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Introduction to plenary papers

A central feature of the scientific programs of in-
ternational ornithological congresses is a series of ple-
nary lectures, which include the Presidential Ad-
dress. The 2nd Congress in 1890 in Budapest con-
tained several major addresses by well-known or-
nithologists such as J. A. Palmén, A. Newton, R.
B. Sharpe and M. Fiirbringer. The tradition of the
Presidential Address began at the 4th Congress in
London in 1905 when R. Bowdler Sharpe presented
a detailed history of the bird collections in the British
Museum. From that time, all ornithological con-
gresses have begun with the Presidential Address im-
mediately following the Opening Session, the Beijing
Congress being the one exception because Professor
Bock had lost part of his voice due to a paralyzed left
vocal chord (resulting from an operation at the end of
April, 2002; he can talk normally now); his writ-
ten address is included herein.

It has been a tradition for plenary lectures to
provide overviews of major advances in the research
fields of the lecturers chosen: Heinroth on the ethol-
ogy of ducks and Lucanus on avian physiology at the
Sth Congress; Lambrecht on avian paleornithology
and Dunker on avian genetics at the 7th; Meise re-
viewing progress in systematics and Nice on the life
history of the Song Sparrow at the 8th; and Mayr on
avian speciation, Dorst on migration, Tinbergen on
behavior and Lack on ecology at the 10th. Presiden-
tial addresses, in addition, sometimes reviewed his-
torical aspects of ornithology, such as the contribu-
tion of amateurs in biology, the role of museum de-
velopment and, as at the 23rd Congress, histories of
the international ornithological congresses them-
selves.

Most plenary lectures have been published in the
Proceedings of congresses, together with presidential
addresses, and for the 1994 and 1998 congresses also
separately as an issue of a major international journal
to increase circulation. So we are pleased that the
plenary lectures from the 23rd Ornithological
Congress in Beijing, 2002, will be published in a
separate issue of Acta Zoologica Sinica. Unfortu-

nately, one lecturers at Beijing, Roberto Cavalcanti
(Brazil, Bird Conservation in South America), did
not provide a manuscript of his talk. Henri
Weimerskirch’s paper on seabird ecology was submit-
ted too late and just as an enlarged abstract. Due to
the editorial policy of Acta Zoologica Sinica, it will
now be published among the general records of the
Proceedings, together with the RTDs and symposia.
The other papers provide a diverse picture of current
research topics in avian biology.

An additional plenary event was held for the first
time at the Beijing Congress: a Presidential Debate.
Two eminent protagonists were asked to present their
cases for opposing views on an important topic in a-
vian biology, in this case the origin of birds from rep-
tilian ancestors. The two papers, from Larry D.
Martin (An early archosaurian origin for birds) and
Paul Sereno (Birds as dinosaurs), provide divergent
interpretations on the evolutionary origin of birds,
together with a wealth of citations from this vast lit-
erature. While neither author may convince a majori-
ty of ornithologists, we feel that these two presenta-
tions will provide much material for further thought
on what is a core issue in avian biology.

We wish to thank all of the plenary speakers for
their efforts in contributing to this volume, as well as
the members of the Chinese Local Committee and the
editors of Acta Zoologica Sinica for their assistance in
organizing the Congress and publishing this volume.
And through it we trust that all readers will discover
many new and fascinating aspects of biology in the
discipline that binds us together, ornithology.

Walter J. Bock,

President

23rd International Ornithological Congress

Special Editor, Plenary Lectures, Proceedings of the
23rd International Ornithological Congress

Richard Schodde,
General Editor (English), Proceedings of the 23rd
International Ornithological Congress
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Abstract Science is always claimed to be international; and perhaps the best way to achieve that goal is through interna-
tional meetings in which individuals attending have the opportunity to meet many others. But international congresses in
science were slow in starting, and the 1st International Ornithological Congress in 1884 was one of the earliest of them.
Fittingly, this Congress started because of a problem in avian biology that was in itself without borders, namely avian mi-
gration. One of the most fascinating aspects of avian biology is the annual north/south movement of many species of birds,
about which little was known in the late 19th century. In multi-country Europe, the study of avian migration obviously
had to be an international effort. Rudolf Blasius and Gustav von Hayek developed a grand plan for a multi-nation program
on avian migration in Europe, obtained the support of Crown Prince Rudolf of Austria-Hungary, and announced the 1st
International Congress of Ornithology in Vienna, April 1884 which was dedicated largely to migration studies. An elabo-
rate scheme was established to collect and publish migration data from Europe which subsequently collapsed under a great
mass of unanalyzed data in the 1890s.

The 2nd Congress in Budapest in 1891 was also devoted largely to avian migration, but had expanded to other areas
of avian biology such as a major summary of avian classification contributed by R. B. Sharpe. The 3rd Congress in Paris
in 1900 covered the gamut of ornithological research, its scope followed in London, 1905 and Berlin, 1910, where the
next congress, set for Sarajevo, Yugoslavia, in 1915, became prophetic for the oncoming First World War. E. Hartert
was largely responsible for re-establishing the congress in Copenhagen in 1926, with future ones set at every four years.
The Réglement des Congrés Ornithologiques Internationaux, adopted in 1932, was only published at the Rouen Congress,
1938, formalizing the operation of the International Ornithological Committee. World events again interfered with the
1942 Congress scheduled for the USA, and the next congress to be held was in Uppsala in 1950.

The first non-European congress was held at Ithaca, New York, in 1962, and the first for the southern hemisphere
was in Canberra in 1974. Modern congresses started with Berlin, 1978 where Donald Farner established the first Interna-
tional Scientific Program Committee, and formulated a new organizational Statutes and By-laws to replace the Réglement.
A pattern of plenary lectures, symposia, contributed papers and round table discussions was established there too. By 1986
it became clear that the tasks of the Secretary-General had become too great for one person, and that more organizational
continuity was needed in the IOC, leading to the creation of the position of a Permanent Secretary at the Ottawa
Congress.

Ornithological congresses have continued to increase in size and complexity, and most importantly in cost to mem-
bers, making it difficult for many interested ornithologists to attend. So the future of such congresses as a primary means
of international contact among ornithologists is no longer entirely clear, and much effort needs to go into solving major or-
ganizational and programming problems so that ornithologists can look forward to another century of these valuable and
pleasant meetings [ Acta Zoologica Sinica 50 (6): 880 —912, 2004].
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1 Introduction

Although the 21st century has just begun, now
the third for International Ornithological Congresses,
the history of the activities of those congresses since
their founding in 1884 has been fragmentary. Erwin
Stresemann (1938), in his presidential address to the
8th Congress, presented a history of what had hap-
pened before and provided some brief comments on
the founding actions. But there has been almost no
further discussion; and such analyses are difficult be-
cause of the absence of archival material and problems
in obtaining complete sets of congress proceedings.
Even when all proceedings are collated, a historical
review is difficult because of a frequent lack of com-
ments on decisions reached in official reports. As I
progressed with the analysis and drafting of this his-
tory, it became ever clearer that much needed infor-
mation in published proceedings was often inade-
quate, if not missing altogether. So considerable
‘ reading-between-the-lines’ was required in putting
together this account, as well as the recall of personal
memories back to the 13th Congress in 1962.

The lack of a history of the international ornitho-
logical congresses has been most unfortunate because
they are one of the earliest of world-wide international
scientific meetings still operative. In this review, I
will deal essentially with the history of the congresses
themselves, without paying much attention to details
of presented papers and the trends generated. After
careful consideration, | chose to present this history
congress by congress, despite the dullness from neces-
sary repetition. Congresses are known by the name of

the city in which they are held; hence the 1974
Congress is the 16th or Canberra Congress, not the
Australian Congress. A list of the congresses, the
major officers, and citations to the proceedings is
added in an appendix. The abbreviation IOC is prop-
erly used, as here, for the International Ornithologi-
cal Committee, not for the International Ornithologi-
cal Congress. In recent years some workers have got-
ten around this confusion by using the terms IOCom-
mittee and IOCongress.

In the mid-1980’s an archive was established for
the papers of the International Ornithological Com-
mittee, its congresses, and its standing committees at
the Smithsonian Archives of the Smithsonian Institu-
tion, Washington, D.C., USA. Although the exis-
tence of the 10C archive has been published in the re-
ports of several successive congresses, wherein cong-
ress members have been urged to deposit papers relat-
ing to their work at different congresses, few such
papers have been deposited. Most archivists and his-
torians of science argue that it is best to keep all of the
papers of a person together in a single archive which
makes it most difficult to gather the papers of an or-
ganization such as the IOC and its congresses into a
single location. Consequently, the papers of past
congress Presidents and Secretaries-General, if avail-
able, have been scattered in archives all over the
world. Wo attempt has yet been made to locate such
papers, so that at this time it is impossible to know,
in any comprehensive way, what materials are avail-
able on which to analyze the history of the IOC and
its congresses. | strongly urge members of past and
future congresses to either deposit their papers in the
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IOC archives, or to inform the person responsible for
the IOC Archive at the Smithsonian Institute of the
location of the papers of congress officers and mem-
bers. Ornithologists should consult Gephardt (1964
and supplements) for information on many of the cen-
tral European ornithologists, now little known to pre-
sent-day workers.

I will not comment here on the Ladies’ ( = ac-
companying member) Program and very little on
congress excursions. Both have been standard compo-
nents of all congresses ever since the 2nd Congress in
Budapest. Moreover, I will omit discussion of most of
the resolutions passed by the congresses.

2 The beginning—the 1st Congress,
Vienna, 7 —11 May 1884

Of all groups of organisms, birds are special in
that a large number of species migrate annually be-
tween their breeding and non-breeding areas. Only a
few other animals, such as whales, pinnipeds, some
bats and a few insects (such as the Monarch Butterfly
of North America) make such movements as part of
their life cycle. Migratory birds are especially charac-
teristic of those regions where modern ornithology de-
veloped; and early in the second half of the 19th cen-
tury a number of ornithologists in Europe and North
America turned their attention to this central aspect
in the life of birds. At this time inquiries centered on
the migration routes of species, such as whether the
spring and autumn routes were the same (see Strese-
mann, 1951; 1975:332 - 338). Work progressed
much faster in North America (Rowan, 1933) be-
cause most of the work could be accomplished in the
United States under the auspices of US federal agen-
cies and the newly established American Ornitholo-
gists’ Union. In Europe the problem was far more
difficult because of a complex geomorphology and the
diversity of countries in which recordings had to be
made; more than individual cooperation was re-
quired. This led to the formation, in 1875, of an
overseeing committee in Germany, followed in 1877
by similar ones in the United Kingdom and Austria-
Hungary (Stresemann, 1975).

Out of this, Rudolf Blasius ( Brunswick) and
Gustav von Hayek ( Vienna) conceived a grander
scheme for organizing broad international cooperation
in migration studies, and pushed for an international
meeting to discuss it. Crown Prince Rudolf of the
Austro-Hungarian Empire (who was fascinated with
ornithology and hunting since childhood) approved
the plan which led to the announcement of the first
International Ornithological Congress in Vienna in
April 1884. Prince Rudolf was the patron of the 1st
Congress. This meeting was predominantly a Euro-
pean one; ornithologists mainly from Austria and

Germany attended, with only a scattering from other
European countries, and none from Hungary, the U-
nited Kingdom or North America. Fortunately this
first international meeting of about 150 delegates was
called the “International Ornithological Congress” and
not the “European Ornithological Congress”, even
though that is what it really was; hence our birth
date is 7 April 1884. The International Ornithological
Congress was the first such meeting in the biological
sciences (and possibly all sciences), and preceded the
first International Zoological Congress (1889) by 5
years and first International Entomological Congress
(1910) by 26 years. At the opening of the lst
Congress, Dr. Gustav F. R. Radde (Thilisi [ = Ti-
flis], Georgia) was elected President, and Dr. Gus-
tav von Hayek (Vienna) Secretary. A Permanent In-
ternational Ornithological Committee (PIOC) was es-
tablished with 130 members.

Discussions at the 1st Congress fell under three
topics: (a) recommendations for.international conser-
vation laws; (b) the history of domestic fowl; and
(c) establishment of bird observation stations world-
wide, the last being the most important to members
of the Congress. Emphasis was placed on the estab-
lishment of avian observation stations to record the
migration of birds in different parts of Europe, as
well as on the publication of the results (see Blasius
and Hayek, 1885; Merrian, 1885). It is unclear
from the Congress reports whether papers on other
subjects of avian biology were presented. A journal,
Ornis (14 volumes published, 1885 —1907) was es-
tablished for this purpose, with the long-term object
of understanding the routes and timing of bird migra-
tion in Europe. Unfortunately, no system was estab-
lished for analyzing the data, and the project eventu-
ally collapsed in the early 1890’s under the weight of
the disordered mass of information ( Stresemann,
1975:334 ~ 335). Even so, this initial push by the
1st International Ornithological Congress led to the
establishment of a number of bird stations in Europe
and to a great interest by European ornithologists in

all aspects of avian migration, a preoccupation that
has continued to this day (Bock, 2001:101 - 103).

3 The next step—the 2nd Congress,
Budapest, 17 —20 May 1891

The decision was reached at the Vienna Congress
to hold congresses every four years; and so the next
congress was voted for Budapest in 1888 under the
presidency of Otto Herman (Hungary). The congress
thus remained in the Austro-Hungarian Empire, un-
der the continued patronage of Crown Prince Rudolf,
but was postponed to 1889, and was delayed further
by the unfortunate death of Crown Prince Rudolf in
January 1889. At the urging of Victor Fatio
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(Switzerland), the 2nd Congress finally opened on 17
May 1891 at the National Museum of Hungary. Con-
siderable effort went into inviting ornithologists from
many countries; hence the Budapest meeting moved
quite far toward the format of* an international
congress as we know it today, with members from
more countries, including Louis Bishop and Arthur
Chadbourne from New York, United States, and
several ornithologists, including R. Bowler Sharpe
and Philip Lutley Sclater, from the United Kingdom.
A rather full program of contributed papers was of-
fered, as well as a series of major lectures by well-
known ornithologists such as R. B. Sharpe, M.
Fiirbringer, J.A. Palmén and A. Newton. Those by
Sharpe (1891) and Fiirbringer (1891) were pub-
lished as separate monographs, the former indepen-
dent of the congress proceedings while that of
Fiirbringer (who could not attend at the last minute
because of serious illness of his son) was issued as an
integral part of the Proceedings.

As usual in early congresses, the election of offi-
cers was held at the meeting. Professor Victor Fatio
and Dr. Otto Herman were elected as Co-Presidents
and Dr. Geza von Horvith (Hungary) as Secretary-
General. Somehow in the proceedings of later con-
gresses, the existence of a Secretary-General for the
2nd Congress has been overlooked, and it is time to
give Dr. Horvith his proper due. It should be noted
that the position of the Secretary-General (sometimes
simply listed as Secretary) in the early congresses dif-
fered from its role in post-World War Il congresses in
which the Secretary-General was responsible for all
aspects of organizing and running the congress and for
publishing the proceedings. In earlier congresses, the
duties of the Secretary-General are not very clear, and
may not have involved much- more than editing
congress proceedings. Early congresses were also
served by a Schriftfithrer, in the sense of Recording
Secretary ; this position differs from that of Secretary-
General insofar as the Schriftfithrer records the actual
proceedings of the meeting, as still done today at the
annual meetings of the Deutschen Ornithologen-
Gesellschaft. The change from the earlier role of the
Secretary-General may have begun at the 6th
Congress in Copenhagen, 1926, but it appears to
have been completed only from the 9th Congress in
Rouen, 1938. Since World War [, the Secretary-
General has been responsible for the organization and
running of the congress and for the publication of pro-
ceedings.

Most interesting at the 2nd Congress was the
election of S. de Xdntus as Sergeant-at-Arms—an
event unique for international ornithological congress-
es. It is difficult to understand why such an official
would be needed at a scientific meeting, although

there have been instances at congresses when a
Sergeant-at-Arms would have been useful. I can recall
one at the 1978 Congress in Berlin, where a
Sergeant-at-Arms might have been needed had not an
overly crowded lecture hall kept the two adversaries
apart. And possibly with some of the strong differ-
ences of opinion at the 2nd Congress on the organiza-
tion and future of congresses, a Sergeant-at-Arms
might definitely have been needed. Thirty Honorary
Members of the Congress, headed by Fiirsten
[Prince] Ferdinand of Bulgaria, were also elected.
Prince and later King Ferdinand of Bulgaria (and fol-
lowing his abdication in favor of his son in 1919—he
was known as Graf Murany of Sachsen-Coburg-
Gotha) attended all international ornithological con-
gresses, often in honorary positions, from the 1st in
1884 until the 9th in 1938.

Aside from its delay, considerable problems sur-
faced at the 2nd Congress, most arising from a clash
in personalities and ideas about congress structure and
content (see Stresemann, 1938:10 — 13). The dis-
cord is reflected in the publication of a separate report
on the Congress by Blasius (1891), who was the
President of the PIOC but not of the 2nd Congress.
Some of it lay in the planning of future congresses
which was affected by difficulties in on-going migra-
tion studies as a central theme and the lack of finance
to continue it. But a large part of the discord came
from a push by newer members of the PIOC to intro-
duce a program of papers on a broad spectrum of top-
ics covering all aspects of avian biology, not just mi-
gration. As noted by Stresemann (1938:13), further
problems resulted from the lack of a clear, workable
set of statutes and of a governing body between con-
gresses. A Permanent International Ornithological
Committee existed, but it was too large a body to op-
erate efficiently between congresses.

Furthermore, the President of the PIOC, who
at that time was Professor Rudolf Blasius, was not
the President of the Congress itself. Clearly this awk-
ward arrangement of officers may have been responsi-
ble for some of the problems in the 2nd Congress. A
new and more broadly based Permanent International
Ornithological Committee was elected. Moreover, the
potentially confusing arrangement of officers was re-
solved when Professor Emile Oustalet was elected
President of the 3rd Congress, in advance. Professor
A.B. Meyer presented a detailed organizational plan
and set qf statutes, but these were not acted on, and
I am unaware that they were ever published. Yet in
spite of these shortcomings, the communal spirit of
ornithologists prevailed and the decision was reached
to schedule the next congress in 1895, four years in
the future under the presidency of Dr. Oustalet.
Even then, because of the timing of the world fair in
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Paris, the 3rd International Ornithological Congress
was delayed until 1900.

Two further consequences of the second
Congress were first the establishment of the Hungari-
an Ornithological Society in 1893 and its journal
Aquila , and secondly the adoption of new rules of or-
nithological nomenclature ( Blasius, 1891: 300 —
308). This saw the Strickland Code replaced by one
drawn from the Code of the American Ornithologists’
Union (Stresemann, 1938:12). The new rules were
based on an absolute application of priority, and in
the opinion of some congress members “no greater
blow at the much desired uniformity of .nomenclature
was ever delivered” (Alfred Newton). Adoption of
these rules at the 2nd Ornithological Congress took
place just prior to the adoption of the Rules of Zoolog-
ical Nomenclature at the Fifth International Congress
of Zoology in Berlin, 1901, the latter having authori-
ty to supersede the rules accepted at the Budapest
Congress. Lastly, an excursion was available for
congress members for the first time. To my knowl-
edge, all subsequent congresses have included excur-
sions for the members, becoming an important part of
the meeting for many members and permitting them
to see interesting and often unique environments and
birds in the congress region.

