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INTRODUCTION

Taking into account newly identified species, two According to recent assessment by the BirdLife
rediscovered species and changes in status, the newernational and BNHS, 99% percent of the globally
assessment shows there are 323 threatened speciestlugatened species are at risk from human activities such as
of the total of 2,700 bird species in Asia in 2001 Aagriculture, logging, hunting, trapping and industry. The
compared to 340 in 1994, 287 in 1988, and 51 in 1984Assessment also shows that tropical moist forests are
Now the total is a shocking 12% of all bird species imparticularly important for 70% of threatened forest species.
Asia. All 323 threatened species are at risk of extinction ~ Wetlands are crucial for the survival of 20% of
from human activities, particularly habitat loss orthreatened species, including the Spot-billed Pelican
degradation resulting from unsustainable and often illegéiPelecanus philippengisMany large waterbirds such as
logging, and land or wetland clearance for agriculture dhe Siberian Crané&fus leucogeranysare already very
exotic timber plantations. close to extinction because of disturbance, hunting or
Altogether 130 species in India are of conservationonversion of their habitat.
concern. As many as 8 Indian bird species are listed as The assessment identifies the practical actions
Critically Endangered, including the Forest Owletrequired to save species from extinction which include:
(Heteroglaux blewit)i - recently rediscovered - which establishing new protected areas, extending existing
have only an estimated 50% chance of survival over theotected areas, new legislation, increased awareness and
next decade without concerted conservation action. Advocacy and the implementation of Species Action Plans
further 10 are Endangered and 57 Vulnerable. Anothéor those occurring across national boundaries. It provides
52 Near Threatened species are close to qualifying asund data and policy advice on which the Government
Threatened and one is Conservation Dependent. For twan base more effective conservation actions. In
Data Deficient species there are inadequate data to maiagticular, it highlights the critical need for a strong, co-
an assessment, but these too may be at risk. operative network of Asian and international conservation
79 species of birds in India are threatened witlorganizations - including, of course, BirdLife
extinction, with 8 listed as critical. Out of these Btiek-  International - that are able to focus on saving the region’s
headed DuckRhodonessa caryophyllacés probably threatened birds and the habitats and ecosystems upon
extinct, BNHS scientists have found no evidence of itavhich they depend.
survival despite various field expeditions. Studies are For a high proportion of threatened bird species,
underway by BNHS scientists on the Forest Owibtch  specially for those with restricted ranges and strict habitat
was rediscovered after 117 years andiérdon’s Courser requirements, effective site protection and management is
Rhinoptilus bitorquatus/hich was rediscovered after 86 the key measure for their survival. The Bombay Natural
yearsby BNHS scientists. These along with theHistory Society is working on these species through its
Himalayan QuaiDphrysia superciliosare endemic to Important Bird Areas Programme, and around 350
India and have very small breeding ranges. The numbdraportant Bird Areas in India have been identified using
of Siberian Crane&rus leucogeranushat visit their globally agreed criteria. The BNHS will also develop a
wintering grounds in India has come down to twolprogramme for their conservation through its Indian Bird
Attempts have been made by BNHS with the help of th€onservation Network, a network of ornithologists,
International Crane Foundation to reintroduce Siberiaconservationists, NGOs and forest officials. This Network
Cranes. The White-backed Vultu®gps bengalensithe  was established two years ago and already has 450 partners,
Long-billed VultureGyps indicusand Slender-billed all working for the cause of bird conservation in India.
Vulture Gyps tenuirostrishave been recently listed In this publication the species account is given
because they have suffered an extremely rapid populatiaocording to their distribution in different regions and
decline, probably as a result of some viral disease. Tinabitats. Names in bold letters in the following tables
BNHS has initiated a world-wide effort to try and identifyindicate the restricted range species in India. The list of
and remedy this decline. the bird species is given below:
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SPECIES

Common Name

Breeding /Non-breeding

Forest and Woodland Threatened Species

co~NOOTOoT D WN PR

16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29

Spilornis minimus
Accipiter butleri

Gyps bengalensis

Gyps indicus

Gyps tenuirostris
Megapodius nicobariensis
Arborophila mandellii
Tragopan melanocephalus
Tragopan blythii
Lophophorus sclateri
Catreus wallichi
Syrmaticus humiae

Pavo muticus

Columba eversmanni
Columba elphinstonii
Columba punicea
Heteroglaux blewitti
Aceros nipalensis

Aceros narcondami
Hypsipetes nicobariensis
Turdus feae

Brachypteryx hyperythra
Brachypteryx major
Garrulax cachinnans
Spelaeornis badeigularis
Spelaeornis longicaudatus
Stachyris oglei

Turdoides longirostris
Ficedula subrubra

Sitta formosa

Grassland Threatened species

oO~NO O, WNPE

Aquila heliaca

Falco naumanni
Francolinus gularis
Perdicula manipurensis
Ophrysia superciliosa
Ardeotis nigriceps
Houbaropsis bengalensis
Sypheotides indica
Vanellus gregarius
Saxicola insignis

Prinia cinereocapilla
Chaetornis striatus
Schoenicola platyura
Ploceus megarhynchus
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Nicobar Serpent-eagle
Nicobar Sparrowhawk
White-backed Vulture
Long-billed Vulture
Slender-billed Vulture
Nicobar Megapode
Red-breasted Hill Partridge
Western Tragopan
Blyth’s Tragopan
Sclater’s Monal

Cheer Pheasant

Mrs. Hume’s Pheasant
Green Peafow!

Eastern Stock Pigeon
Nilgiri Wood-pigeon
Purple Wood Pigeon
Forest Owlet
Rufous-necked Hornbill
Narcondam Hornbill
Nicobar Bulbul
Grey-sided Thrush
Rusty-bellied Shortwing
White-bellied Shortwing
Nilgiri Laughingthrush
Mishmi Wren-babbler
Tawny-breasted Wren-babbler
Austen’s Babbler
Slender-billed Babbler
Kashmir Flycatcher
Beautiful Nuthatch

Eastern Imperial Eagle
Lesser Kestrel

Swamp Francolin
Manipur Bush-quail
Himalayan Qualil
Great Indian Bustard
Bengal Florican
Lesser Florican
Sociable Lapwing
Hodgson'’s Bushchat
Grey-crowned Prinia
Bristled Grass-warbler
Broad-tailed Grassbird
Finn’s Weaver
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SPECIES

Common Name

Breeding /Non-breeding

Desert threatened Species

1

Saxicola macrorhyncha

Stoliczka’s Bushchat

Rocky Areas (including cliffs) threatened Species

1

Apus acuticauda

Scrub Threatened Species

1

2
3
4

Rhinoptilus bitorquatus
Pycnonotus xantholaemus
Parus nuchalis
Amandava formosa

Khasi Hills Swift

Jerdon’s Courser
Yellow-throated Bulbul
Pied Tit

Green Munia

Wetlands (including littoral habitat) Threatened Species

O~NO O WNPE

Pelecanus crispus
Pelecanus philippensis
Ardea insignis

Ciconia boyciana
Leptoptilos javanicus
Leptoptilos dubius
Oxyura leucocephala
Anser erythropus

Cairina scutulata

Anas formosa
Marmaronetta angustirostris
Rhodonessa caryophyllacea
Aythya baeri

Haliaeetus leucoryphus
Aquila clanga

Grus leucogeranus

Grus monacha

Grus nigricollis

Grus antigone

Rallina canningi

Heliopais personata
Gallinago nemoricola
Tringa guttifer
Eurynorhynchus pygmeus
Rynchops albicollis
Pellorneum palustre
Chrysomma altirostre
Paradoxornis flavirostris

Dalmatian Pelican
Spot-billed Pelican
White-bellied Heron
Oriental Stork

Lesser Adjutant
Greater Adjutant
White-headed Duck
Lesser White-fronted Goose
White-winged Duck
Baikal Teal

Marbled Teal
Pink-headed Duck
Baer’s Pochard
Pallas’s fish-eagle
Greater Spotted Eagle
Siberian Crane

Hooded Crane
Black-necked Crane
Sarus Crane

Andaman Crake
Masked Finfoot

Wood Snipe

Spotted Greenshank
Spoon-billed Sandpiper
Indian Skimmer

Marsh Babbler
Jerdon’s Babbler
Black-breasted Parrotbill
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Extraction of data throughout the country. The Indian IBA Programme was
We have taken most of the information from thdaunched by the BNHS in March 1999.

‘Threatened Birds of Asiadf BirdLife International

published in 2001 in two volumes with 3038 pages. FABA procedure to evaluate conservation

detailed account of species with maps including recent The IBA procedure uses birds to select key sites

and historical records and references, kindly see tlier conservation. IBAs are sites of global biodiversity

‘Threatened Birds of AsiaThe BirdLife International conservation importance that are chosen using

has given us permission to extract the data froimternationally agreed, objective and scientifically

‘Threatened Birds of Asidbr the ENVIS newsletter. We defensible criteria (BirdLife International, undated). IBAs

have done a little bit of editing and added the Importargre selected either because they hold bird species that are

Bird Area sites for each species. threatened with extinction (Al criterion), have highly
restricted distributions (A2 criterion), or are characteristic
Contributors of a particular biome (A3 criterion). Sites holding

Contributors from India for th&hreatened Birds of exceptionally large numbers of congregatory birds (A4
Asia’ are numerous but the principal compilers and dataiteria) could also qualify.
contributors are the Bombay Natural History Society
(BirdLife Partner Designate) and the Salim Ali Centre foAims and objectives of the IBA Programme
Ornithology and Natural History; S. Subramanya (who is The aim of the Indian IBA Programme is to identify,
one of the editors), L. Vijayan and V. S. Vijayan; Sdocument and protect a network of sites which covers all
Balachandran, R. Bhargava, P. C. Bhattacharjee, the habitats and species, particularly those which are
Bhupathy, A. Chaudhury, P. Gole, S. A. Hussain, R. Kaulinder the greatest threat.
U. Lachungpa, R. Naoroji, S. Pandey, A. Pittie, V. Prakash,
A. Rahmani, P. Saikia, R. Sankaran, P. Singh, R. Sugath&e objectives of the IBA Programme include
and Zafar-ul Islam. The book was edited by A. V. Andreew To form a sound basis for the development of
S. Chan, M. J. Crosby, S. Subramanya and J. A. Tobias. national conservation strategies, including protected
The Chief Editor is Dr. ngel Collar. areas programme,;

e To highlight sites which are threatened or
inadequately protected;

To help build national and regional networks of
ornithologists and conservationists through Indian
Bird Conservation Network;

To guide the work of national NGOs;

To influence global conventions, e.g., Biodiversity,

References

We have quoted reference fr@rhreatened Birds
of Asia’ but in a different style. We have also quoted a
few more references, especially personal
communications. All personal contributions have been
itemized agper. comm.and information quoted from °
correspondence itemized 4da fitt.” (i.e. in letters) are :
stored in the BirdLife International library. We have tried ~Ramsar convention;
to update some of the species account from the IB& To influence regional migratory bird agreements.
database and added sites and references. e Publish inventory on Indian IBAs

IBA programme and the Indian Bird Conservation —Conservation and IBAs
Network The protected areas are not sufficient to conserve
The BirdLife International and its UK partner - theour biodiversity. Unfortunately, assessing biodiversity is
Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB) andlifficult, expensive and extremely time-consuming (e.g.
the partner designate in India - the Bombay Naturdfawton et al. 1998). By the time we obtain adequate
History Society (BNHS), are three premier organization§formation, it will be too late to make use of it. Many
which have come together to establish the Indian Birgrotected areas face serious conservation problems
Conservation Network (IBCN) which includes NGOs andlespite their status. Also very few of India’s protected
individuals who want to contribute towards birdareas were chosen to conserve birds as such. The IBA
conservation in India. One of the aims of the Network igpproach is one of the ways to conserve bird species
to identify and protect Important Bird Areas (IBAs)through protection of important sites.

THREATENED BIRDS OF INDIA °
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Most of the Red Data Book species are distribute¢thanagement of migratory species that have an
across the Indian sub-continent, with 17 migratoryunfavorable conservation status and would benefit from
species and 57 resident species in Indflégratory  international co-operation.
species face severe threat from hunting and loss of
habitat. To protect species that cross one or more bordeiBA Programme and National Biodiversity Strategy
where conservation deficiencies in one country willand Action Plan (NBSAP)
affect the measures undertaken by other countries. The  Since 2000, the National Biodiversity Strategy
Indian IBA program with the Convention on theand Action Plan (NBSAP) is being prepared by
Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals Kalpavriksh, an NGO. The IBA objectives and all the
(Bonn Convention) will try to facilitate international identified prioritized sites have been included in the
agreements between countries for the protection angBSAP.

Publications of Globally Threatened Species by BirdLife International
from 1963 to 2001

BirdLife International was earlier called the International Council for Bird Preservation (ICBP)

In 1963, International Red Data Books were Threatened species in India:Critical = 4,
conceived by the late Sir Peter Scott as “a regist@ndangered = 9, Vulnerable = 58, Data Deficient =
of threatened wildlife that includes definitions of1, Near Threatened = 99.
degrees of threat”.

4)  In 2000,THREATENED BIRDS OF THE

1) 1980: the first birdRED DATA BOOK’ WORLD’ published by BirdLife
published by the International Council for Bird International.
Preservation (ICBP). [The third global checklist of threatened birds,
Threatened birds of the world covers 1,186 threatened
2) 1988:‘BIRDS TO WATCH - 1’ (Red Data species in detail with each species mapped and
BOOk) The ICBP World Checklist of illustrated. Near Threatened birds are documented for

the first time ]

Threatened Birds published by the
International Council for Bird Preservation
(ICBP).

[It lists 1,029 species as threatened but only brie
supporting information is provide]j

3) 1994'BIRDS TO WATCH -2', The World  ©) ~ 2001"THREATENED BIRDS OF ASIA™ -
List of Threatened Birds by N. J. Collar, M. J. The BirdLife International Red Data Book is

Crosby and A. J. Stattersfield published by ~ Published by BirdLife International.

BirdLife International. L. ; .
[The second global checklist of threatened birds, covers Threatg_ned Species in Indla'POSSIbly
1,111 species. Birds are the first taxonomic group to b&EXtinct: 2, Critical = 5, Endangered = 10, Vulnerable

evaluated comprehensively using new, more objectives 57, Conservation Dependent = 1, Near Threatened
IUCN Red list criteria for assessing extinction r]sk. =52, Data Deficient = 2

Threatened species in India Critical=7,
fEndangeredzlo, Vulnerable=57, Conservation
Dependent=1, Near Threatened=52, Data Deficient =2

o THREATENED BIRDS OF INDIA
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BirdLife International

BirdLife International is a Partnership of non-governmental conservation organisations with a special focus on
birds which, together, are the leading authority on the status of birds, their habitats and the issues and problems
affecting bird life. BirdLife International works in more than 100 countries and promotes sustainable living as a
means of conserving birds, and all other forms of biodiversity.

BirdLife’s principal objectives focus on four main areas of activity—research, advocacy and policy, field
action and network building. These combine to create a coherent programme of actions identified on the basis of
regional and international priorities, and detailed in BirdLife’'s strategy docuBiediitjfe 200D.

BirdLife has a unique reputation for its demonstrated ability to take action on its own research recommendations.
However, recognising that it does not have the capacity or jurisdiction to act effectively on all its research, it is an
essential element of BirdLife’s role to disseminate its findings and recommendations to other organisations, agencies
and governments, to influence their conservation actions. The publication of the Asia Red Data Book, the output of
years of careful research into the threatened birds of the Asian region, is a crucial step in the dissemination of this
research to decision-makers throughout Asia, in the hope and expectation that they will take those actions necessary
to save some of the planet’s most threatened biodiversity.

For more information, please contact: BirdLife International, Wellbrook Court, Girton Road, Cambridge CB3
ONA, UK. Tel: +44 (0) 1223 277318 Fax: +44 (0) 1223 277200 Email: birdlife@birdlife.org.uk Internet:
www.birdlife.net

The Royal Society for the Protection of Birds

RSPB is Europe’s largest wildlife conservation charity. It is a membership-based organisation with 1,042,000
members. It leads the way in the effective conservation of birds and makes a positive contribution to a better
environment. RSPB’s vision, as the UK Partner in BirdLife International, is to maintain the numbers, diversity and
geographic distribution of the world’s most important sites, species and habitats. RSPB had an annual expenditure
budget of US$ 73.4 million in 2000/2001 and employs 947 full time staff and 263 part-time/contract staff.

In the UK, RSPB achieves its objectives through the conservation of habitats and species, either by owning and
managing land or by influencing land use practices and governmental policies in order to benefit wildlife and the
wider countryside.

Internationally, RSPB contributes technical, training and financial support to bird conservation organisations
across the world as part of the BirdLife International global partnership. Internationally, RSPB focuses on identifying
and conserving key habitats and species, working with other BirdLife Partners to set conservation priorities. The
RSPB works with BirdLife Partners to influence decision makers, including international agencies, governments,
businesses and donors. Threats to the world’s biodiversity, to wetlands, to migratory species, and issues such as
climate change are tackled through our work on international conventions. Individually developed country programmes
allow RSPB to provide targeted financial and technical assistance when available. RSPB works as the main supporting
partner to BirdLife Partners in 8 European countries, 10 African countries and 3 Asian countries (including India).
RSPB also supports the BirdLife network in the Middle East, Asia, and the Americas and we are active in the UK
Overseas Territoriewww.rspb.org.uk)
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What you can do for long term conservation of birds,
their habitat and biodiversity

Be informed on wildlife and conservation issues in your area

Do not buy wild birds as pets, they are expensive and very difficult to keep
Do not buy products made from endangered or threatened wildlife

Report to the Wildlife Department and send a copy to BNHS, if you see any one killing wildlife
Find out what species in your area are endangered or threatened and write [to the
Important Bird Area (IBA) department of BNHS

e Join a conservation group in your area, contact BNHS/IBCN for addresses

ZAFAR-UL ISLAM

Bird Census Training Workshop in Gorumara National Park for IBCN members

e THREATENED BIRDS OF INDIA
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Description on the new IUCN Red List categories and criteria

In late 1994, new criteria for the identification andoccupancy; (c) area, extent and/or quality of habitat; (d)
categorisation of threatened species were adopted by IUGNmber of locations or subpopulations; (e) number of
(IUCN SSC 1994). BirdLife International played an integramature individuals:
role in the development of these criteria over several years,  (3) extreme fluctuations in any of: (a) extent of
and in the course of 1993-1994, used them to determioecurrence; (b) area of occupancy; (c) number of locations
the species iBirds to watch ZCollar et al 1994). An  or subpopulations; (d) number of mature individuals;

outline of the criteria is given in the IntroductionBinds C — population estimated to number less than 250
to watch 2along with a review of certain phenomenamature individuals and either:
associated with them. In the process of their official (1) an estimated continuing decline of at least 25%

ratification, however, the criteria were very slightly alteredyithin 3 years or one generation, whichever is longer, or

from the working set that BirdLife had been using. We (2) a continuing decline, observed, projected or

present below a brief account of these criteria, but wainferred, in numbers of mature individuals and population

that anyone seriously planning to use them needs to refgructure in the form of either: (a) severely fragmented

to the official booklet (IUCN SSC 1994) or to the following (i.e. no subpopulation estimated to contain more than 50

web site: http://iucn.org/themes/ssc/site indx.htm Thenature individuals); or (b) all individuals in a single

following categories and criteria are reproduced almosfubpopulation;

wholly verbatimfrom IUCN SSC (1994). Several D — population estimated to number less than 50

definitions needed to interpret the criteria are appendedmature individuals;

E — quantitative analysis showing the probability

Critically Endangered(CR): A taxon is Critically  of extinction in the wild is at least 50% within 10 years

Endangered when it is facing an extremely high risk ofr 3 generations, whichever is the longer.

extinction in the wild in the immediate future, as defined

by any of the following Endangered EN): A taxon is Endangered when it
criteria (A to E): is not Critically Endangered but is facing a very high risk
A — population reduction in the form of either:  of extinction in the wild in the near future, as defined by
(1) an observed, estimated, inferred or suspecteghy of the following criteria (A to E):

reduction of at least 80% over the last 10 years or 3 A — population reduction in the form of either:

generations, whichever is the longer, based on (and (1) an observed, estimated, inferred or suspected

specifying) any of: reduction of at least 50% over the last 10 years or 3
(a) direct observation; (b) an index of abundancgenerations, whichever is the longer, based on (and

appropriate for the taxon; (c) a decline in area ofpecifying) any of: (a) direct observation; (b) an index of

occupancy, extent of occurrence and/or quality of habitaibundance appropriate for the taxon; (c) a decline in area

(d) actual or potential levels of exploitation; (e) the effectef occupancy, extent of occurrence and/or quality of

of introduced taxa, hybridisation, pathogens, pollutantsabitat; (d) actual or potential levels of exploitation; (e)

competitors or parasites; the effects of introduced taxa, hybridisation, pathogens,
(2) a reduction of at least 80% projected ompollutants, competitors or parasites;

suspected to be met within the next 10 years or 3  (2) a reduction of at least 50%, projected or

generations, whichever is the longer, based on (arglispected to be met within the next 10 years or 3

specifying) any of (b), (c), (d) or (e) above; generations, whichever is the longer, based on (and
B —extent of occurrence estimated to be less thagpecifying) any of (b), (c), (d), or (e) above;

100 sg. km or area of occupancy estimated to be less B —extent of occurrence estimated to be less than

than 10 sg. km, and estimates indicating any two of: 5,000 sq. km or area of occupancy estimated to be less
(1) severely fragmented or known to exist at onljthan 500 sqg. km, and estimates indicating any two of:

a single location; (1) severely fragmented or known to exist at no
(2) continuing decline, observed, inferred ormore than five locations:

projected, in any of: (a) extent of occurrence; (b) area of  (2) continuing decline, inferred, observed or

THREATENED BIRDS OF INDIA e
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projected, in any of: (a) extent of occurrence; (b) area gfrojected, in any of: (a) extent of occurrence; (b) area
occupancy; (c) area, extent and/or quality of habitat; (djf occupancy; (c) area, extent and/or quality of habitat;
number of locations or subpopulations; (e) number qfd) number of locations or subpopulations; (e) number
mature individuals; (3) extreme fluctuations in any ofof mature individuals;

(a) extent of occurrence; (b) area of occupancy; ()  (3) extreme fluctuations in any of: (a) extent of
number of locations or subpopulations; (d) number ofccurrence; (b) area of occupancy; (c) number of

mature individuals; locations or subpopulations; (d) number of mature
C —population estimated to number less than 2,50fdividuals;
mature individuals and either: C - population estimated to number less than

(1) an estimated continuing decline of at least 20% 0,000 mature individuals and either:
within 5 years or 2 generations, whichever is longer, or (1) an estimated continuing decline of at least 10%
(2) a continuing decline, observed, projected ofithin 10 years or 3 generations, whichever is longer,
inferred, in numbers of mature individuals andor
population structure in the form of either: (a) severely (2) a continuing decline, observed, projected or
fragmented (i.e. no subpopulation estimated to contaimferred, in numbers of mature individuals and
more than 250 mature individuals); (b) all individualspopulation structure in the form of either: (a) severely
in a single subpopulation; fragmented (i.e. no subpopulation estimated to contain
D —population estimated to number less than 25¢hore than 1,000 mature individuals); (b) all individuals
mature individuals; in a single subpopulation;
E — quantitative analysis showing the probability D —population very small or restricted in the form
of extinction in the wild is at least 20% within 20 yearsof either of:
or 5 generations, whichever is the longer. (1) population estimated to number less than 1,000
mature individuals;
Vulnerable (VU): A taxon is Vulnerable when it (2) population characterised by acute restriction
is not Critically Endangered or Endangered but is facing its area of occupancy (typically less than 100 km 2)
a high risk of extinction in the wild in the medium-termor in the number of locations (typically less than 5);
future, as defined by any of the following criteria (A to E — quantitative analysis showing the probability
E): of extinction in the wild is at least 10% within 100
A — population reduction in the form of either:  years.
(1) an observed, estimated, inferred or suspected
reduction of at least 20% over the last 10 years or 3 Lower Risk(LR): A taxon is Lower Risk when it
generations, whichever is the longer, based on (arths been evaluated but does not satisfy the criteria for
specifying) any of: (a) direct observation; (b) an indexany of the categories Critically Endangered, Endangered
of abundance appropriate for the taxon; (c) a decline iér Vulnerable. Taxa included in the Lower Risk category
area of occupancy, extent of occurrence and/or qualigan be separated into three subcategori€oriservation
of habitat; (d) actual or potential levels of exploitation;DependenfCD): taxa which are the focus of a continuing
(e) the effects of introduced taxa, hybridisationtaxon-specific or habitat-specific conservation
pathogens, pollutants, competitors or parasites; programme targeted towards the taxon in question, the
(2) a reduction of at least 20%, projected orcessation of which would result in the taxon qualifying
suspected to be met within the next 10 years or fr one of the threatened categories above within a period
generations, whichever is the longer, based on (anst five years; 2Near ThreatenedNT): taxa which do
specifying) any of (b), (c), (d) or (e) above, not qualify as Conservation Dependent, but which are
B — extent of occurrence estimated to be lesglose to qualifying as Vulnerable;132ast Concer(LC):
than 20,000 sg. km or area of occupancy estimated to Bga which do not qualify as Conservation Dependent or
less than 2,000 kfn and estimates indicating any two Near Threatened.

of: _ Data Deficient(DD): A taxon is Data Deficient
(1) severely fr_agmented or known to exist at nayhen there is inadequate information to make a direct,
more than ten locations; or indirect, assessment of its risk of extinction based on

(2) continuing decline, inferred, observed orits distribution and/ or population status. A taxon in this
o THREATENED BIRDS OF INDIA
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category may be well studied, and its biology well Not Evaluated(NE): A taxon is Not Evaluated
known, but appropriate data on abundance and/@men it has not yet been assessed against the criteria.
distribution are lacking. Data Deficient is therefore not Those applying the new IUCN criteria are expected
a category of threat or of Lower Risk. Listing of taxa ino consider the situation as carefully as possible. Clearly
this category indicates that more information is requireghere are very few cases in which the exact number of
and acknowledges the possibility that future research widirds alive is known.

show that threatened classification is appropriate. Itis  Dendrogram shows the decision-making process
important to make positive use of whatever data akgy which a species’s status is categorised, and also
available. In many cases great care should be exercisgws the relationship between the 10 possible options
in choosing between DD and threatened status. If thy IUCN’s Red List categories. For each category,
range of a taxon is suspected to be relativelfhere is a definition (next to the appropriate two-letter
circumscribed, and if a considerable period of time hasde) and for the three threatened categories (Critical,
elapsed since the last record of the taxon, threateneddangered and Vulnerable) there are additional
status may well be justified. criteria (see table).
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or 3 generations (EN)

e. Effects of introduced taxa, hybridisation,

involving either 1 or 2: pathogens, pollutants, competitors or parasites Ate
Decline >20% in 10 years 2. Decline likely in near future b. As b above A2b
or 3 generations (VU) {projected or suspected) based ¢. As c above A2¢c
involving either 1 or 2: aon b—e opposite: d. As d above A2d
e. As e above A2e
B SMALLRANGE AND  Extent of Occurrence 1. Severe fragmentation or None B1
FRAGMENTED, estimated <100 km? {CR) At 1 location (CR)
DECLINING OR with any two of 1,2 or 3 At <6 locations (EN)
FLUCTUATING Extent of Occurrence At <11 [ocations (VU)
estimated <5,000 km? (EN) — —_— — _— -— -
with any two of 1, 2 or 3: 2. Continuing decline {observed, a. Extent of Occurrence B2a
Extent of Occurrence inferred or projected) in any of a-¢ b, Area of Occupancy B2b
estimated <20,000 km? (VU)  opposite: ¢. Area, extent and/or quality of habitat B2¢
with any two of 1,2 or 3: d. Number of locations or subpopulations B2d
or e. Number of mature individuals B2e
Area of Occupancy estimated P — — — - -
<10 km? (CR) 3. Extreme fluctuations in any of a-d  a. Extent of Occurrence B3a
with any two of 1, 2 or 3: opposite: b. Area of Occupancy B3b
Area of Occupancy estimated ¢. Number of locations or subpopulations B3c
<500 km? (EN) d. Number of mature individuals B3d
with any two of 1,2 or 3:
Area of Occupancy estimated
<2,000 kmé (VU)
with any two of 1, 2 or 3:
C  SMALL POPULATION  Population <250 mature 1. Decline >25% in 3 years None C1
AND DECLINING individuals {CR) or 1 generation (CR)
and either 1 or 2 Decling >20% in 5 years
or 2 generations (EN}
Population <2,500 mature Decline >10% in 10 years
individuals (EN} or 3 generations (VU)
and either 1 or 2 e - e R — - .
2. Continuing decline in numbers a. Severe fragmentation: C2a
of mature individuals and population all subpopulations <50 {CR)
Population <10,000 mature  structure (observed, projected or Severe fragmentation:
individuals {VU) inferred) in form of either a or b alt subpopulations <250 (EN)
and either 1 or 2 opposite: Severe fragmentation:
all subpopulations <1,000 (VU)
b. All individuals in a single subpopulation C2b
D1 VERY SMALL Population <50 mature None None D1
POPULATION individuals (CR)
Population <250 mature
individuals (EN)
Population <1,000 mature
individuals {VU)
D2 VERY SMALL RANGE  Typically, Area of Occupancy ~ None None D2
<100 km" or <5 locations
(VU only)
E QUANTITATIVE Probability of extinction in None None E
ANALYSIS* the wild is >50% in 10
* Not used in this years or 3 generations (CR). :
publication Probability of extinction in |
the wild is >20% in 20 years ‘
or 5 generations (EN) |
Probability of extinction in |
the wild is >10% in |
100 years (VU) J

Type of criteria Main criteria Sub-criteria Qualifiers Codes
A RAPID POPULATION  Reduction >80% in 10 years 1. Decline which has happened a. Direct observation Ala
REDUCTION or 3 generations (CR) {observed, estimated, inferred or b. Index of abundance Alb
involving either 1 or 2: suspected) based on a—e opposite: €. Decline in Extent of Occurrence, Area Alc
of Occupancy, and/or quality of habitat
Decline >50% in 10 years d. Actual or potential levels of exploitation Atd
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PINK-HEADED DUCK Rhodonessa caryophyllac&aitical D1

This duck is probably extinct, but until the last known areas of its former range are
surveyed this cannot be confirmed. Any remaining population is likely to be tiny. It
therefore qualifies as Critical.

