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INTRODUCTION

In the 18th century the Royal Academy of
Sciences in Paris reprinted papers published by
foreign academies of science and scientific societes
that French scientists considered as particulary
important. In 1773 a paper by Bologna naturalist
Caetano Monti “Sur l’oiseau qui porte à Bologne le
nom de Pendulino, et en Pologne celui de remiz”
was published in Paris, along with illustrations of
the female of the Penduline Tit and a nest with
young (Monti 1773). Monti stated repeatedly that
he had often spotted the hanging nests in the
Bologna region and that he wished to know more
about a bird that built such unusual nests. He had
been watching birds from the Bologna region for a
number of years, but had never seen a Penduline
— or maybe he was unable to determine which of
the birds he watched built this type of nest. He
thought this was because the species was likely to
be very rare and difficult to watch since it “can
easily hide among the reeds and willows in the

marshes, it usually escapes the traps set by bird
catchers, their birdlimes and nets are of no use in
its habitat, and most do not bother to shoot at such
a little bird. I have also encountered people who
due to I know not what superstition, dare not
touch the Penduline Tit, which they consider a
sacred bird”.

Alongside direct observation, eighteenth
century naturalists frequently talked to “popular”
experts on birds to obtain information. Thus it
comes as no surprise that Monti went to the local
bird catchers for information about the Penduline
Tit, whose statements were contradictoiry. The
analysis of information published by other
authors was also a source of information. In
eighteenth century Europe, the writings of P.
Belon, C. Gesner, U. Aldrovandi and J. Johnson
were still considered classical works of zoology,
though the period saw a number of new
publications on ornithology (Farber 1999). Due to
their exceptional shape, the nest of the Penduline
Tit had long intrigued European naturalists. The
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writings of the Italian naturalist Ph. Buonanni
were widely recognised and much cited
throughout Europe at the time. Monti quotes
Buonnani’s information (1709) concerning the
Penduline nest brought from Lithuania stored in
the collection of the Collegio Romano. The fact
that it held such an important position in a
natural collection of some prestige proves the
interest in both the species and its nest.

Monti mentions that the nest had been
described by several authors, among them U.
Aldrovandi and G. Rzączyński (Rzączyński 1721).
Although Aldrovandi had inclued an illustration
of the nest and of the bird, Monti says that their
writings were very brief. Not only did they
include little information, but such information as
there was, was unreliable, and their description
“do not entirely concord”. Aldrovandi thought
that the bird in question was a Parus caudatus sive
montana as he designated Long-Tailed Tit
Aegithalos caudatus, and that “pendulino” was
only a local name from the Bologna marshlands,
which did not designate a different species.
Buonnani and Rzączyński, on the other hand,
considered it as a different species, little know but
rather common in Lithuania, where it is called
“remiz”. Both described the nest and considered
the “pendulino” and “remiz” as one and the same
species. Their descriptions of the bird are not very
explicit as to its colour, shape, etc.

This prompted Monti to attempt to observe
the species itself, not just the nest, and if possible
to get hold of a specimen, in order to determine
once and for all the species which builds nests
that so intrigue naturalists. He asked B. Tozzi of
Florence, abbey of Valombrosa, for help in this
undertaking. This naturalist, member of the Royal
Society in London, had for several years been
making illustration of Italian bird species for his
work, later known as “Ornithologiae vivis
expressae coloribus” (Tongiorgi Tomasi 2001).

Since they intended to start the search on his
grounds, the two naturalists asked the Prince L. F.
Marsigli for assistance. Marsigli, renown for his
interest in and patronage of the natural sciences,
agreed immediately, and gave Monti a letter
instructing the peasants on his lands to help in
any way they could. A three-day search in the bog
led to nothing. They then used the Prince’s letters
to ask the local bird catchers for assistance, but
again received information that was
contradictory. Monti proceeded to offer a cash
reward for adult bird and its young. Most of the
bird catchers hesitated, probably considering the

task too difficult, but finally one of them agreed.
After a four-day wait, and with no result
forthcoming, Monti and Tozzi returned to town. A
few days later the bird catcher arrived with a
female of the species and a nest with her young in
his bag. This fragment of Monti’s paper highlights
another aspect that is relevant for the history of
ornithology, i.e. it shows how widespread an
occupation bird catching was in 18th century
Italy, and consequently how popular raising birds
in captivity must have been.