4 A new direction—the 3rd Congress,
Paris, 26 — 30 June 1900

After a long delay of five further years, the 3rd
Congress finally met in Paris under Dr. Emile
Oustalet ( France) as President, G. Jean de Clay-
brooke ( France) as Secretary-General, and with a
larger number of members, most from France, Ger-
many, Belgium and the Netherlands, but also includ-
ing William Brewster (Boston) and a Miss Juliette A.
Owen (St Louis) from the United States. This
Congress set new directions and established the basic
format for all future congresses. A large number of
contributed papers were presented. The Proceedings
still contained a long official report (pp. 1 — 140);
but the remaining pages (141 — 495) were devoted to
papers presented. And the work of the Congress went
smoothly, a broader representation of ornithologists
attended, and the difficulties experienced by the pre-
vious meeting were either solved or caused no prob-
lems. The 3rd Congress was also the first one in
which “lantern slides” were used.

No question arose about planning for the next
congress, the decision being made to hold them every
five years. Dr. R. Bowdler Sharpe (United King-
dom) was elected President of the following 4th
Congress, to be held in London in 1905; and new
members were elected to the Permanent International
Ornithological Committee. The necessary organiza-

tion for the 4th Congress was established with cordial
relationships maintained between Professor Oustalet,
President of the 3rd Congress, and Dr. Sharpe. Be-
cause of his ill health, Sharpe persuaded Oustalet to
continue as President of the Permanent International
Ornithological Committee and as editor of the Ornis.
Dr. Sharpe was able to assume his duties as president
only late in the autumn of 1904, but still in time to
be able to organize the 1905 London Congress with
his co-workers. The Paris Congress was the first at-
tended by Dr. Ernst Hartert who played a central role
in re-establishing the congresses in the aftermath of
World War ] .

Basic organizational problems were finally solved
at the Paris Congress with the adoption of Statutes for
the Permanent International Ornithological Commit-
tee (Proceedings, pp. 101 —109). With such a well-
defined set of rules, and, more importantly, with the
good will of the international community of ornitholo-
gists and a strong impetus for ornithological congress-
es, problems besetting the continuity and growth of
congresses fell away”. The difficulties of the 2nd
Congress became a thing of the past and can be at-
tributed to the usual problems faced by the forming of
any new scientific organization, especially one that is
international. By the end of the 3rd Congress, strong
traditions had been established which were sufficient
to guarantee continuity for the next century, in spite
of the disruptive effect of two world wars.

5 Ongoing development—the 4th
Congress, London, 12 =17 June 1905,
and the 5th Congress, Berlin, 30 May —
4 June 1910

The Secretaries-General Dr. Ernst. J. O. Har-
tert (United Kingdom) and J. Lewis Bonhote ( Unit-
ed Kingdom), with the assistance of an efficient local
committee, planned the London Congress in a reason-
ably short time. A detailed summary of all sessions of
the Congress is included in the Proceedings, as well
as the papers presented. As to be expected, a large
number of members came from the United Kingdom,
and they were augmented by a good representation
from the rest of Europe, five from the United States
and 3 — 4 from South America, though none from
Canada. Carl Hellmayr was listed from Tring, Eng-
land. Interesting is that no less than 8 Misses Sharpe

~

+ But see the comments of Stresemann (Proceedings, 1938: 12 -
13) on the difficulties of adopting and using governing statutes for the
PIOC and congresses, and his uncertainty as to whether the statutes em-
ployed at one congress, the 8th, would remain in force until the next,
the 9th. They did, and remained in effect until new statutes and by-laws

were enacted in Berlin in 1978.
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were members of the 4th Congress, of which at least
five must have been unmarried daughters of R.
Bowdler Sharpe as they were entered with the samc
address.

On the opening day following welcoming formal-
ities and the election of a series of vice-presidents, the
Congress was organized into five sections under for-
mal officers (a procedure that lasted until the 9th
Congress, 1938). President Sharpe gave the first
presidential address for ornithological congresses, a
tradition that has continued to the present day (Pro-
ceedings, pp. 90 — 143). He presented a detailed his-
tory of the bird collection of the British Museum, to
be followed next day by Frank M. Chapman’s lecture
on the nature of museum collections of birds, based
on that of the American Museum of Natural History,
New York City. Needless to say, many papers dealt
with avian systematics and nomenclature. Professor
R. Blasius presented a detailed analysis of nomencla-
ture (pp. 35— 37; 275 — 288) which was discussed
fully, though no resolutions were passed in deference
to the pending action of the International Zoological
Congress (see Bock, 1994:33 ~34).

Economic Ornithology and Bird Protection was
another major topic raised and involved a general dis-
cussion at the General Meeting of 17 June (pp.31 -
32). At that meeting, Walter Rothschild called at-
tention to the slaughter of nesting penguins on islands
south of Australia and New Zealand; the birds were
“boiled down for oil. ” If continued, the penguin pop-
ulations of these islands would be doomed to extinc-
tion. Rothschild proposed the following strongly-
worded resolution, seconded by Sir Walter Buller:
“That telegrams be sent in the name of the Fourth
International Ornithological Congress to the Com-
monwealth of Australia and the Governments of Tas-
mania and New Zealand, appealing to them most
strongly to pass legislation to prevent the destruction
of Penguins and all other birds which were boiled
down for oil on the islands under their rule.”

If anything could be said about the 4th
Congress, it would be that it was opulent. Members
of recent congresses would have scarcely recognized
it. I quote from the report of the general meeting
(Proceedings, p.30):

“Thursday, June 15th.”

“This day was devoted to an excursion to Tring,
the members of the Congress, being the guests of the
Hon. Walter Rothschild, M.P.”

“A special train left Euston Station at 9 o’clock.
The members of the Congress were conveyed from the
station to Mr. Rothschild’s museum in brakes. An
hour was devoted to a walk through the Museum,
and then the party proceeded to the Victoria Hall in
Tring where Mr. Rothschild delivered his lecture on

‘Extinct and Vanishing Birds.’ The hall was deco-
rated with flowers and plants, and along the walls
was exhibited a large collection of birds cither extinet
or more or less in danger of extinction, as well as
skeletons, bones, and drawings.”

“Luncheon followed, after which photographs
were taken on the lawn, and the party divided, some
to see the birdskins or eggs at the Museum, under the
guidance of Dr. Hartert and Mr. Hellmayr. Others,
led by Mr. Rothschild, visited the park, to see the
Rheas, Emeus and Kangaroos, others again driving
to the ‘Tring Reservoirs, ' where they saw numerous
wild Ducks and other Water-fowl. At 5 o’clock tea
and light refreshments were served at the Bungalow,
and at 7:10 the special train left Tring station again
for London. ”

Not having an OED at hand, I have no idea
what type of vehicles “brakes” were, but presumably
they are horse-drawn carriages or wagonettes consid-
ering the date of the London Congress. The “Bunga-
low” was most likely a wooden building with a veran-
da around the front and sides as found in many of the
British colonies. Hopefully the day for the excursion
to Tring was a sunny one. In the evening of 14 June,
“+++a conversazione was held at the Natural History
Museum”; in the afterncon of 16 June, a reception
was given by the Lord Mayor of London at Mansion
House; and that evening a dinner for Congress mem-
bers was hosted by the British Ornithologists’ Union
at Frascati’'s Restaurant. Excursions occupied three
days at the conclusion of the Congress: on the 19th to
Woburn Park in Bedfordshire, the home of the Duke
of Bedford, on the 20th to Cambridge and the univer-
sity where they were hosted by Professor A. New-
ton, and finally on the 21st to Bempton with its cliffs
of nesting birds. Climbers brought up a number of
eggs which were purchased by some members of the
Congress for their collections, an event that would
not only eschewed by future congresses in the later
20th century, but roundly condemned.

At the final General Meeting in London, Presi-
dent Sharpe presented a resolution from the Perma-
nent International Ornithological Committee that the
next Congress be held in Berlin in 1910, with Profes-
sor Anton Reichenow as President; and if that was
not possible, the Congress was to be held in Belgium,
with Professor A. Dubois as President. The Proceed-

-ings of the 4th Congress constituted the final volume,

number 14, of Ornis. It should be noted that Dr.
G. Radde, President of the 1st Congress, had passed
away in 1903, and that Dr. Victor Fatio, Co-Presi-
dent of the 2nd Congress, and Professor E. Qustalet,
President of the 3rd Congress, were members of the
4th Congress but died before the Proceedings were
published. Dr. Sharpe himself did not live to see the
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5th Congress, passing away on 25 December 1909.

The Berlin Congress in 1910 took place as
planned and was as successful as the 4th in London.
This time most members were from Germany; but
though there were still very few, possibly only three,
from North America, the first Canadian member, J.
H. Fleming, attended. The S5th Congress was the
first attended by Erwin Stresemann, a prominent
member of all successive congresses until the 15th
Congress in The Hague in 1970, perhaps the longest
running record for any ornithologist attending succes-
sive congresses. King Ferdinand of Bulgaria (after
1919, known as Graf Murany of Sachsen-Coburg-
Gotha) attended all congresses from the first to the
ninth over a period of 54 years. Again, the official
report of the Congress was long, 114 pages; but ano-
ther 1 000 pages were devoted to papers presented.
These included an important presentation by O.
Heinroth on the ethology of ducks, and a major paper
by Lucanus on avian physiology. Innovations at the
5th Congress were the first movie film on birds and
the first sound recording, which was of a nightingale.
Films of birds became an important part of later con-
gresses until the 21st Congress in Vienna, 1994 when
they were dropped from the program. Hopefully,
films will again become a part of future congresses,
from the next one in Hamburg, 2006.

The projection of the 6th Congress in 1915 was
prophetic in a sad way. Sarajevo, Bosnia, was chosen
as the congress site under the Presidency of Dr. Ot-
mar Reiser. But the assassination of Archduke Fran-
cis Ferdinand in Sarajevo, 28 June 1914, precipitated
World War I —and the end to plans for the
Congress. The resulting gap of 16 years until the
next congress in 1926 was the longest in the history
of international ornithological congresses.

6 A new beginning—the 6th Congress,
Copenhagen, 24 —29 May 1926

After the end of World War [ , the major prob-
lem facing the revival of international ornithological
congresses was that most leading ornithologists in Eu-
rope lived in countries on opposite sides of the past
conflict; and no ornithologists outside of Europe had
been deeply involved in the activities of earlier con-
gresses. The decision reached at the Sth Congress to
hold the next one in Sarajevo was no longer viable.
The Permanent International Ornithological Commit-
tee was in disarray, as were its Executive Committee
and the officers elected at the Sth congress in 1910.
Nor did the existing Statutes of the PIOC provide any
solution to the impasse. A country that was neutral
during WW I had to be found; and more importantly
a person acceptable to ornithologists generally had to
come forward to take charge. The latter was Dr.

Ernst Hartert, originally a German ornithologist but
who had. worked in Walter Rothschild’s museum at
Tring, England, since the last years of the 19th cen-
tury. Hartert was highly respected in ornithology be-
cause of his far-sighted systematic work and monu-
mental treatment of the birds of the Palaearctic region
(Hartert, 1903 — 1922). Moreover he had played a
major role in both the 4th and Sth Congresses, chair-
ing the meeting of the PIOC at the latter. With the
assistance of Danish ornithologists, he now pushed
forward to organize the long delayed 6th Congress in
Copenhagen. His work, as well as the great efforts of
Danish ornithologists, was recognized in glowing
tributes in the Congress Proceedings by Schiéler and
Lonnberg (pp. 17-19).

The Copenhagen Congress proved a great success
and brought together once again ornithologists from
many European countries, as well as from North
America (Fleming from Canada and 5 — 6 from the
United States, including Carl Hellmayr who was now
in Chicago) and a scattering of members from other
countries. The presidential address by Hartert, “On
the development and progress of ornithology since
1910” (Proceedings, pp. 35 — 51) , stressed systematics
and mentioned only briefly the fields of animal behav-
ior, anatomy and breeding biology, with slightly
longer statements on avian migration and conserva-
tion. He also listed a large number of ornithologists
who passed away since the last congress in 1910. No
mention was made of the International Council for Bird
Protection which was founded in 1922 in London.

The Proceedings of the 6th Congress differed
from those preceding it in that much less space (35
out of 641 pages) was devoted to official reports, in-
cluding summaries of the sections and papers. The
decision was reached to hold international ornithologi-
cal congresses every four years. For the next in 1930,
invitations were received from The Netherlands, Fin-
land and Tunis, the vote going to The Netherlands,
with Professor E. Lénnberg as President. The 6th
Congress had revived the ornithological congresses af-
ter the long hiatus of 16 years, a great initiative that,
although drawing on the strong international interests
of many ornithologists, would not have been possible
without the major efforts of Ernst Hartert. The cred-
it for the continuation of the congresses must go, in
the final analysis, to him.

7 Continuing Progress—the 7th Cong-
ress, Amsterdam, 1 — 7 June 1930, 8th
Congress, Oxford, 2 — 7 July 1934, and
9th Congress,Rouen,9 — 13 May 1938

The 7th Congress in Amsterdam with Professor
A. J. E. Lénnberg (Sweden) as President and Pro-
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fessor L. F. de Beaufort (The Netherlands) as Secre-
tary-General took place without problems and, as far
as I can find, without innovations. It was smooth-
sailing after the successful 6th Congress. Several ma-
jor lectures were given, much in the nature of the ple-
nary lectures of later congresses. These included E.
Stresemann (pp. 53 — 72) on the “Progress of
anatomical and physiological studies of birds,” K.
Lambrecht (pp. 73 = 99) on “Progress in paleor-
nithology,” and H. Duncker (pp. 215-243) on “A-
vian genetics,” the last not mentioned by Birkhead
(2003) in his history of Duncker’s work. The official
report of the Congress was short, covering pages 1 —
50, of which pages 6 — 29 comprised the presidential
address. Four resolutions were passed: (1) for re-
moval of bounties on birds of prey, (2) against dis-
charge of oil at sea, leading to the destruction of sea
birds, (3) for protection of the quail Coturnix co-
turniz, and (4) for protection of Egretta alba in
southern Europe.

The 8th Congress was set for England in 1934,
thereby fixing a four-year cycle for congresses, with
Professor E. Stresemann (Germany) as President and
the Reverend Francis C. R. Jourdain (United King-
dom) as Secretary-General. Although it was original-
ly scheduled for London, the Local Committee, under
the new Congress Statutes, voted to change the venue
to Oxford where the facilities of the University were
available. It is most interesting to compare the 4th,
the 8th and the 14th congresses, all held in the Unit-
ed Kingdom and all reflecting their times. The 4th
was simply lavish compared to the 8th which was aus-
tere and much closer to the experiences of present-day
ornithologists attending post-WW [I congresses, in-
cluding the 14th Congress at Oxford in 1966.

The first item of importance (Proceedings, p.
1) is that a small committee, consisting of P. R.
Lowe, W. L. Sclater and F. C. R. Jourdain, met to
draw up “a code of rules for the congress.” It was
submitted to the members of the International Or-
nithological Committee, approved by a large majori-
ty, and then printed and circulated prior to 1933.
However, to my knowledge, this set of rules was
never published at that time which may have con-
tributed to the concern expressed by Stresemann in
his presidential address (Proceedings, p. 13). A Per-
manent Executive ( = Permanent Executive Commit-
tee [PEC]) was established under the new rules,
consisting of the President ( Stresemann), and five
elected members (Lonnberg, Sclater, Wetmore, van
Oordt and Berlioz) ; it was increased to six members
(de Beaufort) at the Oxford Congress itself. The Sec-
retary-General (Jourdain) was not a member of the
Permanent Executive, but served as its secretary, an
arrangement that lasted until the 17th Congress in

1978. Graf Murany, Admiral H. Lynes and Profes-
sor E. Loénnberg were elected Vice Presidents.

The red grouse Lygopus scoticus was adopted as
the emblem for the 8th Congress, the first designa-
tion of a congress symbol. The Congress was ar-
ranged in four sections (Proceedings, p. 23): (1)
systematics, biogeography, paleontology and general
biology; (2) anatomy, physiology, embryology and
genetics; (3) migration and locomotion; and (4) avi-
culture, protection and agricultural ornithology. The
sections met concurrently on the four congress days.
As usual, formal officers for each section were estab-
lished at the beginning of the Congress. There was a
meeting on 5 July of the International Committee
(presumably, Council) for Bird protection, but no
report appeared in the Congress Proceedings.

The Official Report for the 8th Congress, as for
the previous two, was short, of only 48 pages in the
Proceedings, of which the Presidential Lecture by E.
Stresemann covered pages 6 — 23. His address re-
viewed the history of the first 50 years of Internation-
al Ornithological Congresses, and was useful to me in
compiling this narrative. Individual papers covered
pages 49 to 761, and included several important
ones. W. Meise (1938) examined progress in sys-
tematic ornithology since 1920 in the longest paper
ever published in a congress proceedings (141 pages) .
In it, he reviewed the status of new species described
since that date. Collations of new avian species have
been continued since by Mayr and his associates, be-
ginning with Zimmer and Mayr (1943) up to
Vuilleumier, LeCroy and Mayr (1992), in six up-
dates. A new up-date is overdue. K. Lorenz present-
ed his first observations on the social behavior of the
jackdaw Corvus monedula, ]J. Delacour reviewed the
classification of the Anatidae based on courtship be-
havior, M. M. Nice discussed the life history and
population dynamics of the song sparrow Melospiza
melodia, J.S. Huxley addressed threat and warning
coloration in birds, and B. Stegmann gave a thought-
ful assessment of possible biogeographical dispersal of
tropical avian groups across the present-day Atlantic
Ocean.

New members were elected to the International
Ornithological Committee, and the “Permanent” was
dropped from the title. Membership of the new 10C
was set at 100 which is large, given that only 198
members attended the Copenhagen Congress (1926),
291 the Amsterdam Congress (1930) and 311 the
Oxford Congress (1934). The size of the Interna-
tional Ornithological Committee (IOC) of post-World
War [[ congresses became significantly smaller in pro-
portion to congress membership as the number of or-
nithologists attending increased greatly up to the pre-
sent time; but the IOC retained its traditional size of
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100 members until the adoption of the new statutes
and By-laws at the 1978 Congress in Berlin. Invita-
tions for the 9th Congress were received from France
and Switzerland, and France was accepted, with Pro-
fessor Alessandro Ghigi as President and Jean Dela-
cour as Secretary-General. The Permanent Executive
Committee then consisted of the President, the Secre-
tary-General, and five elected members representing
Germany, Great Britain, France, the Scandinavian
countries and middle-European countries. Majority
representation on the PEC from specific countries in
Europe lasted into the 1980s, even after the addition
of members to cover North America, South America
and Australasia.

At the Oxford Congress, resolutions were passed
on the pressing matter of oil pollution at sea, and to
urge the study of avian biology “as leading to the de-
velopment of the sense of observation and in conse-
quence to the development of the spirit of protection
of birds.”

A committee was also appointed (Proceedings,
pp. 28 —29) under the chair of Professor E. Strese-
mann “to deal with the question of nomenclature and
fixation of names where strict adherence to the law of
priority would result in greater confusion than unifor-
mity. " This committee was the precursor of the pre-
sent-day Standing Committee on Ornithological
Nomenclature which was reconstructed at the Basal
Congress in 1954. It is unclear whether the commit-
tee appointed in 1934 ever acted on any questions of
ornithological nomenclature; no such actions were
published in the Congress Proceedings.

