
Biology Building 

October 15, 1931 

Div. of Tood taste Research 

Dear Mr. Nelson: 

| | My data sheets arrived 0... With respect to the marsh hawk and 
redtail pellete which I considered umreliable, I might state that I look upon 
them as being unreliable for both my purposes and those of the Survey on the 
sole basis of their giving an erroneous impression = to the proportions of 
one species of prey eaten to another. ‘The pellets themselve pd ly 
of indubitable origin and feirly well dated, tat they, are mostly from nest~ 
— ete hawks and redtails, and hence unsatisfactory from a mumber of 
stan Be 

Nestling hawke have nia calcium veaiisenatn (for that matter the 
digestive processes of some aiult hawks can be plenty hard on bony catertal) 
and in many instances are fed partially picked or partially sicinne: 
prey, of which no recognizable skeletal debris may be present in a pellet, 
especially if that orey was one of the first to be swallowed subsequ 
ejection of the previous pellet. 

Hypothetical case to illustrate potentialities for errort 

Prey brought in to margh uae nest os one ig eS and 

could be represented an all pellets. Although each aM - might get 
share of the mice or 4 apiece, it would be more ‘than it rely ¢ only 
the last one or two eaten, if any, would be distinguishab] 
remains, and since individual marsh hawks hewe been neon to pote oa 
of the skin from their mice, an estimate of number on the basis of bulk 
of fur might not hold up. ‘The ratic of meadowlarks to mice aco rding 

ination of the pellets might then be as upset ag lt] or 1:2, 
instead of the true 1:20, 

I do not regard my objection so valid as applied to pellets fren 
adult hawice ssepnages at seasone when prey “ wom mare an 4 


