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“Non-countable” Exotic Birds in the ABA Area

ens of millions of exotic birds, representing hundreds of species,
have been imported into the ABA Area, and many of these have
later been released or escaped. Some exotics were released for aes-
thetics or to provide hunting opportunities, while others escaped from
z00s, importation or quarantine facilities, or private owners. Rock Pi-
geons were introduced no later than 1603-1607 (Johnston 1992), and
domestic fowl undoubtedly arrived as early. A “brisk trade” in cage birds
had developed in the U.S. by 1865 (Banks 1976). Atlantic Canaries
(Serinus canaria) dominated early imports, with an astounding 10.1
million individuals imported during 1901-1942 (Banks 1976). The
richness of species imported increased from 344 species in 1906 to an
astonishing ca. 815 in 1969 (Banks and Clapp 1972, Banks 1976). Al-
though legal and illegal importation continues for many species, the
bulk of cage birds sold in the U.S. is now produced in thousands of
commercial breeding facilities, mostly in California and Florida.
From accidental or intentional releases, several dozen species of ex-
otics are presently breeding in one or more regions of the ABA Area.
And yet, the number of exotics included in the ABA Checklist is only
18 species, less than 2% of the total number of species (n=970) on the
Checklist (Pranty et al. 2008a, 2009, 2010, in press). It is likely that sev-
eral exotics currently considered not established will eventually be rat-
ified (“accepted”) by the ABA Checklist Committee if stable or
increasing population trends continue and once they have passed the

review of state records committees. The state-review process can take
years, even decades, longer than necessary because of several factors,

Species Listed in Taxonomic Sequence:

- Egyptian Goose (Alopochen aegyptiaca)

« Mandarin Duck (Aix galericulata)

« Common Peafowl (Pavo cristatus)

« African Sacred Ibis (Threskiornis aethiopicus)

« Purple Swamphen (Porphyrio porphyrio)

« Rosy-faced Lovebird (Agapornis roseicollis)

« Rose-ringed Parakeet (Psittacula krameri)

- Nanday (Black-hooded) Parakeet (Nandayus nenday)
« Mitred Parakeet (Aratinga mitrata)

- Yellow-chevroned Parakeet (Brotogeris chiriri)
« Lilac-crowned Parrot (Amazona finschi)

« Black-throated Magpie-Jay (Calocitta colliei)

« Hill Myna (Gracula religiosa)

- Orange Bishop (Euplectes franciscanus)

« Nutmeg Mannikin (Lonchura punctulata)
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of which one is the general disinterest—loathing even—that many birders and committee B| ” Pr a nty
members show toward exotic species. Improved coverage in recent North American field

guides has brought many of these species to the attention of birders, but a few remain absent ~ Bayonet Point, Florida
from field guides and are still largely unknown.

In this article, we'll explore 15 non-countable exotics found in the ABA Area, including

some that may eventually be ratified as countable by local records committees and the ABA
Checklist Committee. None of these species was on the ABA Checklist, or undervote by Kimball L. Garrett
the ABA Checklist Committee, as of August 2011. Except in one special case, all are breed- . .
ing currently, and most have moderate to large populations (generally >100 individuals) out- Los Angeles, California
side of captivity. In some cases, we overlooked more common or widespread waterfowland  kgarrett@nhm.org
psittacids—the two best-represented orders of exotics found in the ABA Area—to focus on
a greater variety of species. By far, California and Florida contain more non-countable exotics
than any other state or province in the ABA Area; 217 exotics have been reported in Florida,
with 131 of these verifiable from photographic or specimen evidence (Pranty in review—a).
As a result, and because of our personal biases, non-countable exotic bird species from these
two states dominate the information provided here. Except where they differ from current
American Ornithologists’ Union (AOU)/ABA nomenclature, we use the English names rec-
ommended on behalf of the International Ornithologists’ Union <tinyurl.com/65cw8fc>. (See
the account for Nanday Parakeet, pp. 52-53, for our single exception to this “rule.”)

billpranty@hotmail.com

Egyptian Goose (Alopochen acgyptiaca)

® RESIDENT IN SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA AND SOUTHERN EGYPT.

The species is common in aviculture, resulting in the establishment of several exotic popu-
lations, including those numbering in the hundreds or thousands of individuals in Germany,
Great Britain, and The Netherlands (Lever 2005). In the ABA Area, eBird data suggest

that populations are widespread and increasing in Florida,
with smaller numbers in California,

Texas, and other states.