Excursions followed the formal sessions of the
Congress with a unique event, namely a long excur-
sion to the islands of Skokholm, Skomer and
Grassholm in two Royal Navy destroyers, the
Wolfhound and the Windsor which were made avail-
able to Congress members. The weather was good,
the seas calm and all comforts were made available for
the sea-faring ornithologists, including deck chairs.
At one point shortly after leaving Grassholm, the un-
characteristic signal for the British navy was made
from the Windsor to the Wolfhound : “Alter course
to line ahead to engage Puffinus puffinus puffi-
nus.” (Proceedings, p.33). Landings were possible
on the islands, and the party was able to lunch on
Skokholm.

The 9th Congress in Rouen, with Professor A-
lessandro Ghigi (Italy) as President and Jean Dela-
cour (France) as Secretary-General, met successfully
on schedule in 1938, with post-congress tours to Paris
and then the Camargue at the delta of the Rhone Riv-
er in the south of France. Dr. A. Wetmore was
added to the Permanent Executive Committee. The
organization and running of the Rouen Congress went

very smoothly, as testified by a very brief report in
the Proceedings. The Congress itself was again divid-
ed into four sections, namely (1) taxonomy and zoo-
geography, (2) anatomy, physiology and embryolo-
gy, (3) general biology, and (4) applied ornitholo-
gy. The International Council for Bird Protection
(ICBP) met in Rouen on 6 — 8 May immediately be-
fore the 9th Congress. The Proceedings for the 9th
Congress were published very quickly, dated 1 Octo-
ber 1938, in the same year as the publication of the
Proceedings of the 8th Congress. It included a very
brief official report and the texts or abstracts of papers
presented.

The most important achievement of the 9th
Congress was the publication of statutes for the 10C
and its congresses under the title Réglement des
Congresés Ornithologiques Internationaux ( Proceed-
ings, pp. 535 —536). These were the rules approved
in 1932 — 1933 by a majority of the members of the
IOC and mentioned in the Proceedings of the 1934
Congress as printed and approved but not published
then (Proceedings 1934:1). Although these rules are
always cited as the Rouen Réglement, they were not
adopted at the Rouen Congress as usually stated or
implied. The Réglement established the size of the
IOC at 100 members, hence the traditional name of
“the Committee of One Hundred.” The Permanent
Executive Committee consisted of the President, and
six elected members (but not the Secretary-General
who remained as secretary for this committee); it
acted for the 10C during the inter-congress periods.
Little is said about the duties of the President and the
Secretary-General. An assessment (? = subscrip-
tion) was levied on the members of the IOC, but it is
unclear whether it was ever collected, unless “assess-
ment” meant “registration fee”, in which case the
amount subsequently rose rapidly above the amount
stated.

The 10th Congress was set for the United States
in 1942 (although this decision was not stated defi-
nitely in the Proceedings of the 9th Congress);
Alexander Wetmore (USA) was appointed President
and L. Griscom (USA) Secretary-General. But this
Congress was not to be; World War [ began in Eu-
rope in September 1939. Although another interrup-
tion to the congresses ensued, it turned out to be
nowhere near as long as the lapse after World War

I.

8 A second‘new’ beginning—the 10th
Congress, Uppsala, 10 =17 June 1950

Re-establishing international ornithological con-
gresses after the break caused by World War [ was
much easier than after World War I because of the
existence of a Permanent Executive Committee which
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could act for the IOC under the Rouen Réglement. It
was clear to everyone that it would not be possible to
hold the 10th Congress in the United States as decid-
ed at the Rouen Congress because of the economic dif-
ficulties faced by European members traveling to
North America. In lieu, the Swedish Ornithological
Association was asked if they would host the 10th
Congress in 1950; and they accepted on S March
1949 with the assurance of financial support from the
Swedish Government. Sweden was one of the few
neutral European countries during World War I and
hence a congress there was readily acceptable to all or-
nithologists. The PEC appointed Professor Sven
Horstadius (Sweden) as the Secretary-General; Dr.
Alexander Wetmore (USA) continued as President.
An Organizing Committee was established and the de-
cision made to hold the Congress at Uppsala where it
would be possible to use the facilities of the universi-
ty. About 6 500 invitations were sent out between
July and September 1949 to individual ornithologists,
museums of natural history and ornithological soci-
eties, announcing the Congress in June, 1950, pro-
viding information about the program, information
about Congress costs and information on registration
for the Congress and the various tours. Response was
good, with 377 ornithologists fully registered and 337
attending.

And although no mention was made in the Pro-
ceedings, the raven Corvus corax was evidently cho-
sen as the symbol of the Congress, as indicated by the
pair shown on the title page of the Proceedings. The
ICBP also held its first meeting since World War [
at Uppsala in the days just preceding the Uppsala
Congress on 8 — 9 June.

In addition to the Presidential Address and a spe-
cial lecture on “Introduction to Swedish ornithology”
by Secretary-General Horstadius, four special lectures
were presented by Dr. Ernst Mayr (avian specia-
tion) , Professor Jean Dorst (migration), Dr. Niko
Tinbergen (behavior) and Dr. David Lack (ecolo-
gy). These were in the form of plenary lectures that
became established at later congresses. Ernst Mayr’s
lecture was read by Dr. R.C. Murphy as Mayr was
unable to attend because he could not to obtain his
new US passport in time and he would not travel on
his old German passport. Following each of these spe-
cial lectures were series of papers in the form of a
symposium on the general topic of the major lecture;
but no mention was made in the proceedings on the
exact nature of these supplementary lectures and the
lectures were not published together as symposia.
Three full evening film programs were presented, as
well as a full-day Round Table Conference ( = the
Round Table Discussion of modern congresses) on
Friday, 16 June.

Following a paper on the nomenclatural contro-
versy over the generic name Colymbus Linnaeus 1758
by Finn Salononsen (pp. 148 — 134), a special ses-
sion of the Congress was arranged at which a commit-
tee ( = the future Standing Committee on Ornitho-
logical Nomenclature) was established to inquite into
such intricate cases, and to propose ways of stabiliz-
ing avian nomenclature by establishing nomina con-
servanda . Apparently the decision to establish such a
committee at the 1934 Oxford Congress had been for-
gotten.

Wednesday, 14 June was a free day, celebrated
by a bus excursion to a coniferous forest and fen re-
gion north of Uppsala, from which the first group of
buses left at 12:00 midnight on Tuesday evening and
the second at 2: 00 pm on Wednesday afternoon so
that congress members could experience the long twi-
light in northern Europe close to Midsummer’s Day.
A series of pre- and post-congress tours had also been
organized, from the southern tip of Sweden to north-
ern Swedish Lappland.

Invitations for the 11th Congress in 1954 were
received from India, Italy and Switzerland, of which
that from Switzerland was accepted. Dr. A. Lands-
borough Thompson (United Kingdom) was elected
President. In addition to the president, seven mem-
bers were elected to the Permanent Executive Com-
mittee; the Secretary-General elect, Professor A.
Portmann (Switzerland), was its secretary, but not a
member of the committee. The Uppsala Congress
proved a great success, organized at short notice and
run without any signs that 12 years had elapsed since
the 10th Congress in Rouen. The greatest change was
language; a majority of papers in the Proceedings
were in English which had become the international
language in science after 1945. It was a trend that
was to continue ever more strongly in ensuing con-
gresses.

9 Continuing in Europe—the 11th
Congress, Basel, 29 May — 5 June 1954
and the 12th Congress, Helsinki, 5 —
12 June 1958

Drawing on experience from the successful 10th
Congress, the organization and running of the next
two congresses went very smoothly. A decision was
reached to hold the 11th Congress in Basel, with Pro-
fessor Adolf Portmann appointed as the Secretary-
General under whom efficient National and Local
Committees were established. In 1953 some 6 000 in-
vitations were sent out around the world, with the
result that 616 ornithologists registered for the
Congress from 40 countries. The seriously endan-
gered northern bald ibis or waldrapp Geronticus
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eremita was chosen as the emblem for the Congress.
In addition to the Presidential address by Dr. Lans-
borough Thompson, special lectures on “The World
of Birds in the Alps” (Dr. U. Corti) and “The evolu-
tion of the avifauna of Switzerland” (Dr. P.
Géroudet) were presented, together with a series of
five plenary lectures and three symposia in addition to
a large number of contributed papers in 6 sections and
a number of films. Clearly a pattern of plenary lec-
tures and symposia was emerging for the scientific
program of ornithological congresses.

As in previous congresses, the ICBP met just be-
fore the Basel congress in 23 — 28 May 1954. A meet-
ing of the International Committee for Bird Ringing
took place during the Congress, as did a Confgerence
on Classification and Nomenclature of European Birds
(p. 45), The latter generated considerable controver-
sy because the charge to this committee was to con-
sider the classification of birds to be followed in Euro-
pean publications. One outcome was the forming of a
subcommittee to decide on the sequence of families
within the Passeriformes; this subcommittee included
only European-trained ornithologists. Even so, the
editors (see Mayr and Greenway, 1956) of Peters’
Check-list of Birds of the World (see vol. IX: vii,
1960) pledged to follow its recommendations for the
Oscines. The resulting sequence differed considerably
from the “American system” advocated by Wetmore
and followed by most New World ornithologists, and
aroused considerable argument and opposition (Bock,
1990). Such actions, together with the resulting con-
troversy, show that care must be taken in reaching
and advocating decisions at international ornithologi-
cal congresses; decisions will not necessarily be ac-
cepted by all ornithologists, no matter how carefully
the committee is appointed and does its work. A sec-
ond subcommittee was also established at the confer-
ence to decide on genera, species and subspecies of
European birds, but it is not certain whether this
group ever took action.

The standing Committee on Ornithological
Nomenclature was reappointed, although without a
report of their activities in the Congress Proceedings.
Their decisions were published instead in the Bulletin
of Zoological Nomenclature 9 (1952):1 - 106 (Sa-
lomonsen, 1960:30).

Changes were made in the composition of the
PEC, expanding it to eight members in addition to
the President. It was determined that no more than
two members could be elected from any one country,
and that no elected member could serve for more than
two successive terms. The Secretary-General was to
be appointed by the country hosting the congress and
to serve as the.secretary of the PEC, but without be-
ing a member. A proposal was also put forward for

the I0C to become a Sub-Section of the Section of
Zoology of the International Union of Biological Sci-
ences jointly with the International Council for Bird
Protection. The IOC became a subsection of the Sec-
tion of Zoology, but it is not clear whether the ICBP
has participated as well.

Two all day excursions were held on mid-
congress free days, as well as a series of 11 pre- and
post-congress tours to all parts of Switzerland.

Invitations for the 12th Congress in 1958 were
received from South Africa and Finland, with the
IOC voting to accept that from Finland because of
continuing problems of travel costs for most European
ornithologists. Professor Jacques Berlioz ( France)
was elected President. Work started quickly on the
12th Congress, the Finnish Ornithologists’ Union
deciding that the congress was to be held in Helsinki,
appointing a Finnish Executive Committee and nomi-
nating Professor Lars von Haartman (Finland) as
Secretary-General. His wonderful dry sense of humor
can be found throughout the official Report of the
congress.

The Helsinki Congress opened with the Presi-
dential Address by Professor Jacques Berlioz—the
fourth emphasizing the role of museum collections in
the study of ornithology—followed by a lecture on the
distribution of Finnish birds by Professor P. Palmi-
gren and another by Professor C. A. Willemsen on
the falcon book (actually an early treatise on avian bi-
ology) written by the Emperor of the Holy Roman
Empire, Kaiser Freidrichs [I ); unfortunately the last
paper was not published in the Proceedings. No addi-
tional plenary lectures were given, but three symposia
were organized, the first by E. Mayr on “Adaptive
evolution of birds” (Proceedings, pp. 10— 11, 495 ~
498), the second on “Avian classification” (Proceed-
ings, p. 11), and the third on “Nocturnal migration”
(Proceedings, p. 11 —12). A series of papers on the
physiology of migratory birds by Schildmacher,
Merkel, Odum and Wolfson (Proceedings, p. 12)
could be considered a fourth symposium. Because the
papers in the Proceedings were arranged alphabetical-
ly by author, it is not easy to determine the contribu-
tions to each symposium. The heading on left hand
pages does give the subject of each paper, but these
are not always accurate, e.g. J. M. Cullen’s paper on
adaptive evolution is listed under behavior and life his-
tory. I could not find any papers from the symposium
on avian clagsification. The paper by Ernst Sutter was
not published, but it must have been similar to the
one he presented the following fall at the 75th an-
niversary of the American Ornithologists’ Union in
New York City on the use of radar to observe avian
migration—a technique which radically changed the
study of nocturnal avian movement.
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A long meeting of the Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature was held and fully re-
ported ( Salomonsen, 1960). Professor Salomonsen
had taken over as chair of this committee from Pro-
fessor Stresemann in 1955 when thé latter was overly
occupied with other work. In anticipation of changes
to appear in the imminent second edition of the Code
of Zoological Nomenclature, in which family-group
names were to be covered by rules of nomenclature,
the SCON proposed that a large number of avian fam-
ily-group names affected be placed on the Official List
of Names in Zoology (Proceedings, p. 38 —39). Un-
fortunately, this proposal was not acted on by the In-
ternational Commission on Zoological Nomenclature,
leading to many years of hand-wringing by the SCON
(Bock, 1994).

As mentioned by Professor von Haartman (Pro-
ceedings, p. 11): “the crowded programme of the
congress did not allow of any rest in the evening,
films being shown as usual.” Three evenings of films
formed an interesting part of the program. Two full
day excursions, on Sunday, 8 June, and on Tuesday,
10 June, were scheduled, one by bus to Porvoo and
the other by boat to the archipelago of Kyrslitt;
congress members were divided into two groups so
that everyone could experience both. In addition, a
series of 9 pre- and post-congress tours were available
to all parts of Finland. As usual, the ICBP met on
1 -5 June immediately before the Helsinki Congress.
A meeting of the Bird Ringing Committee (Proceed-
ings, p. 11) took place in the evening of 10 June,
but no report was published. Likewise, a meeting of
the International Union for Applied Ornithology (I-
UAO) (Proceedings, p. 12) took place in the after-
noon of 12 June, and again no report appeared. It is
not clear from any of the congress proceedings who
the IUAO, and their goals, were.

Only a few copies of the two-volume Congress
Proceedings were distributed before a major fire at the
printers destroyed the remainder. A second printing
started at once, in which a few misprints in the first
printing were corrected.

After these three most successful congresses, the
IOC felt that the general European economy had re-
covered sufficiently to permit a meeting outside of Eu-
rope, and voted to hold the 13th Congress in 1962 in
the United States under the presidency of Professor
E. Mayr. This decision reaffirmed the earlier decision
at the 9th Congress in 1938 to hold the 10th in the
United States in 1942. The IOC also maintained the
PEC at 8 elected members, without change in the
status of the Secretary-General. further it elected new
members to bring its strength back to 100 members.
It also voted:to encourage “. .. more restrictive inter-
national ornithological meetings in the years between

the main international congresses...” These would
take the form of continent-wide congresses, of which
the first and most successful has been the Pan-African
Ornithological Congress. Later the Neotropical Or-
nithological Congress came into being and has been
very successful for all Neotropical countries.

A further comment is needed concerning the de-
cision to accept the invitation of North American or-
nithologists to hold the 13th Congress in the United
States.. The invitation offered at the 11th Congress
for South Africa to host the 12th Congress was possi-
bly repeated at the 12th for the 13th Congress in
1962, although there is no mention of it in the Pro-
ceedings of the 12th Congress. The decision to hold
the 13th Congress in the USA instead was very likely
a major factor in promoting Pan-African Ornithologi-
cal Congresses (Crowe, 1998, 1991). It must be
said, however, that, contrary to claims by some
South Africans, that the decision to accept the invita-
tion from the United States and not South Africa was
taken completely independently of the then recently
adopted policy of Apartheid by the government of
South Africa. Rather, the 10C felt that it was neces-
sary to honor first its earlier decision to hold a
congress in the United States before considering any
other invitations. Moreover there was a general feel-
ing that interaction with the large and diverse group
of American and Canadian workers was important at
this time for the development of international or-
nithology at the beginning of the 1960’s.

By the close of the first 75 years of their history,
the international ornithological congresses had grained
such strength and importance to students of avian bi-
ology that the disruption of World War [l caused
scarcely a ripple in their continuity. The three post-
war congresses were well organized and run without
any problems, with progressively increasing atten-
dances. Moreover, an increasing diversity of interest-
ing papers was being presented, with an ever growing
coverage of all aspects of avian biology.

10 Out of Europe—the 13th Cong-
ress, [thaca,17 —24 June 1962

The three major ornithological societies in North
America, the American Ornithologists ° Union,
Cooper Ornithological Society and Wilson Ornitholog-
ical Society, joined in inviting the 13th Congress to
the United States, with Professor Ernst Mayr
(USA) as President and the US and Canadian mem-
bers of the IOC forming a General Committee for its
organization. The first decision was to set the site of
the 13th Congress at Ithaca, New York and appoint
Professor Charles Sibley (USA) as Secretary-Gener-
al. A Scientific Program Committee and other com-
mittees were quickly established and set to work. As
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to be expected, the great auk Pinguinus impennis,
the symbol of the AOU, was chosen as the symbol for
the 13th Congress as well.

Aside from the Presidential address by Professor
Mayr, there were no plenary lectures or symposia; all
papers were contributed. A special symposium on
Birds and Arthropod-borne Viruses was organized by
T.S. Work, with a series of contributed papers.
Three concurrent sessions were needed to accommo-
date the papers. The papers presented were grouped
under related subjects (Proceedings, p. 4), but the
groupings did not correspond exactly with the head-
ings used in the Proceedings. Nor were all papers
published. Evenings were devoted to the film pro-
gram and special discussions ( = Round Table Discus-
sions of later congresses). The members of the PEC
were elected, as well as new members of the I0C;
and the SCON was reappointed for the period of
1962 — 1966 with Dr. C. Vaurie as the chair. No re-
port was published of their activities for the preceding
four years.

Two long excursions were planned, one before
and one following the Congress, plus several -short
ones in the northeastern part of the United States.
The short excursions were poorly attended, and two
had to be cancelled. An all-day tour was held on
Wednesday, 20 June, the free-day, which was fol-
lowed by a barbecue supper at Taughannock State
Park; the weather that day was excellent.

Unfortunately, the Congress report in the Pro-
ceedings is so brief that it is particularly difficult to
ascertain important actions taken. Of the 1 246 pages
in the two volumes of the Proceedings, only 26 pages
were devoted to the Official Report of the 13th
Congress; and 18 of these pages list committee mem-
bers, Congress members and delegates. Mention is
made that both the IOC and the PEC met twice, but
it is not possible to determine which of these bodies
reached decisions, such as the vote on the next
Congress and its president; clearly they had to have
done so. One notable addition to the Report is an ac-
count of the finances of the Congress (Proceedings,
pp. S — 6), with a reference to more details in the
AQOU Treasurer’s Report for 1961 — 1962. Financial
accounts of congresses are most useful, but such in-
formation is commonly lacking in reports of the con-
gresses. As a result there is no way, at present, to
compare the costs of the congresses, either as total
costs or the cost per member, or to estimate the fi-
nances needed for future congresses.