Distribution: The Pink-headed Duck is a mysterious andand southern parts. Now probably no bird survives in
sadly, almost certainly extinct species. The majority ofhe wild.

records are from India, with a much smaller number from

Myanmar and a handful from Bhutan, Bangladesh an@ihreats: This Pink-headed Duck was probably
Nepal. Although stragglers have been recorded in thencommon long before it was first discovered for science,
Punjab and southern India, most records are from Indiagnd appears to have succumbed to a combination of
north-eastern states and northern Myadmar habitat loss and hunting pressure

Population: Accounts of the abundance of the Pink-Conservation measuresThe species has been protected
headed Duck by people who knew it at first hand aréy Indian law against capture, killing or egg collection
variable. Blytl noting it as present in “India generally”, since 1956, and it is legally protected under the WiIdIifS
called it “not common in L. [Lower] Bengal”, while Act (1994) in Myanmar. It is listed in Appendix | Ofﬂ
Jerdon described it as “most common in parts o€ITES. ]
Bengal”. Hume and Jerdddescribed the Pink-headed

Duck as commonest in parts of “Bengal” but found aReferences: 1. BirdLife International 20012. Blyth
times throughout northern India, rarely in the north-1849-18523. Jerdon 1862—1864.

western provinces, and still more rarely in the central

H B N
HIMALAYAN QUAIL Ophrysia supercilios&ritical D1

The threat status of this enigmatic quail is extremely difficult to judge due to the paucity
of information. If not extinct, its population is likely to be tiny, and inference therefore
points to Critical status.

IAIONVANI ATIVIILL

Distribution: The Himalayan Quail—a distinctive small Population: Only about a dozen specimens are kniwn
gamebird occupying a monotypic genus—is known onlgll collected between 1836 and 1876. It is appropriate to
from two areas in the lower Western Himalayan rangeontinue to assume that one or more very small
in Uttaranchal. These lie between 1,650 and 2,100 m apdpulations still survive in some remote area in the lower
are separated by a distancecdf80 km, although the or middle Himalayan range.

range of the species is likely to have been much broader.

Its current distribution is unknown. Between 1945 an@hreats: The Himalayan Quail is one of four threatened
1950 there were apparently reliable reports of the specieembers of the suite of 11 bird species that are entirely
being shot in east Kumaon near Lohaghat village andstricted to the “Western Himalayas Endemic Bird
from the Dailekh district of Nep&land there is another Area”. Threats and conservation measures are profiled
putative sighting near Suwakholi in the Mussoorie hill$ncreased human population both around Mussoorie
where coveys of birdswere encountered on two (c.20,000 people in 198)7and Naini Tal¢.28,000 people
occasions in September 1984. In Uttaranchal it was 1987) appears to have severely degraded the habitat
reported from Mussoorie in 1836, 5 km to the north-wesit these areas.

between Badraj and Banog, and at Jerepani, eastern slopes

of Sherkadanda, and in 1876 in Naini Tal at 2,100 m, th@onservation measures:The Himalayan Quail has been
last confirmed record. considered something of a mystery for many years. Despite
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calls for action and the resultant surveys, the species remditigiorical sites for this species receives any protéection

as enigmatic as it was at the beginning of the twentiefReferences:1. Ripley 1952;2. Negi (1992);3. Rieger
century. Searches by WWF-India and independernd Walzthdny 19904. Stattersfieldet al (1998);5.
observers in the Mussoorie and Naini Tal areas have alsgowtheret al. 1987;6. McGowanet al. 1999

drawn a blank. Nevertheless, the World Pheasant

Association (WPA), IBCN Partners in collaboration with Himalayan Quail in IBAs

Bombay Natural History Society, launched a recengttaranchal: 1. Badraj, 2. Banog, 3. Jharipani Sanctuary
rediscovery programme for this species. Neither of th8ll these are probable sites for this bird.

WHITE-BACKED VULTURE Gyps bengalensiGritical Alc,e; A2c,e

This species has been upgraded to Critical because it has suffered an extremely rapid
population decline, particularly across the Indian subcontinent, probably as a result

of disease compounded by poisoning, pesticide use and changes in the processing of
dead livestock.

Distribution:  The White-backed Vulture occurs from Conservation measuresGiven the very recent nature
south-east Iran, south-east Afghanistan, east Pakistan, In@igthe crisis in this species, conservation efforts have only
Nepal, Bhutan, Bangladesh and Myanmar. It was formerbecently begun. Following the results of research at
widely distributed in South-East Asia, but it is now almoskeoladeo National Park, the BNHS issued a “Vulture
extinctin this region, although relict populations survive im\lert” to the scientific community and to international
a few remote areas. This species is widely distributed bnservation organisations in November 1998 to raise
India, from the Himalayas west to Srinagar (J&K), east tawareness of the population cragids February 2000,
Arunachal Pradesh, Assam and the north-east hill statessecond meeting was held, and evidence was presented
south to the southern Western Ghats in Kerala and Tanfilat suggested that an infectious disease, probably viral,
Nadu. was responsibfe In June 2000, the Peregrine Fund

initiated an emergency “Asian Vulture Conservation
Population: The general abundance, until recently, of thigrogram” to determine the factors behind the population
species and other vultures in India compared to othefash and to implement appropriate actions, focusing on
countries in its range has been attributed to the humandia, Nepal and Pakistah In September 2000 BNHS
population’s traditional avoidance of eating beef, so cattlgonvened a seminar with international participants to
carcasses are abandoned and scavenged by vultures @wlkew the current situation and to develop action plans
other speciés However, in the late 1990s populationfor population monitoring, captive breeding for
declines and disease symptoms were noted throughdgtilitating disease investigation, and for identification
India, from Rajasthan in the west to Assam in the east, sowhthe virus responsibie
to at least Maharashtra, Karnataka and Andhra Pradesh; in
the southern states of Kerala and Tamil Nadu, decline fromeferences: 1Rahmani 19982. Rahmani and Prakash
historically smaller populations may have occurred priop000a:3. Rahmani and Prakash 2000. A. Viraniin
to the recent crashes, probably as a result of a combinatigf, 2001:5. BirdLife International 2001.
of other threats.

White-backed Vulture in some of the IBAs

Main threats: In the Indian subcontinent a numberHaryana: 1. Kalesar WLS, 2. Sultanpur WLSlttar
of threats have contributed to population declines. Howevearradesh: Dudwa NP,Uttaranchal: 1. Rajaji NP, 2.
the recent catastrophic crashes in vulture populatior@orbett NPRajasthan: 1. Keoladeo NP, 2. Ranthambore
are most plausibly (though not provenly) explained bypP, 3. Sariska WLSGujarat: Gir NP; Madhya
an as yet unidentified infectious disease factor opradesh: 1. Bandhavgarh NP, 2. Kanha NP, 3. Pench
agent. NP; Maharashtra: 1. Jaikwadi dam, 2. Tadoba Tiger
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ReserveKarnataka: Nagarhole NPKerala: 1. Periyar Pradesh: Mehao;Assam: 1. Dibru Saikhowa NP, 2.
WLS, 2. Wynaad WLSTamil Nadu: 1. Mudumalai Kaziranga NP, 3. Chakrasila WLS, 4. Deepar Beel WLS,
WLS, 2. Nilgiris; Orissa: Bhitarkanika WLS;West 5. Orang NP, 6. Hahkhati RF, 6. Kumsong RF, 7. Koabari
Bengal: 1. Buxa WLS, 2. JalpaiguriArunachal  Dolni, 8. Misamari beel, 9. Pobitora WLS.

H B N
Long-billed Vulture Gyps indicuCritical Alc,e; A2c,eVulnerable C1

This newly recognised species is classified as Critical because it has suffered an
extremely rapid population decline as a result of epidemic disease, compounded by
poisoning, pesticide use and changes in the processing of dead livestock.

Distribution: The Long-billed Vulture breeds in south- Main threats: The weight of evidence suggests that the
east Pakistan (where itis rare) and peninsular India soutltastrophic population declines suffered by this species
of the Gangetic plain, north to Delhi, east through Madhyare likely to have been caused by a disease factor,
Pradesh, south to the Nilgiris, and occasionally furthepresumed to be a virus. An exception may be that the
southt5; Considerable confusion over the taxonomy anchesting sites on cliffs favoured by this species are less
identification of Gypsvultures has occurred, making it likely to be susceptible to disturbance or destruction than
difficult to be sure of claims for this species. However, inest-sites in trees as used by White-backed and ind®ed
appears to be allopatric or parapatric with Slender-bille&lender-billed Vultures.
Vulture G. tenuirostri$. The regions where the two Conservation measures: This species breeds in a-l
species’ ranges abut (or potentially do so) are: Haryanaumber of protected areas across the region, but periﬂps
Delhi, north-eastern Rajasthan, northern Madhyé#n fewer than the White-rumped Vulture owing to t
Pradesh, northern Orissa, southern Uttar Pradesh, amtbre restricted distribution of cliffs and rocky habitaty=
southern Bihar.

References: 1Ali and Ripley 1978— 1999. Brown
Population: This species was regarded as rarer than thend Amadon 1968. Roberts 1991-1992; del Hoyo
White-backed Vulture in the Indian peninsul@urveys et al.1994;5. Alstrom 19976. Grimmettet al. 1998;7.
from 1970 to 1986 “at selected localities throughout th®. C. Rasmussen and S. J. Partift. 2000;8. Satheesan
[Indian] region” found The Indian Vulture to be “much 1988;9. Grubh 1983;10. Grubh 1986; 11. Rahmani
less common than reported earlier”; mistakerand Prakash 200042. Rahmani and Prakash 2000b. 59
identification of immature White-rumped Vultures as this
species (and presumably also Slender-billed Vulture) wdsong-billed Vulture in IBAs
implicated®. Northern and central India surveys in Rajasthan: 1. Keoladeo NP, 2. Sariska WLS, 3. Sambhar
April-June 2000 found local extinctions of &lyps lake;Gujarat: 1. Gir WLS, 2. Banni grasslandiadhya
vultures including this species in protected areas @&radesh:1. Bandhavgarh NP, 2. Kanha N&rnataka:
Corbett (Uttar Pradesh); Gir and Little Rann of KutchNagarhole NPKerala: 1. Periyar WLS, 2. Wynaad
(Gujarat), and Keoladeo National Park in Rajastftdn WLS; Tamil Nadu: 1. Kodaikanal, 2. Mudumalai WLS,
and symptoms of disease (head-drooping behaviour) wese Palni hills
noted.

IONVANI ATTII

H B N
Slender-Billed Vulture Gyps tenuirostri€ritical Alc,e; A2c,e

This newly recognized species is classified as Critical because it has suffered an
extremely rapid population decline, particularly across the Indian subcontinent, as a
result of epidemic disease, compounded by poisoning, pesticide use and changes in
the processing of dead livestock.

Distribution: The Slender-billed Vulture is found in India Bengal (and possibly northern Orissa), east through the
north of, and including, the Gangetic plain, west to at leagliains of Assam, and through southern Nepal, north and
Himachal Pradesh and Haryana, south to southern Wesgntral Bangladesh, and Myanmar (except the north). It
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once occurred in South-East Asia, but it is now thought tdeclines suffered by this species are likely to have been
be extinct in Thailand and Malaysia, and the only recetaused by a disease factor, presumed to be a virus.
records are from Cambodia and southern ¥%os
Conservation measuresSee the relevant account for
Population White-backed Vulture and Indian Vulture.
As with White-rumped and Indian Vultures, the Slender-
billed Vulture was once common. In South-East Asidreferences: 1Ali and Ripley 1978-199%. Brown and
populations declined through the latter half of theAmadon 19683. King et al. 1975;4. Sarker and Sarker
nineteenth century and the first half of the twentietl985;5. del Hoyocet al.1994:6. Alstrom 19977. Grimmett
century, and are now probably very small and restrictegt al. 1998;8. Satheesan 2000; Satheesan 1999.
in distribution. In India and Nepal, the species was
common until very recently, with sharp population Slender-billed Vulture in the IBAs
declines in the last few yeérs Uttar Pradesh: Dudwa NPUttaranchal: 1. Corbett NP,
2. Rajaji NP;West Bengal:1. Buxa WLS, 2. Jaldapara
Main threat: In the Indian subcontinent the weight of WLS, 3. JalpaiguriAssam: 1. Dibru Saikhowa NP, 2.
evidence suggests that the catastrophic populatidfaziranga NP, 3. Nameri NP.

SIBERIAN CRANE Grus leucogeranu€ritical A2c,d,e

This species qualifies as Critical because it is expected to undergo an extremely rapid
decline in the near future, primarily as a result of the destruction and degradation of

wetlands in its passage and wintering grounds. The wintering site, holding 95% of the
population, is threatened by hydrological changes caused by the Three Gorges Dam.

Distribution The Siberian Crane has three separatereeding ground of the central population in the mid-
populations, all of which nest in northern Russia. Th&990s.
relatively large eastern (“Yakutia/China”) population
breeds in Yakutia and winters in eastern China, the tilBopulation The global population was recently estimated
central (“Ob’/India”) population breeds in the Ob’ valleyat 2,900-3,000 birdsincluding about 2,900-3,000
in Western Siberia and winters in north-west India, andintering in China (mainly at Poyang Hu lake), nine in
the tiny western (“Tyumen’/Iran”) population also breedsran and two in Indi&.
in Western Siberia but winters in Ifan

Main threats: The key threat is wetland loss and
The central population breeds in Western Siberia (fategradation at staging areas and wintering sites through
which details are given below), and is presumed tagricultural development, the development of oilfields
migrate across Russia, Kazakhstan, Uzbekistaand increased human utilization.
Turkmenistan, Afghanistan and Pakistan to spend the
winter in Indi&. In Afghanistan, Ab-i-Istada lake is an Conservation measuresThe satellite-tracking project
important stopover site on spring migration, and almosias helped to initiate a network for the conservation of
certainly in autumn in some years, as there is a recordafnes in North-East AsiaA GEF programme is being
three birds in December 1970. The Siberian Crane wdsveloped by the International Crane Foundation, in
formerly a widespread winter visitor to northern Indiaconsultation with the Secretariat of the Convention on
straggling east to Bihar and south to Madhya Pradedijgratory Species (CMS, Bonn Convention), for the
but it was always mainly faithful to particular winteringconservation of the wetlands and migration corridors
sites, of which the most famous were Keoladeo Nationatquired by this specigsThe Siberian Crane is listed on
Park (Bharatpur) in Rajasthan and Payagmelin Uttar Appendix | of CITES, and on Appendix | of CMS.
Pradesh Only Keoladeo remains as a known site foPostage stamps of Siberian Cranes in Pakistan and India,
the species, and even there it now only occurnd mass media releases about the birds, have increased
intermittently; 9-10 birds were recorded on the presumemliblic awareness
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References: 1L.UNEP/CMS 1999;2. Meine and (pers. comm.) 2001.
Archibald 19963. Ali and Ripley 1978-199%. Rose Siberian Crane in IBAs
and Scott 1997. Ichida 19946.J. Harris (pers. comm.) Rajasthan: 1. Keoladeo NP, 2. Ajan Bandh (Part of
2000;7. Archibald and Mirande 1998; A. R. Rahmani, Keoladeo NP)
H E N

JERDON’S COURSER Rhinoptilus bitorquatu€ritical C2b

This recently discovered and poorly known species qualifies as Critical as a result of
its single, small, declining population, which is thought to be threatened by exploitation
of scrub-forest, livestock grazing, disturbance and quarrying.

Distribution: Jerdon’s Courser is endemic to southerrand Seshachellam areas, which were previously
India, where itis principally known from southern Andhrainaccessible The dependence of the settlers on the area
Pradesh. It has an extremely limited geographical rang®r resources may pose a serious threat to habitat through
being known from the Godaveri river valley near Sironch&uelwood collection and livestock grazing, and to the
and Bhadrachalam, and from the Cuddapah ankirds themselves through increased disturbance
Anantapur areas in the valley of the Pennar ti&er addition, extensive quarrying of the hills in the area was
Although it must have once ranged more widely at leasbund to be destroying the habftat (o]
between these regions, there have not been any records E
from the intervening area. Its range may spread “througBonservation measuresThe members of the Yanaack=|
many parts of Balaghat [south-central Madhya Pradeslkipmmunity, who played a major role in the rediscove.,'-y
and Mysore [Karnataka]'but at present, over 120 yearsof the species, were employed by the State For®st
after this notion was floated, it remains known only fronDepartment to locate it in other habitats and localiti
the vicinity of the Lankamalai, Velikonda and Palakondan the Eastern Ghdfghe results appear to be unknow
ranges in the Pennar valley, Cuddapah district, AndhiBhe Lankamalai (500 sg. km ) and the Veliconda HMl
Pradesh range (1,300 sg. km ) areas have been declared as WiIEfe

sanctuarie’s To the south of the Sri Lankamaleshwafs
Population: Very few individuals have been recordedWildlife Sanctuary, 500 kiof the Palakonda forests&
so far, mainly owing to their nocturnal, shy and retiringhave been gazetted as Sri Venkateswara National Fark
habits. Between 1986 and 1995, there were eigland Wildlife Sanctuafy In early 2001, a joint BNHS—g
sightings of the species in the Lankamalai area with RSPB study of the species made prelimina
maximum of six birds seen on a single nfghtowever, investigations of techniques in the wildlife sanctuarxg
it may occur in much higher densities than are currently
known. References: 1Ali and Ripley 1978-1999;2. Ripley

and Beehler 19893. Jerdon 1862-1864. Bhushan
Main threats: It is difficult to identify specific threats, 1995;5. Bhushan 1992.
although it is well known that the habitat is becoming
increasingly scarce and fragmented. Following the Jerdon’s Courser in the IBAs
construction of the Somasilla Dam, 57 villages werdndhra Pradesh: 1. Sri Lankamaleshwara WLS,
displaced and relocated within the Lankamalai, PalgondaVeliconda WLS.

H B B
FOREST OWLET Heteroglaux blewittCritical C1; C2a, Endangered B1+2a,b,c,d,e;
D1Vulnerable D2

This recently rediscovered species has a tiny, severely fragmented population recently
known from only four localities. It is inferred to be declining as a result of loss of its
deciduous forest habitat. These factors qualify it as Critical.

Distribution: The Forest Owlettieteroglaux blewittis by Pamela Rasmussen and others, itwas known to survive
endemic to central India. Until its rediscovery in 1997t a single site in central India, having been collected in
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the nineteenth century at four localities in two widelysites are in teak plantations; many trees are being cut in

separated general areas in the west and east of these plantations, and the cleared areas are being

subcontinerit In 2000, a survey of 14 forest areas acrossultivated by tribal people, who have encroached upon

its former range located 25 birds at four sites in northeriarge chunks of forest latfd There is a scarcity of trees

Maharashtra and south-western Madhya PradesWijth suitable nest holes in the areas stufliddvestock

including three pairs at Taloda Forest Range and sevand fuelwood-gatherers appear to cause sufficient

pairs at Toranmal Forest RaAge disturbance for the birds to leave the vicinity for the
duratiori. Tribals use Ysarious owl parts for magic and

Population: The past and present numerical status of théherefore hunt the owlet

Forest Owlet is unknown. In November 1997, two birds

were rediscovered following unsuccessful searches f@onservation measuresThe Forest Owlet is classed

the species at the other known local#é$ 2 Following as a Schedule 1 species under India’s Wildlife Protec-

field surveys in March 1999 and January—February 2006pn Act (19723}° and it is listed on Appendix | of

three pairs were sighted at Taloda forest range, sevedTES.

pairs at Toranmal forest range (Shahada), two pairs at

Khaknar forest range and a single bird at MelghaReferences: 1Rasmussen and Collar 1998;lIshtiaq

Sanctuary, yielding a grand total of 25 bfds and Rahmani 2003. King and Rasmussen 1998;
Gallagher 19985. Rasmussen 19988; Rasmussen

Main threats: In 1998, it was discovered that forest 10ss1998b; 7. Rasmussen 19988, Rasmussen 1998@;

was very severe at the site of the rediscovery of thRasmussen and Ishtiag 1999). Ishtiaq 2000a11.

species; there is intense pressure from local people tghtiag 2000b12. Ishtiag 199913. Jathar, G. 2002.

the forest resources in the &e@n area of 50 sq. km

was cleared in the vicinity of the November 1997 Forest Owlet in the IBAs

rediscovery within six months, to make way for peopléMaharashtra: 1.Taloda Reserve Forest; 2. Melghat Tiger

displaced by the Sardar Sarovar D& All sites for Reserve, 3. Toranmal REhattishgarh: 1. Barnawapara

the species are located in reserve forest and most feedWWy. S; Madhya Pradesh:Khaknaar Forest Range.
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WHITE-BELLIED HERON Ardea insignisEndangered A2c; C1Vulnerable D1

This heron qualifies as Endangered because it has a very small, declining population.
This decline is projected to increase in the near future as a result of loss and degradation
of lowland forest and wetlands.

Distribution: The White-bellied or Imperial Heron estimate of 20-200 individudldut there is today no
historically occupied a rather circumscribed range ijustification for a population estimate of over 250 mature
Nepal, India (West Bengal, Assam, Arunachal Pradeshdividual$. However, given the remoteness of much of
and Nagaland), Bangladesh and Myarif with two  its range, the population is likely to be somewhat higher
records from southern China. Several old localities fathan the infrequency of reported sightings suggests,
the species are no longer occupied in Assam argbssibly in the region of 250-1,000 individuals. It was
Myanmar, suggesting that the overall range has contractadparently very rare in the wetlands of the Brahmaputra
substantially. valley during wintet. It is now most frequently recorded

in Namdapha National Park, Arunachal Pradesh,
Population: A cursory enumeration of sightings madealthough the one or two individuals regularly reported
in the latter half of the twentieth century gives seriousnight have related to the same few birds in the same
cause for concern: there are none from Nepal, one froatcessible locations. In conclusion, while India quite
Bangladesh, and only very few from Myanmar, Indigpossibly hosts the largest single population of the
and Bhutan. As this is a relatively conspicuous birdspecies in the world, its size has not been accurately
confined to a linear habitat, it would appear that overaltstimated, although it probably lies in the very lofl
numbers might be very small indeed. There was amundreds.

AIAUIONVAN

ZAFAR-UL ISLAM

Rollapadu Wildlife Sanctuary in Andhra Pradesh gives shelter to the Great Indian Bustard
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Main threats: Since ornithological records began in thethis species are resident within Jigme Dorji National Park.
Indian subcontinent, this heron appears to have bedihe species is totally protected in Myanmar by the
uncommon. Being large and solitary, its populations haw/ildlife Act of 1994.
presumably always been thinly distributed; these
constitutive factors have perhaps underlain its declin®eferences: 1Baker 1922-19302. Ripley 1982;3.
While it probably suffers the suite of threats that apply télancock and Kushlan 1984; Grimmettet al. 1998;5.
most waterbirds, namely habitat loss, disturbance, huntifgpse and Scott 199%; Kushlan and Hafner 200G,
and pollution, direct evidence is only available for theéSaikia and Bhattacharjee 1990.
first two.

White-bellied Heron in the IBAs
Conservation measures:n India, it probably breeds in Assam: 1. Kaziranga NP, 2. Nameri NP, 3. Dibru-
Namdapha National Park and has occurred in sever@hikhowa Wildlife Sanctuary, 4. Jamjing-Senghjam RF,
other protected areas such as Kaziranga and Dibr-Pobitara WLS, 6. Upper Dihing (East block)-Kakojan
Saikhowa National Parks and Pobitara Wildlife Sanctuar®F; Bihar: 1. Kursela, 2. Valmiki NPArunachal
during the non-breeding season. In Bhutan, all birds aRyadesh: 1. Namdapha NP and Kamalang WS, 2.
legally and culturally protected, and a few individuals oNamsang Mukh-Vodoria

H B N
Oriental Stork Ciconia boycianaEndangered A2c; C1Vulnerable Alc

This large intra-Asian migrant has a very small, declining population as a result of
deforestation, wetland reclamation and drainage for agriculture, overfishing and
disturbance. These factors are projected to lead to an increased rate of decline in the
near future, and thus qualify the species as Endangered.

Distribution: There have been irregular winter (orrecently estimated its global populatiorcas,000 wild

vagrant) records from India, Bangladesh and théird®, but the evidence presented below indicates that

Philippines, and unconfirmed reports from Myanmar anthe number of summering Oriental Storks in eastern

Thailand. The Oriental Stork breeding in the Amur andRussia is onlyc. 2,000 birds and there are 250

Ussuri river basins, near to the border between eastesnmmering birds in China, so that the previous estimate

Russia and north-east China, and there are smallef 2,500 individuals is probably more realistic.

breeding populations along the Zeya river in Russia,

around Khanka Lake/Xingkai Hu on the borderMain threats: Habitat loss, hunting, disturbance,

between Russia and China, and on the Sanjiang plain pollution, overfishing

north-east China. It is a rare passage migrant and

summer visitor (and presumably may breed) in eastef@onservation measures:lt is listed on Appendix | of

Mongolia. CITES, and also on Appendix | of the Bonn Convention.
It is also included in the Indian Wildlife Protection Act

It was reported to be a wintering species by Baker (19228972 in Schedule 1V as Stork (Ciconiidae).

1930), but there have been very few records since the

mid-twentieth century and it is probably at best now onlyReferences: 1P. C. Bhattacharjee in 1994 (Verbally);

a vagrant to India, with few recent acceptable record2. Choudhury 19903. Hume 1888;4. Wang Qishan

One bird was reported from Sibsagar, AssarmLogtak and Coulter 19955. Yu. Darman (verbally) 20005.

lake in Manipur, six to seven birds were repotted Kolosov 1983.

Population: Its numbers must have declined greatly as Oriental Stork in the IBAs
its range has decreased, and its global population wAssam:1. Majuli Beel;Sikkim: Lachung Lema and
estimated at just. 2,500 birdsin 1992. Russian scientists Dombang Valley?
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GREATER ADJUTANT Leptoptilos dubiusEndangered A2c,d,e; C1l\Vulnerable C2a; D1

This stork qualifies as Endangered as it has a very small, declining population. This decline is
projected to increase in the future based on current levels of exploitation, the effects of pollutants
and continuing reductions in the availability of nesting and quality of feeding sites.

Distribution: At the beginning of the twentieth century, this formerly abundant species are the excessive pressures
the Greater Adjutant occurred, often in huge numbers, of development: breeding sites and feeding habitats
much of South and South-East Asia from Pakistahave been cleared, drained, polluted and dist&¢b&d’
through northern India, Nepal and Bangladesh télunting of adults and collection of eggs and chicks have
Myanmar, Thailand, Laos, Vietham and Cambodia. Also caused problems in certain parts of the species’s
massive decline over the following hundred years hasngé?¢ Certainly, if these threats are allowed to continue
however, left only two very small and highly disjunctunchecked in India and Cambodia, populations of the
breeding populations of the species, one in A$8&amd  species will dwindle towards non-viable levels, with
the other in CambodiaOutside these areas it haspotentially disastrous effects.

dwindled to a fraction of its former abundance, althoug
it still occurs as a vagrant to Vietnam, Thailand an

rotection in India, Bangladesh, Myanmar, Thailand,
Myanmar. Its global range was thought to have more th . o
halved since 1800. In India records come from the ambodia and Laos, although for the latter the listing is

Brahmaputra and Gangetic plains, Gujarat, and centn%Wb'guous' Legal protection in India lies in the listing of

. X . . storks” under Schedule IV of the Indian Wildlife
India, with no confirmed records from southern Ifdia . : .
Tamil Nadu is mentioned as the southernmost limit O%Protectlon) Act 1972, although this apparently givedJk

o . : tds <
the historical range of the spedigsbut the record in no legal protected sta =)
question is not accepted. It has now disappeared froReferences: 1. Rahmani 1989; 2.Saikia and >
much of this range, with the main breeding and norBhattacharjee 199@. BirdLife International 2001; 4.
breeding population restricted to Assamnwhere, Mundkuret al. 1995b; 5. Saikia 1995; BAli and Ripley
however, the species recently appeared to be expandit@78-1999; 7. A. R. Rahmaini litt.; 8. Rahmaniet al
its breeding rangé 1990; 9. Hancockt al 1992;10. Singhaet al in press;
11.Mundkuret al. 1995a; 12Rose and Scott 1997; 13.

oeset al. 1998; 14.Choudhury 2000; 1%han 1984;
6. Luthin 1987; 17. Hancock 1989.

onservation measures:The species receives legal

A3UIAON

Population: Given recent information from Cambodia
and Assam, this was revised upward to 500-60
individuals?, then to under 700 individu&tgnd possibly

to 750-800 individual$; based on the evidence
accumulated in this account, the actual figure perha%es
approaches or slightly exceeds 1,000 individuals. Thﬁati
largest single flock seen anywhere in recent years Wa?_g
group of 87 in March 1994 on the banks of thel\/l
Brahmaputra near Gauhati

Greater Adjutant Stork in some of the IBAs

t Bengal: 1. Buxa Tiger Reserve, 2. Jaldapara
onal Park;Assam: 1. Burachapori Sanctuary, 2.
okhowa WLS, 3. Chakrasila Wildlife Sanctuary, 4.
ajuli Beel, 5. Deeper Beel Wildlife Sanctuary, 6.
Misamari Beel, 7. Kaziranga NP, 8. Panidihing Bird
Main threats: Underlying the phenomenal decline of Sanctuary, 9. Kobo Chapori.