Egyptian Goose.
Crandon Park
Gardens, Miami-
Dade County,
Florida; February
2008. Photo by

© Bill Pranty.
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Mandarin Dﬁck. Los Angeles County Arboretum, Arcadia,
California; June 2011. Photo by © Alex Viduetsky.

Mentioned in passing by Owre (1973), Egyptian Geese in
Florida were first noted as breeding in the Tampa Bay area in
the mid-1980s, but breeding populations there were short
lived. Subsequently, the number of Florida counties reporting
the species increased from four in 1991 (Robertson and
Woolfenden 1992) to 21 in 2010, with breeding occurring in
at least six of these (Braun 2004, Pranty in review—a). Some
flocks contain more than 50 individuals; the species is espe-
cially widespread in the southeastern peninsula. Although no
statewide survey has been undertaken, at least many hundreds
of Egyptian Geese occur, and the species seems a likely candi-
date for eventual ratification by the Florida Ornithological So-
ciety Records Committee (FOSRC) as a countable exotic.

In California, pairs and small groups are encountered in Los
Angeles and Orange counties. Reports date back to the late
1970s, with breeding occurring in Orange County since 1980
(Gallagher 1997) and Los Angeles County since
at least 1995. Scattered reports north to Hum-
boldt and Tehama counties (eBird data) might
pertain to local escapes or small, ephemeral
populations. The California population, while
perhaps growing, probably numbers only 100—

Common Peafowl. Genius Drive Nature
Preserve, Orange County, Florida;
August 2010. Photo by © Paul Hueber.

200 individuals at the present time.

Featured in most modern field guides, the Egyptian Goose is
easy to identify. It is a large, pale goose with dark eye patches,
a dark breast spot, and conspicuous white wing patches. In
Florida, there has been some confusion with the Orinoco
Goose (Neochen jubata), rare in aviculture, which has a plain
whitish head and breast. Egyptian Geese in the ABA Area are
mostly limited to urban and suburban areas, where they are
seen at parks, golf courses, and residential wetlands. They feed
primarily on vegetable matter and human-supplied foods.

Mandarin Duck (Aix galericulata)

® BREEDS IN SOUTHEASTERN RuUssiA, KOREA, EASTERN CHINA,
AND JAPAN; WINTERS SOUTH OF THE 40TH PARALLEL.

Because of the male’s stunning plumage, Mandarin Ducks are
common in aviculture. From deliberate releases, they have es-
tablished several breeding populations, especially in Great
Britain and Germany, where thousands exist (Lever 2005).
The only substantial population in the ABA Area is found in
northern California, where Mandarin Ducks are an Old World
import just like the vineyards of the wine country they inhab-
it. Shurtleff and Savage (1996) documented the establishment,
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Common Peafowl. Los Angeles County Arboretum, Arcadia,
California; May 2011. Photo by © Alex Viduetsky.




African Sacred Ibises. Loxahatchee National Wildlife
Refuge, Florida; June 2005. Photo by © Garth Herring.

since at least the early 1970s, of as many as several hundred in-
dividuals on and near a private ranch near Healdsburg, Sono-
ma County; this population coexists with a breeding
population of Wood Ducks, both benefitting from the place-
ment of scores of nest boxes. Mandarin Ducks occur from near
Healdsburg south to Sonoma (Burridge 1995; K. Nagel, per-
sonal communication). Small numbers of Mandarin Ducks are
found elsewhere along California’s coastal slope and Central
Valley, although the distribution of breeding populations is
clouded by the frequent appearance of individual escapes. All
breeding populations in the state probably depend on the pro-
vision of nest boxes.

Although the male’s plumage is striking, females can be con-
fused with female Wood Ducks. Female Mandarins have a pale
nail on the bill, large roundish spotting on the flanks, and a
narrow white eye-ring that forms a distinct post-ocular line
(Pranty 2007a).

Common Peafowl (Pavo cristatus)

© RESIDENT FROM NORTHEASTERN PAKISTAN TO CENTRAL ASSAM,
INDIA, SOUTH TO SRI LANKA.

Abundant in captivity, Common Peafowl are often allowed to
roam freely. In the ABA Area, they are most numerous in Cal-
ifornia and Florida, but small populations may be established
in many states. It is difficult to distinguish truly feral, self-sus-
taining populations from free-roaming, semi-captive flocks.
In California, feral peafowl breed in many rural and subur-
ban areas nearly statewide. Populations are well known on the
Baldwin estate (now the Los Angeles County Arboretum) in
Arcadia and on the Palos Verdes Peninsula in southern coastal
Los Angeles County, where residents and their lawyers are pit-
ted against neighbors in a long-running pro- vs. anti-peafowl
dispute. No statewide population estimate is available, but
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African Sacred Ibis.
Key Biscayne, Florida; June 2008.
Photo by © Larry Manfredi.

thousands of individuals are undoubtedly involved.