Despite the dearth of official documentation, this
first non-European Congress was a great success, at-
tended by 614 regular members out of a total of 879
(Proceedings, p. 6). Probably a majority of the reg-
ular members were from the United States and Cana-

da, but a total of 37 countries were represented. At
its end, the decision was reached to accept the invita-
tion from the United Kingdom to hold the 14th
Congress there in 1966 under the presidency of Dr.
David Lack (United Kingdom).

11 Back to Europe—the 14th Congress,
Oxford, 24 — 30 July 1966 and the 15th
Congress, The Hague, 30 August — 5
September 1970

As was the case for the 13th Congress, Official
Reports for the 14th and 15th Congresses are very
brief, making an analysis of their happenings diffi-
cult. A British Executive Committee, its core formed
by the British members of the 10C, was convened
immediately after the 13th Congress and appointed
Dr. Niko Tinbergen (United Kingdom) as Secretary-
General. Oxford University was again chosen as the
venue for a congress in Britain because of the consid-
erable ornithological research being done there, the
numerous smaller rooms for sessions, and the facilities
for housing at the various colleges. The robin Eritha-
cus rubecula, a bird studied intensively by President
David Lack, was chosen as the Congress symbol. The
tradition of a mid-congress free day, with several
planned excursions, was maintained. A problem of
timing, however, existed because of a decision
reached at the 13th Congress that congresses in future
need “not be held in the breeding season”—though
this decision was never mentioned in the Proceedings
of the 13th Congress. An offer from the Scottish Or-
nithologists’ Club to host a week-long cruise circum-
navigating Scotland from Greenock on the west coast
to Leith on the east to observe the seabird colonies fi-
nally settled the date of the Congress. The cruise on
the Devonia took place from 16 to 23 July, with par-
ticipants traveling by train on the night of 23 July to
Oxford in time to register on the first day (Proceed-
ings, pp. xix — xxiii).

Following the Presidential Address “Interrela-
tionships in breeding adaptations as shown by marine
birds” by Dr. David Lack, and an equally interesting
lecture on the “Adaptive features of the black-headed
gull Larus ridibundus L.” by Secretary-General
Tinbergen, five plenary symposia were held in the
mornings and contributed papers given in the after-
noons. Only the papers of the plenary symposia were
published.in the Proceedings. Of contributed papers,
not even an indication of the titles and authors is giv-
en; these are available only in the abstract volume for
the Congress. The congress free-day, Wednesday, 27
July, was devoted to excursions; good weather made
these tours pleasant. A {ilm program of two concur-
rent sessions was held every evening. Meetings of the
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following specialist groups were also held: European
Ringing Committee, Sea-bird Research, Ornithology
of the Western Palaearctic, Standing Committee on
Ornithological Nomenclature, International Bird
Ringing Committee, International .Union of Applied
Ornithology (IUAO) and a proposal by the Presi-
dent, Dr. Lack, for an internationally agreed world
list of birds.

The last meeting was well attended and generat-
ed considerable “fireworks”: there was considerable
disagreement about the purpose of such a list, how it
should be established, whether it should be autho-
rized, and if so, by whom. The meeting was reported
anonymously (Proceedings, pp. 365 — 367), con-
cluding that insufficient agreement prevented a reso-
lution to the Congress. It was mentioned that “vari-
ous leading European ornithologists were making a
proposal for an agreed European list, and that in this
connection they were entering into correspondence
with the editors of the North American checklist.”
To my knowledge, nothing further came from this
proposal, with the result that today there are diverse
world lists of birds, most of them generated for the
use of bird watchers.

A report of the SCON is also presented (Pro-
ceedings, pp. 369 — 374), summarizing their work
over the preceding four years. One major unresolved
problem involved avian family-group names affected
by the rules in the second edition of the International
Code for Zoological Nomenclature (ICZN). The
ICZN required a full bibliographic search to ensure
correct authorship for each name. Such information
on avian family group names and of their priority did
not exist in 1966; and none of the members of the
SCON felt that they were in the position to undertake
such a project. Hence the SCON recommended that
ornithologists continue to use all well-established fam-
ily-group names until such an analysis could be done
and well-supported decisions reached. No reports
were issued for the other meetings. Nor was any
mention made of a meeting of the ICBP in connection
with the 14th Congress. One outcome, however, was
that the meeting on sea-bird research led to the estab-
lishment by the IOC of a Standing Committee on Sea-
bird Research (Proceedings, p. xiv, with its initial
membership given on page xviii).

Another noteworthy event was the presentation
of an Honorary Degree of D. Sc. to Professor Ernst
Mayr by Oxford University. Professor Mayr was also
honored with an honorary degree by the University of
Vienna at the 21st Congress in Vienna, 1994. To my
knowledge, he is the only ornithologist to receive
such academic honors during an ornithological
congress.

In a final paragraph of the Proceedings, we are

told that “As usual, the Permanent Executive Com-
mittee met twice, as did the International Ornitho-
logical Committee. It was decided that the XV Inter-
national Congress should be held in The Netherlands
in 1970 and Dr. Niko Tinbergen (United Kingdom)
was elected as its President.” A listing of the mem-
bers of the committees of the IOC, and of the IOC it-
self followed. A brief mention is also made at the be-
ginning of the list of members that those who had not
attended the past two congresses, except when pre-
vented by illness, were dropped from membership.
The Official Report of 15 pages (over half did not
pertain to the work of the IOC or of the Congress),
followed by 47 pages of reports from the SCON, the
meeting on a world list of birds and lists of delegates
and members, is even much too brief to allow any
reading between the lines; the lines are simply not
there.

Preparations for the 15th Congress started rapid-
ly with a Netherlands Executive Committee selected
early; this committee included Professor L. de Beau-
fort who was the Secretary-General for the 7th
Congress in Amsterdam in 1930. The Hague was
chosen as the Congress site, and Professor Karel
Voous (The Netherlands) appointed as Secretary-
General. Other committees, including the Scientific
Program Committee, were established. A rapidly ex-
panding membership at the 1962 and 1966 Congresses
provided increasing work loads for the Secretary-Gen-
eral and local organizing committees. Even with a
large and energetic staff assisting him for the Oxford
Congress in 1966, his overall duties, as well as at-
tending to the needs of the International Ornithologi-
cal Committee and his other work, simply exhausted
Secretary-General Niko Tinbergen (Kruuk, 2002:
251-252), and led to increased bouts of depression.
In spite of his success at the Oxford Congress, Tin-
bergen was never again a full congress attendee and
had to resign his presidency of the 1970 Congress in
the autumn of 1969. Professor Finn Salomonsen
(Denmark) was elected in his place by the PEC. The
change of presidents created no problems for the plan-
ning of the Congress and indeed, in 1970, when the
15th Congress was held, it had “two” presidents even
though Dr. Tinbergen could not attend. The
Eurasian spoonbill Platalea leucordia was chosen as
the Congress emblem; two birds are depicted in the

. Congress Proceedings, in a design used for an enamel

brooch given to all Congress members.

The\Congress program was a very full one, com-
prising the Presidential Address, six symposia, 33
sectional sessions, 8 special meetings ( = Round
Table Discussions), 9 committee meetings, and 11
film sessions. The mornings were devoted to plenary
sessions — the Presidential address and five of the
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symposia. One symposium was held concurrently
with the contributed papers in the afternoon; all ses-
sions were held concurrently tn the afternocons (Pro-
ceedings, pp. 6 — 10), and 34 films were shown in
the evenings. Four satellite meetings, including that
of the ICBP, were also held. The mid-week day of
Wednesday, 2 September, was a free day, spent on a
series of 8 different excursions mostly to view the di-
verse water-, marsh- and shore- bird fauna of The
Netherlands.

Both the PEC and the IOC held two meetings
during the Congress. A new By-law was adopted
that: “Past-Presidents shall be lifetime members of
the IOC, shall be entitled to all rights and privileges
of such membership, but shall not be counted when
enumerating the 100 members of the IOC.” Two res-
olutions to the International Commission on Zoological
Nomenclature (ICZN) were proposed by the SCON
and adopted by the I0C to speed the decision on pro-
posals dealing only with names for birds, namely sup-
port for the fifty year statute of limitations and to cre-
ate the SCON as a formal subcommittee of the ICZN,
thereby ratifying the decisions of the SCON. To my
knowledge, neither recommendation was accepted by
the ICZN. A further proposal was adopted to develop
a formal relationship with the International Union of
Biological Sciences in which the IOC would become a
Section within the Zoological Division. Apparently
the proposal made during the 11th Congress in Basel,
1954 was not successful. A committee consisting of
J. Dorst, C.S. Sibley and K.H. Voous was appoint-
ed to formulate better relationships with the TUBS,
as well as bringing the Rules of the IOC up to date;
but to my knowledge this committee did not act. The
Rules governing the IOC and its congresses, passed
by mail vote prior to the 8th Congress in 1934 and
first published in the Proceedings of the 9th
Congress, Rouen, 1938, remained in effect.

The IOC also voted to accept an invitation from
the Royal Australasian Ornithologists’ Union to hold
the 16th Congress in Canberra, Australia, with Dr.
Harry J. Frith (Australia) as the Secretary-General
and Professor Jean Dorst ( France) as the President.
Following tradition, the Secretary-General was not a
member of the PEC for the congress in which he
served, but was elected to this committee for the en-
suing period. This system began at the 8th Congress,
Oxford, with the election of Rev. F.C.R. Jourdain
to the PEC and continued until the 17th Congress
when new Statutes were adopted. The Proceedings
for the 15th Congress included the papers of the six
symposia and the abstracts of the contributed papers,
plus the Official Report for the Congress. All papers
in the Proceedings volume, except for the very last
abstract by J. Zettel (Switzerland), were published

in English, setting the standard for the future. The
antiquated policy of having “Official Delegates” ap-
pointed to congresses and listed in proceedings, a
practice continued to the 14th Congress, 1966 and
which no longer served any purpose, was abandoned
permanently at the 15th Congress.

With almost 700 members at the 14th Congress
and over 800 at the 15th, and a very full program of
morning plenary sessions and a number of concurrent
sessions in the afternoons, these two Congresses set
the stage for “ modern” ornithological congress.
Moreover, the 15th Congress set the pattern for hold-
ing future congresses outside of the Northern Hemi-
sphere avian breeding season. To this there have been
only two exceptions: the 17th Congress in Berlin,
1978 and the 19th in Ottawa, 1986, though the lat-
ter was held at the very end of the season.

12 To the antipodes—the 16th Cong-
ress, Canberra, 12 — 17 August 1974

The first 15 congresses having been held in the
Northern Hemisphere, it was now time to move to
the Southern; and so the invitation to hold the 16th
Congress in Australia was accepted at The Hague in
1970. President Jean Dorst ( France) appointed Dr.
Harry Frith (Australia) as the Secretary-General who
established the necessary committees for organizing
and running the Congress, using many members of
the staff of Frith’s CSIRO Division of Wildlife Re-
search. The Congress symbol was the magpie goose
Anseranas semipalmata in a vignette showing three
birds to indicate that many males have two females
which lay their eggs in the same nest. The Congress
was held at the Australian National University in
Canberra, ACT. Strikes in the fuel and transport in-
dustries caused critical problems for the start of the
Congress, leaving many members, including Presi-
dent Dorst, temporarily stranded in various locations
around Australia. These problems were dealt with by
Secretary-General Frith and his staff in a most expe-
dient way which included a rearrangement of the
Congress schedule. The free day was shifted to the
first day of the meeting and the opening of the
Congress to the second day, by which time the Presi-
dent had reached Canberra from Alice Springs in cen-
tral Australia.

Despite the distant location of the venue, just

-over 800 persons attended, including over 500 full

members. Complaints were raised by a few European
members of the IOC claiming that because of the “re-
moteness of the Northern Hemisphere countries from
Australia many members have been unable to attend
the meeting in Canberra”. Accordingly, they felt,
absence of northern hemisphere members from the
16th Congress should not count toward the rule that
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membership of the IOC lapses after two successive
congresses are missed ( Proceedings, p. 5). Aus-
tralian members pointed out, quite correctly, that the
distance from Northern Hemisphere countries to Aus-
tralia was just the same as that from Australia and
New Zealand to the Northern Hemisphere, and thus
such a modification of the rule should apply equally in
reverse. Fortunately these petty proposals were never
enacted.

The Proceedings of the 16th Congress are entire-
ly in English, following the trend in international sci-
entific meetings since World War [ . In addition to
the plenary Presidential Address, the Congress pre-
sented 11 symposia containing 61 papers and 130 pa-
pers in 9 general sessions. The symposium papers
were published in the Congress Proceedings and the
abstracts for the contributed papers in The Emu , vol-
ume 74, supplementary issue. The symposia placed
emphasis on aspects of Australian and Southern
Hemisphere ornithology, with special stress on the
differences in avian biology in the northern and south-
ern continents under the general theme of “The Two
Hemispheres. ” No film program was advertised, but
several round table discussions, as well as the meet-
ings of the SCON and the Standing Committee for
Seabird Research (SCSR) took place; both commit-
tees submitted their reports which were included in
the Proceedings. The ICBP also met in Canberra in
connection with the Congress.

An important resolution on the scientific collect-
ing of birds for research was passed by the IOC (Pro-
ceedings, p. 6), which concluded that the IOC:
“recommends that Governments allow scientific insti-
tutions to collect material they need for research with
the requirement that applying institutions, in need of
material of endangered species, must ensure that such
material is necessary for this research and will not
threaten the existence of that population; invites the
ICBP to endorse this recommendation through its XVl
World Conference and also invites the IUBS to con-
sider this recommendation.” The Section of Ornithol-
ogy in the Division of Zoology of the IUBS was estab-
lished, based on the IOC. The Chair of this Section is
the President of the IOC and its secretary is its Secre-
tary-General, the first being Professor J. Dorst and
Dr. H.]. Frith. No mention was made in the Official
Report of the IOC and its PEC of further work on the
Statutes of the IOC as foreshadowed in the report of
the 15th Congress.

The IOC also accepted the invitation of the
Deutsche Ornithologen-Gesellschaft to hold the 17th
Congress in the Federal Republic of Germany, with
Professor Donald Farner (USA) as its President. The
great success of the 16th Congress demonstrated that
ornithological congresses could be held in any part of

the world with a large number of members attending
and with a full and diverse program, an essential re-
quirement if congresses are to be truly international.

13 Back to Europe—the 17th Cong-
ress, Berlin, 4 —11 June 1978

Soon after the close of the 16th Congress, the
German National Committee voted to hold the 17th
Congress in Berlin, the site of the 5th Congress in
1910, and to appoint Dr. Rolf N&hring ( Germany)
as Secretary-General. Dr. Nohring started work on
the Congress immediately with Frau Regine Damm as
his main assistance and Frau Ingeborg as assistant
treasurer. Due to the activity and insight of President
Donald S. Farner (USA), the structure of the 10C
and the nature of the International Ornithological
Congresses changed significantly into the organization
that we know today. Significant modifications were
the development of a new set of Statutes and By-
laws, and the institution of an International Scientific
Program Committee (SPC) responsible for the orga-
nization of the entire scientific program of the
congress.

President Farner, who also held several key posi-
tions in the IUBS, had a broad understanding about
how international scientific groups should be orga-
nized and run. It was clear to him that the existing
Rules for the I0C, those adopted in the early 1930s
and first published in the Proceedings of the 9th
Congress in Rouen, 1938, had become altogether in-
adequate [or specilying the structure of organization
and duties of officers and committees of the 10C and
its congresses. He formulated a new set of Statutes
and By-laws for the International Ornithological Com-
mittee, assisted mainly by Walter Bock. These new
regulations were the major topic of discussion at a
special meeting of the PEC, 11 — 12 March 1978, at
the Airport Hotel, Frankfurt a. M., Germany, and
were subsequently adopted by the IOC at its first
meeting at the Berlin Congress on 6 June 1978; they
became effective immediately. The new Statutes and
By-laws (Proceedings, pp. 55 — 60) then governed
the actions taken at the second meeting of the 10C.

At some point, either at the 15th or probably the
16th Congresses, a decision was reached to assign the
responsibility for the scientific program for congresses
to an international Scientific Program Committee, in-
dependent of the Secretary-General and Local Com-
mittee. The first such SPC was appointed by Presi-
dent Farner for the Berlin Congress, with Professor
K. Immelmann {Germany) as Chair. This commit-
tee met for two days in Berlin in October 1975 to for-
mulate the program. Because the Congress was to
meet in Berlin, the city where Erwin Stresemann and
Oskar Heinroth had worked, and because their lead-
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ing students, E. Mayr and K. Lorenz, were still ac-
tive, the German members of the SPC requested that
the Congress include a Stresemann Memorial Lecture
and a Heinroth Memorial Lecture to be presented by
Mayr and Lorenz respectively. This proposal was
agreed to immediately; and in addition to the two
Memorial Lectures and Presidential Address, three
further plenary lectures were scheduled. Other oral
presentations were restricted to symposia, of which
36 were scheduled.

The SPC decided on the subject and the conven-
ers of the symposia, and then turned the work of or-
ganization and running of the symposia over to the
conveners. The only stricture imposed on conveners
was that they were to make every effort to get speak-
ers from different countries, and that no speaker
should present a paper in more than one symposium.
All contributed papers were restricted to Poster Pa-
pers, a decision that caused some controversy, and al-
though all future congresses included poster papers,
only the 18th and 21st Congresses restricted con-
tributed papers to this category. A small number of
Special Interest Discussions ( = RTDs) were held.
And there was an excellent and full film program,
with many films shown from morning to evening in a
designated room.

The Congress was held in the Berlin Kon-
gresshalle, which was located in a large park that per-
mitted quiet walks for congress members during the
daily sessions. The building had many rooms suitable
for all of the needs of the Congress but lacked suffi-
cient access to restaurants for midday and evening
meals. A series of pre- and post-congress excursions
were arranged through Europe, extending from
southern Spain to Lappland and east to the Danube
delta; mid-congress excursions on Thursday, 8 June
were restricted to around Berlin. A number of
congress members took the opportunity to visit East
Berlin.

The IOC adopted the new Statutes and By-laws
at its first meeting at the Berlin Congress, as men-
tioned above. Further, it decided that a member of
the PEC should be designated to act as President
should the elected President be unable to carry out his
duties. In these circumstances, Professor L. von
Haartman (Finland) was elected as President and
Professor J. Ashoff ( Germany) as the designated
President for the 18th Congress. An invitation to
hold that Congress in Moscow in 1982 had been pre-
sented to the IOC at some time prior to the 17th
Congress. In their discussion of this invitation in
March 1978, the PEC decided that an “emergency”
invitation be sought in case the Soviet ornithologists
could not present their invitation formally in June at
the Berlin Congress. Such a request was made to the

Belgian ornithological community. Both Russians and
Belgians presented competing invitations to the [IOC
at the 17th Congress; the Russians gave strong assur-
ances from the Soviet Government that all foreign or-
nithologists would be allowed to attend the Congress
and its excursions. A spirited discussion followed
with a very close vote of 19 for Moscow, 17 for Brus-
sels and 10 abstentions. Immediately following this
vote, Secretary-General Nohring resigned in protest
from the IOC, creating history as the shortest
tenured Secretary-General in the PEC. New members
of the IOC and of the PEC were elected for the term
1978 — 1982. The Standing Committees for Coopera-
tion of Seabird Research and International Committee
for Bird Ringing were voted as official committees of
the IOC (pp. 48 —49), but to my knowledge the lat-
ter did not convene and had to be re-established at the
21st Congress in Vienna in 1994.

