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Comments and Corrections
Subscriptions updated
WE RECEIVED MANY COMMENTS about Park Science as a result of our 
request in January to confirm and update your subscription. I appreciate the 
feedback, both on the content of the publication and on the subscriptions, 
which indicated where we could reduce hard-copy waste. (We now have 
nearly 350 readers who prefer to be notified when the online edition is posted 
than to receive the print edition.) Decreasing waste is certainly important, but 
if you neglected to update your subscription and want to receive either the 
hard copy or e-mail notification in the future please take a minute to subscribe 
online at www.nature.nps.gov/ParkScience; click “Subscribe,” and choose how 
you’d like to receive the publication.

Following are some of the comments from our recent inquiry:

• Thanks for making this publication easy to subscribe to.

• This is a very popular publication and we use it for many things.

• Park Science is read by many rangers, volunteers, and park partners.

• What a valuable, professional publication!

• I would like to share Park Science with new employees who may not have 
subscribed at the time of publication.

• Hard to read light brown print on white background.

• Love Park Science. We would like to receive additional copies, as we hand 
them out to international visitors.

• If I can have full access on the Web site, I do not need to receive a paper copy.

• Subscribing by e-mail seems very sensible, efficient, and quick. I very 
much appreciate the material in Park Science.

• I’ll try e-mail notification. Thanks for mentioning that option.

• Thanks for the opportunity to subscribe online. Saves money and space.

• Discontinue hard copy; e-mail copy is sufficient.

• We would accept an online version and save some trees. Thanks.

• The print edition is beautiful, but I’m happy to save paper with an elec-
tronic subscription. Your new Park Science Web site looks great!

• I like the hard copy! Thanks for keeping this as an option.

• The information is good!

• Great articles!

• Wonderful publication with outstanding valuable information! Thanks for 
the service.

• Keep up the good work and excellent quality of these publications.

Thanks again for your input.

—Editor

Corrections
TABLE

Park Science 24(2):62–66. Peterjohn, B., B. 
Eick, and B. Blumberg. 2007. Native grasses: 
Contributors to historical landscapes and 
grassland-bird habitat in the Northeast.

We listed three grassland bird species un-
der the incorrect park unit (i.e., Antietam) 
in table 1 on page 66. Savannah sparrow 
(9) and bobolink (74) should be under 
Gettysburg; Henslow’s sparrow (1) should 
be under Manassas. The number of birds 
reported for the estimated populations (in 
parentheses here) was correct.



TABLE 

Park Science 24(2):72–77. Hammitt, W. E., L. K. 
Machnik, E. D. Rodgers, and B. A. Wright. 
2007. Workforce succession and training 
needs among National Park Service program 
managers.

The fi nal line of data presented in table 2 
on page 76 was incomplete. It should have 
read as follows:

Table 2. Significant differences in 
competency preparation among GS 
grade levels

No.
Competency 
description

Grade Level 
Average Ratings

GS-
12

GS-
13

GS-
14+

33 Ability to effectively 
compete for fund-
ing through large-
scale partnerships 
that may include 
diverse/opposing 
viewpoints.

4.64a 5.00 5.49b

6