In Florida, peafowl are fairly widespread in much of the
peninsula, with a total population probably in excess of 1,000
birds. Robertson and Woolfenden (1992) wrote that “[f]ree-
ranging individuals have been reported for decades at scores of
suburban and rural localities...However, it is uncertain to what
extent the apparently feral populations are independent of do-
mestic flocks.” Twenty years later, the situation remains mud-
dled, but many flocks are periodically culled by local
governments, implying that the flocks are assumed to be large-
ly feral. The species is seemingly a candidate for eventual rati-
fication by the FOSRC as a countable exotic.

The well-known Common Peafowl is easily identified, but
confusion is possible with the similar Green Peafowl (R muticus).

African Sacred Ibis (Threskiornis aethiopicus)

® RESIDENT IN SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA, WESTERN MADAGASCAR,
AND IRAQ, WITH ESTABLISHED EXOTIC POPULATIONS IN FRANCE,
ITALY, SPAIN, AND TAIWAN.

This species is not found in North American field guides. The
sole breeding population is (or was) found in southeastern
Florida. A small number of individuals escaped from captivity
in the Miami area during 1992, perhaps due to destruction of
cages by Hurricane Andrew. The population increased in size
and range by the late 1990s, with nesting documented in 2005
(Herring et al. 2006; see also Pranty 2004). Herring and Gaw-
lik (2008) predicted a 73% chance that African Sacred Ihises
would become established in southern Florida, with potential
negative consequences to White Ibises and Wood Storks.

As a result, several agencies, led by the U.S. Department of
Agriculture, initiated an eradication campaign that seems to
have been successful. Through May 2011, 78 ibises had been
removed from Miami-Dade and Palm Beach counties (Pranty in
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review—a). Many of these were shot, while others were cap-
tured, pinioned, and placed in captivity (Calle and Gawlik
2011). An analysis of the stomach contents of 22 ibises indi-
cated that 58% of all food was human related—obtained, for
example, by feeding at landfills or by accepting handouts such
as pellet meal at parks (Calle and Gawlik 2011).

African Sacred Ibises are midway in size between White
Ibises and Wood Storks. Identification from native wading
birds is straightforward, but they are very similar to three oth-
er Threskiornis species found elsewhere in the Old World. All
species show predominantly white plumage, unfeathered
black heads and legs, and a large, stout, slightly decurved bill.
But only the African Sacred Ibis shows the combination of
black rump plumes and the black trailing edge to the flight
feathers.

Purple Swamphen (Porphyrio porphyrio)

® WIDESPREAD RESIDENT FROM SOUTHWESTERN EUROPE AND
MUCH OF AFRICA TO AUSTRALIA, NEW ZEALAND, AND IS-
LANDS IN THE SOUTHWESTERN PACIFIC OCEAN; TAXONOMY IN
FLUX, WITH AS MANY AS SIX SPECIES POTENTIALLY INVOLVED
(SANGSTER 1998).

A population discovered in southeastern Florida in the late
1990s is now well known (see Pranty and Schnitzius 1998,
Baicich and Small 1999, Pranty et al. 2000, Pranty 2001, Pran-
ty et al. 2010). Several pairs of swamphens owned by two avi-
culturists at Pembroke Pines (near Fort Lauderdale, Broward
County) were allowed to roam freely, and by 1996 a few of
these evidently wandered away and founded the population.
Most swamphens in Florida represent the gray-headed sub-

Purple Swamphen (right) with Common Gallinule (left). The
species continues to increase in number and expand its range
in Florida. This individual, from southeastern Georgia, may be
an escape (it appears to represent one of the blue-headed
subspecies), but it was more likely a long-distance disperser
from the Florida population. Glennville, Georgia; November
2009. Photo by © Gene Wilkinson.
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species P p. poliocephalus, native from the Caspian Sea to south-
eastern Asia (Sangster 1998), but some blue-headed individu-
als are also present (Pranty et al. 2000, Pranty in review—b).

The swamphen population numbered 84 individuals in Oc-
tober 1998 and 135 in February 1999 (Pranty and Schnitzius
1998, Pranty et al. 2000). Breeding populations of hundreds of
individuals now occupy at least three counties south of Lake
Okeechobee, and colonization of additional areas is expected.
By April 2011, swamphens were noted at 25 sites away from
Pembroke Pines, including six dispersals of more than 100
kilometers (62 miles); see Pranty (in review—b). The most sig-
nificant presumed dispersal to date has been of a blue-headed
adult photographed at Glennville, Georgia, in November 2009,
nearly 700 kilometers (435 miles) from Pembroke Pines.