WHITE-HEADED DUCK Oxyura leucocephalkndangered Ala,c,d,&/ulnerable
A2b,c,d,e; C1

Mid-winter counts indicate that the population of this species has undergone a very rapid decline
of c. 60% in the last 10 years, which qualifies it as Endangered. Given increases in the Spanish
subpopulation, it is projected that the overall rate of decline will be lower in the next 10 years.

Distribution: The White-headed Duck occupies a largehe west to Mongolia, western China and India in the
Palearctic range that stretches from Spain and Algeria gast. However, this range is highly fragmented, and it
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apparently became extinct as a breeder in Morocceye vulnerable to pollutin Further threats include
central Europe and lIsrael in the twentieth certuty drowning in fishing nets, hunting, and ingestion of lead
breeds in western Mongolia, and there are reports thatshot. Droughts in Kazakhstan may have caused recent
breeds in western China. Moreover, it is a non-breedingoor breeding seasdns
visitor to Pakistan and (in very small numbers) to northern
India. In India the species is a rare, very local an€onservation measures: CITES Appendix Il. CMS
declining winter visitor to northern India, south to easteri\ppendix I. In India it is protected under the Wildlife
Rajasthan and central Uttar Pradesh 1997, one bird (Protection) Act 1972 in Schedule IV: Anatidae. In
was sighted in Amakhera Wetland in Aligarh district ofEurope, a conservation programme in Spain has resulted
Uttar Pradesh in a significant population incredsé European action
plan was published in 1996

Population: The global population pf the Whlte'head.edReferences: 1Green and Anstey 1992: Grimmettet
Duck was probably over 100,000 in the early twentieth . e
century, falling to an estimated 19,000 birds in 1991al. 199.8'3' Green and Hunter 1996, Blrdl_‘lfe

. . fnternational 20015. Green and Hughes 1996; M.
since when numbers have probably declined to fewerthzinafar_uI Islam (pers. comm. 2002)
10,000 individuals ' ' ’

Note: No IBA site identified for this bird, but there is an

Main threats: Approximately 50% of breeding habitat unconfirmed record from Amakhera wetland in Aligarh
has been drained during thé"2@ntury. Remaining sites district of UP.

WHITE-WINGED DUCK Cairina scutulataEndangered Alc,d; A2c,d; C1; C2a
Vulnerable D1

This forest duck qualifies as Endangered because it has a very small, rapidly declining,
severely fragmented population as a result of deforestation, wetland drainage and
exploitation.

Distribution: The White-winged Duck was historically estimated 336 soon afterwatd#fter further survey
distributed widely from north-east India, throughwork in India, Indochina and Indonesia the most recent
Bangladesh, Myanmar, Thailand, Laos, Vietnamglobal population minimum is 450, comprising 130 in
Cambodia and Malaysia, to the Indonesian islands &outh-East Asia, 170 in India and Myanmar, and 150
Sumatra and Java. It now survives in relatively fewon Sumatra The minimum global population may now
scattered sites, having disappeared from many portiofie 400, with the “true” figure probably in the region of
of its previous range. The species was “formerly‘a few thousand, undergoing a continuing decline”
widespread” in north-eastern Indigarticularly in  The Indian population is at 300-350, of whizh200
districts and states bordering the Brahmaputra river anglould be in the Tinsukia-Dibrugarh area, but still
its major tributarie®®. It has been recorded from declining.
Arunachal Pradesh, Assam (mainly in the east and
patchily elsewhere), Meghalaya, Nagaland and Manipulain threats: Its decline is largely attributable to habitat
(no recent records from the latter two states), with itboss, wetland drainage, hydropower development,
distribution currently centred on the eastern lowlands gfrotected area management problems, persecution and
Assam and Arunachal Pradéslit has also been hunting, inbreeding, trade and captivity, disturbance,
inconclusively reported from Madhya Pradesh, Biharpollution and pesticides, and natural predation.
West Bengal and Tripura.

Conservation measuresitt is in Schedule 1 of the Indian
Population: In 1992 the known wild population Wildlife (Protection) Act 1972. The species is listed under
(absolute minimum) was only 210, although few survey#ppendix | of CITES and is legally protected from
had then been conducted This figure rose to an hunting and collection in seven countries: Bangladesh,
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India, Myanmar, Thailand, Indonesia, Cambodia and White-winged Duck in some of the IBAs
Laog®. However, there has been little effort to enforceAssam: 1. Upper Dihing RF (East Block), 2. Dibru-
this protection or to educate hunters about the law; indeghikhowa WLS, 3. Doom Dooma-Dangori Reserve
in countries such as Myanmar the protection applies ®orest , 4. Kobo Chapori , 5. Nameri National Park,
all ducks in a blanket and unenforceable law rather th@& Sonai-Rupa Wildlife Sanctuary, 7. Jatinga,
as a specific measure for the White-winged Béick 8. Joydihing WLS, 9. Hahkhati RF + Kumsong RF,
10. Barail Range-North Cachar R&unachal Pradesh:

References:1. Green 1992; 2. Choudhury 1996a; 3.1. Namdapha and Kamalang WLS, 2. D’ Ering
Choudhury 1996b; 4Choudhury 2000; SParret al  wildlife Sanctuary and Bijari Range of Dibang WLS,
1993; 6. Green 1993a; 7. Rose and Scott 18%Fyans 3. Pakhui Wildlife Sanctuary, 4. Seesa WLS + Eaglenest
etd. 1997. WLS.

H E N

GREAT INDIAN BUSTARD Ardeotis nigricepsEndangered C1; C2bVulnerable D1

This bustard qualifies as Endangered because of its very small, declining population,
as a result of hunting and continuing agricultural development.

Distribution: Historically the Great Indian Bustard Threats: Great Indian Bustard habitats have been made
occupied a large range in the Indian subcontinent rangirsgiboptimal or entirely inhospitable by various common
from central Punjab in the far north to central Tamil Nadalevelopmental factors operating alone or more usu
in the far south, and from western Orissa in the east combination, namely: an increase in land undg
westwards into the eastern borderlands of Pakistaauyltivation (disturbance, loss of wild land); an increa
although within this range the great majority of record@ land under intensive cultivation (disturbance, pestic
stem from dry areas. usage and its effects, exclusion by irrigation and by ngyv
choices of crops, fragmentation of remaining habitat8};
Population: The species was once thought “abundantan increase in the numbers of livestock (disturbance, &8st
throughout its randge That a decline in numbers haslosses, degradation); an increase in the gendgnl
occurred since that time is abundantly clear: flocks cdccessibility of areas, expressed as roads and motorised
10-12 were still “evidently not uncommon” in the earlyvehicles (disturbance, elevated hunting pressure); an
twentieth century, but by the 1950s the species was almdstrease in pressure from fuelwood-gathering
always encountered in groups of 1-3 bustafdthough  (disturbance, degradatian)
the modern range of the Great Indian Bustard has shrunk
relatively little, the populations within that range haveConservation measuresitt is listed in CITES Appendix
diminished drasticalR#, but in some of the places, for I. In India, it is legally protected and there are severe
example, at Nannaj in Mahrashtra, bird can be seen irpanalties for killing. The Great Indian Bustard has been
large group, some times up to 25 individ&ialdt was the subject of various types of interventions, direct and
listed as globally threatened in 1966, when described aglirect, for many years. However, the great majority of
“very rare and apparently decreasigiowever, the total relevant information on its status, and indeed the greatest
population for the six states targeted for research in thmpetus for its conservation, was generated by fieldwork
1980s, as assessed in 1983, came to 650-900 indi¥jduat®nducted by the Bombay Natural History Society.
and, as assessed in 1990, to 770-1,920 indivitluals
During the last 10-12 years the bustard population h&eferences:1. Jerdon 1839-1840; 2. Burton 1953;
crashed in many areas, and now the total population col8d Goriup 1983; 4. Rahmani and Manakadan 1990;
be as low as 500t is extinct in Karera and Sorsan bustards. Vincent 1966— 1971; 6Rahmani and Manakadan
areas, and practically gone in Ghatigaon Bustar#i985; 7. Rahmani 2001; 8. M. Zafar-ul Islam (pers.
Sanctuary. comm. 2002).
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Great Indian Bustard in some of the IBAs Bustard WLS;Maharashtra: 1.Nannaj plots, 2. Ozar
and adjoining grassland&arnataka: 1.Ranebennur
Rajasthan: Desert National Park + Khuri and Tejsi, Blackbuck SanctuaryAndhra Pradesh: Rollapadu
2.Diyatra, 3. ShonkhilyaGujarat; 1. Lala Great Indian WLS.

BENGAL FLORICAN Houbaropsis bengalensis
Endangered C1Vulnerable Alc,d; A2c,d; C2a; D1

This bustard has a very small, rapidly declining population largely as a result of
widespread loss of its grassland habitat. It therefore qualifies as Endangered.

Distribution: The Bengal Florican occurs in India (from Main threats: The key threat is extensive loss and

the Kumaon terai of Uttar Pradesh through Bihar and Westodification of grasslands through drainage, conversion

Bengal to the foothills and plains of Arunachal Pradesho agriculture, overgrazing, inappropriate cutting and

Assam and Meghalaya), Nepal (in the terai) andburning regimes and heavy flooding

historically in Bangladesh with an outlying (but now

believed substantial) population (subspediemdini)  Conservation measures:The Bengal Florican appears

in Cambodia and southern Vietn&imWhile it is possible on Appendix | of the Indian Wildlife Act (1974) and

that the species has occurred in Bhutan, Myanmar afldlTES Appendix | and Il. Several populations occur

Thailand, there are no extant populations and nwithin protected are&s*

confirmed records in these countries. In India the species

has been recorded in Uttar Pradesh, Assam, West Bendagferences: 1Delacour 1929. Ripley 19823. del Hoyo

Bihar, Arunachal Pradesh and Meghafaya Assam it et al 1996;4. Ali and Ripley 1978-199%. Choudhury

is still “widely but patchily distributed throughout the 1996a;6. Choudhury 1996b7. Choudhury 20008.

Brahmaputra valley”, although it appears to havénskipp and Collar 19849. Rahmaniet al 1991;10.

disappeared from Cacliét. Narayan 199511. Mukherjee 198112. Eames 199713.
BirdLife International 200114.Rahmani and Islam 1997.

Population: In the early 1980s the Bengal Florican was

considered the rarest and possibly the most threatened Bengal Florican in some of the IBAs

of all bustard speciéslts current world population has West Bengal:1.Gorumara National Park, 2. Jaldapara

been estimated at 350-400 individdd?!s4 having National Park;Uttar Pradesh: 1.Katernia-ghat

undergone a considerable decline in recent y&drs Sanctuary, 2. Kishanpur Wildlife Sanctuary, 3. Dudwa

However, recent population estimates from Assam, anéNational Park, 4. Lagga Bagga WL®&;ssam:

in particular, new evidence from Cambodia suggest thi$.Burachapori Wildlife Sanctuary + Laokhowa Wildlife

estimate should be revised upwards. In Assam, intensivdanctuary, 2. Dibru-Saikhowa National Park+ Kobo

fieldwork has led to its total population of Bengal Chapori+Amarpur Chapori-Maguri-Motapung Beels, 3.

Floricans being revised upwards to 250-380 individualsMajuli Bheel, 4. Manas National Park, 5. Nameri

a total that, combined with the best estimates for UttaNational Park, 6. Orang National Park, 7. Sonai-Rupa

Pradeshd. 60y*4 West Bengald. 10) and Arunachal Wildlife Sanctuary, 8. Kaziranga National Park;

Pradesh ¢. 50), suggests that roughly 400-500Arunachal Pradesh:1.D’Ering Wildlife Sanctuary and

individuals persist in India. Dibang Wildlife Sanctuary.

H B N
LESSER FLORICAN Sypheotides indicendangered A2b,c; C1

This species qualifies as Endangered because it has a very small, declining population, primarily
a result of loss and degradation of its dry grassland habitat. The rate of decline is predicted to
increase in the near future as pressure on the remaining grasslands intensifies.

Distribution: The Lesser Florican is virtually endemic Pakistan and one unconfirmed historical report from
to India, although there are persistent records from Nepadllyanmar. The scatter of historical records shows a fairly
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even distribution across all of modern-day lowland IndiaMain threats: Habitat loss, hunting and failure of
with the exception of the Brahmaputra valley in the northmonsoon rains appear to have contributed to the large-
east; thus the species appears once to have occurred frerale, persistent decline of the species over the past 125
Gujarat and central Rajasthan east to West Bengal agdars“. More recently, declines have been caused by rapid
Orissa and from Sahranpur in north-west Uttar Pradeskductions in the area of grassland owing to conversion
south to Trivandrum in southern Ker&id There is for agriculture and overgrazittg The rapid spread of
apparently one record from Punjab. The main breedindpe non-nativeProsopis juliflora (chinensi¥ threatens
areas were apparently in the districts of Nashikhabitat quality® *°.

Ahmednagar and Sholapur of Maharastra, eastern

Haryana and the Kathiawar Peninsula (south-central afZbnservation measuresThe Lesser Florican has been
south Gujaraf) but are now in southern Rajasthanthe subject of conservation attention for almost 20
southern and eastern Gujarat, and western Madhyaars*. The species is protected under Schedule | of the
Pradesh®. The species winters in dry, grassy area®Vildlife (Protection) Act 1972, and its hunting or
throughout much of India, mainly east of the Westertrapping is prohibited in India. Florican chowkidars
Ghats (although there is a record from the west side, @vatchers) were appointed by paying a stipend between
about 1,000 m), and south and east of the GodavefitiverJuly and September in western Madhya Pradesh to
It is important to note that reliable evidence wagrevent hunting of the species and to keep track of
assembled in the 198@8in the course of surveys . immigrating birds.

Population: Its population declined by nearly 60% from References: 1Baker 1922-193®. Ali et al 1986;3.
an estimated 4,374 birds in 1982 to about 1,672 in 198%ankaran 1995b4. Goriup and Karpowicz 1989%5.
(although initially only 750 were estimated in the lattefSankaran 19916. Sankaran 19947. Sankaran and
yeaf1% mainly owing to a failure of monsoon raif¢  Rahmani 19868. Sankaran and Rahmani 1999;
between 1985 and 1987. However, a survey in 1998ankararet al. 1990;10. Sankararet d. 1992;11.
showed a population of 2,206, an increase of 32% on ti&ankaran 199312. Sankaran 1995c13. Sankaran
1989 figure, attributed to the fairly good rainfall that2000;14. BirdLife International 200115. Rahmani and N
western India had enjoyed in the ensuing five ygar&  Islam 1997.

further survey in 1999 (after another series of good rains)

encountered 240 floricans (223 males and 17 females) Lesser Florican in some of the IBAs
resulting in a population estimate of 3,530 bitfda  Rajasthan: 1. Gagwana, Arian, Mangaliyawas Ramsar,
population increase of a further 62%. However, cautioGoyal Ratak and Bandar, 2. Shonkhliya, 3. Bajrangadh;
is urged in interpreting these figures as it is now postulatddadhya Pradesh:1. Kanha National Park, 2. Sardarpur
that these increases may have reflected a greatéfildlife Sanctuary, Sailana Kharmor WLGujarat: 1.
concentration of floricans in known sites, and thus falling.ala Great Indian Bustard Wildlife Sanctuary, 4
habitat availability rather than rising numbers of bitds Velavadar National Parkjaharashtra: 1. Nannj plots,
Population densities at a single site are known to chan@e Ozar and adjoining grasslands, 3. Gangapur Dam and
depending on the rainfall pattetfis Grasslands

SPOTTED OR NORDMANN'’S GREENSHANK Tringa gulttifer
Endangered C1Vulnerable A2c,dP1

ONVAN3

This forest-nesting wader has a very small population which is declining as a result of
the development of coastal wetlands throughout its range, principally for industry,
infrastructure projects and aquaculture. It therefore qualifies as Endangered.

Distribution: The Spotted or Nordmann’s Greenshankts non-breeding range is not fully understood, but
breeds on the coast of eastern Russia, and has occursatistantial numbers have been recorded in South Korea,
as a non-breeding visitor to many other Asian countrie€hina, Taiwan and Hong Kong on passage, and in
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Bangladesh, Thailand, Cambodia, Vietnam andoastal wetlands throughout Asia for industry,
Peninsular Malaysia in winter. It has also been recordedfrastructure, aquaculture. Pollution in coastal wetlands,
on passage or in winter in Japan, North Korea, India, Shiunting and human disturbance are further thteats
Lanka, Myanmar (which may prove to be an important

part of its wintering range), Singapore, the Philippine€onservation measures:lt is listed on Appendix | of
and Indonesia, with unconfirmed records from Nepal an@ITES and CMS Appendix II. In India it is protected
the Pacific island of Guain In India it is an extremely under the Indian Wildlife (Protection) Act 1972. This
rare non-breeding visitor. It occurs in Assam (Kazirangapecies is included in the Russian Red Data Baoid
NP)?3, with an unconfirmed report from Rajasthanis in the Appendix to the Soviet-Japanese Convention on
(Ranthambore NP) the Conservation of Migratory Birtls

Population: The Spotted Greenshank appears to havReferences: 1Williams 1987;2. Bhattacharjeest al.
always been rare, possibly because of the limited996; 3. Barua and Sharma 199%. BirdLife
availability of its specialised breeding habitat. Itsinternational 20015. Rose and Scott 199%; Kolosov
population has been estimated at about 1,000°birdsre  1983.
has recently been an overall increase in the number of
records, presumably because of improvements in Nordmann’s Greenshank in some of the IBAs
identification skills and equipment and increased numbesssam:1. Deepar Beel Wildlife Sanctuary, 2. Kaziranga
of observers, but its numbers appear to have declinedNational Park, 3. Misamari Beel-Kokliamukh-Laojan-
some parts of its range (e.g. Japan and PeninsulBalani-Kawimari Complex, 4. Dibru-Saikhowa National
Malaysia), perhaps indicating that it is being affected bpark+ Kobo Chapori+Amarpur Chapori-Maguri-
habitat loss and other pressures. Motapung Beels, 5. Nameri National Park, 6. Majuli
Bheel, 7. Pobitara WLS;amil Nadu: 1. Point Calimere
Main threats: The main threats are the development oWildlife Sanctuary

NILGIRI OR RUFOUS-BREASTED LAUGHINGTHRUSH Garrulax cachinnans
Endangered B1+2a,b,c,d,e

This laughingthrush has a very small, declining, severely fragmented range because of
loss of its forest habitat, primarily through conversion to plantations, agriculture and
settlements. It therefore qualifies as Endangered.

Distribution : The Rufous-breasted Laughingthrush is on@bundant, the species occupies a highly restricted range

of the 16 bird species endemic to the Western GHais  where suitable habitat is diminishing rapidly, and thus its

the only one truly endemic to the Nilgiris, where its rang@verall numbers might well now be low and declining. Its

is “curiously restricted” to montane forest$he confirmed population centre is the Nilgiris; it is generally a rare and

records are from Kerala Wynaad district, Silent Valleyiocal bird in Kerala. In this latter state it is “uncommon” at

National Park, Palghat distri¢tMunnar. From Tamil Nadu Silent Valley National Pafé*'2 rare in Wynaat® and

the confirmed records are from Naduvaftabongwood absent almost everywhere else. In Tamil Nadu, however,

shola and Kil Kotagirf, Udagamandalaff Mukurti it is common in the high ground of the Nilgiris. During a

National Park®, Coonoot’, Upper Bhavari There are study in these hills between 1994 and 1997 population

records also that include Bison Swan@overnor's Shola. density in undisturbed shola forests was calculated as 160—
210 individuals per sqg. km, while it was 90-130 per sq. km

Population: In the nineteenth centudfythe Rufous-breasted in disturbed shola foredts

Laughingthrush was “exceedingly numerous” on the plateau

and upper slopes of the Nilgiris, being “one of the modtlain Threats: Large-scale conversion of habitats into

characteristic birds” of these hills, occurring “wherever therplantations, reservoirs, crops and human habitations

are a few bushes or alittle scrub”. Although it remains locallposes the major threat to this spetieslantations of

THREATENED BIRDS OF INDIA @



Buceros Vol. 7, No. 1 & 2 (2002}———

tea, Eucalyptis, andAcaciahave been expanding, and Referencesi. Stattersfieldcet al. 1998; 2 Ali and Ripley
represent the major threat to shola forests and grassd78-1999; 3Zacharias and Gaston 1993;\jayan
lands in the higher-altitude regions of the Westermnd Gokuldl999; 5. Harrap1986; 6. Gokula and Vijayan
Ghatg4 1996; 7Islam 1987; 8lslam 1990; 9lslam 1985; 10P.
Holt in litt. 1999; 11.Davison 1883; 12Gaston and
Conservation measures:Silent Valley National Park Zacharias 1996; 1¥acharias and Gaston 1999; 14.
in Kerala and Mukurti National Park in Tamil Nadu Pramodet al.1997; 15BirdLife International 2001.
are the only two protected areas within the range
of the species. There are some sholas partly protec- Nilgiri Laughingthrush in some of the IBAs
ted as reserve forests in the upper Nilgiris included iMamil Nadu: 1.Grass Hills, 2.Siruvani Foothills,
the Nilgiri Biosphere Reserve, which however doesg. Avalanche, 4. Bison Swamp, 5. Cairn Hill RF,
not in practice provide any habitat protectiomhere 6. Coonoor, 7. Governor’s Shola, 8. Kodanad,
have been some moves to stop further conve®. Kothagiri, Longwood shola, 10. Naduvattdterala:
sion of forests and grasslands into plantations in Tamil. Silent Valley National Park, 2. Wynaad Wildlife
Nadus®. Sanctuary, 3. Amarambalam - Nilambur RF.

IUIONVAN3
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SPOT-BILLED PELICAN Pelecanus philippensiulnerable Alc,d,e; C1

This species underwent a rapid decline in the recent past. Its small population continues
to decline, although at a reduced rate, as a result of widespread degradation and
exploitation of wetlands and colonies. It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable

Distribution : The Spot-billed Pelican has occurred inrevealing a huge decline in a relatively short period. The

China, Pakistan, India, Nepal, Bangladesh, Sri Lank&ssamese population with a recent assessment places it

Myanmar, Vietnam, Laos, Thailand, Malaysia,at “less than 3,000 with a declining trehd”

Cambodia, Philippines, and Indonesia, with unconfirmed

reports from the Maldives, Hong Kong and Taiwan, an#ilain threats: The main threats to pelican populations in

Singapore. The only known present-day breedingeneral are any combination of disturbance, persecution,

populations occur in India, Sri Lanka and Cambodiajegradation of wetlands through drainage or pollution,

although breeding is also suspected in Sumatra. In Indgatanglement in fishing equipment and decline in food

this species has occurred almost throughout India, beisgpplie€’. The decline of this species is most strongly related

known from the states of Andhra Pradesh, Assam, Bihan the disturbance or destruction of colonies.

Delhi, Gujarat, Haryana, Karnataka, Kerala, Madhya

Pradesh, Maharashtra, Manipur, Orissa, Punjalionservation measuresThe species is granted legal

Rajasthan, Tamil Nadu, Uttar Pradesh and Wegrotection in India and listed in the Schedule IV of the

Bengat234 although breeding takes place only in Andhrdandian Wildlife (Protection) Act 1972, Sri Lanka, China,

Pradesh, Assam, Karnataka and Tamil Nadu. There awyanmar, Thailand, Cambodia and Laos.

unconfirmed reports from Arunachal Pradesh and the

Nicobar islands. References:1. Ali and Ripley 1978-1999; Scott and
Rose 1989; erennou and Mundkur 1991;Mundkur

Population: This pelican was once common over mucland Taylor 1993; 5. Baker 1922-1930;J6hnson et al.

of Asia, with hundreds of thousands (or even “millions”)1993;7. Collar et al. 19948. Rose and Scott 1999;

breeding in Myanmar and records spanning from Pakist&@houdhury 200010. Crivelli and Schreiber 1984.

to Vietnam. At the start of the twentieth century it was

considered “very common over a very great deetiile Spotbilled Pelican in some of the IBAs

at its close the world population was estimated at fewdladhya Pradesh:1.Dihaila Jheel, 2. National Chambal

than 13,000 individuafs, or 11,500 individuak WLS; Gujarat: 1. Pariehj and Kaneval Reservoirs, 2.

ZAFAR-UL ISLAM

Desert National Park in Rajasthan harbours three globally threatened species
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Marine NP and Sanctuary, 3. Gir N®rissa: NP; Karnataka: 1. Kokkare Bellur, 2. Malavalli
1. Bhitarkanika WLS, 2. Chilka lake, 3. GhoahadTank;Andhra Pradesh: 1. Kolleru Lake, 2. Nellapattu
Dam; West Bengal: Sundarbans Biosphere Reserve;wLS, 3. Pulicat Lake WS:Tamil Nadu: 1.
Delhi: 1. Okhla BarrageAssam: 1. Burachapori WLS Vedanthangal WLS, 2. Pulicat Lake, 3. Gulf of Mannar
and Laokhowa WLS, 2. Deepor Beel WLS, 3. Dibru {Mandapam & group of islands), 4. Suchindram Therur,
Saikhowa WLS, 4. Jamjing Reserve Forest, 5. Jengd& Point Calimere WL erala: Kole Lake;Rajasthan:
Beel, 6. Koabari Doloni, 7. Majuli, 8. Manas NP, Keoladeo NP; Manipur: 1. Loktak
9. Misamari Beel, 10. Orang NP, 11. Panidihing.ake WLS and Keibul-Lamjao NRJttaranchal:
WLS & Phokolai bheel, 12. Pobitara WLS, 13. KazirangaCorbett TR.

H B N

LESSER ADJUTANT Leptoptilos javanicusVulnerable C1

This stork qualifies as Vulnerable because it has a small, declining population as a
result of habitat loss and degradation, hunting and disturbance.

Distribution: The Lesser Adjutant ranges from Indiapesticides are used in winter to kill fish in Dibru-
(and formerly China) south through Myanmar andSaikhowa National Park, Ass&m

Thailand to Laos, Cambodia, Vietham and Peninsular

Malaysia to the Greater Sundas including Sumatrg;onservation measures: The species is legally
Kalimantan, Java and Bali (Indonesia), Sabah angrotected in India, Bangladesh, Myanmar (Wildlife Act
Sarawak (Malaysia) and Brunei 1984), Thailand, Malaysia and Indonesia.

There are unconfirmed records from Bhutan. In IndidReferences:1. Saikia 1995; 2Ali and Ripley 1978—
the species was originally resident in central and northiE999;3. Baker 1932-19354. Whistler 1935; 5Baker
eastern India in all well-watered and thinly populatedl922—-1930; 6Rose and Scott 1997; Aancock 1989;
aread Colonies or individual nests have been found, a8. Choudhury 2000; QAli et al.1981; 10. Singh 1992;
least historically, in Uttar Pradesh, Kerala, Tamil Nadul1. Choudhury 1995.

Orissa, Bihar, West Bengal and AsSém

FT9VIINTINA

Lesser Adjutant Stork in some of the IBAs

Population: Although broadly distributed from India to Rajasthan: 1. Ranthambore Tiger Reserve, 2. Keoladeo
Indonesia, the Lesser Adjutant is becoming locally scarc&lP; Madhya Pradesh:1. Bandavgarh NP, 2. Kanha NP,
rare or extinct because of habitat loss, hunting and. National Chambal Sanctua@hattisgarh: 1. Udanti
disturbance of colonies; it was once much more abundaand Sitanadi WLSQrissa: 1. Bhitarakannika Wildlife
than at present, although in India and Myanmar a centu§anctuary, 2. Chilka Lakdarkhand: 1. Udhwa WLS;
or less ago it was “not nearly so common” as the Great§Vest Bengal:1. Buxa Tiger Reserve, 2. Gorumara NP, 3.
Adjutant. The global population is estimated at 5,00Q)aldapara NP, 4. Sundarbans Biosphere Reserve, 5.
birds and declining with that of South-East Asia Mahananda WLSAssam: 1. Burachapori Sanctuary, 2.
(including Indonesia) believed to fall short of 3,500.Chakrasila WLS, 3. Deeper Beel Wildlife Sanctuary, 4.
These total may need a slight upward revision, howeveRBibru-Saikhowa Wildlife Sanctuary, 5. Kaziranga NP, 6.
as the population of the species in Assam is thought &obo Chapori, 7. Laokhowa Sanctuary, 8. Majuli , 9.
exceed 2,000 individudis Misamari Beel , 10. Panidihing Bird Sanctuary, 11. Sonai-

Rupa Wildlife Sanctuary, 12. Buarchapori, 13. Pabho
Main threats: Several threats are contributing to itsReserve Forest, 14. Son Bed@runchal Pradesh:
decline, with their relative importance varying across itd.Namdapha and Kamalar®);D’Ering Wildlife Sanctuary
range. The loss of nest-sites through the felling of colongnd Bijari Range of Dibang WL3/anipur: 1. Loktak
nest trees is a major threat, particularly in Assam Lake; Tamil Nadu: 1. Mudumalai Wildlife Sanctuary;
Important sites such as Harike Lake Wildlife SanctuaryKerala: 1. Parambikulam Wildlife Sanctua@pa: 1. llhas
Punjab, have long been threatened by high poachingetlands;Gujarat: 1. Velavadar NPBihar: 1.Valmiki
level$1°, Thiodan, Dieldrin and other non-biodegradableNP 2. Kursela
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LESSER WHITE-FRONTED GOOSE Anser erythropus
Vulnerable Ala,c,d; A2b,c,d

This species has suffered a rapid population reduction of c. 20-40% decline in the
last 10 years in its key breeding population in Russia, which qualifies it as Vulnerable.
The decline is predicted to continue over the next 10 years.

