclusively 
upon insects, mice, snakes, and frogs. 

Careful examination of the contents of stomachs 
of owls, of which the results have been published, 
show that field-mice consti tute their principal 
food, and that grasshoppers and other insects 
enter largely into the diet of all the smaller 
species. The larger species add to their usual 
fare of mice and the smaller mammals , many 
grouse and rabbits. 

In short, enough is known of the regimen of 
our rapacious birds to show tha t they are only ex
ceptionally harmful to the farmer; their infrequent 
raids — mostly by a few species — on the poultry 
being much more than offset by their destruction 
of mice, grasshoppers, and other injurious 
insects. 

In this connection, reference may be appropri

ately made to the letters from farmers and fruit
growers, as well as bird-lovers, from various parts 
of the country, addressed to the committee of the 
American ornithologists' union on bird-protection, 
detailing the vast injury they recognize as result
ing to agriculture from the present wholesale 
slaughter of birds. An extract from a letter from 
a farmer in Dexter, Mich., will indicate the gen
eral purport of these communications. " The 
destruction of birds has been and is carried on 
here to such an extent that it is hardly possible to 
raise any kind of fruit; even the grapes, as well as 
the apples, being too wormy for use or sale. 
Boys, and even sires of families, but not men, go 
out and shoot swallows, robins, larks, etc. I t 
makes no difference if they are nesting ; and many 
a nest of young birds have starved on account of 
their parents being shot. And the small boy with 
his sling-shot destroys many — and all for the 
desire to murder. . . . There is a law to pro
hibit all this ; but those who could enforce it take 
no interest in the matter . Not a single person 
saves the skins for gain : the birds are thrown 
away, or left where they fall. I have protested 
against the cruelty, but to no purpose, except in 
a few instances. The game and bird laws should 
be enforced by men appointed for the purpose, 
who should receive a salary, so tha t they may 
make it a business." 

BIRD-LAWS. 
MOST of the states and territories have on their 

statute-books laws for the protection of game and 
fish, regulating the season of hunt ing and fishing, 
and providing penalties for the taking of game or 
fish during certain portions of each year, or, in 
particular cases, for a series of years. These laws 
are intended, in most cases, to give protection to 
' useful ' birds, in addition to the game-birds, and 
their nests and eggs, at all seasons. In general, 
these laws are crude and unsatisfactory so far as 
they relate to supposed useful birds, and also in 
relation to many others which are either pro
tected merely during certain months, or not at 
all, as is the case with many of the marsh and 
shore inhabiting species, such as the herons, terns, 
gulls, etc. Most of the laws exclude from protec
tion all hawks and owls, crows, jays, and black
birds, and, in some cases, robins and other kinds 
of song-birds, woodpeckers, etc. A few of the 
laws make provision for collecting birds and their 
eggs for scientific purposes, often in a lax way, 
but occasionally, as in Maine, wi th considerable 
stringency; while the new bird-law of New Jersey 
prohibits the destruction of song-birds, their nests 
or eggs, for any purpose whatever. Defective as 



the present laws now generally are, they would, 
if thoroughly enforced, prevent the disgraceful 
slaughter now so bygeneral, and ~~i~ t ran~mel lec l  
any legal interference. As already so man7 times 
reiterated in this series of papers, tlle fault is not 
so inuch lack of laws, or inadequate legislation, as 
the absence of nearly all effort to interpose any 
obstacles, legal or otherwise, in the way of free 
slaughter. So apathetic is the public in all that 
relates to bird-protection, that prosecution under 
the bird-protection statutes requires, on tlle paif 
of tlle prosecutor, a considerable amount of moral 
courage to face the frowil of lmblic opinion. tlie 
i~lalignment of motive, and the ennlities such 
prosecution is sure to engender. 

None of the bircl-laws are above inlprovenient, 
even in so far as they relate to tlle protection of 
game-birds : but, in respect to the non-game bircls, 
nearly all require more or less change. If possible, 
it would be well to have uniform laws througliout 
all tlle statcs and territories, varying only in re- 
spect to the time of the close season, and sncll 
other points as difference of season, kind of game 
to be especially protected, etc., acelorcling to local 
conditions. At present, certain bircls are protected 
in some states which are outla~ved in others, or 
are treated as game-birds in some? and not so 
treated in others. 