Not surprisingly, an exotic rallid colonizing southern Flori-
da has created ecological concerns. An eradication effort initi-
ated by state agencies began too late to succeed. Despite the
shooting of 3,187 swamphens between October 2006 and De-
cember 2008, the effort showed few signs of reducing the pop-
ulation and was discontinued (Hardin et al. in press). The
FOSRC has twice voted on whether to ratify Purple Swamphen
as an established exotic in Florida but has yet to reach con-
sensus; the matter will be discussed again in 2012 (A. W. Krat-
ter, personal communication).

Identification is straightforward. This is a large, heavy, bluish
rallid with a huge reddish bill and frontal shield. The legs and
feet are reddish with darkish joints. In contrast, Purple
Gallinules are slim bodied and have red-and-yellow bills, a
whitish-blue frontal shield, and yellow legs and feet.

Rosy-faced Lovebird (Agapornis roseicollis)

® RESIDENT IN SOUTHWESTERN ANGOLA, NAMIBIA, AND NORTH-
WESTERN CAPE PROVINCE, SOUTH AFRICA.

Known as Peach-faced Lovebird in North American guides, this
popular cage bird might be seen as an escape anywhere. How-
ever, our only breeding population is found in the greater
Phoenix area, Arizona. Lovebirds occur throughout the metro-
politan area west to Sun City, east to Apache Junction, and
south to Chandler <tinyurl.com/3mwh4wr>. Breeding was first
noted in 1987. A citywide census undertaken by 60 observers
on 25 February 2010 resulted in the tallying of 929 lovebirds,
with the total population thought to exceed 2,500 individuals
(Radamaker and Corman in press). A map showing all love-
bird locations is available online <tinyurl.com/3cfxsql>. A pro-
posal to the Arizona Bird Committee to ratify the Rosy-faced
Lovebird as a countable exotic in Arizona is anticipated short-
ly (K. Radamaker, personal communication).

In California, a small breeding population of Rosy-faced
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Rosy-faced Lovebirds. Gilbert, Arizona; March 2008.
Photo by © Brendon Grice.

Lovebirds has been present in the Nipomo area of San Luis
Obispo County since at least 2003 (McCaskie and Garrett
2003), but most lovebird sightings in the state pertain to indi-
vidual escapes or small groups that do not persist. Likewise in
Florida, various lovebirds are seen for brief periods but do not
survive; there is no breeding record of any species. Field sepa-
ration from other lovebird species such as Yellow-collared (A.
personata) and Fischer’ (A. fischeri) is not always easy because
aviculturists have created numerous artificial color morphs and
have hybridized species.

Rose-ringed Parakeet (psittacula kramer)

e RESIDENT FROM MAURITANIA AND SENEGAL
TO SUDAN AND SOMALIA, AND DISJUNCTLY
FROM PAKISTAN AND NORTHERN INDIA TO
SOUTHEASTERN CHINA AND CENTRAL BURMA.

Exotic populations with large numbers of in-
dividuals have been established in several ar-
eas: 6,000 in Great Britain, 10,000 in The
Netherlands, and 5,000 in Belgium (Lever
2005, Wikipedia 2011). In the ABA Area,
Rose-ringed Parakeets are common in parts
of California and are rare in Florida, with es-
capes reported from many other states.

As many as 3,000 individuals have been
estimated to be present in Bakersfield (A.
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Rosy-faced Lovebirds. Gilbert, Arizona;
December 2010. Photo by © Brendon Grice.

Sheehey, personal communication), with perhaps 60 or fewer
remaining in the San Gabriel Valley and coastal areas of Los
Angeles County (Garrett 1997). Population trends in southern
California suggest that this species does not fare well in the
presence of large and increasing numbers of Amazona and
Aratinga parrots.

Despite their successes in other areas, Rose-ringed Parakeets
in Florida have largely died out for unknown reasons. The only
known extant population is found at Naples, Collier County,
where perhaps a few dozen individuals remain (Pranty in re-
view—a). Other populations were formerly found at Fort Myers,
Lee County; North Miami,
Miami-Dade County; St. Au-
gustine, St. Johns County; and
elsewhere (Pranty in review—
a). The subspecies found in
Florida represents P k. manil-
lensis, which is native to
southern India and Sri Lanka;
individuals in California are
either manillensis or borealis,
native from Pakistan to south-
eastern China (Owre 1973,
Garrett 1997).