There was no formal closing to the Berlin
Congress, President Farner saying flippantly at the
start of the last day that the last person to leave the
congress hall should make certain that the door was
closed and locked. The two volume Proceedings of
the 17th Congress contained the Official Reports, the
papers of the 36 symposia (not all were submitted),
the abstracts of the special interest groups, poster pa-
pers and films, and the reports of the Standing Com-
mittees. [t also included an overview of the program,
an innovation recommended for all future congress
proceedings. With the successful 1978 Berlin
Congress, the nature of international ornithological
congresses changed markedly to meet the demands of
an increasing number of avian biologists attending and
the ever broadening areas of research in ornithology.
Credit for these progressive changes must go to Don-
ald Farner who worked hard and productively on
modifying ornithological congresses and the organiza-
tion of the IOC into a more modern and efficient for-
mat.

And now, I would like to add a final message for
the members of the 17th Congress who stood or
walked everyday without fear or concern under the
large concrete canopy hanging over the main entrance
of the Berlin Congress Center Building. Sometime in
the autumn of 1978, [ saw a photograph of the
Congress Center in the New York Times, after its
canopy had collapsed but fortunately at a time when
the area beneath was empty of people. My immediate
reaction was that the collapse had been induced by the
meeting of ornithologists during the previous sum-
mer; perhaps the structure had been weakened by
some of the heated disagreements at meetings of the
IOC or at the symposium on “Recent trends in bio-
geographic analysis” where only the packed lecture
room kept feuding speaker and a listener from physi-
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cally attacking one another. Or was it the talk on
“Reconstructing the curse of speciation” (Proceed-
ings, p. 16) that had the effect. Unfortunately Herr
No&hring missed his chance to include a picture of the
collapsed marquee as the frontispiece in the Congress
Proceedings, as a memento of such a volatile Cong-
ress.

14 Behind the ‘ Iron Curtain ’—the
18th Congress, Moscow, 16 — 24 Au-
gust 1982

The 18th Congress was particularly important as
an international event because there had been little
communication between the ornithologists of the So-
viet Union and most of the rest of the world for many
decades, especially since the end of World War [ . A
congress in the Soviet Union would facilitate direct
contact between of these two estranged groups of sci-
entists. But the Congress was equally controversial,
as shown by the very close vote at the 17th Congress
and immediate resignation of its Secretary-General,
Dr.R.No6hring. Moreover, a letter protesting the
Moscow Congress by H. Mueller (1981) was pub-
lished in The Auk with an outstandingly positive an-
swer by D. Farner (1981) who pointed out the im-
mense value of this Congress for building bridges and
mutual stimulation of ideas between two such large
groups of ornithologists. One convener, S.T. Emlen
cancelled his symposium in response to Mueller’s let-
ter, but this symposium, on “The origin and evolu-
tion of cooperative breeding in birds”, was rescued by
Professor Russell P. Balda (USA). Professor Lars
von Haartman (Finland) proved to be an excellent
choice as President, being from a country that was
obliged to interact both with the Soviet Union and the
West since the end of World War [I . The importance
of international cooperation in ornithological research
was emphasized in the opening statement of the Sec-
retary-General Valery D. Ilyichev (Proceedings, pp.
8 — 14). Accordingly, the symbol for the 18th
Congress was the red-breasted goose Branta ruficol-
lis, shown in flight against a globe; it is a threatened
species migrating from the Soviet Union to winter in
Eastern Europe and sometimes northeastern Africa.

Following the 17th Congress, President von
Haartman immediately appointed Professor Valery I-
lyichev as Secretary-General and the Soviet Organiz-
ing Committee with its appropriate subcommittees.
He then appointed the Scientific Program Committee
under the chair of Professor J. Aschoff (Germany).
Some of the non-Soviet members of this committee
were able to meet in Frankfurt a. M. in September,
1979, at the annual meeting of the Deutsche Or-
nithologen-Gesellschaft; Dr. C. Perrins arrived late,

delayed because of the frequent autumn fog in West-
ern Europe. A second, week-long meeting of the SPC
was held in Moscow in December, 1979. The
Congress was to be held in the Moscow State Univer-
sity which had many suitable lecture and other rooms
which were inspected by the SPC. At the final dinner
of the SPC meeting, Professor Aschoff made the
point that the language of international science was
now English and that if the Soviet hosts were to par-
ticipate in international science, they had three years
before the Congress to learn it; many took his advice,
which greatly enhanced the exchange of ideas be-
tween Eastern and Western ornithologists.

President von Haartman interacted closely with
the Soviet organizers in planning for the Congress and
made at least one additional trip to Moscow in con-
nection with this work. In the fall of 1981, Professor
D. Farner spent two weeks in Moscow and Professor
W. Bock two months to assist in preparations for the
Congress, partly to arrange details of meetings, but
mainly to assist in editing the abstracts. Bock spent
the second part of his time working in the anatomical
laboratory of Professor F. Ya. Dzerzhinsky in
Moscow State University, and also attended a meet-
ing of Socialistic Morphologists. On his homeward
journey, he stopped in Helsinski, Finland and briefed
President von Haartman on the progress of the
Congress. Upon being informed of the recent death of
Dr. E. Eisenmann (USA, and chair of the SCON),
von Haartman asked Bock if he would take over the
chair of the Standing Committee on Ornithological
Nomenclature which he accepted.

The 18th Congress opened with a greeting by
President von Haartman in a dazzling series of lan-
guages. The scientific program of the 18th Congress
followed that of the 17th closely. In addition to the
Presidential Address, there were five plenary lec-
tures, 17 morning symposia, 24 afternoon symposia,
poster papers and Round Table Discussions. An im-
portant feature of the scientific program was the large
number of contributing Soviet and Eastern block or-
nithologists, providing a good insight into the diversi-
ty and depth of research in avian biology in those
countries.

Papers appeared in the Proceedings of the 18th
Congress as follows: Official Reports (prepared by
Walter Bock ), the plenary lectures, full papers of
morning symposia, abstracts of afternoon symposia,
abstracts.of most poster papers, some full poster pre-
sentations, and reports of RTDs (only a few were re-
ceived by the editors of the Proceedings). It is inter-
esting that rather long abstracts of a poster and of an
RTD from one of the editors appeared in the Proceed-
ings. In its report, the SCON stated that it would
begin a project on the history of avian family-group
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names, an essential task before nomenclatural deci-
sions could be reached on these names as required by
the current Code of Zoological Nomenclature; this
rather large project would be accomplished in 1994
(see the 21st Congress, 1994 ). Unfortunately the
Proceedings do not include any details of the large se-
ries of tours held on the congress free-day or of the
many outstanding post-congress excursions to diverse
parts of the Soviet Union.

With extensive changes to the IOC Statutes and
By-laws from the 17th Congress, a number of ques-
tions were raised at both the meetings of the PEC and
the IOC to clarify their implications. Most important-
ly, it was emphasized that former Presidents are now
permanent members of the IOC and that emeritus
members of the IOC (those over 65 years of age) are
not counted toward the specified total number of
members or as representatives of their home countries
in the IOC. In either case, additional members can be
elected. Further, it was suggested that former Secre-
taries-General be made permanent members of the
10C so that their most useful knowledge about the or-
ganizing and running congresses could be tapped. A
small committee was established to examine these and
other matters arising from the new Statutes, and to
consider any required resolutions to present to the
IOC for adoption. However, no resolutions were pre-
sented to the IOC for action at its second meeting,
and a motion was put forward to ask the committee of
Professors von Haartman, Farner and Ilyichev to ap-
prove the resolutions. It is not clear from the
Congress Proceedings whether this action was under-
taken.

Several important amendments to the By-laws
were passed at IOC meetings during the Congress,
but were not noted in the Official Report or elsewhere
in the Proceedings. These changes can found by com-
paring the Statutes and By-laws published in the Pro-
ceedings of the 17th Congress with those published in
the 19th Congress; the Statutes and By-laws were not
included in the Proceedings of the 18th Congress.
One change was the addition of a Vice-President to
take over the reins of the IOC should the elected
President become unable to continue in his/her du-
ties. Another was a change in Article I of the By-
laws in which was added the sentence: “Members of
the IOC must be residents of the country that they
represent.” ( Proceedings 19th Congress, p.88).
These major omissions in official reports of the I0C
and its PEC, often the result of abridged accounts of
what happened at their meetings at congresses,
demonstrated clearly the need for an additional officer
of the IOC, namely a Permanent Secretary. This is-
sue was resolved at the 19th Congress.

Attention was now given to the election of new

members of the IOC. The procedure had not been
worked out carefully, and only one person was nomi-
nated by the PEC. President von Haartman proposed
that the IOC form a committee to nominate and then
elect new members. The result could best be de-
scribed as semi-controlled chaos; Professor Farner be-
came discouraged and departed in protest. At this
point, President von Haartman blocked the door with
a chair to prevent other IOC members from leaving.
Individual ornithologists were quickly nominated one
after the other with no additional information than
their name and country of residence. It quickly be-
came clear that a recording secretary was needed, and
President von Haartman asked Walter Bock to under-
take this task. A long list of nominees was put to-
gether and they were promptly elected as new mem-
bers. I was then asked to contact these new members
after the Congress (some of whom I did not know),
informing them of their election. My suspicion is that
a least one person who was not on the list was so in-
formed because of similarity of names. Nor was it
certain whether more new members of the I0C were
elected than permitted under the Statutes and By-
Laws. But these proved minor issues, and the I0C
continued to survive and function properly.

Approval was given for the establishment of a
permanent archive for the IOC and a committee was
established to look into this matter. Agreement was
reached with the Smithsonian Archive in Washing-
ton, DC, as storage venue, with the papers signed by
Donald S. Farner, Henri Ouellet and Walter J. Bock
for the IOC (Proceedings, XXth Congress, p. 60).
But few members of the IOC have yet forwarded their
papers to it. Members are urged to do so wherever
possible.

A discussion on the nature of the congress scien-
tific program was held because of concern that or-
nithologists did not have time for individual discus-
sions and that talks presented at the congresses, espe-
cially in the symposia, tended to deal with matters of
past importance rather than new discoveries and ideas
of future significance. The last point is indeed real.
For most ornithologists after World War [l , speed of
publication and a broad dissemination of new findings
and ideas are of importance, and these needs are not
guaranteed by publication in congress proceedings.
Most members did agree that the combination of the
plenary lectures and symposia conveying ideas from
specialized .areas of avian biology to the general or-
nithologist, individual contributions in the form of
poster or other papers providing a way for any or-
nithologist to convey his/her work to the international
community, and the RTD’s as a forum for detailed
discussion among specialists in any field, provide a
sound and appropriate format for the scientific pro-
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gram of ornithological congresses. Attention has also
to be given to the issue of providing sufficient time
during the congress week for contact between individ-
ual ornithologists.

Concern was also raised on the matter of invita-
tions for future congresses, and whether the 10C
should act on any other than those submitted for an
ensuing congress. It was pointed out that the work to
prepare a congress invitation took several years, and
hence it was useful for ornithologists in different
countries to propose intended invitations as early as
possible, e. g., work for an invitation for the 19th
Congress should start before the end of the 17th
Congress, even though the final invitation is not made
until the 18th Congress. The I0C then voted to ac-
cept the invitation from Canada for the 19th Cong-
ress, 1986, in Ottawa, to complete the first 100
years of international ornithological congresses. Pro-
fessor Klaus Immelmann ( Germany) was elected
President, with Dr. Henri Ouellet (Canada) appoint-
ed the Secretary-General and Professor J. Ashoff
serving as the designated replacement President for
the 19th Congress.

The 18th Congress was a great success for a
number of reasons, foremost among which was the
getting together of ornithologists from two estranged
blocks of nations to interact as is proper in interna-
tional science. To my knowledge, no ornithologist
was denied a visa to attend the Congress, though
some were delivered at the last moment in line with
the ways that some governments interacted during the
cold war. The 18th was also the first congress to op-
erate under the effective new Statutes adopted at the
17th Congress in Berlin—a tribute to the work and
vision of Professor Farner.

15 Back to the New World—the 19th
Congress, Ottawa, 22 —29 June 1986

Under the direction of an efficient Secretary-
General, Henri Ouellet, the Canadians started imme-
diately on the organization of the 19th Congress, es-
tablishing a series of committees to deal with all as-
pects of the meeting. President Klaus Immelmann
appointed the Scientific Program Committee, with
Professor Bruce Falls ( Canada) as its chair. The
Canada jay Perisoreus canadensis was, not unexpect-
edly, chosen as the Congress emblem. Planning for
the congress went well, all committees meshing prop-
erly in doing their tasks and reporting to the two
meetings of the entire Local Committee held in Ot-
tawa. The SPC met once in Ottawa, in October
1983, with its North American members also attend-
ing later meetings of the Local Committee. The 19th
Congress met in the newly constructed Ottawa
Congress Centre which has excellent facilities for a

large international meeting, with numerous dining
and other facilities both in the building and nearby.
Day to day planning and running of the 19th Congress
were contracted out to Lemmex and Associates—pro-
fessional conference organizers; this was the first or-
nithological congress in which such arrangements
were made and it set the pattern for the future.

The 19th Congress was larger than any of the
previous congresses, with a total of 1 338 members
representing 65 countries (1 154 full members, of
which 68 did not attend). The scientific program
comprised the Presidential Address, a lecture by the
Secretary-General on the history of Canadian or-
nithology, five plenary papers, 50 symposia, 150 oral
and 380 poster presentations, and 43 RTD and other
special interest meetings. In recognition of the 100
anniversary of the founding of the international or-
nithological congresses in Vienna in 1884, a display
was prepared by Herbert Schifter (Austria) and Wal-
ter Bock USA) using materials from the archives in
Vienna. Professor Charles Sibley presented a special
exhibit of his findings on interrelationships of birds
based on his studies of DNA-DNA annealing along the
side of the large room of posters and exhibits. His re-
sults were shown on a 10 meter long, 1 meter wide
strip of paper that was labeled by one congress mem-
ber as “the tapestry.” Although it cannot be con-
firmed, it was reported that Professor Sibley spent al-
most his entire time at the Congress sitting next to his
tapestry, ready to speak to every one wishing to dis-
cuss diverse aspects of avian relationship. The film
program contained 85 films, some of which were
shown more than once. A total of 13 pre- and post-
congress excursions were held, reaching almost all
corners of Canada, together with early morning bird
walks and a series of tours on the congress free-day of
Thursday, 16 June. Members went home exhausted.

Unfortunately, the Official Report of the
Congress was customarily brief, so that considerable
reading between the lines was necessary to tease out
its events. Two excellent invitations for the 20th
Congress in 1990 were received, one from Japan and
the other from New Zealand. Dr.H.Morioka, in pre-
senting the Japanese invitation, informed the dele-
gates that all languages would be acceptable at a
congress held in Japan—]apanese English, German
English, French English, and even American and
Australian English. After their presentation and dis-
cussion, «the IOC voted to accept the New Zealand in-
vitation for the next congress in Christchurch. Pro-
fessor Charles G. Sibley (USA) was elected President
and Professor Jan K. Pinowski (Poland) Vice Presi-
dent. Further, Dr. N.K. Kuroda (Japan) was elect-
ed as the Honorary President and Professor Walter J.
Bock (USA) as the first Permanent Secretary. Three
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of these positions resulted from changes to the
Statutes proposed by an Advisory Committee on
Statutes (Proceedings, p. 59). First, it was decided
at the Moscow Congress that it was advisable to have
a position of Vice-President of the IOC, and hence of
the congress, who could serve as President should the
elected President not be able to continue in office; ac-
cordingly, that position was added to the Statutes.
Secondly, although the Statutes did not prohibit the
election or nomination of honorary officers for a
congress, such action was agreed to in principle al-
though has not been so specified in the Statutes and
By-Laws From the 20th congress onward, an Hon-
orary President was elected, generally to recognize a
senior ornithologist.

Still more importantly, it had become clear to
President Immelmann and Secretary-General Ouellet
that two major difficulties confronted the organization
of the IOC and its congresses. One involved the re-
sponsibilities of the Secretary-General. These had be-
come too heavy for any one person, diverting the Sec-
retary-General from his/her primary obligations in or-
ganizing and running the congress. One Secretary-
General, Niko Tinbergen, had already broken down
under the strain after the 1966 Congress at Oxford.
For modern congresses, such tasks required the full
attention of the Secretary-General, preventing him/
‘her from devoting the time needed to record the dis-
cussions and decisions of the PEC and the I0C, and
to report these fully in congress proceedings. The
task of Securing invitations for future congresses had
also become a major task both for ornithological
groups interested in hosting a congress and for the
IOC because the requirements for preparing an invita-
tion had increased in complexity.

The other major difficulty concerned long-term
“institutional memory”, or, more importantly, the
lack of it among the officers of the IOC. The Presi-
dent and Secretary-General of any congress serve only
one term Even their additional service, as past offi-
cers, in the PEC for an additional term and the gen-
eral service of elected PEC members for two terms,
members of the PEC did not provide sufficient insti-
tutional memory, Immelmann and Ouellet felt the
need for smoother operational continuation, and
hence a better institutional memory. So they recom-
mended a new position, that of a Permanent Secre-
tary whose duties were to run the IOC and PEC both
at and between congresses, and to plan for future
congresses, leaving the Secretary-General free to fo-
cus unfettered on running the congress curfent. This
approach was accepted unanimously by members of
the IOC of the 19th Congress, and Professor Walter
Bock, who had, in effect, served in this capacity at
the 18th Congress, was elected as the first Permanent

Secretary and charged with providing the necessary
modifications to the Statutes for consideration at the
20th Congress in 1990.

An amendment to the Statutes was proposed and
passed by the IOC that new members of the 10C
must be have attended at least one ornithological
congress to be eligible, even if it was the one at which
they were elected. Unfortunately this change was not
recorded in the Congress Proceedings, again demon-
strating the need for the new position of Permanent
Secretary to oversee such matters. The omission was
finally noted at the 22nd Congress in Durban and re-
adopted there. The number of elected members of the
IOC was increased to 120, and five new members
were elected (Proceedings, p. 59). As well, a new
Standing Committee on Applied Ornithology was ap-
pointed (Proceedings, p. 60) under the co-chairs of
Professor V. Ilyichev (Soviet Union) and Dr. P. Pe-
terson (USA).

The 19th Congress ended with a formal closing
Ceremony in the late afternoon of Saturday, 28 June,
possibly the first post-World War Il congress to have
a definite closing, despite its omission from the daily
printed program; all subsequent congresses included a
formal closing Ceremony. The 20th Congress in New
Zealand was announced at the same time, as well as
the new officers and members of the IOC and the
PEC. The 19th Congress was clearly the largest In-
ternational Ornithological Congress to date in terms of
members, number of presentations and size of its Pro-
ceedings. Moreover, it was an exceedingly well orga-
nized and excellently run congress, setting the stan-
dard for the future. Unfortunately, President Klaus
Immelmann died just over a year after closing a
congress over which he had presided so well; a
memorial is included in the Proceedings (pp. 7-9).