Distribution : The Lesser White-fronted Goose breedsange, hunting also appears to be the most significant

around the interface of the Taiga and Tundra zones tfreat—with eight hunters apparently responsible for

northern Eurasia, from Arctic Europe to north-easterkilling almost a thousand birds (3—4% of the global total!)

Siberia (Russia), and it winters primarily in south-easterim late October 2000.

Europe, around the Black and Caspian seas, on the lower

Euphrates in Irag, and in the lowlands of eastern ar@onservation measuresit is listed on Appendix | of

southern Chin'g= In India there are unconfirmed sightthe Bonn Convention. Satellite telemetry studies have

records from Keoladeo National Park, Rajasthan. improved knowledge of its range, movements and key
threats. There is an ongoing re-introduction programme

Population: The total midwinter population is probably in Sweden. Public awareness materials have been

25,000-30,000 individuats. This includes 8,000-13,000 produced in eight languages. An international action plan

individuals in autumn in its western Palearctic réagel was published in 1996.

14,000-16,000 wintering individuals from the East Asian

flyway®¢, which may constitute the majority of easternReferences: 1Cramp and Simmons 1977 Madge and

breeding birds Burn 1988,3. Madsen 19964. Tolvanen 19984.
Lorentseret al.1998;5. Miyabayashi and Mundkur 1999;

Main threats: In Europe and Central Asia, high mortality 6. 1. J. @ienin litt. 2000;7. Aarvaket al.1997.

rates in autumn and winter, particularly of juveniles,

indicate that hunting on the staging and wintering grounds Lesser White-fronted Goose in some of the IBAs

is the primary thre&t. Habitat deterioration, as a resultOrissa: 1. Chilka Lake; Haryana: 1. Sultanpur NP;

of land cultivation and increased water levels in thélaharashtra: 1. Gangapur DamRajasthan: 1.

Caspian Sea, is a further thfed the Asian part of its Keoladeo NPAssam:1. Kaziranga NP

NICOBAR SPARROWHAWK Accipiter butleri
Vulnerable C1

This species has been upgraded to Vulnerable because it is assumed to have a small,
declining population as a result of forest loss.

Distribution: The Nicobar Sparrowhawk is endemic torange nor the status of this species can be gauged with
the Nicobar Islands. Two subspecies are recognfsed, any confidence in the absence of clear identification
b. butleri endemic to Car Nicob&randA. b. obsoletus criteria; on the other hand, a precautionary view of the
known with certainty from Katchall in the Nancowry situation suggests that the range may be limited and the
subgroup. As many islands in the archipelago are poorpecies is declining.
studied, it is possible that it is more widely distributed.

Threats: The Nicobar Sparrowhawk is one of (now) three
Population: There have been no population estimateshreatened bird species in the suite of six (with the addition
A. butleri was found uncommon on Car Nicobal  of the Nicobar Scops-ov@tus alius see relevant account
While it would be dangerous to speculate a decline amder Data Deficient) that are entirely restricted to the
this basis, there is an obvious concern that neither thRlicobar Islands Endemic Bird Area”, threats and
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conservation measures are proftledihe primary threat References: 1Butler 1899—-19002. Abdulali 1967:3.
to this species appears to be habitat loss. On Car Nicol@sinkaran 1998%. Stattersfieldet al. 1998:5. Sankaran
this has been estimated at 45%, significantly more thato97,
that in the Nancowry subgroup

Nicobar Sparrow Hawk in the IBAs
Conservation measures:The species is listed in 1. Car Nicobar, 2. Tilangchong, Camorta, Katchal,
Schedule | of the Indian Wildlife (Protection) Act, 1972.Nancowry, Trinkat, 3. Great Nicobar and Little Nicobar.

BAIKAL TEAL Anas formos&/ulnerable Alc,d; A2c,d

This duck has a rapidly declining population as a result of hunting and destruction of its wintering
wetland habitats for agriculture and economic development. These factors qualify it as Vulnerable.

Distribution : The Baikal Teal is only known to breed in 210,000 birdé Despite this increase in the known
eastern Russia, and it occurs on migration in the Russiaopulation, the trend in recent decades has most certainly
Far East, Mongolia, Japan, North Korea, South Korebeen sharply downwards.

and northern China. Large wintering concentrations were

recorded in the past in Japan, South Korea and mainlaihin threats: Hunting was probably the main reason
China, with smaller numbers (or vagrants) recorded ifor its decline and is still a serious threat, particularly as
Hong Kong, Taiwan, Pakistan, India, Nepal, Bangladestit concentrates in large flocks on arable land. In Chin
Myanmar and Thailand. In India the species has historicahd South Korea, birds are killed with poisoned graiigs
records from Jammu and Kashmir, HaryaDelhi, Habitat destruction is one of the factors that is considerEt
Rajasthan, Gujarat, Uttar Pradesh, Bihar, Assanip have caused a sharp decline in the numbers of Anatid®e

Manipur, except from West Bengal (Satraggbleel)  as a whole in several parts of mainland China =
where two males were sighted recehifyJanuary 1993 >
and from Arunachal Pradesh (from Pasighat) Conservation measuresit is listed on Appendix Il of IE

CITES. ltis included in the Indian Wildlife (Protection)m

Population: The Baikal Teal used to be common in manyAct 1972.

parts of its range, and extremely abundantin some places,

but its numbers declined rapidly in the second half of thReferences: 1Chatterjeest al.1995;2. Choudhury 2000;

twentieth century, apparently with a particularly shar@8. Rose and Scott 1994; Miyabayashi and Mundkur
drop in the 1970s. It is now much less numerous that®99;5. Wang Qishan 1998; BirdLife International 2001.
before in many parts of its breeding range in Russia, and

in its non-breeding range in Japan, mainland China and Baikal Teal in the IBAs

South Asia. The total global population was estimated avest Bengal:Ballavpur WLS;Bihar: 1.Danapur Tank,
105,000 birdg but that figure was revised upwards to2. Valmiki NP,Gujarat: Marine NPJ&K: Mirgund Jheel.

MARBLED TEAL Marmaronetta angustirostris
Vulnerable Alc,d; A2c,d; C1

This species appears to have suffered a rapid decline, evidenced in its core wintering range, as a
result of widespread and extensive habitat destruction. It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable. However,
data are scarce and some birds may have relocated to alternative wintering sites. Apparent increases
in the western Mediterranean population probably reflect improved observer coverage rather than
genuine changes. This population has suffered a long-term decline and widespread loss of habitat.

Distribution: The Marbled Teal has a fragmentedMiddle East and in west-central Asia. The species is
distribution around the Mediterranean, through theyenerally rare and local, with small numbers breeding
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and wintering in (chiefly southern) Pakistan, winteringviain threats: Over 50% of suitable habitat may have been
in north-west India (with a few records from Assam andestroyed during the 2@entury*° Wetland drainage for

a report from Bangladesh), and one Chinese record gfyriculture, egg collection, mortality resulting from birds
possible breeding in the far north-west near Kazakhstageing caught in nets and lead poisoning.

The species is a rare winter vistiawith most records, as . _ o
might be expected, from the north-west of the Countr)Elonservatlon measures: The Marbled Teal is listed on

Although there are now several reports from Assam “tﬁgppendix | of the Bonn Convention. Itis listed in Schedule

occurrence of this duck so far east is nevertheleég: Anatidae of the Indian Wildlife (Protection) Act
astonishing”. 1972

Population: Prior to 1991, the estimated world populationReferences:1. Grimmettet al 1998; 2.Savage and
of the Marbled Teal was 34,000-40,000 Birddthough  Mackenzie in Isakov 1970; 3. Green 1996Rése and
count data are poor, a more recent estimate of 14,008cott 1997; 5Delany et al. 1999; 6.Green and El
24,000 birds indicates a rapid population detliNembers  Hamzaoui 1998; Boset al 2000; 8 Choudhury 2000;
wintering in Iran fell from 25,000-30,000 (1985-1992) tay, Green 1993; 10. Green 2000.

5,021 in 1993 and 3,677 in 1995The “west

Mediterranean” wintering population (apparently excluding Marbled Teal in the IBAs

Tunisia) was estimated at around 3,000 bird$997, while Rajasthan: Keoladeo NP Gujarat: Chhari Dhand;
arecent count of 4,250 on one lake in Tunisia in 1999 raisgs Salt Pans (Bhavnagar); 3. Marine NPest Bengal:
the known population of the regibrRepeated recent Ballavpur WLS;Jammu & Kashmir: Mirgund Jheel &

records from Assam have led to the conclusion that ttReserveUttar Pradesh: Dudwa NP;Assam: Kaziranga
species is still a “winter straggler” to north-eastern fdia NP.

BAER’'S POCHARD Aythya baeriVulnerable Alc,d; A2c,d; C1

This poorly known lake-dwelling intra-Asian migrant has a small, rapidly declining
population which qualifies it as Vulnerable. It is thought that hunting and wetland
destruction are the key threats.

Distribution: Baer’s Pochard breeds in eastern Russi&opulation: Various estimates of the global population

north-east China, and possibly in Mongolia and Nortbf this species have recently been made, including more

Korea, and it has occurred on passage or in winter (or #sn 10,000 individuatsfewer than 25,000 and possibly

a vagrant) in Mongolia, Japan, North Korea, Soutfewer than 10,000 individualsand 10,000-20,000

Korea, mainland China, Hong Kong, Taiwan, Pakistarirds®. The total winter population in Assam is placed

India, Nepal, Bhutan, Bangladesh, Myanmar, Thailangtc.1,000 individual& North-east India is clearly a very

Vietnam and the Philippines. The main wintering areaisnportant site for this species.

appear to be in eastern and southern China, north-east

India, Bangladesh, Thailand and Myanmar. Main threats: On the breeding grounds this species has
been negatively affected by habitat degradation, probably

In India it occurs regularly (but locally) in the north-caused by regular grass fires, and the drainage of

east, but is uncommon and erratic elsewhefée bird marshlands In Dibru-Saikhowa Wildlife Sanctuary

is recorded from Harike Lake Wildlife Sanctuary,non-biodegradable pesticides are used in winter to kill

Keoladeo National PatkDudwa National PafkChilka  fish, presumably with detrimental effects on wetland

lake!, Santragachi jheel, Dibru-Saikhowa National Parkecosysteni&*.

Sibsagar tank, Kaziranga National Park, Deepor Beel,

Bordoibam-Bilmukh Sanctuary, Laokhowa Wildlife Conservation measurestn India the species is not listed

Sanctuary and the adjacent Burachapori Wildlifen Appendix | of the Wildlife Act (1972), butis included

Sanctuary, Panidihing SanctuaryAll the given sites under the general (and presumably ineffectual) heading

are recognized as Important Bird Areas. of “Ducks” in Schedule IV.
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References1. Grimmettet al.1998; 2Kannan 1985; 3.  Bird Sanctuary; 2. Marine NR)rissa: 1. Bhitarkanika
Scott 1989; 4Turin et al. 1987; 5Choudhury 2000; 6. Wildlife Sanctuary, 2. Chilika LakeWest Bengal:
Callaghan and Green 1993; 7. Rose and Scott 1997; 8. Sundarbans Biosphere Reserve, 2.Buxa Tiger
Miyabayashi and Mundkur 1999;9. A. Dugintsovin  Reserve;Assam: 1.Deepar Beel Wildlife Sanctuary,
litt. 1997; 10. Choudhury 1995; 11. Choudhury 19973.2_Kaziranga NP, 3. Laokhowa Sanctuary, 4. Majuli,
5.Nameri NP;Arunachal Pradesh: 1.D’Ering

Bear’s Pochard in the IBAs Wildlife Sanctuary and Bijari Range of Dibang

Rajasthan: Ajan Bandh;Gujarat: Gir NP, Khijadiya \WLS.

PALLAS’'S FISH-EAGLE Haliaeetus leucoryphugulnerable C1

This species is inferred to have a small, declining population as a result of widespread
loss, degradation and disturbance of wetlands and breeding sites throughout its range.
It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable.

Distribution: Pallas’s Fish-eagle is widespread fromsubcontinent, and probably most of its range, wetlands
Kazakistan, Russia, Uzbekistan, Tajikhistan, Mongolichave been drained or converted for agriculture and
and China, India, Pakistan, Bhutan, Bangladesh anguman settlements. Pesticides, industrial effluents in
Myanmar. Itis a passage migrant and winter visitor tehe wetlands reduces its breeding success.
Nepal and non-breeding visitor to Afghanistan. The <
main breeding populations are believed to be in ChinaConservation measures: Pallas’s Fish-eagle is &
In India, the Pallas’s Fish-eagle is a widespread breedirngcluded on Appendix Il of CITES. It is listed inl™
species on lakes and large rivers in the north and nortigchedule 1 of the Indian Wildlife (Protection) Ac
east of the country. There are unconfirmed records fromg72, and also legally protected in China, Nepal a
the south in Karnataka, Tamil Nadu and Andhra Pradesiyanmar. >
o)
F
m

Population: The population is likely to be <10,000 References: 1A. Kovshar per A. Braunlichin litt.

mature individuals in the world and in India the specie®000; 2. Samantet al 1995;3. Choudhury 20004.

is now very rare and probably close to extinction, withBjrdLife International 2001.

an estimated population of under 100 and probably fewer

than 50 individuals®. These early reports indicate that Pallas’s Fish Eagle in the IBAs

the species was once remarkably abundant for suchrajasthan: 1. Keoladeo NP, 2. Ajan Bandh (Part of

large raptor throughout much of northern India. Sinc&eoladeo NP)Gujarat: 1. Nalsarovar WS, 2. Marine

then, it has “become rare over most of its distribufion” NP; Orissa: Chilka Lake;West Bengal: 1.Gorumara

and it begins the twenty-first century dramaticallyNp, 2. Jaldapara NP, 3. Sundarbans Bioshpere Reserve,

reduced in both range and numbers. In Assam ng, Mahananda WLS, 5. Buxa Tiger Resedanmu &

population estimate is available, but Grey-headed Fishkashmir: Wular Lake;Uttaranchal: 1. Asan Barage,

eaglesichthyophaga ichthyaetusere commoner than 2. Corbett Tiger ReservAssam:1. Deepar Beel WLS,

Pallas’s Fish-eagles, but numbered “less than 159, Dibru-Saikhowa WLS, 3. Kobo Chapori, 4.

breeding pairs” Laokhowa WLS, 5. Majuli, 6. Misamari Beel, 7. Nameri
NP, 8.Panidihing Bird Sanctuary, 9. Kaziranga NP;

Main threats: The key threats are habitat loss, Jarkhand: 1. Udhwa Lake WLSlaharashtra: Taloda

degradation and disturbance. Across the IndiaRF, Sikkim: Barsey Rhododenderon WLS.

@ THREATENED BIRDS OF INDIA



VULNERABLE

Buceros Vol. 7 & No. 1 & 2 (2002)
GREATER SPOTTED EAGLE Aquila clangaVulnerable C1

There is anecdotal evidence that this species’s small population is declining, at a rate
likely to exceed 10% in three generations, which qualifies it as Vulnerable. It has suffered
from extensive habitat loss and persistent persecution.

Distribution: The range of the Greater Spotted Eagle iReferences: 1Prakash 198&. Grimmettet al 1998;3.
huge. It breeds from Finland to China and winters frorfhacher 19954. Meyburget al. 1997;5. Akhtar 1976;
Kenya to Japan. Throughout the twentieth centunf. Samantet al 1995;7. A. Prasadin litt. 2000;8.
numbers have dwindled and many subpopulations hagoudhury 20009. Bult 1983;10. Naoroji 1990;11.A.
become extinct, with the result that, although it remain8. Rahmanin litt. 2000
extremely widespread, its range is now highly fragmented.
In this account, attention is focused on the status of the ~Greater Spotted Eagle in some of the IBAs
species in the Asian portion of its range. The speciesR¥jasthan: 1. Desert NP, 2. Keoladeo NP, 3. Sariska
breeding status in the country remains somewhat uncle®t?, 4. Ajan Bandh (Part of Keoladeo NPMadhya
There is only one reliable recent report of breeding, ifradesh:1. Dihalia Jheel, 2. Kanha NP, 3. Panna NP, 4.
Rajasthah the general impression being that it is a “rar&ench NP, 5. National Chambal Sanctuary, 6. Bori and
and very local breederdr that “a few pairs may bregd” Satpura NPChattisgarh: 1. Udanti and Sitarnadi WLS,

2. Indravati NP;Gujarat: 1.Gir NP, 2. Kaneval
Population: The global population of the Greater Spottedreservoirs, 3. Khijadiya Bird Sanctuary, 4.Marine NP
Eagle is probably less than 10,000 mature individual@nd Sanctuary, 5.Thol Lake, 6.Velavadar NP, 7. Wild Ass
with Russia holding 2,800-3,000 pairs, and the Europe&fnctuary, 8. Flamingo CityOrissa: 1.Bhitarakannika
popu|ati0n probab|y no more than 900 p‘aiN;umbers WLS, 2. Slmllpal NPJharkhand: 1. Palamau NRA/est
have declined in the western half of its range and in sonf&&ngal: 1. Gopaldhara, 2. Gorumara NP, 3. Singhalila
parts of Asia, but long-term trends are difficult to assedd$P, 4.Sundarbans Biosphere Reserve, 5. Mahananda
owing to identification problenis After a noticeable WLS, 6. Buxa TRJammu & Kashmir: 1. Kishtawar
sharp decline in the populations of all large raptors iNP; Uttar Pradesh: 1. Hastinapur WLS, 2. Dudwa NP,
|ndia‘516v7’ it is now genera”y “uncommon” in the north 3. Sur Sarovar Bird SanCtuary, 4. Lakhbahosi Bird
and “rare” in the penins[ﬂaHaving been “apparent|y SanCtuary, 5.Patna Bird Sanctuar&tranchal: 1. Asan
more abundant” in Assam, the population is nowBarrage, 2. Corbett Tiger Resentgaryana: 1.Sultanpur
“declining alarmingly”®. In Keoladeo National Park Jheel NP;Maharashtra: 1. Bhimashankar WLS, 2.
(Bharatpur), Rajasthan, it was common in 1983, wheRanjay Gandhi NP, 3. Tadoba M&sam:1. Burachapori
20 were recordégdagain in 1985 when 30 were courifed Sanctuary, 2. Deepar Beel Wildlife Sanctuary, 3.
and it was still common there in the 1990s, with as marf§aziranga NP, 4. Kobo Chapori, 5.Laokhowa Sanctuary,
as 35 reported. Itis likely, however, that the high densit§- Majuli, 7.Manas NP, 8. Misamari Beel, 9. Nameri NP,

of individuals at this protected site is the result of a lackO. Panidihing Bird Sanctuary, 11. Barchapori, 12. Son
of alternative refugés Beel, 14.Dibru-Saikhowa NRjizoram: 1. Dampa Tiger

Reserve, 2. Nengpui WL3anipur: 1. Loktak Lake;
Main Threats: Habitat loss and degradation, exploitationKarnataka: 1. Rangananthitoo WL&ndhra Pradesh:
human disturbance’ po”utionl and Shortage of prey. 1. Pulicat lake WSTamll Nadu: 1. Mudumalai Wildlife
Sanctuary, 2. Vedanthangal Bird Sanctuary, 3. Pulicat
Conservation measuresCITES Appendix I, CMS Lake;Kerala: 1. Periyar Tiger Reserv&oa: 1. llhas
Appendix | and Il. In Europe, the Greater Spotted Eagietland, 2. Bhagwan Mahavir NRrunachal Pradesh:
is legally protected. Pakoi WLS
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IMPERIAL EAGLE Aquila heliacaVulnerable C1

It is estimated that this species’ small population has declined by more than 10% in
three generations, primarily as a result of the loss of mature native forest and persecution
in parts of Europe and probably in Asia. This qualifies it as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Imperial Eagle breeds in easternconsequence of changing land-use practices, pesticides,
Russia, northern mainland China and presumablgersecution and declining pfeyts long-term survival
Mongolia, and formerly nested in very small numberswill depend on the protection of sufficient natural habitat,
in Pakistan and northern India. It has been recorded agapecially in the breeding range, and control of hunting,
passage and/or winter visitor (or vagrant) in Japan, Noribarticularly in the wintering range.
Korea, South Korea, mainland China, Hong Kong,
Taiwan, Pakistan, India, Nepal, Bhutan, BangladestGonservation measuresThe Imperial Eagle is listed
Thailand, Laos, Vietnam, Peninsular Malaysia anan Appendix | of the Bonn Convention and Appendix |
Singapore. In India the only confirmed breeding recoraf CITES. It receives general protection in India. The
comes from Haryana, where a female was shot on henperial Eagle is highly mobile and therefore its
nest; in general the species is a winter visitor to the nortlgccurrence in many protected areas is intermittent or
straggling southward in smaller numbers to Tamil Nadubased on single records only.
It is recorded from Jammu and Kashmir, Himachal
Pradesh Punjab, Haryana, Delhi, Rajasthan, GujaratReferences: 1.Ali and Ripley 1978-1992. Singhet
Uttar Pradesh West Bengal and Ass&m al. 1991;3. Singh 20004. Barua and Sharma 1999;
Heredia 19966. Magyaret al.1998;7. Akhtar 197638.
Population: The Imperial Eagle occurs at low densitiesSamanet al. 19959. A. Prasadn litt. 2000;10.BirdLife
in most parts of its range, and its total world populatiomnternational 2001
is probably only a few thousand pairEhere has been a
rapid decline in Europe, where the non-Russian Imperial Eagle in some of the IBAs
population is estimated at 224-318 pairs, witlRajasthan: 1. Keoladeo NP, 2. Ranthambore Ting
populations in Hungary and Slovakia now increa%ing Reserve, 3. Sariska NP, 4. Ajan Bandh (Part of Keoladeo
In India there has been a considerable decline in numbed®); Madhya Pradesh:1. Dihaila Jheel, 2. Panna NP, 3.
of large raptors throughout the courit¥y and the Pench NP, 4. National Chambal Sanctuary, 5. Bori WLS
important Imperial Eagle population in north-west India& Satpura NP, 6. Bandhavgarh NByjarat: 1. Gir NP,
appears to have declined in the late 1990s; for exampl2,Lala Great Indian Bustard WS, 3. Velavadar NP, 4. Wild
only small numbers (and, alarmingly, no juveniles) weréss Sanctuary, 5. Flamingo CityWWest Bengal: 1.
seen in 1995 and 1996, at the “usual sttes” Gorumara NP, 2. Mahananda WUJ8mmu & Kashmir:
1. Dachigam NPUttaranchal: 1. Corbet Tiger Reserve;
Main threats: Despite the huge range of this eagle, itfPunjab: 1. Harike Bird Sanctuary;Maharashtra: 1.
population has declined significantly everywhere as &landur Madhmeshwar WL3ssam: 1. Kaziranga NP.

GYV33INTINA

LESSER KESTREL Falco naumanniVulnerable Alb,c,e; A2b,c.e

This species has undergone rapid decline in western Europe, on its wintering grounds
in South Africa, and possibly in parts of its Asian range. If these declines are
representative of populations in all regions, the total population is likely to have declined
by more than 20% in 10 years, which qualifies the species as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Lesser Kestrel is an extremelywintering chiefly in sub-Saharan Africa. The species
widespread Old World falcon, breeding from Iberia andargely vacates the region in winter, and is then rare at
North Africa through Central Asia to eastern China, andhost (in Nepal, India and the Maldives). It occurs south
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of the breeding range as a migrant, and as a vagrantgishe species, its sites and habitats have been carried out
far east as Japan. Itis listed as a winter visitor throughoist France, Spain, Portugal, Gibraltar, Italy, Greece,
Bangladesh Although records are widely spread, thisBulgaria, Turkey, Israel, Jordan and South Africa. The
species is now a rare winter visitor and passage migraptovision of artificial nests has been successful in several
occasionally in large flockslt is reported from Himachal countries.
Pradesh Haryang Rajasthah Uttar PradeshMadhya
Pradesh Maharashtf®, Karnatak®, Kerala'*? Bihat®,  References:l.Rashid 19672. Grimmettet al. 1998;3.
Oriss&*, Arunachal Pradesh Assan. Gastoret al 19814.Kalsi 1998;5. Turinet al. 1987; 6.
Anon. 1985;7.Anon. 1990a8. Anon. 1990b9. Anon.
Population: The European and North African population1993;10. Chakravarthy and Tejasvi 199Pt. Zacharias
is estimated at 17,000-21,000 pairs, 8,000 pairs in Spaamd Gaston 1993t2. Uthaman 199313. Inskipp and
with several thousand pairs breeding outside this rangeskipp 1977;14. Gauntlett 198615. Singh 1994:16.
principally in Central Asiél. Although the status of the Rahmaniet d. 1988;17.Biber 1996.
species is poorly known in most of its Asian range, the
available information suggests that substantial breeding Lesser Kestrel in some of the IBAs
populations may survive in Mongolia and northern Chinavlaharashtra: 1. Gangapur Dam and Grasslands, 2.
These could prove to be globally important given th@himashankar WLS, 3. Melghat TR, 4. Sinhagsskam:
decline that has taken place in Europe and Central Asi@eepar Beel Wildlife Sanctuary, 2. Nameri NP, 3.
Kaziranga NP, 4. Manas NP, 5. Pobitara WIS&kkim:
Main threats: Intensification of agriculture and increasedChholhamo Plateawtaryana: Sultanpur Jheel NP;
use of pesticides are two threats that have caus&thdhya Pradesh:Bandhavgarh NP, 2. Bori WLS and
significant decline in raptor populations in India, perhapSatpura NP, 3. National Chambal WLS, 4. Pench NP, 5.
including this species. Panna NPJharkhand: 1. Palamau NP, 2. Udhwa WLS;
Guijarat: 1.Marine NP, 2. Nalsarovar WL, 3. Wild Ass
Conservation measures:The species is listed on WLS, Chattisgarh: 1. Indravati NP, 2. Gomarda WLS,
Appendix Il of CITES and on Appendices | and Il of theOrissa: Bhitarkannika WLSRajasthan: Keoladeo NP,
Bonn Convention. In Asia, it occurs (at leastTamil Nadu: 1. Berijam 2. Grass hill$Vest Bengal:1.
intermittently) in several protected areas. In Europe, th#aldapara NP, 2. Lava Neora Valley NP, 3. Mahananda
Middle East and Africa, research into and managemeRVLS;Bihar: 1.Danapur Tank, 2. Valmiki NP, 3. Kursela.
H B N

NICOBAR MEGAPODE Megapodius nicobariensi¥ulnerable C1

This species qualifies as Vulnerable because it has a small, declining population as a
result of the destruction of coastal forest.

Distribution: The Nicobar Megapode or Nicobar birds. The nominate raceicobariensisis represented
Scrubfowl is endemic to the Nicobar Islands, occurringpy 625-1,090 breeding pairs. Populations in the interior
over 1,600 km from its nearest congendiere is some of islands were not estimated, but densities are believed
question whether it might occur or have occurred in thés be much lower than in coastal forésts
Andaman Islands and/or adjacent islands belonging to
Myanmar. Two subspecies are recogms8édith M. n.  Main threats: The Nicobar Megapode is one of (now)
nicobariensisnorth of the Sombrero channel aild n.  three threatened bird species in the suite of six (with
abbottito the south. The species occurs on most of thine addition of Nicobar Scops-oWitus aliug that are
Nicobar Islands entirely restricted to the “Nicobar Islands Endemic Bird
Area”, threats and conservation measures are profiled
Population: The total population was earlier thought toThe main threats have been itemised as hunting of
be in the order of 4,500-8,000 adtilta 1988, the Great birds for meat and egg collection, predation and habitat
Nicobar group population was estimated to be below 400s$:68,
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Conservation measures: The species is listed in 1967;4. Ali and Ripley 1978-1999. Sankaran 1995a;
Schedule | of the Wildlife Protection Act, 1972. Three6.BirdLife International 2001; 7. Stattersfiedtial 1998;
Nicobar Islands, all uninhabited, are protected foB8. Collaret al.1994.
wildlife: Batti Malv, Tillanchong and Megapode Island.
Great Nicobar has two national parks (Campbell Bay and Nicobar Megapode in the IBAs
Galathea ) and is also a biosphere reserve.

Batti Malv, Tillanchong and Megapode Island, Great
Referencesl. Olson 1980; 2Abdulali 1965; 3. Abdulali  Nicobar (Campbell Bay and Galathea).

SWAMP FRANCOLIN Francolinus gularisvulnerable Alc,d; A2c,d

This species is classified as Vulnerable because it has undergone a rapid population
decline which is projected to continue, concurrent with the rapid decline in extent and
quality of its specialised habitat. Trapping is an additional pressure.

Distribution: The Swamp Francolin is endemic to thein Dudwa, Kishanpur, Katerniaghat, North Pilibhit
Indian subcontinent, where itis distributed from northeriReserve Forest, Manas NP, Kaziranga NP, and many
Uttar Pradesh and southern Nepal, east through northararthern sanctuaries throughout its raf§&he Swamp
Bihar and West Bengal to the Brahmaputra valley ifFrancolin is protected under the Wildlife Act 1972
north-eastern India. Among the four members of théSchedule 1V). It is listed from 15 protected areas.
genusFrancolinusin India, this species has the most

restricted range, being confined to the tall, wet grasslan®®eferencesi. Ali and Ripley 1978-19992. Grimmett
of the terai in Uttar Pradesh and Bihar, West Bengaét al 1998;3. McGowaret al 1995;4. Choudhury 2000;
Assam, Meghalaya and Arunachal Pradeésh 5. Javedet al. 1999b;6. Rahmani and Islam 1997.