Rose-ringed Parakeets in
California have been docu-

¥

Rose-ringed Parakeets.
Kern County, California; March
2009. Photo by © Bob Steele.
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mented to feed on at least 14 species of plants, as well as on
commercial bird seed. They favor areas with tall sycamores,
palms, and other mature trees for nesting, and they roost in large
flocks in Mexican fan palms (Washingtonia robusta); see Garrett
(1997), Garrett et al. (1997), and Sheehey (2011). Little is
known of their habits in Florida, but Rose-ringed Parakeets have
been observed feeding on the fruits of seagrape (Coccoloba uv-
ifera) and royal palms (Roystonea regia), as well as commercial
bird seed (Owre 1973; B. Pranty, unpublished data).

The very long tail, reddish bill, black throat, black-and-pink
collar (males only), and flicker-like call easily distinguish Rose-
ringed Parakeets from other regularly occurring psittacids in
the ABA Area. Separation from other Psittacula species that oc-
casionally escape requires care.

Nanday (Black-hooded) Parakeet (Nandayus nenday)

® RESIDENT FROM SOUTHWESTERN BRAZIL TO NORTHERN AR-
GENTINA.

Nanday Parakeets are common in aviculture and are observed
outside of captivity in many areas. Breeding populations in the
ABA Area are limited to California and Florida.

In California, perhaps 300 Nanday Parakeets are present, pri-
marily in coastal areas of Los Angeles and Ventura counties, from
Pacific Palisades to Malibu and Point Mugu (Pranty and Garrett
2003; eBird data). Although mostly found in urban and subur-
ban areas, many flocks have recently been found in native wood-
lands within the Santa Monica Mountains, nesting in natural or
woodpecker-drilled cavities in western sycamores (Platanus race-

Nanday Parakeets. Malibu,

Los Angeles County, California;

December 2007. Photo by i
© Kimball L. Garrett.

mosa). This represents the lone case of a significant invasion of
natural habitats by a psittacid in southern California—although
Nanday Parakeets still largely rely on exotic food sources.

In Florida the Nanday Parakeet was ratified by the FOSRC in
2004 as a countable exotic (Bowman and Greenlaw 2006), but
the species fell one vote short of acceptance by the ABA Check-
list Committee (Pranty et al. 2006). From December 2002 to Jan-
uary 2004, 84% (746 of 882 individuals) of the Nanday Parakeets
were found along the central Gulf coast (in the Tampa Bay met-
ropolitan area), with other flocks found at St. Augustine, St. Johns
County, and Fort Myers, Lee County, as well as along the south-
ern Atlantic coast from Palm Beach County to Monroe County
(Pranty and Lovell 2004). The Tampa Bay population continues
to expand its range, with post-2004 colonization of Hillshorough
and Charlotte counties, but Christmas Bird Count (CBC) data sug-
gest lower numbers overall in recent years (Greenlaw and Bow-
man in preparation). Nanday Parakeets in Florida roost
year-round and nest (primarily April through June) in cavities in
palms, wooden utility poles, and other substrates (Pranty and
Lovell 2011). They feed on a variety of vegetable matter, includ-
ing live oak (Quercus virginiana) acorns, magnolia (Magnolia spp.)
blossoms and seeds, sea-oats (Uniola paniculata) seeds, grass seeds,
and commercial bird seed (B. Pranty, unpublished data).

Nanday Parakeets are easily identified by their large size,



blackish hood and bill, green plumage with azure breast patch,
and red feathering on the legs. Some field guides (for example,
Sibley), show a bold whitish orbital ring, which appears re-
stricted to captive birds. Although known as Black-hooded
Parakeet in North American field guides, the name Nanday
Parakeet was recently chosen by the South American Classifi-
cation Committee of the AOU and by the International Or-
nithologists’ Union; we follow these recent decisions.

Mitred Parakeet (Aratinga mitrata)

© RESIDENT FROM CENTRAL PERU TO NORTHWESTERN ARGENTI-
NA; TAXONOMY IN FLUX, WITH PERHAPS THREE SEPARATE
SPECIES REPRESENTED (ARNDT 2006).

Exotic populations in California, Florida, and New York ap-
pear to represent the newly described A. m. tucumana, native to
northwestern Argentina (Arndt 2006). The largest numbers of
Mitred Parakeets in the ABA Area are found in the Los Ange-
les, California, region, where the population was estimated to
contain 680 individuals by 1997 (Garrett 1997) and 1,000 by
2002 (Mabb 2002), with similar or greater numbers currently.
In 2002, the AOU accepted the California population as es-
tablished (Banks et al. 2002), but the ABA Checklist Commit-
tee prefers to wait until the California Bird Records Committee
(CBRQ) ratifies the species locally before voting to add the
species to the ABA Checklist.

