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McAtee’s Spring Bird Lists.! Everyone in these days makes bird
lists and the spirit of competition and the resulting desire tc record the
largest number of species are only human evea though they are, as our
author well says, “not for the best interests of ornithology.”

Those who would counteract the tendency to inaccuracy, inevitably
and unconsciously developed by ccmpetition, would do well to follow Mr.
McAtee’s admirable suggestions. He has insisted that the several persons
making up the party on his “record walks” should all satisfactorily see
each species before it is accepted for entry on the list, while species difficult
to identify have been collected. Subspecies he wisely ignores as they are
“scarcely a subject for field observation.” This we consider an excelleat
practise for the observer who claims to be able to distinguish in the field,
by sight alone, such races as the Northern and Southern Parula Warblers,
the Northern and Scuthera Robin or the Northern and Southern Maryland
Yellow-throat thereby places his entire list uader suspicion.

Mr. McAtece’s trip each year has been a esntinuous walk not a skipping,
from one point to another by rapid transit, and by selecting a definite
route to be followed year after year the comparison of lists becomes more
interesting than a comparison with lists made by others in a different
section.

The actual number of species observed on these ten May walks varied
from year to year from 73 to 101, while the largest lists were on May 11
and May 13, showing, as we should expect, that the height of migration
of Warblers, cte., was reached abou tthe middle of the month. The total
number of species for the ten walks seems to be 146.

In commenting on the peak of the migration mention is made of the
Connecticul Warbler, a species not found in any of the lists and excessively
rare east of the Alleghanies in spring. We wonder if its mention was not
a slip of the pen.—W. S.

Kopman, on the Wild Life Resources of Louisiana.>—This im-
portant contribution to the mammalogy and ornithology of Louisiana
published as Bulletin 10 of the Department of Conservation is apparently
the work of Mr. H. H. Kopman, although his name does not appear on
either {itle page or cover. After preliminary remarks on the economic
value of wild life there is a discussion of the natural divisions of the state
and a map illustrating the extent of the marshes, prairies, and several
wooded districts into which it is divided. Then follow detailed aceounts
of the habits, distribution, ete., of the more important mammals and
game birds with nominal mention of probably all of the birds known to
oceur in the state.
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