Monti thus had a female but no male although
knowing that among birds males and females
differ considerably in their appearance. In the
case of the Penduline Tit this concern was highly
justified in view of the ornthological knowledge
of the periode. Although Buffon (Buffon et al.
1770–1786) quotes Monti (1773) and Rzączyński
(1737) in his “Histoire naturelle des oiseaux” he
nevertheless designates the female of Penduline
Tit as a separate species Parus narbonensis.

A few months after returning to Florence,
Tozzi came upon a Penduline Tit, painted it and
sent Monti the illustration, who stated: “I was
finally satisfed that the Pendulino is an unknown
bird, and that neither Belon nor Gesner nor
Aldrovandi nor Willougby, nor any other author
known to me had previously mentioned it”.

Monti went on to describe the male and the
female of the Penduline Tit. He was also the first
naturalist in Europe who include extensive
information about this species. For the first time in
the history of ornithology we received a
description of feed (insects), nesting behaviour —
materials used for building nests, and the
information that Penduline Tit does not migrate
seasonally.

Monti explains and corrects Aldrovandi’s error
of confusing the nest of Long-tailed Tit and
Penduline Tit. This part of Monti’s paper is of
undisputed interest for the history of zoology; At
the time, Aldrovandi’s work (Aldrovandi 1599-
1603) was, along side the writings of Gesner
(1617), among the major encyclopaedic writings
relative to the natural sciences. This is a further
reason why Monti’s paper should be considered a
pioneering work. The statement that the “remiz”
from Poland and Lithuania, and the Italian
“pendulino” are in fact one and the same bird,
was also very significant for ornithological
studies. Monti furthemore insisted that this
species was distinct from other species (such as
neotropical’s weavers), which build “similar
nests”.
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Monti considers how this species should be
named and writes “I name this bird, which has
hitherto no Latin or Greek name, pendulino. I
could also have called it remiz, but I see no reason
to prefer a foreign name to ours, which is akin to
Latin and aptly expresses this bird’s instinct to
suspend is nest”. We have here an interesting
example of pre-Linnaean zoological nomenclature.

Like other authors, Monti in his paper cites
Rzączyński (1721) as his most important source of
information on this species. Two things are worthy
of note. First, the position of this Polish naturalist in
18th century Europe, who was not only quoted
alongside others long considered as absolute
authorities, such as Aldrovandi. Second, as of this
periode the Penduline Tit was associated in
European zoology with Poland. In fact, Poland was
the source of most information concernig this bird.
We do not know whether, or the extent to witch,
this connection resulted from the success of the
widely quoted writings of Rzączyński, from the
fact that appart from him German-speaking
naturalists from Gdańsk also took an interest in
this species, or lastly, that many of the nests of the
Penduline Tit featured in European collections and
museums came from Poland. Natural sciences
dictionaries continued to name Poland as the “terra
typica” for this species for a long time. Throughout
the 19th century French dictionaires specified that
“the remiz is native to Poland, Italy, Siberia and
southern France”. Obviously this statement is due
to the work of Gmelin (1751–1752), Rzączyński,
Monti and French naturalists more than to studies
of the biogeography of this species. Linnaeus
(1758) also shared this view when he described the
species and wrote “Habitat in Polonia, Lithuania,
Hungria, Italia missa a D. D. Montio”. We come
upon this species in the catalogue of the Temminck
collection of 1807 under the designation “Parus
pendulinus, the remiz or Tit of Poland”.

Monti’s paper was widely quoted in the 18th

century. The will to polemize with him was
doubtless the reason for the publication of a
further description of the species in 1755, “Parus
minimus Polonorum remiz Bononiensum
pendulinus descriptus”, by J. D. Titius in Leipzig.
It is interesting to see the rapidity with with
ornithological information spread at the time, and
how lively the debate and the exchange of
information between naturalists from different
countries was. Titius (1775) mentions that the
species called “the remiz bird” in Polish also has a
German name “die Volhinie Beutelmeise”. He
refers above all German writings on the species,

which were overloked by Monti. These include
mentions in the works of Gdańsk naturalists M. K.
Hanovius (Hanovius 1753) and J. Klein (Klein
1759). Titius also insists that, Monti’s opinion to
the contrary notwithstanding, the Penduline Tit
was known by naturalists of Antiquity, who called
him “siuit”. 

Monti’s work thus played a decisive role in the
description of Penduline. Today, in spite of its
tremendous value in the history of European
ornithology, it is almost forgotten, and Monti
name is almost never mentioned in recent
historical survey such as a book of Farber (1997).
Nevertheless, there can be no doubt that Monti’s
paper is an important and interesting document
relative to this period of European ornithology.

