
birders, work to ensure the protection of habitat so that all species might 
flourish? 

I especially applaud the observation that "rare birds may be important 
to listers, but common birds may be more important to biology." I am 
often struck by the overwhelming and, I believe misplaced, importance 
that birders and their publications place on the birds that SHOULDN'T 
be in a given area, as opposed to those that should be. Yes, I realize that 
variety is the spice of life; I enjoy as much as anyone stumbling upon a 
rarity (Marcotte 1995). But surely we can learn more about the state of the 
environment, and contribute more to our understanding of it, by paying 
at least as much attention to our commonplace species. 

To the extent that our publications overemphasize the exotic and the 
bizarre, they fail to give a true picture. 

There is another danger. If birding is perceived to be primarily the 
domain of hardcore listers, in which the greatest glory goes to the longest 
lifelist and the rarest sighting, we risk turning off people who are inter- 
ested in sharing the results of more serious attempts to monitor birds and 
preserve their habitat. 

Please do encourage the study and documentation of even our com- 
monplace species. Please do give at least equal coverage to these efforts, 
so that The Kingbird can indeed be a meaningful record of all New York 
bird life. 
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LElTER - WHAT ARE CONVENTIONAL BIRDERS? 

Vincent Ferrer 
1632 Lathrop Avenue, River Forest NY 14975 

I am sorry to hear about your handicap of not being a conventional bird- 
er (March 1996). Allow me to enlighten you. We conventional birders 
pride ourselves in being very good at identifymg birds in the field, either 
by sight or sound. Our long lifelists reflect this skill. 

If you have tried hard to become one of us, but failed, and you are more 
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interested in bird biology, then why don't you just work with chickens? 
A lot of ornithologists do, you know. I can't see anyone with a lifelist 
below 500 editing a birding journal. Although, perhaps being chained to 
a computer is a good place for you. You can stay inside, hunched over 
your boring manuscripts and obscure references, so that we real birders 
can spend more time in the field telling you paper pushers what is going 
on out here. 

LElTER - SINGLE SPECIES ENTRIES COVERING 
ALL REGIONAL REPORTS 

Angus Wilson 
New York University School of Medicine, 
NYU Medical Center, 550 First Avenue, 

New York NY 10016 

I applaud your call to increase the quality and quantity of data report- 
ed in The Kingbird (March 1996), and I would like to platform two sug- 
gestions that might promote useful debate. The first concerns The 
Kingbird as a comprehensive and yet practicallviable archive of New 
York State birds and birding. Although radical, I would like to suggest 
that "the meat" of all ten Regional reports be combined as a systematic 
account, with the records cited in a standard order such as Region 1 fol- 
lowed by Region 2 and so on. Here is an example: 

Lesser Black-backed Gull: (1) Three reports, probably four birds, NR Jan 
and Feb, more than usual for after Dec. (2) One ad IB 8,13,14, Jan (sev); 
One ad PI1 Jan (MP) (5) One ad Baldwinsville 23 Dec-30 Jan (8) One ad, 
one first w Cresent ALBA 2 Dec (KA, WE, et al.); one TCBC; one HR Troy 
Dam 25 Dec (RG to BEN) (9) one PL thru, sporadic; one Hudson R, 
Haverstraw 23 Feb (10) half a dozen reports SI to MP. 

There are several advantages to this arrangement, the most important 
being that it saves space, allowing more records to be cited. After all, the 
species name needs only to be mentioned once in the whole publication. 
In addition, the format is much easier for those interested in a particular 
species or group of birds, as ALL the records for the state are together - 
something that I am sure "Bull book revision" authors can appreciate. 
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