JEVHIANTINA

Population: The global population was recently Swamp Francolin in some of the IBAs
estimated at 1,000-10,000 individifalslowever, the West Bengal: 1. Sundarbans Biosphere Reservqm
species remains locally common in many areas and & Mahananda WLS, 3. Gorumara NRtar Pradesh:
undoubtedly more abundant than these figures suggest, Hastinapur WS, 2. Dudwa NP, 3. Kishanpur WLS,
with the population in Assam alone now thought to4. Suhelwa WLS, 5. Sohagibarwa WLS, 6. Katerniaghat,
approach or possibly exceed 10,000 individtals 7. Lagga Bagga WLSAssam: 1. Burachapori

Sanctuary, 2. Kaziranga NP, 3. Kobo Chapori,
Threats: The Swamp Francolin has declined as a result. Laokhowa Sanctuary, 5. Majuli beel, 6. Manas NP,
of extensive habitat loss compounded by hunting and. Misamari Beel, 8. Nameri NP, 9. Orang NP,
trapping, and these factors continue to threaten thd. Panidihing Bird Sanctuary , 11. Sonai-Rupa
species. WLS; 12. Son BeelArunachal Pradesh: 1. D’Ering

WLS and Bijari Range of Dibang WLS8jhar: Valmiki
Conservation measuresThe Swamp Francolin occurs NP.

MANIPUR BUSH-QUAIL Perdicula manipurensigulnerable Alc,d; A2c,d; C1; C2a
This poorly known species’s specialised habitat is undergoing a continuing rapid decline and
severe fragmentation, pressures that are assumed to be causing a decline. In addition, there have

been no confirmed records of the bird since 1932, indicating it may have a small population. These
factors, combined with ongoing hunting pressures across its range, qualify it as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Manipur Bush-quail is distributed in Brahmaputra river, and the hills south of the Brahmaputra
the duars from West Bengal to Assam north of th&om Assam (in Cachar) to Manigur
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Population: Estimation of the Manipur Bush-quail's Plains Endemic Bird Ared”

population is hampered by lack of data. There are no

recent records and just one unconfirmed report, frorGonservation measuresApart from a tentative report from

Dibru-Saikhowa WLS in March 1998. Dibru-Saikhowa National Park, the species is not listed for
any protected aréaNo conservation measures are known.

Main threats: Although little is known about the status

of the Manipur Bush-quail, it is undoubtedly threatene@eferences: 1Ripley 19822. R. Kaul (verbally) 1999;

by the considerable decline in the extent and quality &. Stattersfieldet al. 1998;4. McGowanet al 1999

grassland habitat throughout its small range, compounded

by high levels of huntirfg It is one of three threatened Manipur Bush Quail in the IBA
bird species that are entirely restricted to the “AssarManipur: Sirohi NP.
H E N

RED-BREASTED HILL PARTRIDGE OR
CHESTNUT-BREASTED PARTRIDGE Arborophila mandellii Vulnerable C1; C2a

It is inferred from limited available data that this partridge has a small population
which is declining and becoming increasingly fragmented. It is therefore classified as
Vulnerable. Results of more extensive surveys will require a reassessment, and possible
downgrading, of its threat status.

Distribution: The Chestnut-breasted Partridge wag gnservation measures:The Chestnut-breasted
historically distributed from Sikkim and West Bengal,partridge has recently been confirmed in three protected
eastward through Bhutan to Arunachal Pradesh, and injgeas: Singhalila National Park in West Bengal and Mehao
Tibet. It still appears to be evenly distributed across itgnq Dibang Valley Wildlife Sanctuaries in Arunachal
range wherever suitable habitat remains Pradesh are considered important to the long-term
conservation of galliformes in East Asigxport of timber
Population: Vague estimates of the population ranggrom forests in Arunachal Pradesh has been banned, a

between 1,000 and 100,000 for its entire riné8  measure that is expected to provide some relief from
considerable areas of unsurveyed forest remain in thi§ wmercial extraction.

area, further research will perhaps show it to be more

numerous and widespread than current records impligeferences:. R. Kaulin litt. 1998;2. McGowanet al
In particular, while some difficulty remains in 1995:3 R. Kaul (verbally) 1999. Grimmettet al 1998;
distinguishing the region‘drborophilaspecies by their 5 singh 1999:6. BirdLife International 20017.
vocalisationy increased knowledge of the calls ofgtattersfieldet al 1998:8. McGowanet al 1999:
mandellii have clarified that it is quite common in the
forests of eastern Arunachal Pradésh Chestnut-breasted Partridge in some of the IBAs

West Bengal:1. Singhalila NP, 2. Buxa TRArunachal
Main threats: The Chestnut-breasted Partridge is one gbyadesh:1. Mouling NP and Adjoining Areas, 2. Dibang
nine threatened members of the suite of 19 bird specigy s, 3. zamithang - Lumla Sageshwar Lake Area, 4.
that are entirely restricted to the “Eastern Himalayagaglenest and Seesa WLS, 5. Mandla Phudung Area, 6.
Endemic Bird Area”, threats and conservation measur@§ichy RF, 7. Sirkum Pahar, 8. Pakhui WISSkkim: 1.
are profiled. Forest cutting, shifting agriculture and paenam WLS, 2. Lachung Lema and Dombang Velley;

hunting for food are presumably among the deleteriougizoram: 1. Blue Mountain (Phawngpui NPAssam:
pressures on populations of this species Nameri NP.
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WESTERN TRAGOPAN Tragopan melanocephaldailnerable C1; C2a

This species is classified as Vulnerable because its sparsely distributed, small population
is declining and becoming increasingly fragmented in the face of continuing forest
loss and degradation throughout its restricted range.

Distribution: The Western Tragopan was originally Appendix | of CITES and receives full legal protection
found in the Western Himalayas from the Swat catchmeimt both Pakistan and India. Thus hunting of the species,
and Hazara in northern Pakistan through Kashmir anals well as possession of skins, parts or plumage and trade
Himachal Pradesh to Garhwal and possibly Kumaon im live birds is fully prohibited in Pakistan and Intia
Uttaranchat? Recent attempts have been made to control poaching

problem in protected areas and reduce hunting overall: a
Population: Early authors agreed that this species wafive-year ban on hunting was imposed by the Himachal
scarce and local even at the start of the nineteenth centuBradesh government and rewards were offered to
and it is now undoubtedly the rarest of the Himalayawillagers who helped bring offenders to justick is
pheasants. Estimated total population stood in the rangéso listed under the Indian Wildlife (Protection) Act
of 1,600—4,800 birds 1972.

Threats: The Western Tragopan is one of four threatene®eferences:1. Sharma 1993; 2. Gastehal. 1983; 3.

members of the suite of 11 bird species that are entirelavedet al. 1999a; 4. R. F. A. Grimmeaitt litt. 2001; 5.

restricted to the “Western Himalayas Endemic Birdslam (undated); Pandey 1993.

Area”, where the main threat appears to be the loss of

forest habitat in the Western Himalayas through Western Tragopan in some of the IBAs

commercial exploitation and human populationHimachal Pradesh:1. Daranghati Sanctuary, 2. Gamg

expansiof The loss and degradation of the species’Siahbehi Sanctuary, 3. Great Himalayan NP, Kais WL

lower-elevation winter habitat, as well as hunting, may. Kanawar WLS, 5. Tirthan WLS, 6. Rupi Baba WL

be of particular significanée Jammu & Kashmir: 1. Limbar Valley WS, 2. Lolab p=
Valley; Uttaranchal: 1. Govind WLS, Kulni & Balcha M

Conservation measures:The species is listed in Forest.

INA

BLYTH'S TRAGOPAN Tragopan blythii Vulnerable C1; C2a

This species qualifies as Vulnerable because its total population is believed to be small and declining,
and is scattered in small subpopulations within a severely fragmented range. Widespread high
levels of hunting and continuing habitat destruction will inevitably exacerbate this situation.

Distribution: Blyth’'s Tragopan historically ranged from restricted to the “Eastern Himalayas Endemic Bird Area”;
the mountains of north-east India and Bhutan to extrentareats and conservation measures are préfiled
south-eastern Tibet and north-west Myartn#st records
are from the north-eastern states of Arunachal Pradesbonservation measures: The species receives legal
Assam, Nagaland, Mizoram and Manipé?. protection in Bhutan, Myanmar (as pheasants in general),
China (a first class nationally protected species) and India
Population: The population is likely to be very small (Schedule 1). It is listed in CITES Appendix | and
and declining because of habitat tbssCall counts international trade in the species is thus essentially
detected 14 pairs in the 50 sg. km Blue Mountain Nationautlawed.
Park in Mizorarh
References:1. McGowan and Garson 1995; 2. Zeliang
Threats: Blyth’'s Tragopan is one of nine threatened1980; 3. Kaulet al 1995; 4.Zhang Zhengwan litt.
members of the suite of 19 bird species that are entirey997; 5.Choudhury 1996c; 6. Stattersfiedtial 1998
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Blyth's Tragopan in some of the IBAs Mandla Phudung Area, 6. Namdapha and Kamlang WLS,
_ _ _ 7. Eaglenest WLS and Seesa Wi\MBzoram: 1. Blue
Assam:1. Barail Range- Laisong - Laike Areas Northpountain (Phawngpui NPWanipur: 1. Siroy NP, 2.

Cachar RFArunachal Pradesh:1. Talley Valley WLS,  Yangoupokri-Lakchao WLS, 3. Dzuko NBjkkim:
2. Mehao WLS, 3. Dibhang WLS, 4. Ditchu RF, 5.Maenam WLS.

SCLATER’S MONAL Lophophorus sclaterMulnerable C1; C2a

This striking pheasant is poorly known across all of its remote, inaccessible and relatively
restricted range. It is classified as Vulnerable because it probably has a small population
which is naturally fragmented and subject to a significant decline.

Distribution: Sclater's Monal occupies a restricted rang&€onservation measures: The species is listed in
in the area where India, Myanmar, Tibet and YunnaBchedule 1 of the Indian Wildlife (Protection) Act 1972,
meet2 In India a newly discovered but as yet unnameélso legally protected in China and Myanmar. It is listed
subspecies probably occupies a restricted range froom CITES Appendix | and international trade is thus
eastern Tawang (Towang) district to western Uppelegal.
Subansiri districét*®.

References:1. Ali and Ripley 1978-199%. Smythies
Population: While a dearth of accurate data preclude4986;3. Kumar and Singh 199&t. Kumar and Singh
assessment of the global population of this species, rouB99;5. Kumar and Singh 2006; McGowan and Garson
estimate is 10,000 individudls It should be assumed 1995; 7. Stattersfieldet al. 1998;8. del Hoyoet al
that the population far exceeds the low humbers implieti994.
by the records and reports listed above simply because
the bulk of its range is extremely remote and therefore Sclater’s Monal in some of the IBAs
rarely visited. Arunachal Pradesh: 1. Dibang WLS; 2. Thungri

Changla Poshingla, Maji, Basti Lilak Area; 3. Chayang-
Threats: The Sclater's Monal is one of nine threatened ajo-Khenew Lada Area (USF); 4. Koloriang - Sarli -
members of the suite of 19 bird species that are entirelyamin - Valley Areas, 5. Nacho - Limeking - Taksiang,
restricted to the “Eastern Himalayas Endemic Bird Area'Majha and neighbouring, 6. Tato - Machuka - Moni
threats and conservation measures are préfilddbitat Gong- Gasheng, 7. Ditchu Reserve Forest, 8. Para -
degradation and over-exploitation of the species for fooGhaglagaum Neighbouring Areas, 9. Sirkum Pahar and
are presumably the major threats; these factors aneighbouring areas, 10. Mago-Thingbu and Lubuthang
certainly widespread in its rarfgfe Area

CHEER PHEASANT Catreus wallichi Vulnerable C1; C2a

This pheasant’s small population is naturally fragmented because it lives in small patches of
successional grassland. Human population pressure, hunting and changing patterns of land-
use are resulting in its decline, qualifying it as Vulnerable

Distribution: The Cheer Pheasant is distributed througffopulation: Since the earliest records available, the species
the southern foothills of the Himalayas from Pakistan tBas been considered generally scarce and.I@iakn its
Nepal, occurring in northern Pakistan, three states of Indf&tchy distribution and specialized habitat requirements, it
(Jammu and Kashmir, Himachal Pradesh and Utt&¥ thought to number less than 10,000 individuatany
Pradesh). In India, it has declined, with most knowRopulations are now thought to contain fewer than 10
populations now confined to Himachal Pradesh. individual$ in isolated pockets of suitable habitat
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Threats: The Cheer Pheasant is one of four threateneWildlife (Protection) Act 1972. Many status surveys
members of the suite of 11 bird species that are entirefyave now been conducted in Himachal and Uttar Pradesh,
restricted to the “Western Himalayas Endemic Birdalong with research into population ecology and habitat
Area”, threats and conservation measures are profiledporeferences.
Alongside its susceptibility to hunting and habitat loss,
one of the main complications to the conservation of theferences:1. Hume and Marshall 1879-1882;
species appears to be its distribution in small isolateiflcGowan and Garson 199%. Kalsi 1999;4.
populations. Since grassy and scrubby formations in th8tattersfielcet al 1998;
western Himalayas are patchy and vulnerable to stochastic
extinction, the same applies to Cheer Pheasant Cheer Pheasant in some of the IBAs
populations. The extreme fragmentation of the speciesidimachal Pradesh:1. Chail WLS, Beat and Blossom
range leaves it vulnerable to local extinction and presenBeat, 2. Daranghati WLS, 3. Gamgul Siahbehi WLS, 4.
a hindrance to gene-flow between subpopulafionsGreat Himalayan NP, 5. Kugti WLS, 6. Kais WLS, 7.
Furthermore, laws designed to protect the species ak@nawar WLS, 8. Trithan WLSJammu & Kashmir:
rarely implemented. 1. Limbar Valley WLS;Uttaranchal: 1. Govind WLS,
Kulni & Balcha Forest, 2. Kedarnath WLS, 3. Khati
Conservation measuresThe species is legally protected Reserve and Wacchum (Nanda Devi Biosphere
in Nepal and it is listed in Schedule 1 of the IndianReserve);

MRS. HUME'S PHEASANT Syrmaticus humiagulnerable C1; C2a

This species appears to have been reduced to a small population, which has become
increasingly fragmented. Although its status remains virtually unknown across a substantial
proportion of its historic range in Myanmar, habitat loss and hunting continue to operate as
major threats throughout. It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable.

GYV33INTINA

Distribution: There are two subspecies of Hume’sThreats: It might be assumed that, as this pheasaE
Pheasant, one of whicB, h. humie, is found in north- appears not to be strictly reliant on intact forest, it perhaps
east India in eastern parts of Nagaland, Manipur arsliffers less severely from the ravages of deforestation
Mizoram through western Myanmar south to théhan many other birds. In any case, the species’s
Irrawaddy (= Ayeyarwady) river, while the oth&, h. preference for a patchwork of habitats suggests that undue
burmanicts, occurs in southern China, northern andlegradation of habitat will be deleteribukowever, a
eastern Myanmar and extreme northern Thaftand more direct threat may be posed by hunting, especially
Although the species was suspected to occur in thes the range of the species overlaps with various hill tribes
Chittagong Hill Tracts of Bangladestthis is perhaps whose hunting lifestyles are notorious.

unlikely given the relatively low altitude of these . , -
. . . Conservation measuresMrs. Hume’s Pheasant is listed
highlands and there is no definite record for the countr)é. . o .

s a nationally protected species in China (category )
Population: Three decades ago it was believed that Mra&nd legally protected in India (Schedule I), Thailand and
Hume's Pheasant was “tolerably abundant” and that “thdyanmar (in the latter as pheasants in general: Wildlife
size of the population need cause no appreherfsionAct 1994). It also appears on Appendix | of CITES.

With the help of slightly more detailed information, the eferences: 10ates 1898. Finn 1898:3.Sarker 1986

global population is now estimated at a few thousand . B
individuals, and the subspect iaemay be as few as .Vincent 1966— 19715. McGowan and Garson 1995.

1,000 in numbér However, the species’s range is centred  Mrs. Hume’s Pheasant in some of the IBAs

on some of the most remote and inaccessible highlandsunachal Pradesh:1. Namdapha and Kamalang WS,
of Asia, and any estimate of its true population ir2. D’Ering WLS and Bijaria range of Dibhang WLS;
Yunnan, Myanmar and the Naga hills is guesswork aflizoram: 1. Murlen NP, 2. Phawngpui WLStanipur:
best. 1. Siroy Hills, 2. Dzuko WLS
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GREEN PEAFOWL Pavo muticusVulnerable Alc,d; A2c,d; C1; C2a

This majestic species has a small, rapidly declining and severely fragmented population,
primarily owing to high hunting levels, although more locally it has suffered a reduction
in the extent and quality of its habitat. Rapid decline and further fragmentation are
projected to continue. These factors qualify it as Vulnerable.

Distribution: Historically the Green Peafowl was range throughout which it is heavily persecuted. Hunting
distributed widely from north-east India to southerrfor meat, exploitation for trade and retributive persecution
China, Myanmar, Thailand, Laos, Vietnam andyy farmers are not mutually exclusive; indeed,
Cambodia, with further populations in Peninsulapersecution by farmers often follows after habitat
Malaysia and Indonesia (Java). It persists in all thesgnversion to farmland. The species’s preference for
countries except Malaysia and Bangladesh, but hasluvial valleys and daily access to water overlaps with
certainly declined rapidly and now only occurs inthe requirements of human populations, a circumstance
fragmented, greatly reduced populations. In India thiéat is severely detrimental to the Bird

Green Peafowl is restricted to the far north-eastern states

where its range is small and declining. The few recordSonservation measuresThe species is listed on CITES
are from extreme north of the Manipur valley and alongppendix Il and receives full legal protection in India,
the Myanmar border and in Churachandpur distdct, China, Myanmar, Thailand, Laos, Cambodia, Vietnam,
1990. Malaysia.

Population: The current world population of Green References:1. Choudhury 19922. McGowan and
Peafowl in the wild is estimated at 5,000 to 10,00Garson 19953. Evans and Timmins 1995
individuals and declinirig

Green Peafowl in some of the IBAs
Threats: Current threats to the Green Peafowl ar@anipur: 1. Ango Hills, 2. Dzuko NP, 3. Yangoupokri-
considerable, as it now occupies a highly fragmenteldakchao WLS.

SARUS CRANE Grus antigoneVulnerable Alc,d,e; A2c,d,e

This crane has suffered a rapid population decline, which is projected to continue, as
a result of widespread reductions in the extent and quality of its wetland habitats,
exploitation and the effects of pollutants. It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Sarus Crane now occupies a highlyistributed in northern India, occurring in parts of Jammu
disjunct distribution: the nominate raaetigoneinhabits and Kashmir, Himachal Pradesh, Maharashtra, Bihar,
Pakistan, northern and central India, Nepal anWest Bengal, Assam, Meghalaya and Manipur, but
historically Bangladesh and Arakan in Myanmar; the racgrincipally in Rajasthan, Haryana, Uttar Pradesh, Gujarat
sharpiiwas previously widely distributed across Southand Madhya Pradesh.

East Asia but has almost disappeared from north-east

India, mainland China, Myanmar, Thailand, Malaysia an@opulation: Given the ongoing decline in the Indian
Laos, and surviving populations are virtually confinechopulation, it is quite possible (indeed probable) that the
to Cambodia and Vietnam; the third subspe@esa. number of mature adults has fallen below 10,000 birds
gilliae inhabits northern Australia. The Sarus has suffere@orldwide®. On the basis of early reports it seems likely
a considerable contraction of its range in South and Soutivat 150 years ago the Indian population of this species
East Asi&>3“ Although its range contracted markedlywas in the order of hundreds of thousands of birds (see
during the course of the twentieth century, particularlistribution). A survey in the 1980s, however, suggested
at the eastern and southern frirfgéisremains widely that only 10,000—12,000 surviveérurther declines took
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place during the 1990s leading to a sense of unease abRéferences:1. Roberts 1991-1992; Meine and
the status of the species in India Archibald 1996; 3. Wells 1999; 4. Sundsral in press;
5. Choudhury, B. C.et al. 1999; 6.Gole 1989; 7.
Main threats: In Asia, as with many other large Choudhury, B. C. 1998; &undar and Choudhury 1999.
waterbirds, the species is primarily threatened by a
combination of habitat loss and modification (owing Sarus Crane in some of the IBAs
primarily to agricultural expansion), pollution and Rajasthan: 1.Keoladeo NP, 2.Ranthambore TR, 3.
persecution, and it has been extirpated from larg8ariska NP, 4. Bund Baretha WL8tadhya Pradesh:
proportions of its historical range and hugely reduced id. Dihaila Jheel, 2. Kanha NP, 3. Panna NP, 4. National
numbers in the areas which it still occupies. During th€hambal WLS, 5. Bandhavgarh NP, Sone Gharial WLS;
1999 Sarus Crane census throughout India, the maj@ujarat: 1. Gir NP, 2. Khijadiya WLS, 3. Lala Great
threat listed by participants was the spread of agricultudedian Bustard WLS, 4. Marine NP, 5.Nalsarovar WLS,
to the shores of wetlantdsHabitat availability is also 6. Thol Lake WLS, 7. Velavadar NP, 8. Rudra Mata Dam;
reduced by mud removal activities, vegetation clearingJttar Pradesh: 1.Hastinapur WLS, 2. Kishanpur WLS,
vegetation overgrowth and reclamation 3. Lakhbahosi Bird Sanctuary, 4. Patna Bird Sanctuary,
5. Nawabganj Bird Sanctuary, 6. Samastipur Bird
Conservation measuresThe species is listed on Appendix Sanctuary, 7. Sheikha Jheel, 8. Tikra Jhdakyana:
Il of CITES. It receives full legal protection in all range 1.Bhindawas WLS, 2. Sultanpur WLBtaharashtra:
countries (although appearing only on Schedule IV of thé. Tadoba NP, 2. Nawegaon NRanipur: 1.Loktak
Indian Wildlife Act 1972). Of the 10 Asian countries whereLake & Keibul-Lamjao National Parl§ssam:1. Dibru-

it is found, eight are signatories to the Ramsar ConventiodBaikhowa NP+ Kobo Chapori+Amarpur Chapo
(the exceptions are Laos and Myanmar). Maguri-Motapung Beeld)elhi: Okhla Barrage.
H E N

BLACK-NECKED CRANE Grus nigricollisVulnerable C1

F19aVIINTINA

This species has a small, declining population as a result of loss and degradation of
wetlands, changing agricultural practices and increased human activity in its breeding
and wintering grounds. These factors qualify it as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The breeding range of the Black-neckedMain threats: Intensive grazing and pesticide use has
Crane includes much of the Qinghai-Tibetan Plateau ipaused degradation of grasslands in the breeding
south-central China, with small breeding populations igrounds. A dam planned on the Lhasa river threatens
Ladakh, and Bhutan. Very small numbers have winteredintering birds. Fish-farming, peat and firewood
in Arunachal Pradesh. collection and construction of roads have resulted in
increased disturbance and habitat degradation. The
Population: The global population is estimated to becollection of eggs and poaching are problems in parts
5,600-6,000 birds, including wintering populations of of China and India. In the breeding areas of Ladakh,
360 in Bhutan, no more than 10 in Arunachal Pradeshhe high-altitude vegetation is slow-growing and
small numbers breed in Lad&kland breeding could sensitive to disturbance, and direct and indirect human
occur in Sikkind. Very small numbers of wintering birds interference is having an increasingly detrimental
(perhaps only occasional visitors) have also been reportgtpact. The constant diminution of undisturbed
from Myanmar and Vietnam. More comprehensive anéoraging and breeding areas is exerting such pressure
coordinated counts in Ladakh in the 1980s and 199@ the small Indian population that it is unlikely to
have located larger numbers, with a maximum populatiosurvive without assistance in the form of legal and habitat
estimate of 38 individuals in 1997, including 12 breedingprotection.
pairs. It is believed that a recent increase might have
occurred after poaching by military personnel wagconservation measuresCITES Appendix | and II.
controlled in the mid-1980s CMS Appendix | and Il. Research conducted in China,
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India and Bhutan since the mid-1980s has involvedcott 1997; 3. Pfister 1998;dsha-Lachungpa (verbally)

cooperative efforts among conservationists and scientist§02; 5.BirdLife International 2001.

from these three countries. There have been conservation

and development programmes in local communities at Black-necked Crane in some of the IBAs

the important sites. The Indian breeding populatiogvest Bengal:1. Chapramari WLS, 2. Buxa TBammu

occurs in the Changthang Cold Desert Wildlife Sanctuang Kashmir: 1. Chushul Marshes, 2. Hanle Shado-Bug,

The species is legally protected and its huntin@. Tso morari Lake & Adjacent Marshes, 4. Hemis NP;

prohibited. Soldiers who shot a pair of cranes in 1997 irsikkim: 1. Chholhamo Pleatue, 2. Lhonak Valley

Ladakh faced heavy fines or prison sentehces (including Muguthang marshes), 3. Barsey
Rhododenderon WLSArunachal Pradesh: Sangti

References:1. Meine and Archibald 1996; Rose and Valley 2. Zamithang - Lumla Sageshwar Lake area

HOODED CRANE Grus monach&/ulnerable C1

This crane has a small population. A lack of baseline data makes identification of a
population trend problematic. Apparent recent increases may reflect improved observer
coverage or the displacement of birds from degraded or destroyed sites. Given the
substantial threats to its habitat, it may currently be declining or is likely to decline in
the near future. These factors qualify it as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Hooded Crane is mainly confined todam building. Other threats are pollution of coastal water,
eastern Russia as a breeding bird, where it nestsgesticide poisoning, increased levels of human
forested wetlands, but it may also breed in northerdisturbance and overfishing. Some poaching and hunting
Mongolia, and there is a single record of nesting in nortlof breeding birds occurs.
east China. It occurs in Mongolia, North Korea and
northern China on migration, and on migration and i€onservation measuresCITES Appendix | and II.
winter in Japan, South Korea and eastern and southgonn Convention Appendix Il. Since the 1980s, there
China. There are also a few records from Taiwan ariths been international collaboration on projects for the
north-east India, and unconfirmed reports from Myanmaconservation of this species within the Asia region, mostly
In India it was a very rare visitor in the nineteenth centurynspired by the International Crane Foundation and the
with records from lower Assam and Manipur. Wild Bird Society of Japan, and the satellite-tracking
project has helped to initiate a network for the
Population: Recent estimates of the global populatiortonservation of cranes in North-East Asia
of Hooded Cranes have included: 9,400-9,600 birds
References: 1Meine and Archibald 199&. Rose and
Main threats: The main threats are wetland loss andcott 19973. Chan 1999:4. Ichida 1994.
degradation in its wintering grounds in China and South
Korea as a result of reclamation for development ardote: No recent record from any IBA site in India.

MASKED FINFOOT Heliopais personatavulnerable Alc; A2c; C1

This elusive species has a very small, declining population as a result of loss and
degradation of wetlands and lowland forest, which qualifies it as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Masked Finfoot occurs patchily from it occurs southwards to Peninsular Malaysia and Sumatra,
north-east India and Bangladesh through continentiidonesia. In India the species is a very rare breeding
South-East Asia to Vietnam. In the non-breeding seaswisitor (or possibly resident) in north-eastern states,
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mainly Assam. There is one unconfirmed report frondisturbance in suitable wetlands; an enormous amount
the Dum Duma river, inside Dum Duma Reserve Forestf suitable habitat has disappeared from its historical
€.1988, although this is later given as a confirmed récordrangé&:5-~.

Population: The global population is thought to be belowConservation measuresThe Masked Finfoot receives
10,000 individuals although the reclusive nature of thefull legal protection in Myanmar (Wildlife Act 1994) and
species impedes the accuracy of this estimation. In Indiehailand (WARPA).
it has always been scarce in the north-east rédibere
have been very few recent records, however, and thiReferencesl.Choudhury 200@®.Rose and Scott 1997;
species is now a great rarity in the couhtityis possible 3. Ali and Ripley 1978-199%. Choudhury 199705.
that undiscovered populations may survive in easterRound 19886. Scott 19897. Collinset al. 1991.
Arunachal Pradesh, parts of Nagaland, Manipur or
Mizorant, but if so they must be very small. Masked Finfoot in some of the IBAs

West Bengal:Sundarbans Biosphere Reserssam:
Main threats: The Masked Finfoot is at risk throughout 1. Upper Dihing Reserve Forest ( East Block), 2. Doom
its range from the ongoing loss of forest ponds, streamsid®ooma, Dangori RFArunachal Pradesh: Namtok,
or riverside vegetation and the increase in humaNamhek, Nampong, Manmao

SOCIABLE LAPWING Vanellus gregarious/ulnerable Ala,c; A2b,c; C1

This species has a small population which has undergone a rapid reduction, for largely
unknown reasons. It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable

Distribution: The Sociable Lapwing breeds just outsideConservation measuresin Europe and Central Asia
the Asian region, in the west-central Asian steppeshe Sociable Plover is legally protected in Armen
wintering in north-east Africa, the Middle East and northerikazahkstan, Russia, Turkmenistan, Ukraine
India. Uzbekista®? It is listed on Appendix | of the CMIM
OQBonn Convention). Measures taken in Asia that may

The main wintering range lies in the north and west _ . : . .
. . . have benefited this species. In India, the species occurs
the country, with small numbers occasionally straggllng[; _ : :
winter around sanctuaries such as Sultarjpeel

s Kerala. Apart from some untraced an . .
as far .SOUth a P and Keoladeo National Park. However, as the habitat
unconfirmed records, the only recent records are fro

Haryana and Rajasthan. r1I1avoured by this species differs from other water-
birds, it is not subject to the same threats and indeed it is

Population: The Sociable Plover has suffered a rapichrobably secure in many areas of arable land in the

decline and contraction of its breeding range, with totakintering range.

numbers now thought to be fewer than 10,000 mature

individuals-2 References:1. Collar et al. 1994;2. Tucker and Heath
1994

Main threats: In Europe, the Middle East and Central

Asia, known factors cannot explain the magnitude of Sociable Lapwing in some of the IBAs

recent declines, but key threats probably affect birds at

wintering and passage sitéslt may have been adversely Rajasthan: 1. Keoladeo NAyladhya Pradesh:Dihalia

affected by the increasingly dry climate in its breedingheel;Gujarat: Flamingo City;Bihar: Valmikinagar

and wintering range. NP; Haryana: Sultanpur WLS.