REFERENCES

Aldrovandi U. 1599–1603. Ornithologiae, hoc est de avibus
historiae libri XII. Cum indice septendecim linguarum
copiosissimo. Apud Franciscum de Franciscis Senensem.
Bononiae.

Belon P. 1555. L’Histoire de la nature des oyseaux, avec leurs
descriptions, & naïfs portraicts retirez du naturel: escrite en
sept livres, par Pierre Belon du Mans. G. Cauellat. Paris.

Buffon G. L., Bexon G., Daubenton M., Martinet F., Guéneau
de Montbéliard P. 1770–1786. Histoire naturelle des
oiseaux. Vol. VI. Paris, pp. 275–281.

Buonanni P. 1709. Musaeum Kircherianum; sive, Musaeum a
p. Athanasio Kirchero in Collegio romano Societatis Jesu,
jam pridem incoeptum nuper restitutum, auctum,
descriptum, & iconibus illustratum a p. Philippo Bonanni.
Roma, pp. 228–229.

Farber P. L. 1997. Discovering birds: the emergence of
ornithology as a scientific discipline, 1760–1850. Johns
Hopkins University Press. Baltimore.

Gmelin J. G. 1751–1752. Reise durch Sibirien, von Jahre 1733
bis 1743. Gottingen.

Gesner C. 1617. Historiae animalium Liber III qui est de avium
natura. Nunc denuo recognitus ac pluribus in locis
emendatus, multisque novis iconibus & descriptionibus
locupletatus, ac denique brevibus in margine
annotationibus illustratus. Officina typographica Egenolphi
Emelii. Francofurti.

Hanovius M. C. 1753. Seltenheiten der Natur und Oekonomie:
nebst deren kurzen Beschreibung und Erörterung aus den
Danziger Erfahrungen und Nachrichten zu mehrerem
Nutzen und Vergnügen. Friedrich Lankischens Erben.
Leipzig.

Jonston J. 1650. Theatrum Universale Historiae Naturalis.
Historiae naturalis de avibus: libri VI, cum aeneis figuris.
Impensa M. Meriani. Francofurti ad Moenum.

Klein J. T. 1750. Historiae Avium prodromus, cum praefatione
de ordine Animalium in genere: Accessit historia Muris
Alpini et vetus vocabularium Animalium. Lubecae. 

Klein J. T. 1759. Stemmata Avium: Accedunt nomenclatores:
Polono-Latinus et Latino-Polonus: Geschlechtstafeln der
Vögel. Lipsiae. 

Linnaeus C . 1758. Systema naturae per regna tria naturae,
secundum classes, ordines, genera, species, cum characte-

SHORT NOTES 49

Downloaded From: https://complete.bioone.org/journals/Acta-Ornithologica on 24 May 2025
Terms of Use: https://complete.bioone.org/terms-of-use



ribus, differentiis, synonymis, locis. T. Impensis Direct.
Maurentii Salvii. Holmsiae.

Monti C. 1773. Sur l’oiseau qui porte à Bologne le nom de
Pendulino, et en Pologne celui de remiz. Collection
académique composée des mémoires, Actes ou Journaux
des plus célèbres Académies et Sociétés Litteraire de
l’Europe. T. X de la partie étrangere, contenant les
Mémoires de l’academie des Sciences de l’Institutu de
Bologne. Paris. 

Rzączyński G. 1721. Historia Naturalis curiosa Regni Poloniae,
Magni Ducatus, Litvaniae annexarumque provinciarum,
in tractatus XX divisa. Sandomiriae, pp. 294–295.

Rzączyński G. 1737. Auctarium Historiae naturalis-curiosae
Regni Poloniae, Magni Ducatus, Litvaniae annexarumque
provinciarum in puncta duodecim divisum studio. Typis
Ioannis Iacobi Preusii. Gedani.

Temminck C. 1807. Catalogue systématique du cabinet
d’ornithologie et de la collection de quadrumes de Crd. Jb.
Temminck, avec courte description des oiseaux non-
décrites; suivi d’une note d’oiseaux doubles et de
quelques autres objets d’histoirenaturelle offerts en
échange. Amsterdam.

Titius J. D. 1755. Parus minimus Polonorum remiz Bononiensium
pendulinus descriptus. Lipsiae.

Tongiorgi Tomasi L. 2001. The study of the natural sciences
and botanical and zoological illustration in Tuscany under
the Medicis from the sixteenth to the eighteenth centuries.
Archives of Natural History 28: 179–193.