Following the 19th Congress, the Permanent
Secretary prepared a many-paged set of instructions
for the preparation of invitations and for organizing
future congresses. These instructions are available
from the current Permanent Secretary to any group of
ornithologists interested in hosting a congress.

16 Back to the Antipodes—the 20th
Congress, Christchurch, 2 =9 Decem-
ber 1990

Immediately following the close of the 19th
Congress, Rresident Charles G. Sibley (USA) ap-
pointed Dr. Ben Bell (New Zealand) as the Secre-
tary-General of the 20th Congress who then arranged
the membership of the necessary New Zealand Orga-
nizing Committee and its subcommittees. The yellow-
eyed penguin Megadyptes antipodes was chosen as
the Congress emblem, representative of the “South-
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ern Perspective” theme for the 20th Congress. As for
the 19th Congress, organizational details were ar-
ranged by a professional conference organizer, Con-
ference Makers Limited. Sibley also appointed Pro-
fessor Peter Berthold (Germany) as chair of the Sci-
entific Program Committee, despite a major protest
from the New Zealanders who wanted a New Zealand
ornithologist to chair it. This matter was straightened
out by letters to the New Zealand organizers from
Professors Donald Farner and Walter Bock at the re-
quest of President Sibley. Over the next four years,
the New Zealand Organizing Committee met about 80
times, sending all reports to me and I assume also to
President Sibley; one wonders what they discussed
during so many meetings. The SPC met in Novem-
ber, 1987 in Tiburon, California, the home of Pro-
fessor Sibley. This had serious disadvantages because
the SPC was unable to see the actual congress site,
depriving it of an appreciation of the arrangement of
the meeting rooms which is most useful in formulat-
ing the scientific program of a congress, such as ap-
preciating the arrangement of doors and seating in
each room and knowing the time required to move
from one session to another, etc. At its meeting, the
SPC decided on a program of four plenary lectures in
addition to the Presidential Address, a New Zealand
evening with two lectures, 48 symposia, and contri-
butions in the form of oral (276) and poster papers
(233) papers, as well as round table discussions
(31), special interest groups (10), and films (39).
President Sibley was able to visit New Zealand prior
to the Congress and discuss progress and arrange-
ments with the Local Committee.

With the agreement of the Permanent Executive
Committee, President Sibley appointed Professor Hsu
(= Xu) Wei-Shu (China) and Professor Helmut Sick
(Brazil) as Honorary Vice-Presidents of the 20th
Congress.

The 20th Congress was part of New Zealand's
150th Year Celebration of the founding of their mod-
ern government, and was held under the banner of
the “The World of Birds—a Southern Perspective”.
It also included the 20th World Conference of the
ICBP in Hamilton, the Pacific Festival of Interna-
tional Nature Films in Dunedin, and the BirdPex ‘90
Stamp Exhibition in Christchurch. The Congress
opened at the Christchurch Town Hall with a tradi-
tional Maori challenge involving a Maori warrior at
the head of the procession of the official party, walk-
ing backwards and jabbing at President Sibley with a
spear, cheered on by the congress members. Set in a
large and attractive parkland on the outskirts of
Christchurch, the campus of the University of Can-
terbury was the venue for all other congress activities,
the first time that a university site had been used

since the 16th Congress in 1974, and possibly the
last. A major problem in universities is the lack of
large lecture auditoriums, essential for plenary lec-
tures for large international congresses. The solution
used in Christchurch, that of dividing the audience in-
to two halls, the second of which was fed by a video
system, did not work well. Another problem stems
from the distances between lecture rooms in universi-
ties; such distances are usually between buildings,
and even if short, still cause problems for congress
members wishing to change sessions, as happened at
the Christchurch Congress.

The Christchurch Congress was large, attended
by 883 regular members, 135 accompanying persons,
and 285 student members and staff volunteers. Un-
fortunately New Zealand did not abide with the strict
regulations of the International Union of Biological
Sciences on freedom of movement of scientists to in-
ternational congresses under the auspices of the I-
UBS: no ornithologists carrying South African pass-
ports were issued visas to attend the 20th Congress.

Diverse tours on the mid-congress free day con-
verged at the Mount Hutt Station where an excellent
High Country Fair was held, followed by a barbecue.
A comprehensive series of pre- and post-congress ex-
cursions visited a broad range of New Zealand habi-
tats, allowing congress members to see a great diver-
sity of the unique New Zealand avifauna and its envi-
ronment. The 20th Congress had also planned a u-
nique post-congress sub-Antarctic cruise on the new
M. V. Frontier Spirit. Unfortunately this ship was
damaged in a November cyclone off Fiji, and the
cruise had to be cancelled. In its place, however, 77
congress members were able to arrange a substitute
cruise on the M. V. World Discovery, and this was
most successful.

The PEC met five times during the Congress,
largely to deal with modifications to the Statutes con-
cerning the establishment of the position of Perma-
nent Secretary. In the end, the changes as proposed
by Walter Bock were accepted and forwarded to the
I0C where they were adopted. Basically, the duties
of the Secretary-General are concerned with the run-
ning congress for which he/she is appointed by the
President, while those of the Permanent Secretary are
concerned with the operation of the 10C and interact-
ing with prospective hosts in the preparation of invita-
tions for future congresses. The Secretaries-General
and Permanent Secretaries are both permanent mem-
bers of the IOC. In addition, provision was made for
the appointment of Honorary Presidents and Vice-
Presidents who are ex officio members of the 10C
during their term of office. It was also proposed that
the membership of the IOC be raised to 140, and that
for the Permanent Executive to ten; with the 5 ex
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officio members, the total membership of the PEC
now became 15. Senior members of the I0OC were no
longer subject to Art II.4 of the Statutes ( = auto-
matic resignation from the IOC following absence
from two successive congresses).

These changes in the Statutes and the By-Laws
were adopted at the IOC meeting of the 20th
Congress. Further, the IOC voted to accept the invi-
tation from Austria to hold the 21st Congress in Vien-
na in 1994. Dr. Christopher M. Perrins ( United
Kingdom ) was elected President of the 21st
Congress, Svein Haftorn (Sweden) as Vice-Presi-
dent, Walter J. Bock as Permanent Secretary and
Karel H. Voous (The Netherlands) as Honorary
President. Dr. John Dittami ( Austria) was appointed
by President Perrins as its Secretary-General. Three
members of the PEC were re-elected and seven new
members elected ( Proceedings, pp. 69 —70), and a
large slate of 62 new members and 3 re-elected mem-
bers of the IOC were proposed by the Nominating
Committee (Proceedings, pp. 69 —70). Resolutions
were passed concerning ornithological nomenclature,
the need for scientific posts in the Sub-department of
Ornithology at the British Museum (Natural Histo-
ry), and possibly serious detrimental effects on mi-
grating birds by construction of the large Voice of
America relay station in the Aravah Valley, Israel. In
response to the report of the RTD on Standardization
of English Bird Names, the IOC established an inter-
national committee under the chair of Professor B.
Monroe to develop such a list. An international group
to standardize French bird names was also established
under the chair of Dr. H. Ouellet.

In conclusion, the IOC gave a strong vote of ap-
preciation to all persons involved in the successful
20th Congress in Christchurch.

17 Back to our roots—the 21st Cong-
ress, Vienna,20—25 August 1994

Ideas for a second congress in Vienna had been
in the air before the 1986 Congress and came to
fruition with the acceptance of an invitation from
Austria at the Christchurch Congress. Several early
discussions were held between Walter Bock and vari-
ous Austrian ornithologists for preparing the invita-
tion. He did not meet with the future Secretary-Gen-
eral John Dittami then because on the one occasion
that Bock was in Vienna just prior to 1990, Dittami
was brutally mugged the night before at the railroad
station in the small suburban town outside Vienna
where he lived.

The emblem for the 21st Congress was the grey-
lag goose Anser anser, the bird much studied by
Konrad Lorenz. At the suggestion of Professor Ditta-
mi, President Perrins appointed Professor John C.

Wingfield (USA) as chair of the 12 member Scientif-
ic Program Committee. The SPC met in late August
of 1992 in a small resort hotel west of Vienna and a-
greed on the usual program of plenary lectures, sym-
posia (52), poster papers (over 500) and round table
discussions. One notable change was an increase in
the number of plenary lectures, including the Presi-
dential Address, to ten to enable a better coverage of
the ever-widening spectrum of ornithological re-
search.

The increased number of plenary lectures at the
21st Congress proved a great success, but their con-
secutive arrangement, one after the other at the start
of the morning session, was heavy going. Many
congress members favored one plenary lecture at the
beginning of the morning and one at beginning of the
afternoon, as was to become standard practice at sub-
sequent congresses. Several special evening lectures
were also organized by the Secretary-General. Unfor-
tunately there was no film program. Moreover, be-
cause the congress program was scheduled over only
six days, the traditional mid-congress free day was
not held either.

Although the original site suggested for the
Congress was the new Vienna Convention Center,
which has excellent facilities, it was rather isolated,
located well away from the center of Vienna and most
hotels. Subsequently, the convention facility at the
Hofburg in the city center was chosen, a much more
convenient site in spite of its poorer appointments.
Air conditioning was non-existent and, as it turned
out, meeting rooms became stifling during a heat
wave in Vienna at the time of the Congress. Presi-
dent Perrins was able to visit Vienna to inspect the
convention facilities at the Hofburg in the early fall of
1992 after the suggestion to change venues had been
made by Secretary-General Dittami. Because of con-
tinuing organizational problems, a special two-day
meeting was held at Oxford, U. K. in November
1993, with Perrins, Bock, Dittami and Dr. Hans.
Winkler present to work them out.

The 21st Congress was attended by over 1 300
members from 70 countries, a huge increase from the
1st Congress in 1884. Its opening in the Arcades of
the University was very pleasant, most informal and
was followed by a buffet supper. Notable among the
members were Wilhelm Meise ( Germany), Max
Nicholson (UK) and Ernst Mayr (USA) whose at-
tendance at ornithological congresses dated back to
the late 1920’s or early 1930’s, before most members
of the 21st Congress were born. Professor Mayr was
awarded an honorary doctoral degree from the Uni-
versity or Vienna and the Godman-Salvin Medal from
the British Ornithologists’ Union during the
Congress. It should also be noted that immediately
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prior to the Congress, he was chosen as the winner of
the 1994 International Prize for Biology presented by
the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science; it was
awarded to him by the Emperor of Japan in Novem-
ber, 1994.

The ICBP held its World Conference immediate-
ly prior to the Congress, and every effort was made at
the Congress to accommodate ICBP attendees as well.
Plenary lectures and symposia of interest to members
of the ICBP were scheduled to take place on a single
day, but it is not clear whether this plan enticed
many ICBP members to attend. Because of the exten-
sive re-organization of the ICBP after 1994, and its
decision to terminate its World Conferences, this was
the last time that these two groups met in conjunc-
tion, the end of a tradition that starting at the first
congress after WW I .

Meetings of the PEC and the IOC covered con-
siderable ground efficiently ( Proceedings, pp. A130 —
133). Finances had become a major problem, both
for congress organization and for travel for many or-
nithologists from poorer countries. As one solution for
the latter, it was agreed that the IOC could send to
all ornithologists wishing to attend congresses a letter
of invitation which could then be used to support ap-
plications for funds from their home country. Another
related problem was the publication of the Proceed-
ings, which had grown greatly in size such that its
costs now constituted a sizeable part of the registra-
tion fee. Shortage of funds had already produced a
skimped volume of abstracts, in which text was sim-
ply guillotined off in a make-shift page trimming pro-
cess. Other significant costs incorporated into the
registration fee had come from the hiring of conven-
tion centers and of travel/convention companies to as-
sist in the running of congresses now that the con-
gresses had become so large. The days of undertaking
congresses with only the help of the congress commit-
tees and a corps of volunteers, as happened before
1986, had passed. International ornithological con-
gresses have become increasingly successful and well
attended; with such success and numbers of congress
members have come increased organizational problems
and costs.

A further nagging problem concerned the compo-
sition of the IOC. lts representation by country, ac-
cording to the Statutes, should be in proportion to the
relative size of the country’s ornithological activity.
Assessment of the amount of ornithological working
different countries had never been attempted, and
still has not been done. Concern was also expressed
about increasing competition from the growing num-
ber of regional ornithological congresses and special
interest groixps.

The reports of the Standing Committees on Or-

nithological Nomenclature, Seabird Research and Ap-
plied Ornithology were submitted to the I0C ( Pro-
ceedings, pp. 133 — 141). The SCON announced
that the major project on avian family-group names
was finally completed (Bock, 1994), a project that
dated back to 1962. At the 18th Congress in 1982,
the SCON stated that it would tackle this major
nomenclature project for birds. Its completion pro-
vides the first thorough analysis of the history and
nomenclature of family-group names for any major
group of animals. The death of Burt Monroe brought
the complicated project for a standardized list of Eng-
lish names for birds to a temporary halt. It was
restarted soon aflter the Vienna Congress when Dr.
Frank Gill (USA) agreed to serve as the chair of the
English Bird Name Committee, and the project is
now close to completion.

Following the recommendations of the PEC, the
IOC voted to accept an invitation from South Africa
for the 22nd Congress in 1998 and elected Peter
Berthold (Germany) as its President, Janet Kear (U-
nited Kingdom) as Vice-President, Walter Bock as
Permanent Secretary and Cheng Tso-Hsin (China) as
Honorary President. Members of the PEC and new
members of the IOC were also elected. Dr. Aldo
Berruti (South Africa) was appointed by President-
elect Berthold as the Secretary-General for the 22nd
Congress.

After five days of clear hot weather, a strong
cold front went through Vienna just after the formal
close of the Congress and immediately before the be-
ginning of the final reception and evening banquet at
the Vienna Zoo in Schénbrunn—an event that will be
long remembered by all congress members attending.
But I cannot provide any first hand comment because
I, together with Hans Winkler and our wives, left
the zoo early for a quiet dinner in the city. Although
the event was carefully planned, the first mistake was
to separate congress members into different parts of
the zoo as noted carefully on their tickets. Then came
the rain and wind, drenching uncovered seating areas
and blowing away table ware. There was no plan B.
What followed was a metaphor for Robbie Burns’
line: “the best laid plans o’ mice and men gang aft a-
gley.” [ only learned later of the intermittent loss of
electricity and the uneven distribution of food and
people because many members had become confused
about the seating areas stated on their tickets. Final-
ly, the coup de grace was delivered by a locked exit
gate, preventing members from leaving the zoo at the
end of the banquet. The crowd milled around it in be-
mused frustration. Directions and zoo attendants were
conspicuous by their absence. Some of the younger
members, it was reported to me, attempted to get
over the gate by climbing the fence of the enclosure
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next to it without realizing that the enclosure was the
z00's lion cage. Fortunately, there were no serious
accidents, and a small alternative exit was eventually
found, allowing the crowd to leave and return safely
to their hotels.

Funds were not available to publish a Congress
Proceedings of more than the available plenary lec-
tures and the Official Report of the Congress. The
21st Congress Proceedings were published by the
BOU in The Ibis, volume 138 (#1), 1996 and then
reissued as an undated separate, Acta XXI Congres-
sus Internationalis Ornithologici, which will cause
some bibliographic problems, even though the pagi-
nation of the plenary lectures in the two publications
is the same; the second Acta contains additional pages
in the back of the volume containing the official re-
ports of the congress. The difficulties confronting the
publishing of congress proceedings came to a head at
Vienna; yet it took only the next Congress in Durban
to reach a reasonable solution.

18 South again—the 22nd Congress,
Durban, 16 —22 August 1998

Interests by South African ornithologists to host
an international ornithological congress had been long
standing, starting formally with an invitation at the
11th Basel Congress, 1954 for the 12th Congress in
1958. Unfortunately, the world economy could not
support an ornithological congress outside of Europe
then. Records in the proceedings of the 12th
Congress do not indicate whether there was a repeat
invitation from South Africa, but it is clear that when
the decision was taken to set the venue of the 13th
Congress, 1962 outside of Europe, it was necessary
to honor the vote of the 9th Congress, 1938 to hold
the 10th congress in the USA, then scheduled for
1942. It should be mentioned that the first invitation
for an ornithological congress from Africa came from
Tunis at the 6th Congress, 1926 for the next one in
1930. After 1962, the apartheid policy of the govern-
ment of South Africa largely precluded hosting a
congress in this interesting ornithological region, with
its long-active group of avian biologists.

Occasional discussions had been held between
Walter Bock and Dr. Tim Crowe (Cape Town: South
Africa) on the possibilities of a South African
congress, and these intensified in 1991 as soon as it
became clear that South Africa was moving to a new
government based on fully democratic elections. [ be-
lieved that the congress would be held in Cape Town,
the major center of ornithological activities in South
Africa. But in November 1992, Crowe suggested
Durban to me and recommended Dr. Aldo Berruti as
Secretary—Gene.ral. After the necessary introductions,
correspondence started between Berruti and Bock

which resulted in an invitation for Bock to visit Dur-
ban in early May 1993. I was able to meet and talk
with Durban city officials, members of Durban’s new
convention center, representatives of the African Na-
tional Congress and the Inkata Freedom Party, and
officers of the Southern African Ornithological Soci-
ety. The result of this trip was a formal invitation
presented to the IOC at the 21st Congress by Aldo
Berruti on behalf of southern African (not just South
African) ornithologists to host the 22nd Congress in
Durban in August 1998. This invitation was accepted
with enthusiasm.

The symbol for the 22nd Congress was Gurney's
sugarbird Promerops gurneyi, a most appropriate
choice of an avian group endemic to southern Africa.
After President Berthold had appointed Dr. Berruti as
Secretary-General and the necessary National and Lo-
cal Committees were established, he appointed the
Scientific Program Committee under the chair of Dr.
Lukas Jenni (Switzerland). This committee met in
early October 1995 in one of the lovely national parks
in Kwazulu-Natal Province after inspecting the con-
vention site and hotels in Durban. The SPC decided
to maintain the system of 10 plenary lectures, but ar-
ranged them so that a plenary lecture opened each
morning and afternoon session of the five working
days of the Congress. This system worked very well,
the plenary lectures serving as inducements for mem-
bers to be on time for both morning and afternoon
sessions. In addition, there were 10 symposia a day,
five in the morning and five in the afternoon with two
South African Lectures in the evening of the first
working day. At the 1995 meeting of the SPC, 435
symposia were accepted with five symposia slots left
open for later suggestions; a total of 51 symposia
were presented in the end. Contributed papers were
divided into oral and poster papers, those for the 120
oral slots (in 15 sessions) being selected by members
of the SPC on the request of the speaker. As for earli-
er congresses, RTDs were not to be organized as sym-
posia. Also as in earlier congresses, any one person
could only convene or speak in one symposium; only
one exception had to be made to this rule. All ab-
stracts were to be submitted electronically, as was
most of the registration. The change to the Internet
medium saved a great deal of time and expense for
this and successive congresses.