In Florida, Mitred Parakeets are limited to the southeastern
coast. The population may exceed 400 individuals at Fort
Lauderdale and especially the Kendall area southwest of Mia-
mi (Pranty in review—a). On the December 2009 Kendall Area
CBC, 320 Mitred Parakeets were reported. In New York, one or
two populations in Nassau and Queens counties, Long Island,
numbered between 40 and 55 individuals during 2008-2009
(Ausubel 2009).

Mitred Parakeets feed on a variety of vegetable matter. In Cal-
ifornia, they have been documented to feed on at least 32
species of plants, as well as on commercial bird seed (Garrett
et al. 1997). Food habits in Florida have not been formally
studied, but, anecdotally, parakeets have been observed feed-
ing on figs (Ficus). Unlike most other Aratinga in the ABA Area,
which nest in cavities in trees, palms, or utility poles, Mitred
Parakeets frequently nest in cavities in buildings.

Especially in Florida, identification of Aratinga parakeets
presents a challenge. Four Aratinga species with red foreheads
are found in the ABA Area (Pranty and Garrett 2002, Pranty in
review—a); of these four, Mitred Parakeet is the most numerous
and widespread. It is a large, green parakeet, with variable
amounts of red on the face, and it has a large bill. Scattered red
feathers may be found elsewhere on the body, but the leading
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Mitred Parakeets showing age-related variation; adult center,
immatures left and right. Kendall Baptist Hospital, Miami-Dade
County, Florida; October 2010. Photo by © Wes Stinehelfer.

edges of the wings and the thighs are mostly or entirely green.
At close range, the maroon band along the top of the bill is di-
agnostic (Pranty and Garrett 2002). Confusion is most likely
with Red-masked Parakeets (A. erythrogenys), native to south-
western Ecuador and northwestern Peru. They are slightly
smaller than Mitreds, with a bright red face and forecrown, and
extensive red on the underwing linings and on the thighs. Per-
haps 500 Red-masked Parakeets are found in urban areas of
California from San Francisco to San Diego, and perhaps 300—
400 are found in southeastern Florida from Fort Lauderdale to
Miami.

Yellow-chevroned Parakeet (Brotogeris chiriri)

® RESIDENT IN BOLIVIA, PARAGUAY, NORTHERN ARGENTINA, AND
BRAZIL.

Exotic populations are found in southern California and south-
eastern Florida. The ABA Checklist Committee added Yellow-
chevroned Parakeet to its checklist in 2003 (Robbins et al.
2003), but then removed it three years later because neither
the CBRC nor FOSRC had ratified it locally as a countable ex-
otic (Pranty et al. 2006). Formerly considered conspecific with
White-winged Parakeet as the Canary-winged Parakeet, the
two taxa were split by AOU (1997). The subspecies found in
California and perhaps in Florida is B. ¢. chiriri, which is native
to Bolivia, Paraguay, Argentina, and Brazil.

In California, Yellow-chevroned Parakeets are common and
characteristic throughout urban Los Angeles, but they have
spread little beyond the Los Angeles Basin and the adjacent San
Fernando and San Gabriel valleys. The total population is
thought to number 800 or more individuals (Garrett et al.

53



UNDER THE RADAR

. I - :-:5' t

Lilac-crowned Parrot. Orange County, California; November 2009.
Photo by © Mike Bowles and Loretta Erickson-amazornia.us.

1997). In Florida, perhaps 200-300 individuals are found at
Fort Lauderdale and Miami. The Florida population may be
declining but is unstudied; CBC data are too scant and volatile
to determine trends.

Yellow-chevroned Parakeets in Florida nest primarily in date
palms, where they burrow into decaying fronds surrounding the
trunk. In California, they have been documented to feed on at
least 11 species of plants, as well as on commercial bird seed
(Garrett et al. 1997); there they exhibit a marked preference for
the seeds of the silk floss tree (Chorisia speciosa), widely planted
in urban areas. Food habits in Florida have not been studied.

Identification of the two Brotogeris species in the ABA Area
was discussed by Pranty and Garrett (2002) and Pranty and
Voren (2003). In flight, the two species are easily distinguished:
When viewed from above or below, Yellow-chevroned Para-
keets lack the white wing patches that are conspicuous on
White-winged Parakeets. When perched, note the green, feath-

Yellow-chevroned Parakeet.
Los Angeles County, California;
December 2009. Photo by
© Joe Fuhrman.

ered lores of the Yellow-chevroned vs. the gray, unfeath-
ered lores of the White-winged (Pranty and Garrett 2002,
2003). Identification of the two Brotogeris species is ham-
pered by the presence of apparent hybrids at Fort Laud-
erdale and San Francisco (Pranty and Voren 2003), a
determination that is seldom possible in the field because
it requires a close look at the spread wings.

