
LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Sir,
The enticle in the first issue of Safninq News on the

the Bal Chatri rapton trap was very int6EEtr-ig--Having
Professors Broekhuysen and Siegfnied in their work on the
Suzzard I would I ike to make a few suggestions.
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Firstly the problem of wind flattening nooses. We found that
this pnoblem could be overcome by stnengthening the bases of the
nooses with fuse wine. A piece of wire is wound around one cm. of
the wire of the cage next to the base of the noose, then wound
spirally up and down about one cm, of the noose and finally wound
eround the cage wire again, The nesult is an inverted T of fuse
wine which adds considerable support to the nooser

Secondly the type of mouse used in the trap. White mice have
poor resistance _to high ambient temperatures and solar radiation.
We used agouti (bnown), black on piebald mice which are more active
and have a better resistance. The traps wene not left out for more
than five minutes aften the raptor showed signs of disinterest (such
aa ppeening). A droppen water-bottle r,"s put in the cage when it
fas not in use. lf the mice wene listless a few dnops of waten
rere spninkled onto thein fur. They usual ly pneened and so inad-
vertently drank water,

A double-walled trap with two mesh walls one cm. apant stops
the mice from chewing the nooses and also pnevents the raptors from
getting at the mice.

Othen brief points:-
- 36fb. breaking strain nylon ( 23 -26 s.w.g.) worked best for small

and med i um s i zed raotors,
- Do not put too many nooses on a trap,
- The ideal tnap weight to naptor weight ratio is about 3r5: 1.

I hope that these points might lead to impnovements and betten
tnap success.

Yours sincerely,
P. G. H. Frost,
c/o F itzPatrick Institute,
University of Cape Town,
Rondebosch 7700,
Cape.

Sin,
I am not convinced that nylon Japanese nets should be abandoned

in favour of the British tenylene nets.

The nylon nets have two advantages as I see it. Firstly they
cost less, although admittedly, the nylon nets deteriorate sooner
than terylene neta. I would like to see a comparison of prices and
effective life timee of the two net types. Even if terylene nets
may be economically fan cheaper.. This cannot be disregarded.
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The.second and biggest advantage of nylon nets is that under sunnyconditions, the finer nylon nets catch mone birds. This statementis based on personal experience of many types of netting, from
swal low.and night netting, to netting in ionest, scrubr-irass and
backyard habitat whene both terylene and nylon nets wene-used,

. Thg.question to ask at this point is "Are there any disadvan-
tages which mi I itate against the use of nylon nets?,,,

. The. impontant point which has been raised concerns injuny to theSif9. Large fast-flying birds such as doves and wadens, troLablywi | | cut themselves more frequently on nylon. Neverth"i".", I have
seen.waders trapped in terylene nets with cuts, and bent fliiht
feathers, 0ther contnibutory factors towards the injury of-binds
€re. bad handl ing, incorrect net size and time spent in t-he net -and not- only. net type. Cuts always bleed profusely and look far
worse than they are. In my experience, very few smal ler birds
trapped in-nylon nets show any extennal injuries, and I feel the im-
pontance of this consideration is ovenplayed - hrithout evidence.

Internal injuries are anothen matter. These can onlv be in-vestigated thoroughly by examining the bird when dead, (Who cares
what injuries are infl icted, if the bird is to die anyway?), I am

9p9l t". correction, but I understand that many such specimens aFeki I led by squeezing the body. One cannot draw conclusions from
such evidence.

- lt is my contention that under some conditions, the nylon net
is superior to the tenylene net, Some ringers wi I t disagree with
me, but I further contend that it would be veny difficult-to prove
this scientifical ly - because so many variables ane involved,' Fin-
.!ly, I request NIIBRA to carry € stock of nylon nets, Ringers can
then choose according to their pensonal preference, fon sol id evi-
dence is not available it seems.

In conclusion, that old cl ichd "A bird in the hand is wonth
two in the bush",

Yours sincenely,
A I do Berrut i ,
95 St.Andnews Dnive,
Durban Nonth {016,
Nata I .

The fol lowing l"!!:t was received from Escom in response to repre-sentations from NUBRA asking that Escom personnel be infonmed ofthe po.ssibil ity that dead birds beneath overhead wines might be
ringed. The letter seems of sufficient general interest tc warr-
ant publ ishing in Safring.

Si r,
Escom is willing to co-operate with the Univensity of Cape

Town in its reasearch pnognammes. A directive r.ii I I b; issued toall employees concerned to report to you or to the pnetonia Zoo on
any deed_ringed birds found during power I ine inspections through-
out the Republ ic, and to nemove, flatten and retunn the nings.

.Escom engineers have commented that generally binds wiit nct
perch on I ive conductors of oven 50 000 volte. Binds have been
seen to approach a conductor and to fly off again imin€diately they
became ayare of the intense electric field neon the conductoi.s. li
?R



Dear Si n,
On 22.1.72 | ringed a Greater Kestrel Ad.Q, I netnapped

the bird on 23.5.74 and found the aluminium ring was so wonn as to
be almost undecipherable. The wear on the ning was mainly on its
outside surface and appeaned to have been made by the bird's beak.
I removed the ring and neplaced it with a stainless steel one,

In view of the above expenience ltould suggest that no bird
of prey should be ringed with an aluminium or even aluminium alloy
rin9, 0nly stainless steel on incoloy nings should be used.

Yours sincerely,
H . P, Mende l sohn,
1228 Burnett Street,
Hatfield. 0002, Tvl.

ERRATA
re: Harhrood, J. and PiperrS. E.

tu^., +^ ^--1.,^^ L:-^i-t -:-^:-^ I ' Safn i ns 3( 1) :10-16.
In expanding on Mr.Hanwood's note, I introduced three errors

into the papenr I wish to absolve Mr.Harwood of any responsibility
fon the mistakes.
1. The last sentence in note 3.3. should nead:- place the Z value on
the horizontal axis of Fig,2, draw a vertical line upwards until it
meets the diagonal I ine. Then read off the conresponding probabi I ity.
2. The fol lowins table should be substituted for Table 6:-
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3. The second sentence in 4.7. should read:- In this case l.{8 is very
much less than 10.64 (chi-squared value for six degrees of freedom at
the tQ% level :10.64). Thus we would accept the €heonetical distni-
bution. The conclusion is that in this case
SIGNIFICANT DIFFEREIICE between the ving lenstffi
S'E.Piper, Dept. of Appl ied Maths., U.C.T.
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