
LETTERS 
To the Editors of BRITISH B I R D S . 

T H E BRITISH B I R D BOOK. 

SIRS,—I ask you to permit me to point out tha t one of the comments 
in the review on the above work, published in the last number of BRITISH 
BIRDS, is worded in such a way as to mislead your readers as to the 
actual facts. I t is with the facts, and not with your reviewer's opinions, 
that I beg leave here to deal. 

I refer to the statement tha t the information given in the " Classified 
Notes " t ha t appear a t the head of the chapters in the British Bird Book 
" is not so detailed as, for instance, in so compressed a work as 
Saunders' Manual." Anyone who examines the " Classified Notes " 
will, in the first place, find that , though as much, if not more compressed, 
than the chapters in the Manual, they give more information, especially 
in respect to migration and nesting habits. I t is true tha t less detailed 
information is given about distribution ; bu t your reviewer omits to 
mention tha t in the preface I state tha t " a detailed account of the 
geographical distribution of our birds lies outside the scope of the work, 
which professes to deal comprehensively only with their habi ts ." The 
reviewer says, further, tha t the descriptions of the species " seem " too 
meagre, but again he omits to mention tha t these descriptions, unlike 
those of Howard Saunders, are supplemented by coloured plates, and 
makes no comment upon the method adopted in the British Bird Book, 
but not by H. Saunders, of giving prominence to the most characteristic 
external features of each species. Some of the descriptions are and will 
be more detailed than those in the Manual. Again, mention of the 
migration notes is entirely omitted. I content myself with inviting 
your readers to compare these with what is said on the same subject 
by H. Saunders. The reviewer again omits to point out tha t the notes 
on nests and eggs contain in a systematic form information which is not 
given in the Manual, and which no one has ever at tempted to collate 
in this systematic way before. 

Turning to the only other point I have space to deal with, I wish to 
state tha t the nomenclature was in the very efficient hands of Mr. 
F. C. R. Jourdain, who, it is fair to add, has not been able to go as far 
as he could have wished. Whether it would have been wiser to go 
further is a question about which the highest authorities in this country 
would differ. In answer to the reviewer's detailed comments I beg to point 
out that in every case where the British form differs in the least from the 
typical race, the name of our local sub-species is given in the Classified 
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Notes, usually under the head of distribution. The amount of emphasis 
to be given to sub-specific distinctions is, of course, a matter of opinion, 
with which I am not here concerned. Descriptions of rare sub-species 
will be found in the Rare Bird section. 

F, B. KIBKMAK, 

Editor of the British Bird Booh. 
Letch worth, Herts. 

August Qth, 1910. 

[Mr. Kirkman's claim tha t the " Classified Notes " in the British 
Bird Booh are as much or more compressed yet contain more informa
tion than the chapters in Saunders' well-known Mamial is indeed a 
bold one. My comparison was made to give the reader an idea of 
the scope of this par t of the new work and the amount of detail likely 
to be found there, and on re-examination I think my statement is 
perfectly fair and correct. I did not intend tha t the comparison should 
be taken as meaning tha t in every particular there was less detail nor 
tha t the information was the same. The comparison was instituted 
as a criticism of the plan of the book, and Mr. Kirkman's claim of 
compression is in reality an admission of the whole point of my criticism. 
The need for compression in a single small volume like the Manual 
is at once apparent, bu t why compress and thus sacrifice detail in a 
large work of this kind ? Mr. Kirkman's claim astonishes me. If 
space was needed, a tithe of tha t occupied by irrelevant discursions in 
large type in the Finch chapter would have provided sufficient. 

With regard to the question of nomenclature, had Mr. Jourdain 
been allowed " t o go as far as he could have wished " in the mat ter of 
trinomials, I am sure tha t I should have had no complaint to make 
because Mr. Jourdain is in perfect agreement with me as to the im
portance of the full recognition of geographical forms and the necessity 
of their separate treatment. We cannot, however, expect too much, 
and perhaps we should be thankful tha t Mr. Jourdain has, a t all events, 
been allowed to go so far as he has.—H.F.W.] 
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