SYAINTNA

¥

@ THREATENED BIRDS OF INDIA



VULNERABLE

Buceros Vol. 7 & No. 1 & 2 (2002)
WOOD SNIPE Gallinago nemoricolaVulnerable C1

This secretive snipe has a small, declining population, as a result of habitat loss and
localized hunting in its wintering grounds. It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Wood Snipe breeds in the HimalayasThreats: The apparent decline and current rarity of this
and the mountains of China (and possibly in northergpecies is in some ways curious given the low rates of
Vietnam), wintering southwards to southern Indiahabitat loss in high-altitude breeding areas where it is
Bangladesh, Myanmar, Thailand and Indochina; it hagenerally not persecutedf a decline has occurred,
apparently occurred as a vagrant in Sri Lanka anitherefore, it is probably due to pressures (through habitat
Singaporé? In India records of this species are broadlyloss and hunting) exerted on the wintering population.
but thinly scattered from Himachal Pradesh in the north-
west to Assam, Arunachal Pradesh and Manipur in tHeonservation measuresThe species is listed as totally
north-east, southwards in hills to the southern tip. A repoprotected in Myanmar (Wildlife Act 1984). It is listed in
that the species is a common winter visitor to Coring&chedule IV of the Indian Wildlife (Protection) Act 1972,
Wildlife Sanctuary in Andhra Pradésis presumably which includes the general entry: “Snipes Scolopacinae”.
erroneous and other records for the state are considered
unconfirmed. References:1. Blanford 1895-189&. del Hoyoet al
1996; 3. Raoet al 1996;4. Grimmettet al1998;5.
Population: In the nineteenth and early twentiethZacharias and Gaston 1998, C. Inskipp and T. P.
centuries this species was the rarest of the snipes in tingkipp (verbally) 1998.
Indian subcontinent but it was still regularly recorded
from a wide variety of localities and regions. Its Wood Snipe in some of the IBAs
distribution and population at that time was in many wayklaryana: 1. Sultanpur Wildlife Sanctuar@ujarat: 1.
better known than it is today because of the extensiWild Ass WLS;West Bengal:1. Buxa TR; 2. Mahananda
hunting record. Recent winter records of the speciédLS, 3. Gopaldhara, 4. Singhalila NBttar Pradesh:
anywhere in India are scarce. During a protracted survé&udwa NP:Assam:1. Deepar Beel WLS, 2. Nameri NP,
of 24 sites in Kerala, 1973-199%he species was 3. Panidihing Bird Sanctuary- Phokolai Beel, 4.
identified at seven sites, concluding that it wadgurchapori WLS and Laokhowa WL3Vladhya
“uncommon or rare” at all of these, but possiblyPradesh:Dihalia JheelMizoram: Murlen NP;Sikkim:
overlooked. However, their definition of “uncommon” 1. Kyongnosia Alpine WLS, 2. Lachung, Lema and
is that the species was observed on at least 30% of fidk¢mbang ValleyTamil Nadu: Kothagiri and Longwood
days, suggesting that quite a few sightings were madeShola (Nilgiri)

SPOON-BILLED SANDPIPER Eurynorhynchus pygmeugulnerable C1

This sandpiper has a small population which is declining as a result of habitat loss in
its breeding, passage and wintering grounds, compounded by disturbance and hunting.
These factors qualify it as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Spoon-billed Sandpiper breeds on the/ietnam, the Philippines, Peninsular Malaysia and
Chukotsk peninsula and southwards down the isthm@&ngapore, with unconfirmed reports from the Maldives.
of the Kamchatka peninsula, in north-eastern Russia. Il India it is an uncommon winter visitor recorded mainly
migrates down the western Pacific coast through eastasn the east coast in Kerala, Tamil Nadu, Orissa, and West
Russia, Japan, North and South Korea, mainland Chingengal.

Hong Kong and Taiwan to its main wintering ground in

South and South-East Asia, where it is recorded fromopulation: The global population of this species was
India, Bangladesh, Sri Lanka, Myanmar, Thailandrecently estimated at between 4,000 and 6,000
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individuals, presumably originally based on an estimateConservation measuresBonn Convention Appendix

of ¢.2,000-2,800 breeding pairs in Russf& It appears |IlI. It is also included in the Schedule IV of the Indian

to be rare on migration and in winter throughout its rangé&Vildlife Protection Act 1972 as Sandpipers

indicating that it may actually total well below 4,000 (Scolopacinae). Protected areas in its breeding, staging

individual$. and wintering areas include Point Calimere and Chilka
lake.

Main threats: The species is vulnerable to habitat loss

because of its specific requirements, high level of sitReferences:1. Rose and Scott 1992. Flint and

fidelity, and small population. The Chilka lake ecosystenKondrat'ev 1977;3. Johnsgard 19814. Tomkovich

is threatened by expanding aquaculture, the invasion ¢891;5. Collar et al. 1994; 6. BirdLife International

weeds (e.gPotamogeto)) a decrease in salinity due to 2001;7.Acharya and Karr 199®,. Bandyopadhyay and

the closure of the lake’s mouth, and touri&mAt Point  Gopal 19909. Sugathan 1985;0. Hussain 1991.

Calimere, the total number of wintering waders has

declined gradually because of increased salinity in the  Spoon-billed Sandpiper in some of thelBAs

industrial condensers (presumably saltpans) an@rissa: Chilka Lake; West Bengal: Sundarbans

encroachment by villagers developing small-scale saBiosphere Reservefamil Nadu: Point Calimere;

works10 Guijarat: Marine NP(?)

INDIAN SKIMMER Rynchops albicollisvulnerable Alc,e; A2c,e; C1

This species has a small, rapidly declining population as a result of widespread
degradation and disturbance of lowland rivers and lakes. It therefore qualifies as
Vulnerable.

VAINTNA

Distribution: The Indian Skimmer has a large extent ofsystem is now one of the most important areas for @e
occurrence but a relatively narrow area of occupancyspecies anywhere in the world. It is “the most importzﬁt
being confined to the major river systems of Pakistanspecies which needs special conservation action” in the
northern India, Bangladesh, Myanmar and Indochindndo-Gangetic plairfs
(Laos, Cambodia and Vietnam). It was once very
common on all large river systems in central and northerhreats: In the past century of increased human usage
India, not occurring south @f16° N latitudé. A decline  of wetlands, many colonies have been plundered and the
in numbers has occurred, paralleled by a fragmentatiosubstrates mined, cultivated and settled; and many
of its range, and it now only breeds at scattered localitie$eeding areas have been over-exploited, polluted, flooded
or drained®® The Indian Skimmer has consequently
Population: This unusual waterbird was once abundantdeclined throughout and will continue to do so unless
in the major river systems of the Indian subcontinent anduitable wetland habitats, and particularly their colonies,
fairly common in South-East Asia. There have beerare kept sufficiently free of disturbance and development.
decline in both range and numbers throughout its broalis stronghold is India, but even here it is thought to be
distribution. While this has resulted in much smallerthe species most urgently in need of conservation &ction
populations in the Indus, Ganges (and other Indian rivers)
and Irrawaddy catchments, the population of the Mekon@onservation measures:Very few conservation
catchment is almost certainly extinct. Its globalactivities currently target this species, a circumstance that
population was recently judged to be 10,000 individualsneeds urgent attention. The species is listed as totally
but it may well have fallen below this level, and is protected in Myanmar (Wildlife Act 1984). The National
certainly falling. A 1994 count of 555 individuals along Chambal Sanctuary (5,400 sqg. km ) was established to
403 km of the Chambal river in the National Chambalprotect GhariaGavialis gangeticusbut it also contains
Sanctuary, Madhya Pradéslsuggests that this river one of the healthiest skimmer populations in Asia.
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References:1. Ali and Ripley 1978-199%. Rose and Reservoirs, 4. Nalsarovar WLS, 5. Thol Lake, 6. Wild
Scott 1997;3. Sharmeet al 1995;4. Rahmani 19955.  Ass Sanctuary, 7. Flamingo City, 8. Khijadiya WLS;

Scott 19896. Duckworthet d. 1999. Orissa: 1. Chilka Lake, 2. Satkosia Gorge WL\West
Bengal: 1.Buxa Tiger Reservéjaryana: 1. Bhindawas
Indian Skimmer in some of the IBAs WLS, 2. Sultanpur NFPunjab: 1. Harike WLSAssam:

Rajasthan: 1.Band Baretha WLS, 2. Keoladeo NP;Kaziranga NPAndhra Pradesh: 1.Nelapattu Wildlife
Madhya Pradesh: 1.National Chambal WLS, 2. Son Sanctuary;Bihar: 1. Valmiki NP, Uttar Pradesh:
Gharial WLS;Gujarat: 1.Gir NP, 2. Pariehj and Kaneval National Chambal WLS

EASTERN STOCK PIGEON OR PALE-BACKED PIGEON Columba eversmanni
Vulnerable Ala,c,d

This species has declined rapidly in the past, probably as a result of changing
agricultural practice and hunting in its wintering grounds, and possibly habitat loss in
its breeding grounds. These factors qualify it as Vulnerable.

Distribution: Pale-backed Pigeon breeds in the desertsave greatly diminished, probably as a result of the
and settled regions of Uzbekistan, Turkmenistarescalation of hunting throughout its range and the
Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan, southern Kazakhstan, north-eagitensive cultivation of its winter quarters. Concerted
Iran and Afghanistan and winters in south-east Iran argttion is now required to mitigate these threats, but the
the northern Indian subcontinent. In Central Asia, it hgsroblem may be complicated by the mobility of the
suffered drastic decline, especially in Kazakhstan. Birdspecies in winter. The species has been found in small
from Central Asia winter in western Pakistan and northemmumbers in trade in India, usually as a by-catch of
India, east (at least formerly) to Bihar and south to Punjajeneralist pigeon trappérs
and Uttar Pradesh®

Conservation measures:There are several large
Population: In Central Asia the Pale-backed Pigeon hagrotected areas in Xinjiaidout it is not clear which are
suffered drastic decline, and is now rare; itis listed in thef significance for the conservation of this species. In
Red Data Books for Uzbekistan and Kazakhstanndia none is known. Important numbers of the species
assessments supported by the fact that 20 yearsteive recently been recorded very near but apparently not
constant-ringing effort in the western Tien Shan revealdgside Harike Lake Wildlife Sanctuary, Punjab.
a 75% population reduction over that pefioth one
valley in eastern Kazakhstan, destruction of poplaReferences: 1Baker 1922—-193@. Collaret al 1994;
woodland was thought to be a major factor, but otherwis® del Hoyoet al 1997;4. Aspinall 1996;5. BirdLife
the causes of this decline are not dleaks recently as International 20006. Ahmed 2000; 7. MacKinnonet
1995, up to 2,000 individuals were seen in a singleflockal. 1996.

Threats: The flocks of this pigeon that once crossed the Eastern Stock Pigeon in some of the IBAs
Himalayas to overwinter in Pakistan and northern Indigjaryana: .Sultanpur WLSPunjab: Harike WLS.

NILGIRI WOOD-PIGEON Columba elphinstoni¥ulnerable C1

This pigeon qualifies as Vulnerable owing to its small, declining population, as a result
of widespread destruction of its forest habitat.

Distribution: The Nilgiri Wood-pigeon is one of the 16 Kerala northwards to about 19°N including the Anaimalai
bird species endemic to the Western Ghats, and ldls, the Nilgiri hills and the hills of western Karnataka,
restricted to the moist evergreen biotgddt occurs from Goa and Maharashéé.
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Population: Although this species was previously References: 1.Ali and Ripley 1978-19992.
categorised as Near Threatehedcent assessments of Stattersfielcet al 1998;3. Whistler and Kinnear 1931—
declines in habitat have prompted greater concern for it937:4. Zacharias and Gaston 19%{Uthaman 1993;
status. It is generally not very sociable, so it does nd@. Collar et al 1994; 7. Sykes 18328. Prasacet al.
reveal itself in large flocks as some pigeons do. While i1998:9. BirdLife International 2001.
is thought that it is “not gregariousit has been seen in
flocks of 6-12 in January—February, but only as singles Nilgiri Wood-pigeon in some of the IBAs
or pairs during the sumntfer
Tamil Nadu: 1. Avalanche (Nilgiris), 2. Grass Hills, 3.
Threats: The Nilgiri Wood-pigeon is one of four Mudumalai WLS, 4. Siruvani Foothills, 5. Kalakkad
threatened members of the suite of 16 bird species thalLS, 6.Coonoor, 7. Cairnhill RF, 8. Bison Swamp, 9.
are entirely restricted to the “Western Ghats Endemic Birothagiri Longwood Shola, 10. Moir Poirkgrala: 1.
Area”, threats and conservation measures are algomarambalam Reserve Forest-Nilambur, 2.
profileck. Historically, it was hunted for food and sport, Parambikulam WLS, 3. Thattakkad Bird Sanctuary, 4.
which probably contributed to its decline. Currently, theEravikulam NP, 5. Periyar TR, 6. Chinnar WLS, 7. Silent
loss, degradation and increasing fragmentation of forestalley NP, 8. Peechi-Vazhani, 9. Idukki WLS, 10.
are a greater concern. Wynaad WLS, 11. Vazhachal-sholayldgrnataka: 1.
Bannergatta NP, 2. Bhadra WLS, 3. Biligiriranga Swami
Conservation measuresilt is legally protected in India  Temple WLS, 4. Dandelli WLS, 5. Nandi Hill§oa:
and occurs in at least 16 protected areas, most in Kerala, Bhagwan Mahavir NP, 2. Cotigaon WLS;
including three national parks, 10 wildlife sanctuariesMaharashtra: 1. Bhimashankar WLS, 2. Sanjay Gandé
one tiger reserve and two reserve fofests NP, 3. Malsej

PURPLE WOOD-PIGEON OR PALE-CAPPED PIGEON Columba punicea
Vulnerable C1; C2a

This pigeon has a small, declining, severely fragmented population owing to destruction
of its evergreen forest habitat and hunting. It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable.

F79Vd3NT

Distribution: The Pale-capped Pigeon is broadlynighly localised as a result of habitat loss and hunting,
distributed from eastern India and southernmost Chinghreats that are exacerbated by its apparently
through Myanmar and Thailand to the Malay Peninsulainpredictable nomadismGiven the difficulty in

with further populations in Laos, Vietnam and Cambodiaidentifying patterns of distribution and habitat preference
It has apparently occurred in both Sri Lanka and Malaysiyr this species, there is a concomitant problem in
at least once In India the species is recorded mainly inassessing the importance of threats. It undoubtedly suffers
the north-eastern states although it ranges thinly as fargg twin effects of deforestation and persecution in
Andhra Pradesh and Maharashtra. varying proportions throughout its rafige

Population: Early records reveal that the Pale-cappe@onservation measuresThe species is protected by law
Pigeon was seasonally abundant at scattered localitigsindia (pigeons are generically included on Schedule
until the beginning of the twentieth century. Currentyv of the Wildlife Act 1972) and Myanmar (again
indications are that it occurs erratically throughout itS‘pigeons appear as a general term on the 1994 protected
range. lts total population has declined markedly, angpecies lisf)

there is certainly no evidence to suggest that it exceeds

10,000 individuals References: 1. BirdLife International 2001.

Threats: Having once been patchily common in its wide Purple Wood-pigeon in some of the IBAs
distribution, the Pale-capped Pigeon is now scarce ai@rissa: 1. Simlipal NP, 2. Chandka WL®&ssam: 1.
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Dibru-Saikhowa National Park+ Kobo Chapori+AmarpurPradesh: 1..Mehao WLS, 2. Namtok, Namheik,
Chapori-Maguri-Motapung Beels, 2.Kaziranga NP, 3Nampong, Manmao, 3. Pakhui WLSjzoram: 1.Blue
3.Nameri NP, 4. Joydihing WLS, Burachapori andviountain (Phawngpui NP)/est Bengal:Lava Neora
Laokhowa WLS, Doom Dooma-Dangori Runachal  Valley NP

KHASI HILLS OR DARK-RUMPED SWIFT Apus acuticaud&ulnerable D1

This poorly known swift qualifies as Vulnerable owing to its very small population.
Discovery of new breeding colonies and identification of possible threats would
necessitate a reassessment of its threatened status.

Distribution: The Dark-rumped Swift breeds in a few Threats: The Dark-rumped Swift is one of nine threatened
colonies in the eastern Himalayas of Bhutan, possibiypembers of 19 bird species that are entirely restricted to
Nepal, and the hills of Meghalaya, apparently dispersindpe “Eastern Himalayas Endemic Bird Area”, threats and
southward during the winter. There are no certain recor@onservation measures are profiledo specific threats
from Myanmar, but swifts possibly this species observeare known, although, if the species forages over forest, it
in the Myitkyina valley. In India the Dark-rumped Swift may be (or run the future risk of being) constrained by
has been recorded breeding in the Khasi and Mizorah@bitat loss in the region.
hills.

Conservation measuresNone is known. Its intermittent
Population: Collection of birds at Cherrapunji and Blueoccurrence over protected areas in Thailand seems
Mountains over a span of many years indicates that thialikely to be of great importance.
species was common at these sites early in the twentieth
century. The bird bred “in colonies of some size” Referencesi.Stanford and Ticehurst 1938—-19392ker
Although flocks of between 100 and 200 birds havé922-1930; 3Hornbuckle 1998a; 4Stattersfieldet al
recently been seen around Cherrapynjo further 1998.

evidence of breeding has been reported. There is no Khasi Hills Swift in some of the IBAs
evidence that any decline has taken place in this smdleghalaya: Khasi and Garo HilldVlizoram: Blue
overall population. Mountain (Phawngpui NP)

H B N

RUFOUS-NECKED HORNBILL Aceros nipalensis/ulnerable Alc,d; A2c,d; C1

This large hornbill qualifies as Vulnerable because it has a small, rapidly declining
population as a result of destruction of evergreen forest and hunting.

Distribution: The Rufous-necked Hornbill originally country, even from apparently suitable hill forests towards
occurred in mountainous regions between eastern Neghe Chinese border

and Vietnam. Although it is now absent from or very

rare in much of its previous range it still occurs in southerRopulation: The Rufous-necked Hornbill does not appear
China, north-eastern India, Myanmar, Thailand, Laos an@ be evenly distributed throughout its range. This
Vietnam. There are no confirmed records fromimpression is doubtless exaggerated by the large swathes
Bangladesh. In India the species has been recordedahMyanmar and southern China that have received little
West Bengal, Arunachal Pradesh, Assam, Meghalayarnithological exploration, but its population elsewhere
Manipur, Mizoram and possibly also Nagaland angeems to be scattered discontinuously in isolated péckets
Sikkim!. Although it remains moderately common in

easternmost Arunachal Pradesh and Bhutan, it appeddore recently, it has become scarce almost throughout,
to be scarce or absent from much of the interveningurviving in much reduced numbers in West Bengal and
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Assam, having perhaps disappeared from its previoi&chedule 1 of the Indian Wildlife (Protection) Act 1972.

range in Meghalaya, Mizoram and Manipur. It remaindt is also protected in Bhutan, Myanmar, China and

locally common in eastern Arunachal PradeshThailand.

particularly in and around Namdapha National Park: up

to 10 a day were seen during February 1994 in thi.are&eferences: 1BirdLife International 20012. Alstrom

It is also fairly common in the Mishmi hills area of et al 1994; 3. Singh 19944. Choudhury 2000.

Arunachal Pradeshand near the Bhutan border around

Sessa Orchid Sanctuary and Eagle Nest Wildlife Rufous-necked Hornbill in some of the IBAs

Sanctuarie®* No population estimate has been made for

India, but it seems likely to fall in the high hundreds oWest Bengal: 1.Buxa Tiger Reserve, 2. Lava/Neora

low thousands. Valley NP; Assam:1. Jatinga, 2. Nameri NP, 3. Manas
NP, 4. Joydihing WLS;Arunachal Pradesh:

Threats: The Rufous-necked Hornbill is primarily 1.Namdapha and Kamalang WLS, 2. Talley Valley WLS,

threatened by the pervasive combination of habitat loss Pakhui WLS, 4. Mehao WLS, 5. Mouling NP, 6.

and hunting. Dibhang WLS, 7. Koloriang - Sarli - Damini - Talley
Areas;Sikkim: 1.Fambong Lho WLS, 2. Lachung, Lema

Conservation measures:The species is listed on and Dombang ValleyManipur: 1.Siroy NP, 2. Kailam

Appendix | of CITES and protected in India and listed inWLS, 2. Bunning WLS

NARCONDAM HORNBILL Aceros narcondamVulnerable D1; D2.

This hornbill qualifies as Vulnerable because it has a very small population on one
tiny island. It appears to be stable despite some hunting and habitat degradation.
Feral goats are preventing forest regeneration.

ANTNA

Distribution: The Narcondam Hornbill has one of theto stochastic events such as climatic disasters and di%e.
smallest natural ranges of any bird species, being knowlhie primary threats arise from the establishment
from: Narcondam, a tiny (<7 sq. km.) outlier of thepolice outpost on the island, manned by 17 personnefMin
Andaman Islands in the Bay of Bengal, where it is found969. In 1976 the police introduced several pairs of goats,
throughout. However, the observation that low-lyingwhich by 1998 had grown to a population of 130-150
areas of the island (below 300 m) hold the majority oflomestic animals in the police camp and over 250 feral
older birds (with many chevrons on the casque), whilenimals at large on the island, as a result of which there
the upper areas hold mostly young birds (possibly undés very little natural woodland regeneration in evidence.
three years old) strongly suggests that the lower aread\t least 10-12 live standing trees are cut each year for
are more important and valuable for the specieduelwood for the camp, and over 500 poles were cut
presumably owing to the quantity and/or quality of nestluring a three-month period to make and repair fences
sites and/or food trees. that prevent goats from entering the vegetable plots. Up

) ) _to very recently, the outpost police staff hunted
Population: Based on a 24-day study in March— April\arcondam Hornbills for meat.

1972, a “liberal estimate” was 400 bitgslore recently,

in 1998, the population was estimated at between 295onservation measures:The species is listed in
and 320 b|rdsl 17 nests were then found' and it W@hedule | of the Wildlife Protection ACt, 1972, and on
estimated that there were 68—85 breeding pairs on th@pendix Il of CITES. Narcondam Island has been
islandt. On this basis it seems probable that the populatidiotected since February 19a8 a wildlife sanctuary.

has been fairly stable ever since it was first d'scovereq?eferences: 1R. Sankarain litt. 199922.S. A. Hussain
Main threats: Although it has clearly survived for aeons 1993;3. BirdLife International 20014. Pandeet al 1991.

with a maximum of 400 individuals and a total range of Narcondam Hornbill in the IBA
under 7 sq. km, the population is permanently susceptig, condam Island
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YELLOW-THROATED BULBUL Pycnonotus xantholaemdflnerable C1; C2a

This bulbul has a small, declining, severely fragmented population, owing to destruction
and degradation of its scrub and forest habitats, which qualifies it as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Yellow-throated Bulbul is endemic people from villages occurs around its habitats, as does
to southern peninsular India, where it is patchilyguarrying of the hills for granite on a commercial scale;
distributed-2*4 All recent records are confined to anforest fires and cattle-grazing within the habitats have
area south of 16°N and east of 76°W in four southemecently been observed

Indian states: Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, Kerala and

Tamil Nadu. Most records come from the Eastern Ghat§onservation measuresThe species is included on
with a few from the outer reaches of the Wester®chedule IV of the Indian Wildlife (Protection) Act 1972
Ghats® 728 under a generic term (“bulbuls”).

Population: The Yellow-throated Bulbul has long beenReferences: 1Abdulali 1949,2. Ali and Ripley 1978—

overlooked owing to its skulking behaviour and thel999, 3. Gaston 19854. Subramanyaet al. 1995 5.

general paucity of ornithological fieldwork in the regionDavison 18886. Nichols 1943—-19457. Ali 1969, 8.

it inhabits, but it is generally “uncommon and patchilyKannan 19929. Whistler and Kinnear 1931-19370.

distributed™° Moreover, in a survey of 18 localities in Ali and Whistler 1942—-1943;

the 1990s, it was common wherever the habitat proved

to be relatively inta¢t leading to the conclusion that the Yellow-throated Bulbul in some of the IBAs

species is “common, but very local”. Total humberKarnataka: 1. Nandi Hills, 2. Bannergatta NP, 3. BR

cannot be high and they must be decreasing, since habitample Hills WLS, 4. Cauvery WLS, 5. Hampi ruins, 6.

is very limited and continually being cut back Ramanagara RBndhra Pradesh: 1. Horsely Hills, 2.
Koundinya WLS, 3. Sri Venkateshwar WLS, 4. Rollapadu

Main threats: Loss of suitable habitat may be affectingWLS, 5. TelineelapuramTamil Nadu: Kolli Hills

the species. Removal or cutting of vegetation for fuel bfEastern Ghats).

H B N
NICOBAR BULBUL Hypsipetes nicobariensigulnerable C1

This species has a small, declining population as a result of clearance and degradation
of forests for plantation agriculture and infrastructure projects. These factors qualify it
as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Nicobar Bulbul is endemic to the addition of the Nicobar Scops-o®tus alits: see relevant
Nancowry group of islandsin the Nicobar islands. It account under Data Deficient) that are entirely restricted
occurs on Camorta, Trinkat, Nancowry, Katchallto the “Nicobar Islands Endemic Bird AréaHabitat
Teressa, Bompoka and Tillanchong. loss in the Nicobar Islands is perhaps the most serious
long-term threat to the species. The endemic Nicobar
Population: Until the 1960s this species was locally quiteBulbul is probably also suffering from the resulting
common, especially on Tillanchchgarlier, large flocks, competition.
numbering 100, were seerbut in a study (1992-95),
only one was seen in Tillanchang, none in Trinkat, an€onservation measuresTillanchong (17 sq. km) is
one in Nanchowry, indicating serious decfirRerhaps, uninhabited and protected as a wildlife sanctuary. All
healthy population is found only on Teressa and Katchaislands in the Nancowry group are tribal reserves, with
islands. the result that agriculture or large-scale development by
mainlanders cannot take place; however, the indigenous
Main threats: The Nicobar Bulbul is one of (now) three tribes are at liberty to convert habitats into agriculture or
threatened bird species in the suite of six (with theettlements
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References: 1.Abdulali 1965;2. Abdulali 1967;3. Nicobar Bulbul in the IBAs
Sankaran 1998}. Stattersfieldet al 1998;5. Collaret ~ Nicobar: Tilangchong, Camorta, Katchal, Nancowry,
al. 1994;6. L. Vijayanin litt. 1999 Trinkat.

H B N

GREY-SIDED THRUSH Turdus fea&/ulnerable C1

This thrush qualifies as Vulnerable because it has a small, declining population as a
result of deforestation in its breeding and wintering grounds.

Distribution: The Grey-sided Thrush breeds in theMain threats: The Grey-sided Thrush is one of two bird
mountains of northern China, with non-breeding recordspecies that are entirely restricted as breeding birds to
from north-east India, Myanmar, north-west Thailand anthe “Shanxi Mountains Endemic Bird Area”, threats and
Laos. Assessment of sight records requires slight cauticonservation measures in which are profiledt is
because of possible identification problems. In India thidireatened by the continued loss and fragmentation of
species is a non-breeding visitor to hills in north-east Indigs habitat in both its breeding and non-breeding ranges.
south of the Brahmaputra especially from West Bengalts population is also affected by shifting agriculture,
Assam, Meghalaya, Nagaland and Mantpur wood collection and fires.

Population: There is very little information available on Conservation measuresBonn Convention Appendix
the population of this species from the breeding groundk In India it is protected under the Wildlife (ProtectiorE
in China, where there are records from a handful of site&ct 1972 in Schedule 1V: Thrushes (Turdinae).
mostly involving a small number of individuals. In the

non-breeding range this species was “frequently noticedReferences: 1BirdLife International 20012. Godwin-
in winter 1872—-1873in the Naga hills, India. On the Austen 1874;3. Ali and Ripley 1978-19994.
basis of this early report it was considered to be “ndtattersfieldet al. 1998;

rare” in winter in north-east Indigdbut there is only one

recent record from there. Much of its historical range Grey Sided Thrush in some of the IBAs
(particularly the Naga and Manipur hills) is mostly very

difficult to access, and this is probably one factoAssam:1. Barail range and North Chachar RF, 2. Jatinga
underlying the dearth of records. (at higher elevation)

F7aVH3INTIN

RUSTY-BELLIED SHORTWING Brachypteryx hyperythrgulnerable C1

This species has a small, declining population which qualifies it as Vulnerable. Its
decline is thought to be a result of forest clearance and degradation.