STRESZCZENIE

[Osiemnastowieczna włoska rozprawa o remizie
Remiz pendulinus z Bolonii i z Polski]

W XVIII w. Królewska Akademia Nauk w Pa-
ryżu przedrukowywała rozprawy ogłaszane
w publikacjach cudzoziemskich akademii nauk
i towarzystw naukowych, a uznawane przez fran-
cuskich uczonych za szczególnie ważne. W 1773
roku przetłumaczono z łaciny i opublikowano
w Paryżu rozprawę o remizie bolońskiego przy-
rodnika Caetana Monti (Monti 1773). Wraz z roz-
prawą przedrukowano także ilustracje samicy re-
miza i gniazda z młodymi. W osiemnastym wieku
gniazda remiza, ze względu na ich formę, wzbu-
dzały wśród europejskich przyrodników duże za-
interesowanie. Nie potrafiono jednak ustalić ga-
tunku ptaka budującego te gniazda. 

W osiemnastowiecznej Europie nadal za zoo-
logiczną klasykę uchodziły prace Gesnera, Aldro-
vandiego i Johnstona. Był to jednak okres stosun-
kowo licznych nowych publikacji dotyczących or-
nitologii. Powszechnie znana była praca włoskie-
go przyrodnika i jezuity, Filipa Buonnaniego, któ-
ry opisał gniazda remiza pochodzące z Polski
znajdujące się w kolekcji Coleggio Romano. 

Monti zanalizował informacje podawane na te-
mat remiza przez europejskich przyrodników

m. in. Ulyssesa Aldrovandiego i Gabriela Rzączyń-
skiego (Rzączyński 1737). Boloński przyrodnik po-
szukiwał informacji na temat remiza także wśród
miejscowych ptaszników, którzy podawali jednak
sprzeczne informacje. Aby ostatecznie zidentyfi-
kować gatunek, Monti udał się wraz z florenckim
przyrodnikiem Bruno Tozzi na podbolońskie mo-
kradła. Kilkudniowe poszukiwania nie dały jed-
nak rezultatu. Dopiero po wyznaczeniu nagrody
otrzymał od miejscowych ptaszników gniazdo
i samicę remiza. Okaz posłużył mu do opisu,
a Tozziemu do sporządzenia ilustracji. Caetano
Monti jako pierwszy podał także szereg informacji
na temat pokarmu remiza, materiału z którego bu-
dowane są gniazda oraz sezonu lęgowego. 

Począwszy od osiemnastego wieku remiz był
w europejskiej zoologii kojarzony z Polską, skąd
pochodziła znaczna część informacji na jego temat.
Nie wiadomo czy i w jakim stopniu związek remi-
za z Polską wynikał z sukcesu, jaki odniosła po-
wszechnie cytowana praca Rzączyńskiego, czy
z faktu, iż gatunkiem tym interesowali się także
przyrodnicy gdańscy czy też dlatego, że z Polski po-
chodziła znaczna część gniazd remiza przechowy-
wanych w europejskich kolekcjach i muzeach. Jesz-
cze przez długi czas słowniki przyrodnicze wymie-
niały Polskę jako “terra typica” dla tego gatunku. 

Rozprawa Montiego była bardzo szeroko cyto-
wana w osiemnastowiecznej Europie. Chęć pole-
miki z włoskim przyrodnikiem była bez wątpie-
nia przyczyną wydania przez Johanna Daniela Ti-
tiusa (1755) kolejnego opisu tego gatunku. 

Praca Caetano Montiego odegrała więc decy-
dującą rolę dla opisu gatunku. Boloński ornitolog
jako pierwszy dostarczył wielu informacji na te-
mat biologii remiza. Rozprawa została doceniona
i zauważona w całej osiemnastowiecznej Europie,
cytowali ją niemieccy i francuscy przyrodnicy m.
in. G. L. Buffon (Buffon et al. 1770–1786).
Uwzględnił ją w swoim opisie także Karol Linne-
usz. Dzisiaj jednak została ona praktycznie zapo-
mniana. Nazwisko Montiego nie pojawia się we
współczesnych przeglądowych historiach ornito-
logii (Faber 1997). Warto przypomnieć pracę wło-
skiego przyrodnika również dlatego, iż jej analiza
jest ważnym świadectwem warsztatu pracy orni-
tologów w osiemnastowiecznej Europie. Pozwala
ona poznać metody ich pracy: analizę dzieł kla-
sycznych, wywiad prowadzony wśród ptaszni-
ków i chłopów, informacje uzyskiwane za pośred-
nictwem misjonarzy, obserwacje w terenie, anali-
zę okazów z kolekcji zoologicznych, wreszcie
przygotowywanie ikonografii i publikację opisu.
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