The problem of publishing congress proceedings
was then considered, although it was not within the
responsibility of the SPC. The singular difficulty was
the cost of publication of the full symposia papers, in
contrast to the alternative of publishing no more than
a longish abstract of each. Eventually a proposal was
made to and accepted by the South African Local
Committee to publish the entire congress proceedings
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as a CD-ROM disk which included the reports of the
congress, the full texts of the plenary lectures and of
the symposium papers, the abstracts of the contribut-
ed papers and reports of the RTD’s. Subsequently the
decision was made to publish the plenary lectures in
an issue of The Ostrich as well. The entire Congress
Proceedings eventually ran to the equivalent of 3 672
printed pages in the The Ostrich format, the sympo-
sium papers themselves occupying 3 164 pages. With-
out a question, the Proceedings of the Durban
Congress are the largest of all congresses so far, a re-
sult made possible only with electronic publishing in
CD-ROM format.

Announcements of the Congress were made in
the usual way by placing advertisements in many
leading ornithological journals, but a congress home
page was also established on the World Wide Web.
Registration and most correspondence for the
Congress, including submission of abstracts and use of
credit cards for payments, was carried out almost en-
tirely electronically, saving a great deal in postage and
speeding up correspondence time. President Berthold
was able to visit Durban the year before the Congress
to further inspect the site and to discuss arrangements
with Secretary-General Berruti and members of the
Local Committee. The newly constructed Interna-
tional Congress Center in Durban and its proximity to
hotels, as well as the overall planning and running of
the Congress, were outstanding and on par with the
excellent facilities and organization at the 19th
Congress in Ottawa. Most interesting, as well as a
complete surprise to members, was a barrier of con-
crete road traffic dividers placed around the Congress
Center the day after the Congress opened, in the di-
rect path of most members walking to the meeting
and over which they had to climb to reach and leave
the Congress Center. The concrete dividers, it tran-
spired, were not installed to protect the good citizens
of Durban from the assembled ornithologists, but for
a major meeting of Non-aligned Nations which was to
take place at the Congress Center the following week.

One major and unexpected problem was created
by the large number of persons who submitted an ab-
stract early without further registering or attending
the Congress. Whether this action was intentional,
thereby providing the person with another title in
their bibliography, or caused by shortage of funding
to attend the Congress, could not be determined. As
a result, many empty poster boards stood empty, at a
major cost to the Local Committee for their rent and
to the chagrin of congress members.

The attendance at the Durban Congress totaled
1 083 registered members, far fewer than had been
estimated and barely two-thirds of the rather conser-
vative estimate of full members by Berruti and Bock

Clearly finances had been a major factor, even in the
first-world countries. Even more disappointing was
the dearth of African ornithologists attending the
Congress. The small number of members placed seri-
ous strains on the finances of the 22nd Congress, be-
cause every congress has a fixed minimum cost re-
gardless of the number of attending members. This
raises a dilemma for international ornithological con-
gresses. A survey of attendance records shows that
congresses held outside of Europe and North America
have been much smaller than those within such hubs
of ornithological activity. Yet, if the ornithological
congresses are to be truly international, they must
meet in all parts of the world.

A British Ornithologists’ Union day took place
on Sunday, 16 August prior to the Welcoming Cere-
mony, with special lectures on ornithology in Africa.
Although no further details of this satellite meeting
are given in the Proceedings, an account was provided
by Bucknell (1999). The meeting of the World
Working Group on Birds of Prey and Owls ( headed
by Dr. B.-U. Meyburg, Germany) took place in

Midrand, South Africa immediately before the
Congress, but independently. Unfortunately few
members of this working group attended the
Congress.

The Welcoming Ceremony took place in the
evening of Sunday, 16 August, followed by a recep-
tion. An account of the scientific program of the
Congress can be obtained by examining the full Pro-
ceedings which lists all of the papers and provides the
abstracts for the contributed papers and the Round
Table Discussions, as well as references to all of the
abstracts which were published in The Ostrich, Vol.
69, 1998. Following the Closing Session in the late
afternoon on Saturday, 22 August, the congress ban-
quet was held in a large tent attached to the back of
the Congress Centre. After a week of excellent
weather for the congress, there was a heavy down-
pour during the banquet, fulfilling the Congress slo-
gan: “Making rain for African ornithology.” The
tent held except in a couple of places where different
segments overlapped and allowed water to pour in
without, fortunately, dampening anyone or their
spirits.

A full set of pre-and post-congress tours had been
arranged, as well as excursions on the mid-congress
free day, Thursday, 20 August. Most of the interest-

" ing avifaunal areas of southern Africa were covered.

Unfortunately no reports of the tours were included in
the Proceedings.

Much business was completed at the meetings of
the PEC and the IOC which are best treated togeth-
er. Nominating Committees were established for can-
didates for offices and membership of the PEC and
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IOC Although President Berthold had communicated
with all members of the PEC and obtained full agree-
ment on the slate of candidates for the offices, a new
candidate was introduced without any warning at the
first meeting of the PEC. This unexpected nomina-
tion led to considerable argument whith became quite
heated at times, and led to a long extra meeting of
the PEC. The final vote supported the original slate
that had been worked out prior to the Congress, and
this was then passed by the vote of the IOC. It was
decided that in the future a nominating committee for
the officers be established under the chair of the im-
mediate Past-President. A nominating committee had
often been appointed for ensuing congresses, but not
always with the immediate Past-President as the
chair. Voting for the officers of the 23rd Congress re-
sulted in the election of Walter J. Bock (USA) as
President, Jacques Blondel (France) as Vice-Presi-
dent, Dominique G. Homberger (USA) as Perma-
nent Secretary, and Ernst Sutter (Switzerland) as
Honorary President.

Two excellent invitations for the 2002 congress
were received and presented to the PEC, one from Is-
rael and one from China. Professor Bock had visited
both sites and discussed each invitation with the or-
nithologists from the prospective host countries. After
a full review of the two invitations, the PEC accepted
and forwarded both to the IOC, asked the ornitholo-
gists from both host countries to present their invita-
tion there, and opened the floor for a full evaluation.
After long discussion, the vote was strongly in favor
of China. So the first congress in Asia would begin
the third century of ornithological congresses. Subse-
quently Professor Xu Wei-Shu (China) was appointed
as Secretary-General for the 23rd Congress. Not un-
expectedly, the Israeli members of the 10C were
most disappointed that their invitation lost. In the
years between 1998 and 2002, unfortunately, the se-
curity situation in Israel had degenerated so much that
in July 2002, shortly before the opening of the 23rd
Congress, Yossi Leshem of the Israeli delegation sent
President Bock a message expressing relief that Israel
was not hosting the 23rd Congress and wishing the
Beijing Congress great success.

Nominations for elected members of the PEC
were formulated at the meeting of the PEC, as well
as a slate of nominations for new members of the IOC
prepared by a committee headed by Professor Cynthia
Carey (USA). Both slates were presented to the IOC
which approved them with one deletion. During the
PEC'’s discussion of the slate of IOC members it was
realized that the amendment to the Statutes passed at
the 19th Congress, which required new members of
the IOC to have attended at least one congress, had
not been included in the published Statutes or men-

tioned in the Proceedings of that Congress. Hence
this amendment was proposed once more by the PEC
and passed by the I0OC [see Art. I (3)]. In addi-
tion, the size of the IOC was increased to 200 nation-
al representatives.

A number of organizational matters of congress-
es, including the work of the SPC, were discussed on
the basis of a full report on the SPC submitted by its
Chair, Lukas Jenni. It was recommended that, as far
as possible, all correspondence for future congresses
should be electronic. Using this medium, meetings of
the SPC could be delayed to within two years of con-
gresses instead of the usual three. A fee should also be
charged for the submission of abstracts to cover the
cost of publishing the abstract and presenting the con-
tribution at the congress; the submission fee would be
subtracted from the congress fee when the person reg-
istered for the congress.

Reports of the Standing Committees on Ornitho-
logical Nomenclature and Applied Ornithology were
submitted. Further, the IOC established three new
Standing Committees on Avian Anatomical Nomen-
clature, Raptor Studies and Ringing. A Standing
Committee for Ringing of the IOC had been estab-
lished at the 17th Congress, Berlin, 1978, but this
committee apparently never met and was defunct.
The chairs of the existing and the new Standing Com-
mittees were requested to submit the lists of their
members to Bock for appointment in the 1998 — 2002
period. Unfortunately most of these committees,
with the notable exception of the SCON, were inac-
tive through that time.

Financing remained a continuing problem for the
IOC, affecting start-up funds for congress organiza-
tion and funds to allow ornithologists from developing
countries to attend congresses. The 10C is a tax-free
organization in that it does not use operating funds.
The work of officers in inter-congress periods had al-
ways been supported by the officers themselves, a sit-
uation that cannot be depended upon in the future.
Additional costs were being incurred as well, such as
the maintaining of a WWW home page, now essential
for the work both the IOC and congresses. More-
over, the Local Committee for each congress needs
start-up funds, much of it required to cover expenses
for the meeting of the SPC which takes place before
any registration fees are received. To date, the rais-
ing of such funds has been the responsibility of Local
Committees of host countries, placing an unfair de-
mand on them. Perhaps the greatest effort to raise
funds for supporting ornithologists to attend a
congress was made by Canada for the 19th Congress
in Ottawa. Various Canadian ornithologists went all
out to obtain support; but such activity cannot be ex-
pected for all countries or every time. Complicating
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understanding of these financial matters is that, aside
from the report of the finances of the 13th Congress
in Ithaca (which was included in the financial report
of the AOU for that year), almost nothing is known
about the actual finances of congresses, either the in-
come or the costs; to my knowledge no detailed finan-
cial report has been published in the proceedings for
any congress. As a result, President Bock arranged to
appoint a committee that would assess all aspects of
these questions and report to the 23rd Congress.

The 22nd Congress was the first since World
War [I at which the ICBP (now BirdLife Interna-
tional) did not hold a conjunctive World Conference,
its demise drawing attention to the need for increased
attention on scientific aspects of avian conservation at
international ornithological congresses. The related
questions of holding other international meetings in-
dependently of international ornithological congress-
es, and of satellite meetings in association with them,
were examined. Accordingly, the IOC urged the Chi-
nese hosts of the 23rd Congress to associate all satel-
lite meetings as far as possible with that Congress;
members of satellite meetings, it was felt, should be
registered members of the Congress.

19 The third century and Asia—the
23rd Congress, Beijing, 11 — 17 August
2002

Prior to the 1998 Congress, Permanent Secre-
tary Bock visited Israel in the spring of 1996 to dis-
cuss the projected invitation from Israeli ornitholo-
gists; his host was Professor Yossi Leshem. His visit
followed previous correspondence with Leshem; and
at that time, the invitation from Israel was the only
one in the offering. Bock was shown the projected
Congress site in Jerusalem and met with a number of
ornithologists who would be involved with the
Congress. Because of the important migratory path-
way over Israel well studied by Dr. Leshem, especial-
ly of large soaring birds, and because of Leshem'’s in-
terest in working with students and ornithologists
from neighboring countries, the theme of a congress
in Jerusalem would be “Birds without boundaries.” In
the late fall of 1997, Bock also received an inquiry
about a possible invitation from the People’s Republic
of China, with an invitation to visit Beijing in Decem-
ber 1997 to discuss this possibility with the large
group of Beijing ornithologists who would be central
to organizing and running the Congress. I did so and
had extensive and detailed talks with those ornitholo-
gists who would be responsible for the Congress, as
well as with Mr. Liu Feng who would serve as Assis-
tant Secretary-General. | also had the opportunity to
visit Professor Cheng Tso-Hsin, the guru of modern

Chinese ornithologists, but unfortunately in his hos-
pital room. Professor Cheng gave me a greeting to the
members of the 22nd Congress which was read at the
opening of that Congress.

Immediately following the close of the Durban
Congress, President Bock appointed Professor Xu
Wei-Shu (China) as Secretary-General and Mr. Liu
Feng (China) as Assistant Secretary-General of the
23rd Congress. Mr. Liu is a member of the Confer-
ence Section of the Chinese Academy of Sciences
which is responsible for the running international
meetings such as the ornithological congresses: Liu
was the person designated for attending to all of the
details for organizing and running the Beijing
Congress. A National Committee was established un-
der the chair of Professor Zheng Guang-Mei, with the
necessary subcommittees to attend to all aspects of the
Congress. President Bock visited Beijing for a third
time early in January 2002 as the guest of Beijing
Normal University to work with the central members
of the Local Committee, and especially the remark-
ably efficient Mr. Liu, on many of details of organi-
zation, including the arrangement of sessions for the
scientific program. The crested ibis Nipponia nippon
was chosen appropriately as the symbol of the
Congress in view of the free-living breeding colonies
found of this endangered species in China and the
very successful captive breeding program at the
Changqing Nature Reserve. A set of postage stamps
illustrating some Chinese birds was issued for the
Congress, as was an excellent book, Birds in China,
by Zheng Gaung-Mei and Zhang Cizu.

The SPC under the chair of Dr. Fernando Spinza
(Italy) was then appointed and set to work immedi-
ately. The committee met in June 2000, immediately
following the meeting of the Society of Avian Evolu-
tion and Paleontology that was scheduled in Beijing in
late May so that those members of the SPC interested
in attending this meeting could do so. The SPC
planned a program of 10 plenary lectures, 40 sym-
posia, oral (limited to 200) and poster contributions
and Round Table Discussions. In view of the problem
with no-show poster papers at the 22nd Congress, the
decision was made that submitted abstracts would be
published in the program of the 23rd Congress only if
the full congress registration was paid by 31 May
2002. Yet in spite of this arrangement, a number of
persons withdrew at a late date, resulting in consider-
able work for Dr. Spina rearranging oral and poster
sessions. A better system needs to be established for
future congresses. The Chinese Local Committee de-
cided to publish the plenary lectures as an issue of Ac-
ta Zoologica Sinica and the Congress Proceedings as a
CR-ROM disk, and, if finances allowed, also as hard
copy in the same journal.
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Special emphasis was placed on the extraordinary
Mesozoic fossil birds found in China, with one of the
plenary lectures devoted to this topic. A request was
also made to exhibit some of these fossil specimens at
the Congress, which was done to the great advantage
of the members. In addition, it was suggested that a
special evening symposium in the form of a plenary
Presidential Debate be held on the topic of the origin
of birds, whether from early archosaurians or from
later dinosaurs; President Bock was asked to invite
the participants. The scientific program proved to be
so full that overlaps between competing presentations
could not be entirely avoided even by carefully
planned concurrent sessions, a circumstance which in
the end could not satisfy everyone. Although the de-
bate on the origin of birds was held in the evening of
the congress free day, when many members were
tired from the field trips, it was still well attended,
with many members expressing the view that it was
one of the high points of the Congress.

The Beijing International Convention Center
proved to be remarkably well set up for large con-
gresses, with rooms of all sizes available for the dif-
ferent sessions. Movement between the different ses-
sions was easy, within the same building; and a series
of hotels with a range of prices were available nearby.
Unfortunately, but not unexpectedly, the member-
ship in the Congress was small, partly because the
site was far from the main ornithological centers in
Europe and North America and partly because fewer
than anticipated ornithologists from eastern Asia were
able to attend. Nevertheless there was much valuable
interaction between Chinese ornithologists and those
from the rest of the world, akin to that between Sovi-
et and other ornithologists at the Moscow Congress in
1982.

The Welcoming Ceremony and Reception was
held in the Convention Center on the evening of Sun-
day, 11 August, with greetings from Professor Zheng
Gaung-Mei, Chair of the Chinese National Commit-
tee, Secretary-General Xu Wei-Shu, and several
members of the academic community and govern-
ment. But the highpoint came was a greeting from
Mrs. Cheng, the widow of Professor Cheng Tso-Hsin
who was truly the father of modern Chinese ornithol-
ogy but who did not live to realize his dream of an in-
ternational ornithological congress in China. Follow-
ing the Closing Ceremony on the late afternoon of
Saturday, 17 August, the final banquet was held in
the Beijing Continental Grand Hotel in the evening.
For the first time since the 4th Congress, the Presi-
dential Address was not presented at the meeting be-
cause my vocal cords were still partly paralyzed as a
result of an operation at the end of April, 2002 to re-
pair an aneutysm in my descending thoracic aorta.

However, I was lucky to have recovered enough to be
able to attend the Congress just four months after
leaving the hospital, and to greet Congress members
in the strangest of voices.

The major tour on the mid-congress free day of
Thursday 15 August started with a pre-overnight stay
at Songshan (northwest of Beijing) so that partici-
pants could get an early morning start to birding in
the pine forest and then return to Beijing in time for
the Presidential debate in the evening. A series of
pre- and post-congress excursions were arranged to
many different areas within China, including Tibet.
For the group on the tour to the Changqing Nature
Reserve, the high points were observing the roosting
flight of herons and crested ibis Nipponia nippon in
the evening after a day-long bus ride from Xi’an, fol-
lowed by a visit to the captive breeding colony the
next day, and seeing native dawn redwood trees
( Metasequoia glypostroboides, spotted by Richard
Schodde ) in the Qingling Mountains in Shaanxi
Province far outside of their reported range.

The 23rd Congress hosted three satellite meet-
ings that were announced in the Congress circular,
namely the 2002 International Crane Workshop on
9~ 10 August, the International Pheasant Workshop
on 15 August, and the 9th International Grouse Sym-
posium on 18 — 24 August. Arrangements enmeshed
very well with the program of the Congress, and
satellite meetings should be encouraged [or future
congresses. With the termination of World Meetings
by the restructured International Council of Bird Pro-
tection under BirdLife International, a regular inter-
national forum for presenting scientific studies con-
cerning avian conservation has disappeared. The PEC
discussed this matter, and recommended to the 10C
that future congresses enlarge the program to include
this field. This recommendation was accepted by the
IOC which in turn directed the SPC for the 24th
Congress to include topics of scientific study for bird
protection in the scientific program of the Congress.

The meetings of the PEC and IOC were domi-
nated by discussions of the future nature of the
Congress and of the 10C, especially with respect to
their financing. The ad hoc Financial Committee es-
tablished by President Bock shortly after the 22nd
Congress was unable to reach solutions, which was
not surprising because such solutions are rarely clear
and never simple. Another issue of concern was the
role of the Vice-President. For good reasons, these
are not specified in the Statutes except that his/her
taking over the duties of the President if he/she is un-
able to carry on. It was recommended that the Presi-
dent assign specific tasks to the Vice-President, such
as overseeing the activities of the Standing Commit-
tees, several of which had not operated over the past
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four years. Also raised was the on-going lop-sidedness
of the “membership classes” of the PEC, between ex-
perienced second-term renewals and novice first-term
members, which had stemmed from the increase in
numbers of elected members at the 20th Congress.
These classes result from the arrangement whereby
members can serve for two consequent terms, which
most do. It had been assumed that the two “classes”
would balance out rapidly to five old and five new due
to turnovers, but this had not happened. Professor
Fred Cooke, who could have served a second term,
resigned to help restore the balance.

The slate of officers and elected members of the
PEC was collated by Past-President P. Berthold for
the nominating committee. Its recommendations in-
cluded Professor Jacques Blondel (France) for Presi-
dent, Professor Dominique Homberger ( United
States) for Permanent Secretary, and Professor Jiro
Kikkawa ( Australia) for Honorary President, all of
whom were recommended to the IOC and elected.
Several excellent nominations were available for Vice-
President and it was decided that the PEC would ad-
vance the names of Dr. Richard Schodde (Australia)
and Professor John Wingfield (United States) to the
IOC for their vote. At the second meeting of the
IOC, Professor Wingfield was elected as Vice-Presi-
dent, together with the nominees for the other posi-
tions. The slate of new members of the IOC had been
presented by Professor Cooke, chair of the nominat-
ing committee, to the PEC. After some discussion,
including the recommendation that several persons be
elected contingent on their attendance at the 2006
Congress, the slate was approved and forwarded to
the IOC which accepted it at the same meeting.