Distribution: The Rusty-bellied Shortwing is endemic populations survived in at least this area. In particular, the
to the eastern Himalayas where it is found from Wesfact that this discovery was made in a relatively well-
Bengal (Darjeeling, Haldibari, Mangpu, Tonghlu) to watched locality suggests that the species might to a large
extreme western Arunachal Pradesh (Mehao WLS)egree be overlooked rather than rare, particularly because
There is one record from southern China and one frorof the logistical and security problems attending travel into
northern Myanmar, and it is likely to occur in Bhutanand through much of its rarfgeThere are only two (old)
although it has not yet been found there. records from Assam and one from China. It is rarely
observed in Arunachal Pradesh.
Population: This small bird is poorly known and apparently
raré. The discovery of up to nine singing males in the LavéMain threats: The Rusty-bellied Shortwing is one of
area of West Bengain 1996 was the first record in the nine threatened members of the suite of 19 bird species
Darjeeling area since 1945, and confirmed that fairly densat are entirely restricted to the “Eastern Himalayas
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Endemic Bird Area”, threats and conservation measuré®eferences: 1Ali and Ripley 1978-19992. Mauro
are profiled. Loss of hill forest habitat through logging and Vercruysse 200@; Stattersfieldet al 1998
and shifting cultivation is presumably reducing
populations of this species. In particular, forest in West  Rusty-bellied Shortwing in some of the IBAs
Bengal, including around the Lava area where this speci#g¢est Bengal:1.Lava/Neora Valley NP, 2. Gopaldhara,
has recently been recorded, is shrinking rapidly and beirgjnghalila NP;Arunachal Pradesh: 1.Namdapha and
constantly fragmented. Kamalang; 2.Talley Valley WLS, 3.Mehao WLS, 4.
Dibhang WLS, 5. Eaglenest WLS and Seesa WLS, 6.
Conservation measurestt occurs in Namdapha National Chayang - Tajo - Khenew Lada Area, 7. Ditchu RF, 8.
Park and the Mehao, Dibang and Kamleng WildlifeMouling NP, 9. Mandla Phudung Are&;kkim:
Sanctuaries in north-east India. Fambong Lho WLS

WHITE-BELLIED SHORTWING Brachypteryx majoNulnerable B1+2a,b,c,d,e

This species has a small, severely fragmented, declining range owing to destruction
and fragmentation of its evergreen and semi-evergreen forest habitat. It therefore
qualifies as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The White-bellied Shortwing is endemic Conservation measures:Many areas within the range
to the southern portion of the Western Ghats, inhabitingf this species are protected as sanctuaries or national
the Nilgiri hills, Brahmagiri hills, Coonoor and other parks, but the only ones known to harbour populations
range$® The nominate racmajor occurs in southern are Periyar Sanctuary, Thattakkad Bird Sanctuary and
Karnataka (Baba Budan, Brahmagiris) and the NilgirEravikulam National Park, the last of which apparently
hills, while the subspeciadbiventrisis found in western supports “substantial areas” of fofe#itpresumably also
Tamil Nadu and southern Kerala from the Palni to theccurs in the Indira Gandhi (Anaimalai) Wildlife
Ashambu hill&. Sanctuary. A good population is reported from
Avalanche area of the Nilgifis
Population: In the Nilgiris, the White-bellied Shortwing
was a “common resident” in the nineteenth ceritiry References: 1Davison 18832. Ali and Ripley 1978-
This latter statement was borne out by extensive mist999; 3. Balachandran 19984. Kannan 19985.
netting surveys: in four summers (1970, 1982, 1984;acharias and Gaston 1989Ashfaq Ahmed Zari (pers.
1991), 133 were ringed; in April-May 1991, Sixty Fourcomm.) 2002.
were mist-netted, the third highest total for any passerine
in the study. Although early records derive from the ~ White-bellied Shortwing in some of the IBAs
Anaimalai Hills, two years of fieldwork failed to produce
any sighting$ suggesting that the species is very scarckamil Nadu: 1. Avalanche (Nilgiri), 2. Grass Hills, 3.
in this area. Kalakkad WLS, 4. Kodaikanal, Palni Hills + Kukal, 4.
Kothagiri Longwood Shola, 5. Moir Point, 6. Mutukuzhi,
Main threats: Whilst it appears to be tolerant of some?7. Naduvattam, Bison Swamp, Cairnhill Reselerala:
habitat degradation and alteration, forest loss antl Eravikulam NP, 2. Nelliyampathy RF, 3.
fragmentation still pose a threat. Between 1961-1988arambikulam WLS, 4. Periyar Tiger Reserve, 5. Silent
47% of evergreen/semi-evergreen forest was lost iMalley NP, 6. Thattakkad WLS, 7. Peechi - Vazhani, 8.
Kerala, as a result of clearance for plantations, cash-crop@rdiamom hills, 9. Wyanaad WL8arnataka: BR
(e.g. tea), reservoirs and human settlements. Temple WLS
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STOLICZKA’S OR WHITE-BROWED BUSHCHAT Saxicola macrorhyncha
Vulnerable C1

This desert specialist has a small, declining population because of agricultural
intensification and encroachment, which qualifies it as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The White-browed Bushchat or common in certain localities, although overall very

Stoliczka’s Whinchat is found in a circumscribed aredocaP.

of semi-arid country in north-western India and eastern

Pakistan. It has apparently strayed as far east as thin threats: The main threat is agricultural

Bharatpur area of Rajasthan and as far south as Gaatensification and encroachment, primarily through the

with two simultaneous historical records from southerrintroduction of irrigation schemes to semi-arid areas and

Afghanistan. In India the species occurs generally itheir subsequent conversion into croplands. Overgrazing

low-lying arid areas of the north-west. Early records ardy livestock may also reduce the extent of suitable habitat.

from western Uttar Pradesh, Punjab, Haryana, soutfi-hese trends are expected to continue with the

eastern Rajasthan and Gujarat. There are more recéei@velopment of the Indira Gandhi Nahar Project

records from eastern Rajasthan. The bird may surviy®ajasthan Canal) and widespread application of modern

in Kutcht. Eight birds are seen in Naliya agricultural techniqués

grasslands(Kutch) It is now thought to survive in good

numbers only in the Thar (or Indian) Desert in Rajastha@onservation measuresThe bird has been recorded at

and Gujardt Sam in Desert National Park and at Sonkhaliya, both
protected enclosures for Great Indian Bustafdhere <

Population: The clear evidence, based on qualitativehave also been single records at each of Keolagko

assessments from the late nineteenth and early twentid¥fational Park, Ranthambore National Park af&i

centuries, is that this species has experienced a longelavadar National Patk

strong decline to a point where it is, today, apparently a

single-country endemic with a low overall population.References: 1. Rahmani 19962. Rahmani 19973.

There were only around 15 records between 1974 adirdLife International 2001, 4. Jadeja, R. (pers. comnm

1994, but during four intensive surveys in 1993-1992002.

about 86 birds were located in 18 localitie3f these,

25 were seen over a 45 km transect on a single day and, Stoliczka’s Bushchat in some of the IBAs

on another day, 13 birds were seen on six line-transed®jasthan: 1.Desert NP, 2. Sariska NP, 3. Diyatra, 4.

of 1.5 km each However, out of a total of 38 transects,Keoladeo NP, 5. Sonkhali

the bird was seen on only nineThese data indicate ya, 6. Ranthambore Tiger Reseriaryana: Sultanpur

that the species is not as threatened as once feared, baMigS, Gujarat: 2. Velavadar WLS, 2. Naliya grasslands.

H E N

HODGSON’S OR WHITE-THROATED BUSHCHAT Saxicola insigni&/ulnerable C1

This poorly known chat has a small, declining population as a result of loss of its
wintering grassland habitats to drainage, conversion to agriculture, overgrazing,
flooding, and thatch harvesting. These factors qualify it as Vulnerable.

avi3

Distribution: The White-throated Bushchat breeds veryPopulation: Although the White-throated Bushchat has
locally in the mountains of Mongolia and an adjacenalways been infrequently recorded, it is perhaps not as
part of Russia, and it winters in the northern Gangeticare as published records indicate, especially as it can be
plains and the duars of northern India and the terai overlooked amongst congenerghe population data
Nepal. It has been recorded on passage between thaseumulated so far throughout the range of the species
regions in Bhutan and western China. The listing of theuggest that total numbers might not exceed 1,000 birds.
species for Banglade'stis presumably hypothetical and However, as some breeding populations are fairly dense,
requires substantiation. and as this species is perhaps likely to be overlooked,
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the true figure is here estimated to fall between 2,500opulations regularly occur in several protected areas

and 10,000 birds. including Kaziranga National Park and Manas National
Park in Assam. It may well be overlooked on other

Main threats: No information is available regarding the grassland reserves in the terai of Uttar Pradesh, Bihar,

state of the breeding habitat of the species, but it West Bengal and Assam.

unlikely to be unduly threatened given the modest levels

of human population density and regional developmenReferences: 1Rashid 19672. Husain 19793. Ripley

The destruction and modification of grassland and982;4. Ali and Ripley 1978-199%. Rahmani 1988;

wetland habitats in its wintering range is thought to bé. Javed and Rahmani 1991;Bell and Oliver 19928.

the main concefn Virtually all remaining grasslands Peetet al. 1999a.

within the species’s wintering range are subject to intense

pressures which threaten their fufre®. Hodgson’s Bushchat in some of the IBAs
Assam:1. Manas NP, 2. Kaziranga NBihar: Valmiki

Conservation measuresCMS Appendix Il. Wintering NP, West Bengal:Gorumara NP.

MARSH BABBLER Pellorneum palustr&'ulnerable Alc; A2c

This grassland specialist is inferred to have a rapidly declining population as a result
of widespread loss of its tall grassland habitat. It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Marsh Babbler is restricted to thehabitats are generally poorly represented in protected-

floodplain of the Brahmaputra river and its associatedrea systenisFurther threats in Dibru-Saikhowa are flood

tributaries in north-eastern India and adjacent Bangladegtrosion, encroachment and inadequate managérmatht

It is distributed fairly widely in the lowlands of Assam, grassland in Manas National Park, where the species has

extending to Meghalaya at the foot of the Khasi hills andlso been recorded, has been overgrazed by domestic

to Arunachal Pradesh at the foot of the Mishmi hills. livestock, a situation exacerbated by the poor security
situation in the Park.

Population: The Marsh Babbler’s population is unknown

but is inferred to be declining as a result of loss of its tafonservation measures: The species occurs in Dibru-

grassland habitat. Historically, it was described as a “raf@aikhowa, Kaziranga Manas, and Nameri National

bird” in North Cacha, although “common about marshy Parks.

ground” in Meghalaya There have been few recent

records, but it was “common” in the Amarpur aresReferences: 1Baker 1894-1901. Jerdon 1871-1872;

adjacent to Dibru-Saikhowa National P&tk 3. Allen 1998;4. Choudhury 20005. Bell and Oliver
1992; 6. Peet 19977. Rahmani 19888. Choudhury

Threats: The key threat is probably habitat loss andl997a.

degradation. Huge areas of grassland in northern India,

including the Brahmaputra valley, have been lost as a Marsh Babbler in some of the IBAs

result of conversion to agriculture and forestryAssam: 1. Dibru-Saikhowa NP+ Kobo

plantations, edaphic grasslands have been altered @gapori+Amarpur Chapori-Maguri-Motapung Beels, 2.

flooding regimes have been changed by dam anaziranga NP, 3. Burachapori WLS+Laokhowa WLS,

irrigation schemes, and many remaining grasslands afie Majuli Beel, 5. Nameri NP, 6. Orang NP, 7. Pobitara

subject to high grazing pressure from domestic stock aMiLS, 8. Koabari Dolni;Arunachal Pradesh: 1.

intensive harvesting by local communities, oftelNamdapha NP and Kamalang WLS, 2. Namtok,

associated with grassland burriihdvioreover, grassland Namheik, Nampong, Manmao, 3. Pakhui WLS.
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MISHMI OR RUSTY-THROATED WREN-BABBLER Spelaeornis badeigularis
Vulnerable B1+2a,b,c,e; C1; C2b; D2

This species, known from only a single specimen at one site, is inferred to have a small,
declining range and population as a result of deforestation. These factors qualify it as
Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Rusty-throated Wren-babbler is knownsubtropical forest) in the Dibang and Lohit districts in

only from the type specimen taken in the Mishmi hillsthe southern Mishmi hills is disappearing owing to timber

north-east India, although it probably occurs over a largéxtractiori.

area in the regidnThe only confirmed record is from

Mishmi hills of Arunachal Pradesin January 1947. Conservation measuresNone is known. However, the
Dibang, Mehao and Walong wildlife sanctuaries are close

Population: Nothing is known about the current to the type-locality and may support undiscovered

population of this species, although it is presumed to occ@epulation.

throughout the Mishmi hilfs Ornithological research has

been scant in its range until recently, but the fact that rideferences: 1Ali and Ripley 1978-1992. Ali and

sightings have been reported suggests that it is possifitypley 1948;3. Stattersfieldet al 1998;4. BirdLife

very scarce and localised. International 2001.

Main threats: The Rusty-throated Wren-babbler is one ~ Mishmi Wren Babbler in some of the IBAs

of nine threatened members of the suite of 19 bird species

that are entirely restricted to the “Eastern Himalayadrunachal Pradesh:1. Ditchu RF, 2. Mandla Phudun
Endemic Bird Area”, threats and conservation measurésea, 3. Mouling NP, 4. Nacho-Limeking-Taksan
are profiled. The likely habitat of the species (i.e. Majha;Assam: Burchapori WLS and Laokhowa WLS

TAWNY-BREASTED WREN-BABBLER Spelaeornis longicaudatus
Vulnerable B1+2a,b,c,d,e; C1; C2a

I19VHININA

This poorly known babbler qualifies as Vulnerable because it has a small, declining,
severely fragmented population and range owing to clearance and degradation of
moist evergreen forest.

Distribution: The Tawny-breasted Wren-babbler isadjoining Cachar and Naga hflléndeed, there are only
endemic to India, occupying a restricted range in thewo records from outside Meghalaya and the species is
north-eastern states where it has been recorded in the hdisparently absent from Nagaland. Nevertheless, the
of Meghalaya, Assam and north-west Manigur overall range is very small and there has been
Although elsewhere said to occur in NagaFfartie  considerable habitat loss within it, so that total numbers
species is absent from Mount Japvo and not thought tif this species must be both small and declining, and
extend to the Barail range; there are apparently nmany populations must now be permanently separated
confirmed records for the state. In Assam it was reportddom one another.
from North Cachar Hillsin 1888 at about 1,200 m. In
Meghalaya it is reported in Khasi hills at Shilldng Threats: The Tawny-breasted Wren-babbler is one of
Mawphlang, Cherrapunji, Mawsynram nine threatened species entirely restricted to the Eastern
Himalayas Endemic Bird Area (EBA), threats and
Population: Historically, the Tawny-breasted Wren- conservation measures are detdilids rather difficult
babbler bred “in considerable numbers” in the Khasito assess specific threats to this wren-babbler as its current
hills but was regarded as “much more rare” in thaistribution and status are poorly known, while

@ THREATENED BIRDS OF INDIA



VULNERABLE

Buceros Vol. 7 & No. 1 & 2 (2002)

knowledge of the pressures on the forests it inhabits iisaccessible slopés

equally scant. A threat common to all forest birds in north-

east India, however, is the widespread damage to habi@bnservation measuresNone is known apart from the
caused by semi-shifting cultivation or “jhum?”; althoughexistence of locally protected sacred groves (including
this practice has encouraged bamboo growth it has caudddwphlang) that might provide important protection for
widespread loss of forest except in steep inaccessible aréas species

where cultivation is difficuft Habitat in the Shillong-

Cherra-Mawphlang area of the Khasia hills was recentiReferences: 1Ali and Ripley 1978-199%. Grimmett
described as a mosaic of cultivation and patches et d. 1998;3. Baker 1894-19014. Grimmett 19795.
broadleaved evergreen forest (sometimes mixed witBirdLife International 20016. Baker 1922—-19307.
pine), but with habitat covering the ridge above Shillongtattersfieldet al 1998;8. Choudhury 1992.

being in particularly good condition (C. R. Robsan

litt. 2001). Elsewhere in the area remaining forest wakawny-breasted Wren-babbler in some of the IBAs
either confined to low-stature (perhaps secondary) locallssam: 1.Jatinga, 2. Barail range and North Cachar RF;
protected (sacred) groves or restricted to very stedpizoram: Murlen NP.

SNOWY-THROATED BABBLER Stachyris ogleiVulnerable B1+2a,b,c,d,e; C1

This species is inferred to have a small, severely fragmented, declining range and
population because of loss of scrub and forest to logging and shifting cultivation.
These factors qualify it as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Snowy-throated Babbler occupies arthat are entirely restricted to the “Eastern Himalayas
extremely restricted range in the forested hills of northEndemic Bird Area”, threats and conservation measures
eastern India and extreme northern Myanmar. are profiled. As there are still fairly large areas of

Lawsurveyed forest in its restricted range the species is

In India the species is a rare resident with a restricte L bablv not in immediate danger. However. these
range, apparently confined to eastern Arunachal Pradesh! Y ger. '

Although many specimens are listed from “Margherita,,cwcumstances may change and pressures on the region’s

Assand, itis likely that these are all from above this townhabltat appear to be increasing.

in the Naga/Patkai range, and thus near Tirap in Arunach@bnservation measuresin India the species occurs in
Pradesh Namdapha National Park and may well be found in

Population: The tiny global range of this species suggestgearby Kamlang Wildlife Sanctuary.

that overall numbers are low. It has always been thougReferences:1. Ali and Ripley 1978-19992. Stevens
very raré”. Recently it has been found in good number4914-19153. Choudhury 200%4. Harington 1914-1915;
in Namdapha National Park: 20-25 individuals were seeh Alstrom et al. 1994; 6. Hornbuckle 1998b77.
along a few kilometres of road from Deban toStattersfieldet al 1998

Vijaynagaf, and around 20 were seen daily around

Embeons, Snowy-throated Babbler in some of the IBAs

Arunachal Pradesh:1. Namdapha and Kamalang WLS;
Main threats: The Snowy-throated Babbler is one of Assam:Upper Dihing (East block) - Kakojan RA/est
nine threatened members of the suite of 19 bird speciBgngal: Gorumara NP

H E N

JERDON’S BABBLER Chrysomma altirostr&ulnerable Alc; A2c; C1

This species’s small population is inferred to be rapidly declining as a result of extensive loss of its
tall, wet grassland habitat, primarily due to drainage and conversion to cultivation. It therefore
qualifies as Vulnerable.

Distribution: Jerdon’s Babbler occurs in the Indus valleyast India, and the terai of Nepal, historically from Myanmar
of Pakistan, the plains and Brahmaputra valley of nortand possibly from Bangladesh. There are three disjunct
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populations each represented by a separate subspeciestelnaining grasslands within the species’s range are
India the subspeciés. a. griseigularisoccurs only in the  subject to intense pressures. In many regions, grasslands
sub-Himalayan plains from the Buxa duars (West Bengalpf conservation value are practically confined to protected
through the Bhutan duars to the extreme east of Assaaxeas where, however, they continue to suffer
apparently with an isolated population in the Cachagegradatiof. Moreover, grassland habitats are generally
plains2. Given the population in Royal Chitwan Nationalpoorly represented in protected-area systéms
Park, Nepal, the species presumably ranged westwards
through the terai of Bihar to Uttar Pradesh, but there are i@onservation measures:Jerdon’s Babbler occurs in
records from these states. Dibru-Saikhowa, Kaziranga, with new areas of grassland

recently addedand Manas National Parks.
Population: Although the size of the Jerdon’s Babbler
population is unknown, it is inferred to be small andReferences: 1Harington 1914-19152. Choudhury
declining as a result of the severe reduction in tall we2000:3. Roberts 1991-1992; Bell and Oliver 19925.
grassland habitat throughout its range. It has clearlgeetet al. 1999b:6. Rahmani 19887. Baral 1998.
shown a serious range contraction during the twentieth
century. Jerdon’s Babbler in some the IBAs

West Bengal: 1. Buxa Tiger Reserve; 2. Mahananda
Main threats: Jerdon’s Babbler is amongst a group ofwLS; Assam:1. Kaziranga NP, 2. Manas National Park,
species threatened by a huge decline in the area aBd Dibru-Saikhowa NP+ Kobo Chapori+Amarpur
quality of grasslands across South AsfaVirtually all ~ Chapori-Maguri-Motapung Beels

SLENDER-BILLED BABBLER Turdoides longirostri8/ulnerable Alc; A2c; C1

This elusive species is inferred to have a small, rapidly declining population because
of extensive destruction and degradation of its tall grassland habitats. It therefore
qualifies as Vulnerable.

FTGVHINTNA

Distribution: The Slender-billed Babbler occurs in the Grasslands are perhaps the most threatened ecosystem

terai of Nepal, Assam and Manipur (and historically Uttaof the Indian subcontinent, suffering the greatest losses

Pradesh). At various times it has also been included owing to degradation, conversion and heavy

the avifaunas of Bhutan, Bangladesh and Myanmar, bdisturbancg’, and are insufficiently well represented in

these states are omitted here. protected aredsa circumstance that needs to be
addressed urgently.

Population: The Slender-billed Babbler was reportedly

common in northern West Bengal at HasinalRecent Conservation measures:n India the species occurs in

records have been few in Assam, although it should Bdanas National Park and Kaziranga National Park, while

remembered that the species was often recorded IoyNepal it is found in Chitwan National Park.

explorers riding elephants through suitable habitat (e.g.

Godwin-Austen 1874), and to find the species irReferences: 1Ilnglis 1951-19692. Peetet al 1999a;

otherwise impenetrable grasslands is very difficult. 3. Rahmani 19884. Baral 19985. Rahmani 1992.

Main threats: Virtually all remaining grasslands within Slender-billed Babbler in some of the IBAs

the species’s range are subject to intense pressures frdmsam: 1. Kaziranga NP; 2.Nameri NFBikkim:
encroachment by people and domestic livestock, gradsLachung, Lema and Dombang Valley, 2. Lowland
harvesting, fire, forestry, irrigation and dam scheinesForest.
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BLACK-BREASTED PARROTBILL Paradoxornis flavirostrid/ulnerable Alc; A2c; C1

This tall grassland specialist is inferred to have a small, rapidly declining population as a result of
extensive loss and degradation of grasslands. It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Black-breasted Parrotbill has beenConservation measures: D’Ering Memorial Wildlife
recorded in the north-eastern plains and neighbouGanctuary protects appropriate habitat in Arunachal
ing foothills of India, from West Bengal, through Assam Pradesh, while in Assam the species occurs in and around
to Arunachal Pradesh and northern Bangladesh, withibru-Saikhowa National Park (the important Amarpur
possible records from Nepal, Sikkim and the Chittasection was once included in the park, but it has
gong region (Bangladesh). The species is restricted $absequently been excista)d Kaziranga National Park;
northern West Bengal, the Brahmaputra valley in Assain West Bengal it has been recorded in Jaldapara Wildlife
and surrounding foothills in Arunachal PradeshSanctuary.
Although listed for Meghalaya and Nagalahénd
possibly occurring at the lowland fringes of theseReferences: 1Baker 1922-19302. Grimmettet al.
states, no confirmed primary records have beeng998;3. Choudhury 20004. Stattersfielcet al. 1998.
traced.
Black-breasted Parrotbill in some of the IBAs

Population: The population size of this species iswest Bengal:1. Buxa Tiger Reserve, 2. Gorumara NP,
unknown but given the relative paucity of recent record8. Jaldapara NP, 4. Lava/Neora Valley NP, 5. Gopaldhara;
and the widespread reduction in the area of its talssam: 1. Dibru-Saikhowa NP+ Kobo
grassland habitat it is believed to be declifing Chapori+Amarpur Chapori-Maguri-Motapung Beels, 2.

Kaziranga NP, 3. Nameri NP, 4. Majuli Beel, 5. Manas
Main threats: The Black-breasted Parrotbill is one of NP, 6. Orang NP, 7. Pobitara WLS, 8. Burchapori WLS
three threatened bird species that are entirely restrictagld Laokhowa WLSArunachal Pradesh: 1. D’Ering
to the “Assam Plains Endemic Bird Area”, threats an@VLS & Dibang WLS, 2. Talley Valley WLS, 3. Pakhui
conservation measures are profilethe key threat to WLS; Sikkim: 1. Barsey Rhododenderon WLS, 2.
the species is the loss in area and quality of its grasslandchung, Lema and Dombang Valley, 3. Low Land Fore
and marshland habitat to Melli, Kerabari, Baguwa Jorethang.

H E N

GREY-CROWNED PRINIA Prinia cinereocapillaVulnerable Alc; A2c

This species is inferred to be rapidly declining, probably as a result of destruction and
conversion of grasslands throughout its range. It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Grey-crowned Prinia has beenwhich suggests that it has always been local and
recorded in India, Nepal and Bhutan, where it occurs inncommon, this is almost certainly mistaken; the
the terai belt and the Himalayan foothills. It has also beetontrary view that it remains localised across its range
reported from a single locality in Pakistan, the Margalland is probably declinifig is seemingly borne out by
hills (at 450-1,000 m), where a small, apparently residemite evidence above and below. In India very little is
breeding population was discoveted May 1985. known about its current population but it is inferred to
However, the species has not been relocated in the ats declining as a result of habitat loss throughout its
despite considerable searctfiagd, given the ease with Indian range. There have been no recent records in
which it may be confused with its congeners, confirmationVest Bengal and Assam, and current unquantified
of its presence in Pakistan is desirable. In India it occupigsopulations are known in only a few protected areas in
a restricted range in the Himalayan foothills in northertttar Pradesh.

India, from Garhwal and Kumaon (Uttaranchal) to

northern West Bengal and Assam Main threats: The terai regions of Nepal and India have

undergone massive ecological disturbance over the last
Population: Despite its rarity in early collections, century and the loss and degradation of natural and semi-
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natural terai grasslands and forest is the key threat to tikeferences: 1Roberts 1991-1992; M. Pyhalain litt.

specie$®578 This species is perhaps especially vulnerabl2000;3. Grimmettet al 1998;4.H. S. Baraln litt. 1998;
to grassland degradation as it will not colonise grasslarid Rahmani 19885. Rahmani and Qurieshi 1991.,;Peet
regrowth until well developéd et al 1999a;8. Bhargava 20009. Baral 2000.

Conservation measuresin India, Grey-crowned Prinia Grey-crowned Prinia in some of the IBAs

has been recorded in Corbett National Park and Dudwa

National Park, although no information on populations obttaranchal: Corbett Tiger Reservéjttar Pradesh:
persistence in these areas is available. In Nepal, populatidagdwa NP;Assam: Nameri NP;Sikkim: 1. Lachung,
occur in Royal Chitwan National Park, Royal BardiaLemaand Dombang Valley, 2. Low Land Forest to Melli,
National Park and Parsa Wildlife Reserve and there alerabari, Baguwa Jorethan@/est Bengal: 1. Buxa
recent reports from Kosi Tappu Wildlife Reserve. Tiger Reserve, 2. Gopaldhara.

BRISTLED GRASS-WARBLER Chaetornis striatusVulnerable Alc; A2c; C1

This grassland specialist has a small, rapidly declining population owing to loss and
degradation of its grassland habitat, primarily through drainage and conversion to
agriculture. It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Bristled Grass-warbler is endemic toovergrazing etc.) that threaten their futdrand in many
the Indian subcontinent. It occurs rather erraticallyareas grasslands of conservation value are restrictegf to
throughout a range that encompasses lowland Pakistgrptected areas but continue to suffer degradati
much of India, the Nepal terai and, at least historicallyMoreover, grasslands are generally poorly represe%d
Bangladest. This species is widely distributed butin protected-area systefndn India huge areas o
“very local™. A record from Keoladeo National Park, grassland have been lost as a result of conversiopPto
Bharatpur, Rajasthan, in February 19@there treated agriculture and forestry plantations, edaphic grasslagls
provisionally, given the absence of other observations &ave been altered as flooding regimes have been chalfyed
this very well-watched site. Recent records come frorby dam and irrigation schemes, and many remaining
Pakistan, theerai of Nepal, Uttar Pradesh and Assam,grasslands are subject to high grazing pressure from
as well as Delhi, Punjab and Maharashtra. domestic stock and intensive harvesting by local
communities, often associated with grassland bufning
Population: Several early records referred to the Bristled
Grass-warbler as a common bird, and it was concfude@onservation measuresThe species has been reported
that “it seems certain that it has declined drastically iim Corbett and Dudwa National Parks in Uttar Pradesh,
recent years”. It is, however, easily overlooked outsidand Manas, Orang and Kaziranga National Parks in
the breeding season because it is difficult to both see aAdsam. It has also been recorded in Harike Lake Wildlife
identify, while little recent fieldwork has been conductedSanctuary, Punjab, and listed for Buxa Sanctuary, West
during its breeding season when it is very hot and acceBgngal, although the latter is possibly based on historical
to some sites (such as Royal Chitwan National Park) iecords from nearby, as there is little suitable habitat for
difficult due to monsoonal floodifgThese factors have the species in the arfeal’he wetland area at Okhla
possibly exaggerated its rarity. receives some protection, but this has apparently been
ineffective in the protection of grassland where this
Main threats: Over the past century, but in particular inspecies occur.
the past half-century, there has been huge declines in the
area and quality of grasslands across the IndiaReferences: 1Ali and Ripley 1978-19992. Roberts
subcontinerft’. Virtually all remaining wet or dry 1991-19923. BirdLife International 20014. Inskipp,
grasslands within the species’ range are subject to intenseP. 19965. Baral 19976. Rahmani 19927. Peetet
pressures (through drainage, conversion to agricultural. 1999a;8. Peet 1997.
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Bristled Grass-warbler in some of the IBAs Assam: 1. Manas NP, 2. Nameri NP, 3. Orang NP, 4.
Buridihing; Delhi: Okhla BarrageGujarat: 1. Luna
Orissa: Satkosia Gorge WLSWest Bengal: 1.Buxa Jheel, 2. Rudra Mata Daigaharashtra: Sinhgad (north
Tiger Reserve, 2. Gopaldhamaunjab: Harike WLS; western ghats)Jttar Pradesh: Okhla WLS.