Lilac-crowned Parrot (Amazona finschi)

¢ ENDEMIC TO WESTERN MEXICO, WHERE POPULATIONS ARE
DECLINING RAPIDLY FROM CAPTURE FOR THE PET TRADE
AND FROM DEFORESTATION.

Among the thousands of Red-crowned Parrots in urban
and suburban southern California are several other Ama-
zona parrots, including perhaps 500 or more Lilac-
crowned Parrots (Garrett 1997; eBird data). Hybridization
between Lilac-crowned and Red-crowned parrots occurs,
but the extent is unknown. Birds intermediate in appearance
are sometimes seen; this and other hybrid combinations have
been photo-documented in Orange County, California, by
Loretta Erickson and Mike Bowles <tinyurl.com/y8kvhta>. In
Florida, Lilac-crowned Parrots are rare to locally uncommon,
primarily in the Miami area; there is no known report of breed-
ing. Thirty-one individuals were reported on the December
2006 Kendall Area CBC (Pranty in review—a).

Among flocks of Red-crowned Parrots, Lilac-crowneds are
best identified in flight by their relatively longer tails and
squeaky upslurred whistle. Perched birds show a maroon-red
band across the forehead (rather than the more extensive bright
red patch of Red-crowned), an extensive lavender crown, and
a darker cere (surrounding the nostril) than on Red-crowned.

Hill Myna (Gracula religiosa)

© RESIDENT FROM INDIA TO SOUTHERN CHINA, INDOCHINA, AND
INDONESIA.

A popular cage bird because of its ability to mimic human
speech, the Hill Myna has been ob-
served outside captivity in many ar-
eas. The only breeding population

in the ABA Area is found in south-
eastern Florida, where individuals have
been present since the late 1960s.

Through the 1980s, the population was

widespread from West Palm Beach, Palm Beach

County, to Homestead, Miami-Dade County, with nu-

merous outliers (some dispersers and some probable local
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Hill Mynas. Homestead, Miami-Dade County, Florida; July 2011.
Photo by © Roberto Torres.

escapes) found elsewhere. By 1991 range contraction had be-
gun, and the population is now limited to southern Miami-
Dade County, where perhaps 100-200 individuals persist
(Pranty in review—a). Reasons for the range contraction are not
known, but the species’ reduced popularity in the pet trade
may be partly responsible. Hill Mynas are primarily frugivo-
rous, which might have limited or prevented their expansion
in Florida outside the tropical zone. The Florida individuals
probably feed on figs, palm berries, and similar fruit. The sub-
species G. 1. intermedia, native from India to southern China
and Indochina, is thought to represent the Florida individuals.

Perhaps surprisingly, birders in Florida often confuse Hill My-
nas with Common Mynas; Common Myna is a countable species
based on the Florida population (Pranty 2007b, Pranty et al.
2008a, b). Both species have yellow or orangish soft parts, in-
cluding bare skin around the eyes, and white wing patches that
are especially conspicuous in flight. Hill Mynas have jet black
plumage (showing some iridescence), are arboreal (never being
seen on the ground), and nest in natural cavities in parks and
other open wooded areas. Common Mynas have bicolored
plumage (brown and black), are frequently terrestrial (walking
and feeding on the ground), and nest in artificial cavities in poles
or building signage in developed areas. X

Black-throated Magpie-Jay.
San Diego County, California;
January 2010. Photo by

© Tony Mercieca.
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Hill Myna. Matheson Hammock Park, Miami-Dade
County, Florida; April 2011. Photo by © Mike Aronsohn.

Black-throated Magpie-Jay (Calocitta colliei)

¢ ENDEMIC TO ARID WOODLANDS IN NORTHWESTERN MEXICO.

This spectacular corvid has bred in small numbers in southern
San Diego County, California, since around 2000 (Unitt 2004).
It is commonly found in the pet trade in neighboring Tijuana,
Mexico (Hamilton 2001). Breeding birds—often a breeding
pair augmented by one or more “helpers”—have used native
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willows and various exotic shrubs in canyons and riparian cor-
ridors near the international border. Occasional sightings north
to Orange and Los Angeles counties likely refer to escapes.
Groups of as many as ten individuals have been noted at Im-
perial Beach, San Diego County (Unitt 2004); the total Cali-
fornia population is fewer than 100 individuals. In Florida,
single Black-throated Magpie-Jays have been seen on two oc-
casions, with one of these photographed (Pranty in review—a).