Professor Franz Bairlein (Germany) presented to
the PEC an invitation from German ornithologists to
host the 24th Congress in Hamburg, which the PEC
recommended in turn to the IOC; this invitation the
IOC accepted with enthusiasm at its first meeting.
Following the end of the 23rd Congress, President
Blondel appointed Professor F. Bairlein as Secretary-
General of the 24th Congress.

After the 23rd Congress in Asia, the only conti-
nent with resident ornithologists yet to stage an inter-
national ornithological congress is South America, the
richest of all continents for birds. Efforts have been
ongoing since the 18th Congress to elicit an invitation
from a Neotropical country, but so far without suc-
cess. During the meetings of both the PEC and the
IOC at the 23rd Congress, considerable discussions
were held on ways and actions to maximize the possi-
bilities of holding a congress there in the near future,
perhaps in 2010.

.

20 Closing

With the 23rd Congress, the International Or-
nithological Congresses entered its third century, de-
veloping from a small European colloquium with a pri-
mary focus on migratory pathways of birds into a ma-
jor international conference covering a broad spectrum
of avian biology. The increase in size and complexity
can be readily appreciated if one compares the past
five congresses with the first five congresses. Diverse
aspects of the lives of birds have been covered in the
last congresses that are far beyond the wildest imagi-
nation of ornithologists attending the 1st Congress.
With a well-developed organizational system and a de-
voted group of international ornithologists, the future
of these congresses appears strong. But there are sev-
eral serious problems, some of which are the result of
the success of the congresses themselves.

The first is that the congresses have grown
large, with very full five working days. It is simply
not possible for a person to experience everything that
she/he would like to in that time; nor is it realistic to
extend the length of the meetings much. If anything,
many members are exhausted by the end of a
congress, even given a free day at the middle of the
week and a relaxing post-congress tour. A common
complaint is that there is not sufficient time for one-
to-one contact other congress goers. Many persons
prefer smaller meetings on specialized topics, which
certainly have the advantage of making it is easier to
contact other members working in the field and to at-
tend most if not all papers in the absence of concur-
rent sessions. Yet such meetings lack the depth,
breadth and gravitas of full congresses.

Second is the problem of the increase in the
number of additional international or major national
meetings. Some of these are regional meetings, such
as the Pan-African Congress, the Neotropical Or-
nithological Congress and the meetings of the more
newly formed European Ornithologists’ Union,
which are necessary to permit regular interaction in
areas where professional ornithologists are too few to
hold viable meetings within their own country. It
should be noted that the annual meetings of the
American Ornithologists’ Union serve this purpose
for North America. Such regional meetings are espe-
cially valuable for educating and training younger
workers. But a large number of specialist meetings
have deVeloped over the past several decades, such as
the recently announced International Symposium on
Ecology and Conservation of Steppe-Land Birds,
many of which are restricted in scope. Most ornithol-
ogists have limited time and finances which constrain
the number of international meetings that they can at-
tend. All workers would be better served if such spe-
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cialist meetings were attached, as satellites, to inter-
national ornithological congresses or appropriate major
regional meetings. This certainly worked well at the
23rd Congress. .

Third is the termination of the World Confer-
ences of the International Council for Bird Protection
with that organization’s change to BirdLife Interna-
tional, resulting in a void for international discussion
of scientific approaches to avian conservation. This
need should be taken up by the international ornitho-
logical congresses because all aspects of bird protection
and conservation have become a major component of
ornithological endeavor throughout the world. Indeed
most, if not all, ornithological activity in many coun-
tries is focused on conservation work, driven by the
global decline in birdlife.

Fourth are the congress proceedings which have
become increasingly large and expensive to publish. It
must be noted that the Statutes state only that the
Official Reports of congresses have to be published in
some form. Moreover, there is the question about
publishing new, exciting, ground-breaking material
in congress proceedings. Most members feel, quite
rightly in my view, that the proceedings are not the
appropriate vehicle for publishing new ideas and find-
ings, partly because of the long time required for col-
lation and publication and partly because of the limit-
ed distribution of the proceedings. What the proceed-
ings do so well, however, is to provide comprehensive
overviews of the state of knowledge in the diverse
fields of ornithology at the time, whether expressed
in plenary lectures, symposia or even round table dis-
cussions. This is a role that has been advocated at the
past several congresses. The expense of publication
can be reduced considerably by using electronic meth-
ods to submit and edit manuscripts, and to publish
the proceedings, as on CD-ROM disks, a method pio-
neered at the 22nd Congress in Durban. It allowed
not only the publication of full plenary lectures but al-
so full papers from symposia instead of longer ab-
stracts which would have to be shortened even further
because of publication costs. In the Durban Proceed-
ings, an equivalent of 3 672 printed pages in The Os-
trich format was published as a CD-ROD, far out-
stripping the size of any previous Congress Proceed-
ings. Moreover, CD-ROM disks can be distributed to
non-congress members at a reasonable price, thereby
alleviating the problem of limited distribution. In pre-
sent circumstances, if congress members wish to have
a comprehensive and meaningful congress proceedings
published, the use of CD-ROM disks may to be the
only way to achieve it.

Fifth is perhaps the most important issue of all:
the growing problem of financing the IOC and espe-
cially the congresses. This has been a, if not the,

major topic of discussion for the PEC and the IOC at
the 22nd and the 23rd Congresses. To date, the ex-
penses incurred by the President and the Permanent
Secretary have been generously absorbed by their own
institutional or research funds; but there is no assur-
ance that such support can continue indefinitely. In
addition, new costs have arisen from maintaining an
IOC home page on the WWW . For the congresses, it
has always necessary for Local Committees to raise
funds to make up shortfalls in registration fees, and
this can be particularly difficult in the first three years
of operations, before registration fees begin to trickle
in; the cost of the SPC meeting, in the middle of that
period, is an especially large and critical drain. Al-
though the Statutes of the IOC state that any funds
left over from one congress should be passed to the
next, this has never happened. In addition, funds are
needed to support ornithologists with limited financial
capacity to attend congresses. This is really an inter-
national responsibility, and should fall, not to the
host country, but to the IOC itself. Unfortunately,
almost no information is available on the finances of
international ornithological congresses, as the finan-
cial operations for the congresses are run by local com-
mittees which are not required by the Statutes to pub-
lish them. Yet such information is needed before a
sound financial plan can be established for the 10C.

In closing, | would like to add three personal
notes. First, against the background of increasing
specialization within biology, I am ever more strongly
convinced of the importance of understanding the to-
tal biology of an entire group of organisms such as
birds. Such analysis can be achieved only through the
exchange of information among specialists in all areas
of avian biology; and this exchange is best done in fo-
rums, such as the international ornithological con-
gresses, which are devoted to all aspects of the biolo-
gy of these organisms.

Secondly, my admiration is boundless for the
groups of ornithologists who have organized and run
the 23 international ornithological congresses we have
had to date. In my duties as the Permanent Secretary
of the I0OC, 1 was always embarrassed when I urged
different national groups of ornithologists to under-
take the huge task of preparing the necessary invita-
tion for a congress and then, if successful, having to
plan and arrange it. The thanks of all ornithologists
must go to these hard workers. | would like to single
out several for special recognition: Rudolf Blasius
(Brunswick) and Gustav von Hayek ( Vienna) who
were responsible for founding the first congress in
1884, Ernst Hartert (United Kingdom) who got the
congress going once again in 1926 after World War
[l , and Donald Farner who established the modern
form of the congress in 1978.
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Thirdly, the preparation of this history was dif-
ficult because of a lack of information on many aspects
of congress functions and events, due to skimpy Offi-
cial Reports. I would plea for more detailed reports in
the future and for members involved to deposit any
congress-relevant papers, either in the IOC Archive
at the Smithsonian Archives in Washington, D.C.,
or in some other well-established archive. At the
same time, writing this history provided me with an
excellent insight into international ornithology and
the development of the congresses through all of their
trials and tribulations from 1884 to 2002. Their great
and consistent success is truly a tribute to the many,
many ornithologists who have worked so hard for
them. And now we can look forward to other groups
who will continue this excellent tradition of the Inter-
national Ornithological Congresses into the future.

Finally, I would like to thank most gratefully
and sincerely the work of Dr. Richard Schodde who
is serving as the general editor of the 23rd Congress
Proceedings for his careful and thorough work in edit-
ing my manuscript.
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(Austria); Patron: H. R. H Crown-Prince Rudolf of Austria-
Hungary.
1884 — 1886. Sitzungs-Protokolle des ersten internationalen Or-
nithologen-Congresses, der vom 7 bis 11 April in Wien abgehalten
wurde. Verlag des Ornithologischen Vereines in Wien, 1884. Mit-
theilungen des Ornithologischen Vereins Wien, Band. vols. 8 - 10,
numerous separate short articles.
Budapest, 1891. Presidents: Professor Victor Fatio (Switzerland)
and Otto Herman (Hungary); Secretary-General: Dr. Geza von
Horvath (Hungary) .
1891. [ Bericht ]... Zweiter internationaler Ornithologischer
Congress. Edited by Geza von Horvath and Otto Herman, Bu-
dapest. Hungarian National Museum, Hungarian Committee of
[Ind International Ornithological Congress, Pt. 1 [ Official Re-
ports], 1-227 pp, Pt. 2 [Papers Presented], 1-238 pp, Pt 3
[ Anatomie der Végel by Fiirbringer M] 1 — 48 pp.
3) Paris, 1900. President: Dr. Emile Oustalet ( France); Secretary-
General: G. Jean de Claybrooke (France); Honorary Presidents:
Professor Alphonse Milne-Edwards ( France, who passed away a

2

~

four weeks prior to the Congress) and Baron Edmond de Selys-
Longchamps (Belgium).

1901. [ e Congrés Ornithologique International Paris, 26 — 30 juin
1900. Compte rendu des séances publié¢ par Eoustalet ... et J. de
Claybrooke ‘- Masson et Cie, Parie, xii + 503 pp. [ = Ornis,
vol. 11].

4) London, 1905. President: R. Bowdler Sharpe (United Kingdom) ;
Secretary-General: Dr. Ernst. ]J. O. Hartert ( United Kingdom)
& J. Lewis Bonhote (United Kingdom); Patron: H. R. H.
Prince of Wales George of the United Kingdom; Honorary Presi-
dents: H. R. H. Prince Ferdinand of Bulgaria and Alfred Russell
Wallace (United Kingdom).
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1907. Proceedings of the IVth International Ornithological
Congress, London, June 1905. Edited by Hartert EJO, Bonhote
JL, Dulau & Co., London, 696 p. [ = Ornis, vol. 14]

5) Berlin, 1910. President: Professor Anton Reichenow (Germany);

Secretary-General: Herman Schalow (Germany); Schriftfithrer:
Heinroth O (Germany) , Kothe K (Germany); Honorary Presi-
dents H. M. King Ferdinand of Bulgaria and H. R. M.
Princess Dr. Therese of Bavaria.

1911. Verhandlungen des Vth Internationaler Ornithologen-Kon-
gresses. Berlin 30 Mai bis 4 Juni 1910. Herausgegeben von Herman
Schalow. Deutsche Ornithologische Geschellschaft, Berlin, x + 1
186 pp.

6) Copenhagen, 1926. President: Dr. Ernst J. O. Hartert ( United

Kingdom); Secretary-General: E. Lehn Schigler ( Denmark );
Honorary Presidents: H. R. H. Prince Knud of Denmark, Graft
Murany of Coburg [ former King of Bulgaria], Lord Walter Roth-
schild (United Kingdom) .

1929. Verhandlungen des VIth Internationalen Ornithologen-Kon-
gresses in Kopenhagen, 1926. Edited by F. Steinbacher. Berlin,
vi+ 641 pp.

7) Amsterdam, 1930. President: Professor A. J. E. Lonnberg (Swe-

den); Secretary-General: Professor L. F. de Beaufort ( The
Netherlands) .

1931. Proceedings of the VIth International Ornithological Congress
at Amsterdam. Amsterdam, vii+ 527 pp.

8) Oxford, 1934. President: Professor Erwin Stresemann ( Ger-

many) ; Secretary-General: Reverend Francis C. R. Jourdain (U-
nited Kingdom).

1938. Proceedings of the With International Ornithological
Congress, Oxford, July 1934. Edited by F. C. R. Jourdain.
Oxford University Press, Oxford, x+ 761 pp.

9) Rouen, 1938. President: Professor Alessandro Ghigi (Italy); Sec-

retary-General: Jean Delacour (France).
1938. IXe Congrés Ornithologique International Rouen, 9 au 13
Mai 1938. Edited by Jean Delacour. Rouen, 543 pp.

10) Uppsala, 1950. President: Dr. Alexander Wetmore ( United

1)

12

~
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=

14)

15)

States) ; Secretary-General: Professor Sven Horstadius (Sweden) .
1951. Proceedings of the Xth International Ornithological
Congress, Uppsala, June 1950. Edited by Sven Hérstadius.
Almgqvist & Wiksells, Uppsala, 662 pp.
Basel, 1954. President: Sir Landsborough Thomson (United King-
dom); Secretary-General: Professor Adolf Portmann ( Switzer-
land) .
1955. Acta XI Congressus Internationalis Ornithologici. Basel, 29.
V -5. VI. 1954. Herausgegeben von Adolf Portmann und Ernst
Sutter. Birkhduser Verlag, Basel und Stuttgart, 680 pp.
Helsinki, 1958. President: Professor Jacques Berlioz ( France);
Secretary-General: Professor Lars von Haartman (Finland).
1960. Proceedings of the XIth International Ornithological
Congress, Helsinki, 4 ~12. VI. 1958. Edited by G. Bergmann,
KO. Donner & L. v. Haartman. Tilgmannin Kirjapaino, Helsin-
ki, 2 vols, 820 pp.
Ithaca, 1962. President: Professor Ernst Mayr ( United States);
Secretary-General: Professor Charles G. Sibley (United States).
1963. Proceedings of the Wth International Ornithological
Congress, Ithaca, 17 — 24 June 1962. Edited by CG Sibley, JJ
Hickey, & MB Hickey. American Ornithologists ' Union,
Lawrence, Kansas, 2 vols, XVI +1 246 pp.
Oxford, 1966. President: Dr. David Lack (United Kingdom);
Secretary-General: Dr. Niko Tinbergen (United Kingdom) .
1967. Proceedings of the XNth International Ornithological
Congress, Oxford, 24 - 30 July 1966. Edited by DW Snow.
Blackwell Scientific Publications, Oxford and Edinburgh, xxiv +
405 pp.
Den Haag, 1970. President: Dr. Niko Tinbergen 1966 - 1969
(UnitedKingdom) , Professor Finn Salomonsen 1969 = 1970 (Den-
mark); Secretary-General: Professor Karel Voous ( The Nether-
lands) ; Patron: H. R. H. Prince Bernhard of The Netherlands.

1972. Proceedings of the XVth International Ornithological
Congress. The Hague, 30 August — S September 1970. Edited by
KH Voous. E. J. Brill, Leiden, Vii + 745 pp.

16) Canberra, 1974. President: Professor Jean Dorst (France); Secre-
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18)

19

~

20

~

21)

22

~

23)

24)

tary-General: Dr. Harry J. Frith (Australia); Patron: H. R. H.
Prince Philip, Duke of Edinburgh.

1976. Proceedings of the XVIth International Ornithological
Congress, Canberra, 12— 17 August 1974. Edited by HJ Frith and
JH Calaby. Australian Academy of Science, Canberra, Xvii + 765
pp.

Berlin, 1978. President: Professor Donald S. Farner ( United
States) ; Secretary-General: Dr. Rolf Nohring (Germany) .

1980. Acta XVIth Congressus Internationalis Ornithologici, Berlin,
5-11 VI. 1978. Herausgegeben von Rolf Nohring. Verlag der
Deutschen Ornithologen-Geschellschaft, Berlin, 2 vols, 1 335 pp.
Moscow, 1982. President: Professor Lars von Haartman ( Fin-
iand) ; Secretary-General: Professor Valery D. llyichev (Russia,
USSR).

1985. Acta XWHth Congressus Internationalis Ornithologici,
Moscow, August 16 — 24, 1982. Edited by VD Ilyichev and VM
Gavrilov. “Nauka”, Moscow, 2 vols, 1 335 pp.

Ottawa, 1986. President: Professor Klaus Immelmann ( Ger-
many) ; Secretary-General: Dr. Henri Ouelett (Canada) .

1988. Acta XI{th Congressus Internationalis Ornithologici, Ot-
tawa, 22-29. VI. 1986. Edited by H. \ Ouellet. University of
Ottawa Press, Ottawa, 2 vols, 2 815 pp.

Christchurch, 1990. President: Professor Charles G. Sibley ( Unit-
ed States); Vice-President Professor Jan K. Pinowski (Poland);
Secretary-General: Dr. Ben Bell (New Zealand) ; Permanent Sec-
retary: Professor Walter J. Bock (United States) ; Patron: H. R.
H. Prince Philip, Duke of Edinburgh; Honorary President: Dr.
N. K. Kuroda (Japan); Honorary Vice-Presidents: Professor Hel-
mut Sick (Brazil), Professor Hsu Wei-shu (China) .

1991. Acta XXth Congressus Internationalis Ornithologici,
Christchurch, 2 —9 December 1990. Edited by Ben Bell et al. New
Zealand Ornithological Congress Trust Board, 4 vols, 2 568 pp.
Vienna, 1994. President: Professor Christopher M. Perrins (Unit-
ed Kingdom); Vice-President: Professor Svein Haftorn (Sweden) ;
Secretary-General: Professor John Dittami ( Austria); Permanent
Secretary: Professor Walter J. Bock (United States); Honorary
President: Professor Karel Voous (The Netherlands) .

1996. Acta XIXth Congressus Internationalis Ornithologici, Vien-
na, 20 — 25 August 1994. Edited by ] Wingfield & J Coulson.
British Ornithologists’ Union, 1 — 128 + Al129 - Al146 (lIbis,
Vol. 138, No. 1, 128 pp.).

Durban, 1998. President: Professor Peter Berthold (Germany);
Vice-President: Dr. Janet Kear ( United Kingdom); Secretary-
General: Dr. Aldo Berruti (South Africa); Permanent Secretary:
Professor Walter J. Bock (United States); Honorary President:
Professor Chang Tso-Hsin (China).

1999. Plenary Papers. 22nd International Ornithological Congress,
Durban 16 — 22 August 1998. Edited by NJ Adams & RH Slotow,
Ostrich, 70: 1-103.

1999. Proceedings of the 22nd International Ornithological
Congress, 16 — 22 August 1998, Durban. Edited by N Adams &
R Slotow. Birdlife South Africa, Johannesburg, CD-ROM disk.
Beijing, 2002. President: Professor Walter J. Bock ( United
States) ; Vice-President: Professor Jacques Blondel (France) ; Sec-
retary-General: Professor Xu Wei-Shu (China); Assistant Secre-
tary-General: Mr. Liu Feng (China) ; Permanent Secretary: Pro-
fessor Dominique G. Homberger (United States) ; Honorary Presi-
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Hamburg, 2006. President: Professor Jacques Blondel (France);
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