Birds, as regards legislation, may xell be di- 
vided into two classes, -game-birds, and birds 
wtlich are not such ; and the lav-s relating to each 
class should be separate and distinct. T l ~ egame-
birds should be left to the care of sportsmen and 
game-protective associations. since self-interest on 
tlle part of the more intelligent sport-sn~en will 
tlictate inore or less wise legislation for the pres- 
ervation of the bircls on \\-hich their sport depends. 
But in respect to game-birds, public opinion sllould 
be so far enligllteried as to secure the enforce- 
ment of proper legislative enactn~ents; bi-liich is 
notoriously not the case at  present. All other 
birds should be left to the care of bird-lovers and 
h~unanitarians, who sllould see that proller l a ~ v s  
for their preservation are not only emcted, but 
duly erdorced. As already sho~.vn in preceding 
pages of this Szbppleme~zf,those who know best, 
from having scientifically investigated the subject, 
are convinced that none of our native birds should 
be outlawed as unqualifieclly, or even to any 
serious degree, injurious. d few exceptions inigllt 
be made. were it practicable : but, in  the general 
ignorance of legislators and of the public general- 
ly, -or their i12abilit;r to make proper distinction 
through inability to recognize by proper names 
one kind of ha\\-k, for instance, from another, -
the safe way is to attempt no such discrinlination 
in legislation. The slight harm resulting froin 

protecting half a dozen species more or less harm- 
ful would be more than offset by the indiscrimi- 
nate destruction which wouicl necessarily result 
from such a loophole. 

The reason for keeping legislation respecting 
game-birds distinct frorn that relating to the other 
species is mainly to avoid conflict of interests 
respecting such legislation, which is more or less 
sure to follotv in any attempt at  combined legis- 
lation respecting all birds in one act. Sports-
men's clubs and game-protective associations in 
attempting to provide proper game-laws often 
find otrong opponents in  the game-dealers and 
market-gunners, who often succeed in defeating 
juclicious legislation. If all bircls are treated 
under the same act, attempts to irrlprove the por- 
tions of such acts as relate to useful birds are 
often prevented through opposition to certain 
clauses of the game-sections obnoxious to pot-
hunters and game-dealers, as has recently been 
the case with attempted judicious amendments to  
the bird-laws in the state of Nassachusetts. 

There should also be some provision for collect- 
ing birds, their nests and eggs, for scientific pur- 
poses, in behalf of our natural history nluseun~s 
and of scientific progress in ornithology. As 
already shown in these articles, the birds de-
stroyed in the interest of science, notwithstancling 
the outcry to the contrary from certain sources, 
are relatively feu7 in comparison to the number 
destroyed for millinery and other mercenary 
purpoees, -so small as not to materially affect the 
decrease of any species. But such license, unless 
rigidly guarded, is liable to abuse, and should be 
hedged about with every practicable safeguard. 
The number of such licenses issued in any state 
should be very small ; they should be granted 
with strictest regard to the fitness of the recipient 
to be allowed such a favor ; ant1 their abuee or 
misuse made a misdemeanor subject to severe 
penalties. Obviously, the power to grant them 
should, so far as possible, hie veeteil in persons 
having some knowledge of ornitho!ogy, or who 
are able to recognize the difference between col- 
lecting birds for scientific purposes and as 'curiosi-
ties,' or for traffic other than strictly in the interest 
of science. I t  should be further understood that 
these licenses grant no immunity from the ordi- 
nary laws of trespass, or laws against the use of 
tire-arms a t  improper times or places, or in viola- 
tion of any of the provisions of game-protective 
acts. The system of issuing such licenses has 
needlessly been brought into disrepute tllrough 
the gross ignorance and apathy of the general 
public as to tlieir real purpose and limitations. 
For niost of the abuses of the system there is 
already abundant remedy, Any person holding 



such a license, who uses it as a shield against prc;s- 
ecut,ion for illegal or indiscritninate slaughter of 
birds for any and all purposes, is succesaiul only 
to such extent as the ignorsnce or apathy of the 
community among which his misdeeds are cotn- 
lnitted happen t,o give him irumunity. The fault 
is not in reality chargeable to the law, or the sys- 
tem permitting the granting of certificates for 
scientific collecting. In  this niatter, as in all else 
relating to bird-destruction, all that is necessary 
to prevent abuses is a proper comprellension of the 
l a~vs  relating to the subject, and a public renti- 
nient not only favorable to their enforcement, but 
wat,cllful against any infringement of their pro- 
visions. 

TXTith a desire to bring about morn intelligent, 
uniform, and desirable legislation for the protec- 
tlon everywhere, and a t  all times, of all birds not 
properly to be regarded as game-birds? the Ameri- 
can ornithologists' union committee on bird-
protection have had under careful consirleration a 
draught of a bird-law drawn with special reference 
to its fitness for general adoption throughout the 
Unitrd States and the British Pro\-inces, and with 
regard to just what hirds should be so protected. 
I t  is intended as a guide or model, which nlay 
sen-e as a basis for legislation. From its perti- 
nence in the present conneclion, it  is given below 
in full. Possibly some additional provisions iuay 
still be desirable, relating especially to the desig- 
nation of certair~ ofiicers to secure its strict obsorv- 
ance. the amount of t,he fine, ancl whether or not 
a part of the fine should go t,o the cornplainaat, -
features, however, that doubtless may be safrly 
left to legislative tliscretion. 

[AS ACT FOR THE PROTECTIOK O B  BIRDS AND THEIR SESTS 

ASD EGGS.] 