Orange Bishop (Euplectes franciscanus)

® RESIDENT FROM SENEGAL TO SOMALIA.

This popular cage bird has established populations in many ar-
eas outside its natural range, including California, Hawaii,
Puerto Rico, and elsewhere in the West Indies. Formerly con-
sidered conspecific with the Red Bishop (E. orix), the Orange
Bishop was elevated to full-species status by AOU (1997).

In California, Orange Bishops have been found since the
1970s in marshes and wet, weedy fields in Los Angeles and
surrounding counties. They have responded favorably to the
flood-control infrastructure, breeding in late summer and ear-
ly fall in extensive flood control basins that fill with marshy
growth and seeding grasses as they dry out. Flocks of as many
as 200 bishops have been seen in such habitats (Smithson
2000; eBird data), and the overall population in the Los Ange-
les region was estimated at 600 individuals in 1998 (Smithson
2006). Alternate-plumage males are most likely to be seen from

., -“.’ '\' \\W i \ . oF :--

Nutmeg Mannikins. Pensacola, Florida;
June 2005. Photo by © Verdon Gibbs.

Orange Bishop. Los Angeles, California; November 2010.
Photo by © Alex Viduetsky.

June through October. From early winter through early spring,
bishops seem to virtually disappear from the landscape; when
they occasionally visit seed feeders at those seasons, they pres-
ent birders with an identification challenge (Garrett 1998).

A small (10-15 individuals) population of Orange Bishops
persisted at Phoenix, Arizona, for several years beginning in
1998 (Gatz 2001); by 2006, however, the habitat had been
cleared and the birds were no longer present (D. Powell, per-
sonal communication). In Florida, a few bishops have been re-
ported annually during the past ten years, but they have not
persisted; there are no breeding reports (Pranty in review—a).
Alternate-plumage males have been seen primarily from July
through November.

Separation of Orange Bishop from congeners, especially Red
Bishop, is possible solely with males in alternate plumage. Male
Orange Bishops have orange or red throats, whereas male Red
Bishops have black throats.

Nutmeg Mannikin. Santa Clara
County, California; May 2011. Photo
by © Mike Danzenbaker.

The California population of the Nutmeg Mannikin (see photo, rig
is fairly well known and has received some amount of study. In con
relatively little is known about a population in the western Florida
panhandle and adjacent southeastern Alabama (see photo, above)
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Nutmeg Mannikin (Lonchura punctulata)

® RESIDENT FROM PAKISTAN TO SOUTHEASTERN CHINA, IN-
DOCHINA, PHILIPPINES, AND INDONESIA.

This common cage bird has established exotic populations in
Cuba, the Dominican Republic, Hawaii, Jamaica, Palau, Puer-
to Rico, and Yap. In the ABA Area, it is found primarily in Cal-
ifornia and Florida. Based on plumage features, Nutmeg
Mannikins here appear to represent the subspecies L. p. punc-
tulata, which is native to Pakistan, India, and Sri Lanka. Note
that the species is frequently referred to as Scaly-breasted Mu-
nia, Spice Finch, and other names.

In California, the Nutmeg Mannikin is a familiar species in
many parks and river bottom areas in the Los Angeles region.
Counts of as many as 150 individuals have been made in Los
Angeles, Orange, and western Riverside counties, with addi-
tional sightings spanning much of the state from Sacramento to
San Diego. Smithson (2000) presents considerable information
on breeding habits and dispersal of these mannikins (and Or-
ange Bishops); he recorded breeding in mannikins from Feb-
ruary through November. Smithson (2000) estimated the
population in the Los Angeles region in 1998 to be at least 700
individuals, and it is likely considerably higher now (eBird
data). The large, domed nests are placed in trees, predomi-
nantly exotic pines. In Florida, a population numbering per-
haps several hundred or more individuals (135-144 were
estimated by early 2009) occurs in the Pensacola area; it has re-
cently expanded into southeastern Alabama (Duncan 2009,
Pranty 2010). A few other mannikins are found in the Miami
area. Nutmeg Mannikins have colonized many islands in the
West Indies, and may reach the Florida Keys from Cuba via
natural dispersal or population expansion.

The distinctive adults are easily identified; the sexes are sim-
ilar. However, the plain-colored juveniles could be mistaken
for female Passerina buntings or seedeaters (Garrett 2000) or
other Lonchura mannikins that occasionally escape.
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