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BEMERKUNG ZU DEN ROTBRAUNEN WEBERN IN WINDHOEK

Im September 1986 kreuzte abends ein Flug dieser Weber
bei uns im Garten auf. Einige tranken an der Vogeltrdnke, jedoch
nur wenige. Nach einigen Tagen waren es ca 200 - 300 Vogel, die
im grossen Feigenbaum (Australische Port Jackson Fig Ficus rubigi-
nosus ) nidchtigten. Jeden Abend erschienen sie innerha einer
halben Stunde vor Sonnenuntergang in kleinen Schwirmen von allen
Seiten. Es war ein ziemliches Getobe und ein grosser Lirm bis sie
sich mit Einbruch der Dunkelheit beruhigten. Das , Gekrdtsche"
war so stark, dass sich die Nachbarn auf der gegeniiberliegenden
Strassenseite beschwerten. Die Blatter des Feigenbaumes waren
mehr weiss als grin. Unter dem Baum lag nach ganz kurzer Zeit
eine dichte Guaneschicht und duftete dementsprechend beim Bewéds-
sern. Der darunterstehende Hibiscus, ebenfalls weiss bekleckert,
war so gut gediingt, dass er um die doppelte Hohe seiner Grosse
wuchs und wegen der Ueberdiingung iiberhaupt nicht blihte. Anfang
Februar 1987 fing es an zu regnen. In der ersten Halfte des Monats,
bei kleinerem Regen, gefiel es ihnen noch gut in der dichten
Baumkrone. Nach dem ersten stdrkeren Niederschlag (46 mm)
erschienen nur noch etwa die Hilfte der Voégel zum Schlafen. Am
darauffolgenden Abend herrschte véllige Stille. Kein einziger Vogel
tauchte mehr auf.

W. GIESS, Postfach 3402, Windhoek, 9000
000000000000 CO00000000000

FAIR WARNING

Coleen Mannheimer
P.O. Box 193
Windhoek
9000

What is a "megatwitch?"

Thats easy - its one of those mythical things that other liars
talk about. No, really, lets be truthful. One always feels that
soupcon of cynicism when another birder casually remarks that he
saw a Lesser Blue-eared Whatnot in his birdbath. Of course, if he
had a witness, well, okay, - if the witness was a reliable, honest,
disinterested, mformed observer or a Professor of Ornithology, then
one is forced to reluctantly accept the sighting, (I often think that
birders get married merely to have a more convenient alibi close at
hand).

However, | must tell you about my megatwitch. (Grit your
teeth.) 1 saw a BLACKTAILED GODWIT (Yes!!) at Avis in Decem-
ber last year. And I have lots of witnesses to prove it. So there.
Anyway, to get to the gist of this story, when my husband had
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confirmed my suspicions, 1 would have given my kingdom for an
ornithologist. Fortunately 1 was not forced to these extremes
because when we phoned Chris Brown (my personal nomination for
sceptic of the year), he contacted jJoris Komen, who saved me
from permanent attachment to my binoculars (I was too scared to
take my eyes off the bird in case it flew away) by coming out
and confirming it.

Sighting confirmed. Ecstasy all round.
Great satisfaction of phoning birding friends
mention that they might want to wander

BUT ..... what's this? A rare
bird form to fill in? Photos to take
to convince the committee? But they've
all seen it! Doesn't matter? What do you
mean doesn't matter?

YES, my friend, there are TRAPS
lying in wait for unsuspecting mega-
twitchers.

To begin with, the RARE BIRD FORM.
This is a ghastly torture devised by crackling
committee members which actually demands that
you describe your bird using the terms to be found
on page xlix of the new Roberts.

Next, the PHOTOS WHICH SHOULD
ACCOMPANY THE FORM. Well, my bird
was twitchy to say the least.lt allowed me to get
within all of 200m before flying away silently while I tried despe-
rately to focus. (This was really a nasty habit which is not reported
in Roberts.) When my slides were developed 1 was edified to find
that [ had 20 photos of a mystery bird with its head in the mud.
Lets face it, a Godwit without avisible bill is not much of a
Godwit at all. Godwits are not a photographers dream when the
feeding is good. (This is my pearl of wisdom to budding Bannisters)

Finally, the photo torture is followed by demands for reports
for Roan News and Lanioturdus by pushy Editors who "wait breath-
lessly" for your article and then edit it to pieces.

So BE WARNED, the path to megatwitch euphoria is strewn
with cunning pitfalls. Be prepared to work or hide your bird under
a bush.

P.S. A Blacktailed Godwit is similar to a Bartailed Godwit
only much,much better.

to casually
out to Avis...
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