E C T I O ~ V  1.-Any person who shall, v i th in  the  s ta te  of 
-, kill any mild bird other than a game-bird, or pur-
chase, offer. or expose for  sale any such wild bird, after it 
has  been killed, shall tor each offpnee be  subject t o  a iiue of 
five dollars. or imprisor~nlent for t,en day?, cis both. a t  the 
discretion of the court. For  the purposes of this ac t  the  
following only shall be considered game birds. The Ana- 
tidae, csm~nonly  known as  swans, geese, brant,  and river 
and sen ducks;  the  Raliidae, commonly known a s  rails, 
coots, mud-hens. and gallinules ; the Limicolae, commonly 
known as  shore-birds, plovers, surf-hirds, snipe, woodcock, 
s:~ndpipers, tatlers, and curlews ; the Gallinae, commonly 
known as  wild turkeys, groase, prairie-chickens, pheasants,  
partridges, and quails. 

SECT.2.- Any perslm who shall. within t he  s t a t e  of --
take or  needlessly desthoy the nest or the  eggs of any wilt( 
bird, shitll besubject for  each offanee t o a  fine of five dollars, 
or  imprisonlnent for  ten  days, or both, a t  t h . ~  discretion of 
the  court. 

SECT. 3.-SeoSions 1 and 2 of this act shall not apply t o  
any person holding a certificate ,oirrinz t h e  right to  take 
birds, and their nests and eggs, f o r  scientific purposes, as 
provided for  in section 4 of this act.  

SECT.4. -Certificates may be granted by /here follow the 
names of the persons, if any. duly authorizer1 by this ac t  to  
grant such certificates], or  by any incorporated society of 
natural histor1 in the  state,  throoah such persons or  

officers as  said saciety may designate, t o  any properly 
accrt.dited person of tile age of eighteen yzsrs or  upward, 
permitting t h l  holder there?E t o  collect birds. their nests 
or  eggs, for strictly scientific purposes only. I n  order t o  
obtain sucll certificate, the applicant for tile same must  
pres5nt to  the  persdn or  persons having the power t o  gram 
said certificate, writtell testimmials fr,im two well-knovn 
scienrific men, certifginq t o  the good character a11d fitness 
of said applicant t o  be intrusted with such privilege ; must 
pay t o  said persons or  officers oue dollitr t o  defray  the 
uenessary expanses attending the  granting of such certifi- 
cates ; and must Ale with said persons or officers n properly 
executed bond, in the sum of two hundred dollars, signed 
by t v o  responsible citizens of the s ta te  as sureties. This 
iiond shall be forfeited t o  the state,  and the certificate 
become void. upon proof t ha t  the  holder of suou a certifi- 
cate has k~ l l ed  any bird, or  taken the nest or  eggs of any 
bird. for other than the  purposes named in sectiorls 3 
and 4 of this act,  anrl sllall be fnr ther  subject for  each 
s ~ i c hoffence t o  the penaitie$ provided therefor in sections 
1 and 2 of t,bis ac t .  

SECT.5. -The csrtificatns authorized by this ac t  shall be 
in force for one year only from the  date  of their issue, and 
shall not be transferable.  

SECT.6 .  -The English or  European house-sparrow 
(Passer domesticus) is liot iucluded among the birds pro- 
tected by this act. 

SECT.7.- A11 acts,  or parts of acts, heretofore passed, 
inconsistent wit,ll or contrary to  the  provisions of this act,  
a re  hereby repealed. 

SECT.8. -This act shall take effect up011 its passags. 

AN APPEAL TO THE ?VOJIE,V 08' THE 
COGr/iV1'RP IN BEHALF OF THE BIRDS. 

THE relation of the women of the country to  
the present lamentable destruction of bird-life has 
been several t in~es  alluded to in the foregoing 
pages ; but the Inalter is so important, it demands 
more forinal notice in the present connection. 
The destrnction of inillions of birds annually 
results from the present fashion of wearing birds 
on hats a,ncl bonnets. The women who wear thr?m, 
and give countenance to the fashion, have doubt- 
less done so thonghtlessly, as regards tlie serious 
destruction of bird-life thereby entailed, and 
without any appreciation of its extent or its 
results, consiclered from a practical stand-point. 
Until recently, very rarely has attention been 
called to the matter, or the facts in the case been 
adequately set forth. They hare tlierefore sinned, 
for the most part, unwittingly, and are thus not 
seriously chsrgeahle with blame. But tlie case 
is 11053~ difTerent, and ignorance can no longer 
be mged in palliat,ion of a barbarous fashion. Oh-
viouslg it  is onlv necessary to call the attention of 
inteliigent women to the subject, as now pre-
sented, to enlist their synlpatlries and their efforts 
in si~prtression of {he milliner's traffic in bird- 
slrins. As x recent writer (Mr. E. P. Biclmell, 
secretary of the A. 0. U. committc%e on bird-
protection) in the &:elbi~ag post of this city has not 
only forcibly appealed to  the \vornfan in be11:tlf of 
thebirds, but suggested to them certain desirable 
lines of' action, tliis brief reference to the subject 


