The Australian Bird Bander

EDITORIAL COMMENTS

There are a number of matters which seem to
call for editorial comment in relation to the
present issue. In the first place, readers may note
that we have again managed a 24-page issue.
We understand that some readers thought our
last issue, at 16 pages, a trifle slim, so we must
point out that a return to 24 pages has been
managed only by dipping into our reserves in two
directions. On the financial side, the larger issue
was made possible by a £30 grant from the mist-
net fund. It is essential that this fund should
make a small profit to provide for a working
capital and running expenses, and it has always
been intended that any accumulated surplus
should be available for the purposes of the
Association. Thanks to Steve Wilson’s careful
management, such a surplus was available at this
critical juncture, but obviously this can not be
regarded as a regular source of revenue. On the
cditorial side, we have now virtually caught up
with our back log of material awaiting publication,
which is all to the good, but this means that we
look to future contributors for almost the entire
contents of our next issue. The moral is plain.
If we are to have regular 24-page issues at the
present subscription rate we must have a sub-
stantially increased membership, and the flow of
written contributions from members must be
maintained and increased. On present form, there
should be no great difficulty about meeting the
second requirement,

We turn next to our President’s message (page
55) held over from our last issue through lack
of space, but none the less timely, and we hope
it will be read carefully by all banders. Steve has
always becn insistent that the ultimate aims of
bird banding — namely to increase our knowledge
and understanding of birds — should be kept
firmly in view, and to this end that banders should
so organise their work as to avoid wasteful dis-
sipation of effort.

In this connection we should like to comment
on Steve's paper, “New Information on Some
Birds of New South Wales,” which appeared in
the May issue of The Emu (Vol. 64, p. 209).
This is an excellent e¢xample of the results which
€an be obtained by consistent banding at fixed
tocatons. The main purpose of such a programme
18 of course the study of the birds of the chosen
area as u whole, but especially in a country like
Australia, where the limits of distribution of so
many species are imperfectly known, an incidental
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bonus will be the discovery of unexpected ex-
tensions of the ranges of various species. In this
instance the Canberra banders have shown that
the Pink Robin (Petroica rodinogaster) is 2
regular winter visitor to the ranges of the A.C.T.,
and have indicated that its breeding range may be
considerably more extensive than previously
supposed. Significant additions to the known
ranges of the Variegated Wren (Malurus
lamberti), Yellow-throated Scrub-wren ( Sericornis
lathami) and Shining Bronze Cuckoo (Chalcites
fucidus) have also been established.

We have previously commented editorially on
the subject of banding ethics. This may seem o
novel idea to some, but a little reflection should
convince any experienced bander that the question
is an important on¢. On page 54 Warren Hitch-
cock has attempted to draw up a code of banding
cthics. No doubt others would have expressed
the matter somewhat differently, but we com-
mend Warren's suggested code to the attention
of all banders. Clause § is slightly difficult in
that it covers a very important aspect of banding
— the relationship between banders — which is
difficult to define. It is not meant to imply that
banders should have territorial rights or exclusive
claims to particular areas of study, for banding
is fundamentally a co-operative effort; but it does
mean that banders should respect the interests of
their fellows, not muck up favoured banding areas
by cxcessive interference or intrude on special
projects. This will be avoided if banders working
in adjacent or overlapping areas are meticulous
about keeping one another informed of their
activities, even to the extent of exchanging lists
of bands used where necessary. This is essential
when operating in an area where another bander
is conducting a regular survey.

Finally we note with regret that Warren Hitch-
cock has found it necessary to resign from his
honorary position as editor of The Emu. Orni-
thologists throughout Australia are indebted to
him for having carried the heavy burden of the
editorship of The Emu since Charles Bryant’s
death. We feel that he has discharged the duties
of this office well, and that he can hand over to
his successor with the satisfaction of knowing
that the reputation of the journal has been en-
hanced during his tenure of office. We join with
Warren in welcoming his successor, Jack Hyett,
and wishing him success and satisfaction in his
office.



