
FROM THE EDITOR'S DESK 

THE GREAT ART 0' LETTER WRITIN' 
" Give 'im a letter - can't do no better" so wrote Rudyard 

Kipling. The privilege, for want of a better word, of submitting 
" Letters to the Editor " is a tradition long-honoured in the world of 
journalism and in other literary circles. Notornis, over the years, 
has published a variety of letters, some critical, some informative, a 
few emotional or querulous, but none libellous or defamatory. It 
would be a pity indeed if any reader took umbrage at the provocation 
afforded by Dr Bourne's somewhat lengthy, but nonetheless pointed, 
attempt to awaken us. On the other hand, I was unamused to be 
admonished by a fellow member for publishing " that silly letter which 
[he] never expected to see (dis)gracing the pages of Nofornis," 
referring to the perfectly legitimate protest made by Mr F. N. Hayes 
in the December Notornis. It seems to me time the Editor himself 
had a say. 

Habitually, an Editor refers a letter received to the instigator 
of the matter in hand if a reply seems appropriate. Regrettably, on 
the last few occasions on which I have done this, the said instigator 
has cautioned me that publication of the letter would serve no useful 
purpose, perhaps only revealing the ignorance and/or lack of perspicuity 
of its author: typical remarks - " My obvious advice, therefore, is 
to take no notice of his letter. . . . We don't want to publish more 
rubbish and reveal our uncritical ignorance." I firmly believe, however, 
that every member of the OSNZ has a right to be heard or, more 
precisely, to be seen in print. There is, all the same, a time for the 
Editor to close correspondence on a particular topic and I will not 
hesitate to do this when appropriate. Accordingly, we will continue 
to maintain the democratic right of readers to write to their editor 
but the basic canons of good journalism will still prevail - nothing 
libellous, seditious or any more than slightly irrelevant. Longwindedness 
will not be encouraged although even verbosity has its place. 

The Editor reserves the right to refuse or reject any letter or 
request modification or emendatio;. " Letters " are, of course, subject 
to the " Instructions for Authors and may be refereed in the usual 
way. Readers will be allowed to have their say but all members 
may be assured that the Editor has no intention of letting his 
correspondence column become tedious, repetitious or wasteful of space. 
Letters based solely on emotive expression or ,matters of opinion will 
not be received so kindly as those furthering the aims and objects of 
the Society and its journal. 

* --- 
WHAT DO WE READ? 

As an Editor of a journal that is not necessarily intended for 
reading right through at one sitting, I am never unduly distressed 
when someone tells me he hasn't read his Notornis; only when I hear 
of some members of the OSNZ throwing their copies away unopened, 
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do I become worried. But not for myself nor for the hours that 
authors, editor, referees and printer have spent putting the journal 
together - rather for those members themselves who have missed out 
in sharing some of the pleasures of ornithology. Why do they join 
the Society? That is another question, and one that Regional 
Representatives might be able to answer. 

There used to be a saying at one of the universities I attended 
that one either read books or wrote them. Some of to-day's manuscripts 
from particular " schools " of scientific research reflect this belief. 
Little seems to have been done of significance outside that particular 
laboratory or department. Dr Bourne's letter in this issue may remind 
us that to read Notornis only is not enough. There are many bird 
journals now available to us in New Zealand libraries, especially in 
our own OSNZ collection; with the widespread facilities of interloan, 
photocopying and abstracting services, there is hardly any excuse for 
saying that we don't know of or can't get particular articles or books. 
Later this year I intend to show the depth of our own resources of 
ornithological periodical literature in New Zealand in an attempt to 
encourage the wider use of what material exists as well as to reveal 
the gaps in the pious hope that acquisitive (as they all should be) 
librarians will take the hint. 

Let us not be parochial in our reading. Emu, Ibis, Auk, Condor, 
Wilson Bulletin, British Birds, Bird Study - these names we know 
and their contents we should know as well. There is much of interest 
in all of them. The species of birds they discuss may be foreign to 
us but methods and conclusions have universal meaning. Much success- 
ful ornithology in New Zealand was done as a direct copy of something 
already found profitable overseas and the perusal of bird literature 
from beyond our shores is still just as rewarding for those of us who 
lack originality or require inspiration. 

Several members have offered to compile annual or more 
frequent lists of new articles and books dealing with ornithology and 
ancillary topics likely to be of use to New Zealand readers. This 
is a time-consuming job and more than your Editor has been prepared 
to do on his own. Many of the overseas ornithological journals already 
publish reviews of general and regional books on birds; some select 
articles with abstracts from other journals, and others (as in The Emu) 
give lists of titles of current contents. I would like to know if there 
is a demand for any such service for readers of Notornis - the offer 
to provide it is there and some of our colleagues are willing to devote 
their time to it. Please make your desires known. Above all, let us 
not be castigated by a Letter to the Editor in the 42nd year of Notornis 
that New Zealanders are anything but catholic in their reading. 

OYSTERCATCHERS UNDER EXAMINATION 
Reading Notornis could be a step towards academic success as 

a few of our younger members may have found. Allan Baker's pioneer 
work on the genetics of New Zealand oystercatchers takes on a novel 
role in last year's university entrance scholarship paper sent to us for 
comment by the Chief Examiner in Biology who also happens to be 
a " long-standing " member of the OSNZ. 
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BIOLOGY 
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"Variable Tied O!atrrcrtc~lior" (YPO) "Soullt Island Pied O~stercnte l~cr"  (STPOI 
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The first question is reproduced here for the benefit of any of 
our readers who might like to try their luck. Answers may be 

. forwarded to the examiner c/o the editorial address, but there is no 
prize for a 100% pass ! 
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13. l'rwidc :> g w ~ , t i d  tx l , l ,~~mt i ,m UC ,l,\l:a $ , < I ]  i n  'Cal~lc  2. 
(8  marks) 

Readers may sympathise with the Editor who is struggling against 
much pressure from the North to resist using the expression " S I P 0  " 
in the pages of this journal. We now ought to consider the legitimacy, 
on the same basis, of IPOs, BOs and V[i?]POs in our Classified 
Summarised Notes. - Ed. 