BROAD-TAILED GRASSBIRD Schoenicola platyur&ulnerable B1+2a,b,c,d,e; C1; C2a

This species has a small, severely fragmented range and population as a result of
clearance and modification of grasslands. It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Broad-tailed Grassbird is restrictedrepresented in protected areas of the Indian

to grassy highlands, principally in the Western Ghats, aubcontinerit a circumstance that needs to be addressed

least in the breeding season. Outside this time thereusgently. In the Western Ghats, upland grassland areas

some indication that altitudinal movement occurs, wittare heavily overgrazed and this is of major concern for

some birds possibly dispersing as far afield as Sri Lank#nis species and the near-threatened Nilgiri Pipthus

This species breeds in damp grasslands in the Westaritghiriensis The Broad-tailed Grassbird in particular

Ghats and Nilgiri hills, occurring largely in Karnataka,frequents rather tall grass and the distribution of this

Kerala and Tamil Nadu, with possible outlying record$abitat type is becoming increasingly fragmented in

from northern Maharashtra (specific locality untraced¥outhern India

and the Eastern Ghats of Andhra Praéiéshappears to

be absent from at least some sites during the non-breediignservation measuresThe species is known from

season, suggesting that seasonal movements might téeriyar Sanctuary and Mudumalai Wildlife Sanctuary,

place, a hypothesis supported by the record of oneith an important population thought to exist in the

individual at the coastal migration watchpoint of Poinformer. In the Ashambu hills, the Muthukuzhi and

Calimere, Tamil Nadu, in November. Kadayar areas fall within the Kalakad-Mundanthurai
Sanctuar;

Population: Populations have been judged “not denser

than about one bird—or more rarely a pair—to an acreReferences: 1Price 19792. Grimmettet d. 1998;3.

with individuals generally keeping “widely scatteréd” Ali and Whistler 1935-19374. Zacharias and Gaston

In Periyar Sanctuary, it is “common” in at least parts 01999; 5. Kannan 1998%. Stattersfieldet d. 1998;7.

the Sanctuary Small numbers have been recordedRahmani 19928. BirdLife International 20019. Raman

recently on the Grass hiflsbut again a population 1998

estimate is impossible. It was thought that the species

could be commoner than generally assumed because it Broad-tailed Grassbird in some of the IBAs

is such a skulker for much of the yeatowever, given Tamil Nadu: 1.Avalanche (Nilgiri), 2. Grass Hills, 3.

that it is apparently very conspicuous during the breedingalakkad WLS, 4. Kodaikanal, Palni Hills + Kukal, 5.

season, the breeding range is probably well known. Mudumalai WLS, 6. Point Calimere WLS, 7.
Muthukuzhi;Kerala: 1. Amarambalam Reserve Forest-

Main threats: The Broad-tailed Grassbird is one ofNilambur, 2. Nelliyampathy Reserve Forest, 3.

(now) four threatened members of the suite of 16 birBarambikulam WLS, 4.Periyar Tiger Reserve, 5. Silent

species that are entirely restricted to the “Western Ghat&alley NP, 6. Peechi-Vazhani, 7. Thirunelli (part of

Endemic Bird Area”, threats and conservation measuré¥ynaad WLS)Maharashtra: Sinhgad (north Western

are profiled. Grasslands in general are insufficientlyGhats);Karanataka: BR Temple Hills WLS.

THREATENED BIRDS OF INDIA @



Buceros Vol. 7, No. 1 & 2 (2002}———
KASHMIR FLYCATCHER Ficedula subrubra/ulnerable B1+2a,b,c,d,e; C1

This migratory flycatcher has a small, declining population and breeding range, which
is also severely fragmented, as a result of the destruction of temperate, mixed deciduous
forests. It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Kashmir Flycatcher has a very structure and composition, and tree-lopping for animal

restricted distribution in northern India and a small portiofiodder, fuelwood and construction materials.

of Pakistan, occurring as a summer breeding visitor in

the valleys of Kashmir and in the Pir Panjal rédiide Conservation measures:in India the flycatchers

Virtually the entire population winters in Sri Lanka with “Muscicapidae” are included, along with most Indian

small numbers recently discovered wintering in the Nilgirspecies, in Schedule IV of the Wildlife Act 1972, while in

hills#5¢ and being recorded sparingly in Nepal, Bhutargri Lanka, the 1993 amendment of the Fauna and Flora

and across much of India on migration. Protection Ordinance of 1938 (Act No. 49) grants protection
to all Sri Lankan birds (apart from agricultural pests), and

Population: There is little recent information on the it is therefore illegal to kill this species or to keep it in

population of this species from the breeding grounds, bagptivity. The species breeds commonly in Overa Wildlife

there appears to be some evidence that it may ha$anctuary, Jammu and Kashfrédthough it is not known

declined in its non-breeding range in Sri Lanka. Givemvhat level of protection this confers.

its restricted breeding and non-breeding ranges, and the

reduction in the area of its forest habitat, it is unlikelyReferences: 1Bates and Lowther 1952; Henry 1955;

that it currently numbers more than a few thousan@. Roberts 1991-1992,. Harrap and Redman 1998

individuals. Karthikeyan and Athreya 1998; Ashfaq Ahmed Zari
(pers. comm.) 2002,. Jamdar 1987

Main threats: The major threat is loss and degradation

of its breeding habitat as a result of commercial timber Kashmir Flycatcher in some of the IBAs

extraction, conversion of land for agriculture, livestock-Jammu & Kashmir: 1. Dachigam NP, 2. Overa WLS

grazing which has substantially altered forest under-storéyamil Nadu: Avalanche (Nilgiri).

FTaVHINTNA

PIED OR WHITE-NAPED TIT Parus nuchalis/ulnerable Alc; C1; C2a

This species underwent a rapid population decline in the recent past. Its small, severely fragmented
population continues to decline, although at a reduced rate, as a result of the loss, degradation
and fragmentation of its tropical thorn-scrub habitat. It therefore qualifies as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The White-naped Tit is endemic to India, declined significantly in the last century and at present it
occupying a restricted range with two isolatedoccurs in low densities throughéuits total population
populations. The first, and best known, occurs in an argannot be assessed by using a constant density value
of north-western India: central and south-centraicross its modern range, for reasons of the patchiness in
Rajasthan (Jodhpur, Nagaur, Jaipur, Ajmer, Pali, Jalogbundance; overall numbers must be very low. It was
and Sirohi districts), Kutch and northern Gujarat (Banasven thought extinct around Bangafoieut there have
Kantha and Mahesana districts). The second is in southdseen a few recent sightings from Karnataka, Kerala and
India: the Eastern Ghats west of Nellore in Andhraramil Nadu—that from Kerala listing the species as
Pradesh, west-central and south Karnataka (Dharwéaghre™.
district and Bangalore districts), and northern Tamil Nadu
(Periyar district). Threats: The White-naped Tit is a somewhat mysterious
bird whose apparently relictual distribution, and
Population: The White-naped Tit appears to be in serioupatchiness within that distribution, suggests a constitutive
difficulties. Both range and population seem to haveifficulty with more versatile competitors, i.e. a degree
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of specialisation that no longer confers any easilgonservation measuresNone is known. There is a
discernible advantages. Its population is under seriosgngle record from the fringe of Mudumalai National
threat mainly from habitat loss, fragmentationParK, suggesting that a small population might receive
degradation, developmental activities and possibly nesteme protection from this area.

site limitation. The future of the western population in

Gujarat and Rajasthan appears to be “very bleak” as “dReferences: 1.Tiwari and Rahmani 199&. George
forest cover is diminishing rapidl/'The tropical thorn- 1994; 3. Zacharias and Gaston 1998, BirdLife
forest inhabited by the species in Kutch is under thrednternational 2001.

from clearance owing to local requirements for fuelwood

(for illegal charcoal-making and bakeries), fodder, Pied Tit in some of the IBAs
cultivable land andAcaciatwigs for disposable Gujarat: 1. Luna JheelKarnataka: 1. BR Temple
toothbrushé's Hills WLS, 2. Cauveri WLS.

H E N

BEAUTIFUL NUTHATCH Sitta formosa/ulnerable C1; C2a

This nuthatch has a small, declining, severely fragmented population as a result of
loss, degradation and fragmentation of evergreen and semi-evergreen forest. It therefore
qualifies as Vulnerable.

Distribution: The Beautiful Nuthatch is scarce in high-possibly more secure than most. Nevertheless, the current
altitude evergreen forests, ranging widely from the eastejgolation of montane forest above deforested lowlands
Himalayas and outlying hills of north-eastern India angyossibly impinges on its non-breeding dispersal, and its
Bhutan through the highlands of Myanmar to scattereldw population density may render it more susceptible to
sites in the Annamite mountains of Laos and Vietnanhabitat fragmentation. These facts imply that the species
There is one record each in southern China and northesiil be quick to disappear when forests are selectively
Thailand, but no confirmed record from either Nepal ofogged or fragmented.
Bangladesh. In India records are restricted to the eastern
Himalayas in West Bengal and Sikkim and to the rangeSonservation measuresThe species is legally protected
of north-eastern India (including the Khasia, Northin Thailand; its family (Sittidae) appears on the list of
Cachar, Barall, Naga and Mishmi hills). protected species in Myanmar (1994). It receives no

protection in either China, India, Laos or Vietrtam
Population: The Beautiful Nuthatch is generally difficult
to find throughout its rather extensive ratfgét appears References: 1Baker 1922-193®. Smythies 19863.
to be highly local in distribution, a factor that rendersCollar et al. 1994;4. Harrap and Quinn 1996.
any assessment of its overall population size fraught withhoudhury 20006. BirdLife International 2001
difficulty. On the basis of current information, however,
there is little to suggest that the population exceeds 10,000  Beautiful Nuthatch in some of the IBAs
individuals. In India it is now apparently absent fromWest Bengal: 1. Buxa Tiger Reserve, 2. Lava/Neora
West Bengal, still present in the Barail range of southealley NP, 3. Singhalila NP, 4. Gopaldhafegsam: 1.
Assam, and locally fairly common in Arunachal PradestiNameri NP, 2. Jatinga, 3. Joydihing WLS, 4. Barail range
especially in and near Namdapha National Park. - North Cachar RF, 5. Buridihing RBArunachal

Pradesh: 1. Namdapha and Kamalang WLS, 2. Talley
Main threats: The Beautiful Nuthatch is consideredValley WLS, 3. Pakhui WLS, 4. Mehao WLS, 5. Mouling
threatened by forest destruction, primarily as a result 8P, 6. Mandla Phudung Area, 7. Eaglenest WLS and
logging and shifting cultivatictt®. As the altitudes it Seesa WLSSikkim: 1. Lachung, Lema and Dombang
prefers generally exceed those frequented byalley, 2. Lowland Forest to Melli, Kerabari, Baguwa,
agriculturists and timber extraction teams, the speciesJjsrethang

H E N
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GREEN MUNIA Amandava formossulnerable Ala,c,d; A2b,c,d

This colourful finch qualifies for Vulnerable because it has a rapidly declining
population owing to widespread trapping for the cagebird trade, compounded by habitat
loss and degradation through agricultural intensification.

Distribution: The Green Munia or Avadavat is endemicestimated to be illegally traded annually for the pet trade

to India where it is distributed locally from southernin the 19905 Nearly 1,000 individuals were observed

Rajasthan, central Uttar Pradesh and southern Bihar daring market surveys in 1992-1994

northern Andhra Pradesh and (possibly) northern

Kerald2 There are also recent records from north anGonservation measuresThe species appears on CITES

east Rajasthan. Appendix Il and is protected under a 1991 amendment
of the Wildlife (Protection) Act of India (1972); national

Population: More recently, flocks of up to 60-70 trade is therefore illegal. Trapping and trade has been

individuals were seen in 1994 in the Tikamgarh reabanned since around 1971. A countrywide study on the

with unspecified numbers in Kanha National Park inive bird trade in India was taken up by TRAFFIC-Irtdia

1995. The recent records of 2,000 for sale at Ranchbetween 1992 and 1994 and the impact of trade on the

Bihar, does not imply a large population in this regiorspecies was assessed. The species has been recorded in

as trapping activities are focused on Orissa and Madhy&nha National Park, Desert National Park, Melghat

Pradesh Although recent observations have tended tSanctuary and Taal Chappar Wildlife Sanctuary, and is

imply small numbers of individuals, erratically reported from Palamau National Park, Anshi National

distributed and widely scattered, the occurrence in trad®ark, and the Gurukulam Botanical Sanctuary.

of a minimum of several thousand bfitis the early

1990s indicates that sizeable populations must still occReferences: 1.Grimmettet d. 1998;2. Sharma and<

locally. Tehsin 19943. Bhargava 19964. Kanoje 1996:5.
Ahmed 19976. Ahmed 19987. Jerdon 1862—1864.

Main threats: Even in the nineteenth century, the GreerReid 1881;

Munia was popular as a cagebird, sometimes being

brought to market in “considerable numbé#fslt remains Green Munia in some of the IBAs

a highly sought-after cagebird in both domestic antiladhya Pradesh:1. Kanha NP, 2. Pench NP, 3. Bori

international markets, being sold to aviaries, zoos ang/L S and Satpura NI hattishgarh: 1. Gomarda WLS,

private individual? Itis captured, usually in nets or funnel 2. Udanti and Sitanadi WLS)rissa: Simlipal NP;

traps, in substantial numbers, and up to 2,000-3,000 wegerala: Thirunelli (part of Wynaad WLS).

TNA

J1avi3a

FINN'S OR YELLOW WEAVER Ploceus megarhynchdailnerable Alc; A2c; C1; C2a

This species has a small, rapidly declining, severely fragmented population as a result
of the loss and degradation of terai grasslands, principally through conversion to
agriculture and overgrazing. These factors qualify it as Vulnerable.

Distribution: Finn’s Weaver occurs very locally in the colonies in its stronghold of northern Uttar Pradesh have
terai belt of India and Nepal from the plains to 1,308 m apparently disappeared here is no evidence to suggest
and it is listed as a resident almost throughouthat the total population from 2,500 to 10,000
Bangladesh In India the species occupies a disjunctndividuals, and it may well fall well short of this.
distribution in the terai, with one population in Uttar

Pradesh/Delhi and another in West Bengal/Assam.  Main threats: Finn’s Weaver is threatened primarily

Population: The population of Finn's Weaver must by extensive habitat loss and degradation in the terai and

always have been relatively small but recent evidendB north-east I?dia, and additionally by capture for the
suggests that it has declined substantially as marye-Pird trade=
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Conservation measuresThe species is legally protected Ahmed 19976. R. Bhargava and A. R. Rahmanilitt.
in India, weavers in general are listed on Schedule IV ofggg

the Indian Wildlife (Protection) Act 1972. Trapping and
trade of the species has been banned since.198as Finn’s Weaver in some of the IBAs
occurred in Manas National Park and Kaziranga National
Park. In Nepal, there are records from Royal Sukla Phan{gest Bengal:1. Jaldapara WLS, 2. Buxa Tiger Reserve;
Wildlife Reserve. Uttar Pradesh: Hastinapur WLSAssam:1. Manas NP,
2. Dibru-Saikhowa NP+ KoboChapori+Amarpur

References: 1Baker 1922-19302. Ali and Ripley  Chapori-Maguri-Motapung Beels; 3. Kaziranga NP, 4.
1978-1999; 3. Rashid 19674. Bhargava 20005.  Nameri NP, 5. Pobitara WLS (?).
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DALMATIAN PELICAN Pelecanus crispu€onservation Dependent

This species was formerly listed as Vulnerable. However, conservation measures have
resulted in a population increase, particularly at the largest colony at Lake Mikri
Prespa, such that the species no longer qualifies as threatened. The cessation of
conservation measures would probably result in the species qualifying as threatened
within five years and it is therefore listed as Conservation Dependent.

Distribution: The Dalmatian Pelican occupies a wide,Main threats: Past declines in the global population of
fragmented range from Yugoslavia, Greece, Albania anghis species were primarily caused by wetland drainage,
Turkey in the west to China in the east, and south to thhooting and persecution by fisherrhe@ontinuing
Indian subcontinent. The species is a winter visitor téhreats include disturbance, wetland alteration and
India in small numbers; the main influx arrives fromdestruction, water pollution, collision with power-lines
the west, while very small numbers are recorded iand over-exploitation of fish stock§he threats to this
Assant? Several records initially were published orspecies in Asia include habitat loss and modification,
reported as “Spot-billed Pelican” &i. philippensis, hunting, disturbance and pollution. o
but the most recent records of Spot-billed Pelican in

Guijarat are the result of mistaken identity, or taxonomiConservation measures: Conservation efforts haveZ
and nomenclatural confusion with Dalmatian Pelican reduced the impact of the major threats in Eutoplee 2]
It is reported from Sultanpur National Park in HaryanaDalmatian Pelican is listed on Appendix | of CITES arg
Okhla in Delhi, and Sariska Wildlife Sanctuary inboth Appendix | and Appendix Il of the Bonn&
Rajasthan. Convention. In mainland China it is a nationally protect

species. This species is protected under the Indan
Population: Following massive declines during the Wwildlife (Protection) Act 1972. 4

nineteenth and much of the twentieth centuries, the global

population of this species has stabilised at 15,000-20,0@¢&ferences: 1Grimmettet al 1998;2. Choudhury 2000;
individuals (including 4,000-5,000 breeding paiesxd 3. Parasharya in presé;Hatzilacou 19935. Crivelli et
several colonies are increasin@arasharya (in press) al. 1997;6. BirdLife International 20017. Barua and
reports that the Dalmatian is still regular in small numberSharma 19998. Hatzilacou 1993.

in coastal regions of Kathiawar and on freshwater

reservoirs inland, although he does not provide an Dalmatian Pelican in some of the IBAs
estimate of numbers. Further localities are in the Littl&kajasthan: 1. Sariska NP, 2. Ajan Bandh (Part of
Rann of Kutch and neighbouring areas of Gujarat, whengeoladeo NP), 3. Keoladeo NP, 4. Sambhar lake;
small numbers (usually up to 10) occur on lakes, usuall@gujarat: 1. Chhari Dhand, 2. Gir NP, 3. Kaneval
amongst several hundred Great White Pelicahdew  Resevoirs, 4. Khijadiya Bird Sanctuary, 5. Marine NP,
(again usually fewer than 10) regularly visit Keoladeds. Nalsarovar WLS, 7. Thol Lake, 8. Wild Ass Sanctuary,
National Park in winter, and other small groups ar®. Hanj Tal (Banni), 10. Flamingo Cityyest Bengal:
scattered through Rajasthan. A small population (10-2Q). Buxa Tiger Reservejttar Pradesh: 1. National
winters regularly in Kaziranga National Park, As$8m Chambal WLS;Haryana: 1. Sultanpur Jheel NP;
presumably from an eastern breeding population. Thassam: 1. Burachapori WLS and Laokhowa WLS, 2.
total population wintering in India is likely to be in the Panidihing Bird Sanctuary, 3. Kaziranga NWadhya

low hundreds. Pradesh:1. Madhav NP.

1N3IAN3d3a
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ANDAMAN CRAKE Rallina canningiData Deficient

Distribution: The Andaman Crake is a rarelythe habitat of this specfes

encountered ende_m|c of t.he Af‘dama” Is_land_s, belragbnservation measuresMore than 16% of the total area
absent from the Nicobardt is mainly found in Middle (1,053.6 sq. km) of the Andaman Islands have been
and South AndaménThere appear to be no hIStoncaldeclared as protected areas, i.e. sanctuaries, national parks
records from North Andaman; no encounter between . .
and marine national pafksAwareness programmes are
being initiated to inform local people of the precarious

future of their native faurfa

Population: No reliable estimates are available. It wagReferences:1. Ali and Ripley 1978-19992. Vijayan
initially thought either “excessively rare or... very seldom 9g7-3. Hume 18744. Chandra and Rajan 199%:R.

seen®. More recently, it was reported to be common irsankaran verbally 1998; Davidaret al.1995;7. Collar
Mount Harriet National Park, although encountered @k 51 1994-8. BirdLife International 2001.

two localities only. Local information suggests, however,

that it is less rare than had been feared Andaman Crake in some of the IBAs
Andamans: 1. Landfall Island WLS, 2. Austin Strait, 3.

Main threats: Many of the Andaman endemics areSaddle Peak NP, 4. Patti Level, Cliff Bay, 5. Interview
threatened by their naturally limited distribution andsland WLS, 6. Jarwa Reserve ( Middle Andaman), 7.
scarcity, coupled with the degradation and destructiohainpur and Hanspuri, 8. Mount Diavalo/ Cuthbert Bay,
of available habitat by peopleAnthropogenic factors 9. Jarwa Reserve (South Andaman), 10. Barangtang-
include the conversion of natural habitat for agriculturerafters Creek, 11. Mount Harriet NP, 12. Kadakachang,
housing and roads; furthermore, logging and clearana®. Mahatma Gandhi Marine NP, 14. North Sentinel, 15.
for agriculture have already affected and continue to affegouth Sentinel (1 sq.km), 16. Little Andaman

H B BN
NICOBAR SCOPS-OWL Otus aliusData Deficient

Distribution: The Nicobar Scops-owl is known only from confining it to a particular habitat or elevation (it is

a single locality on Great Nicobar, Nicobar Islands, Indiagurrently known only from coastal forest presumably at
It is recorded from Great Nicobar (Campbell Bay) sea-level).

1993 to 1997 and it is therefore conceivable, if
improbable, that it does not occur.

The species may occur on other islands in the group, bufain threats: None is known, but it cannot be assumed
equally it may be endemic to Great Nicobar, and indeeghat the forest environment on Great Nicobar is secure.
restricted in range on that island. The most likely OthQDespite various apparent safeguards, including two
island where it may be found is Little Nicobar which,national parks, the island faces various current and
like Great Nicobar, is relatively poorly explotedhe proposed threats, particularly to its coastal forests.
more northerly islands of the group have been well

surveyed without evidence of this species bein@onservation measuresCampbell Bay National Park
generatet (426 sg. km ) presumably embraces the type locality.

Population: There is no information. It is probable that References: 1Rasmussen 1998e
the species is distributed throughout forest on Great
Nicobar at moderate densities. However, the extent of NICOBAR SCOPS-OWL IN THE IBA SITES

forest is not known for the island; and it is possible thatampbell Bay National Park (Great Nicobar), Little
some ecological constraint operates on the specie§icobar.
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DARTER Anhinga melanogasteeriteria nearly met: Alb,c,d; A2b,c,d.

It occurs inPakistan, India (widespread resident, locally mangroves and coastal lagogrescending to 1,400 m,
common in Assam), current status poorly known buat least in India and Javaln common with many other
apparently declininigNepal, Sri Lanka, Bangladesh  Asian waterbirds, it is primarily threatened by habitat
Myanmar, Thailand, Laos, Vietham, Cambodia, loss, disturbance (at feeding grounds and colonies),
PeninsulaMalaysia, Brunei. The species is generally hunting and pollutioh

uncommon and declining throughout Asia, although an

estimate of 4,000 for South Aienay be too low. It References: 1Grimmettet al. 1998;2. Rose and Scott
inhabits shallow inland wetlands including lakes, rivers1997; 3. del Hoyo et al. 1992;4. MacKinnon and
swamps and reservoirs, as well as estuaries, tidal inleBhillipps 1993.

PAINTED STORK Mycteria leucocephal&riteria nearly met: Alb,c,d; A2b,c,d

It occurs inPakistan, Nepal, India (widespread and most numerous and secure of Asian stdrkhfs is more
locally common residerit), Bangladesh Sri Lanka,  a reflection of the rarity and endangerment of most other
mainlandChina, Myanmar, Thailand, Vietnam, storks in the region than of the security of this species.
Cambodia and PeninsulaMalaysia. It frequents The increasing impact of habitat loss, disturbanc&,
freshwater marshes, lakes and reservoirs, flooded fieldsollution and hunting of adults and collection of eg
rice paddies, freshwater swamp forest, riverbanksand nestlings from colonies is cause for concern
intertidal mudflats and saltpaisThere are an estimated

15,000 individuals in South Asia and fewer than 10,00References: 1del Hoyoet al. 1992;2. Grimmettet al
in South-East Asia, with populations declining1998: 3. Robson 20004. Rose and Scott 1995,
throughout. Although it is thus considered “one of the Mundkuret al 1995a.

BLACK-NECKED STORK Ephippiorhynchus asiaticuSriterion nearly met: C1

A3aIN3ILVIVHL ¥V¥3

It occurs inPakistan, Nepal, India (still a widespread mangroves and rarely coastal mudflats, up to 1,260 m
resident, but now generally rare and loG&@angladesh  being highly susceptible to disturbance and tending to
Sri Lanka, Myanmar, Thailand, Laos, Cambodia,  prefer areas least visited by huntafisis threatened by
Indonesia, Papua New Guinea Australia. The a variety of factors across its range, including drainage
combined populations of South and South-East Asia af wetlands, felling of nest trees, development,
thought not to exceed 400 individufalehile the former  encroachment of agriculture or aquaculture, overfishing,
is in steep decliffand the latter has dwindled disastrouslyovergrazing, hunting and excessive capture for*z6os

to the brink of extinctioh It is probably stable or even

increasing in Papua and Austrdlialthough the situation References: 1Grimmettet al 1998;2. Rose and Scott
needs further review. It frequents freshwater marshe$997;3. Rahmani 19874. Robson 20005. del Hoyoet
lakes, pools in open forest, large rivers, occasionallgl. 1992:6. Ahmed 1997.

ORIENTAL WHITE IBIS Threskiornis melanocephal@siteria nearly met: Alb,c,d; A2b,c,d.

It occurs inJapan, South Korea mainlandChina, Hong  Thailand, Laos, Vietnam, Cambodia Peninsular
Kong, Pakistan, Nepal, India (widespread and locally Malaysia, Indonesia While the East Asian population
common in the west, scarce in the eagipssibly is extremely small (<100), those in South-East Asia and
increasing locally due to spread of man-made wetfandsSouth Asia probably number between 10,000 and 25,000
Sri Lanka, Bangladesh Philippines, Myanmar, individuals each It inhabits freshwater marshes, lakes,
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rivers, flooded grasslands, paddyfields, tidal creekgollution, agricultural conversion, hunting and collection
mudflats, saltmarshes and coastal lagoons, usually @i eggs and nestlings from colorfies
extreme lowlands, but occasionally up to 950 m, tending
to be nomadic in response to water levels and feedifteferences: 1Grimmettet al. 1998;2. Rahmani 1995;
conditiong. It is vulnerable to drainage, disturbance3. Rose and Scott 1994; del Hoyoet al. 1992,

H B N

LESSER FLAMINGO Phoenicopterus mindCriterion nearly met: A2c.

It breeds mainly in the Rift Valley lakes of East Africaof suitable areas; however, proposed soda-ash
in Ethiopia, Kenya andTanzania, and, in AsiaJndia  mining and hydroelectric power schemes in what is in
(breeding in the Great and Little Ranns of Kutcheffect the only breeding site in the Rift Valley, Lake
Guijarat); when not breeding, it ranges occasionally inthNatron in Tanzania, could cause rapid overall popula-
virtually every sub-Saharan country and from thdion declines and permanently alter the ecosystem on
Arabian Peninsula tBakistan?. The global population which the species depertd©ther threats include
is c. 5,000,000, including:. 150,000 (stable or even land claim, water pollution, and disturbance. CMS
increasing) in Asia, but declines have been suggestégpendix II.
for much of Africd“. It breeds in huge colonies on large,
undisturbed alkaline and saline lakes, and is adapt&eferences: 1del Hoyoet al. 1992;2. Grimmettet al.
to respond to local environmental changes in site$998;3. Simmons 19964. Rose and Scott 199%; Mari
by moving elsewhere, and thus depends on a netwoakd Collar 2000

H E N

FERRUGINOUS POCHARD Aythya nyrocaCriteria nearly met: Alc; A2c.

It breeds in Europe, Asia (east to mainl&itna and recorded fronMongolia and westeriRussia Other large
south tolndia) and North Africa, the wintering range winter counts have been madeAuzerbaijan (9,000
overlapping with the breeding range but extending to theirds), Turkmenistan (20,833 birds) andJzbekistan
Middle East, West and north-east Africa and South-Eaé?,000 birds), but numbers of breeding birds have
Asial. The main part of the population occurs in Asiadeclined irKazakhstan andUzbekistarf. The European
although quantitative data are lacking. An estimate fquopulation is now an estimated 13,000—-24,000 pairs, and
North Africa and Asia of 10,000 individuals in 1991the key threat is the loss of its wetland habitat, of well
appears too low Recent surveys have found highvegetated shallow pools, including extensively managed
numbers, perhaps into the tens of thousands, in Innéshponds, although hunting is also a serious threat.
Mongolia, and it is apparently common on the Tibetan
Plateau, mainlan€hina?, and either scarce or locally References: 1del Hoyoet al. 1992;2. Perennotet al.
common in winter irPakistan, India, Nepal, Bhutan,  1994;3. Scott 19934. Robson 20005%. Kashkarov and
Bangladesh Myanmar and Thailand“. It is also Mukhina 1997.

H E N

WHITE-TAILED SEA-EAGLE Haliaeetus albicillaCriterion nearly met: C2a.

It has its strongholds iNorway (1,600-1,800 pairs) and andJapar?. Small numbers winter southorth Korea
Russia and important populations in south-west Greenlandnd South Korea, Taiwan (China), Pakistan (where it
(toDenmark), SwedenPolandandGermany (301 pairs)  was once fairly commonndi a, especially Assatf and
Smaller numbers breed lgeland, United Kingdom,  Nepd, while it is a vagrant t8angladeshandThailand.
Finland, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Belarus, Austria, It is mainly migratory in the north and east of its breeding
Czech Republi¢ Slovakia, Slovenig Yugoslavia,  range but sedentary elsewhere. The population is estimated
Bulgaria, Romania, Hungary, Moldova, Greece  at’5,000—7,000 pairs but the size of the Russian population
Turkey, Iran, Armenia, Georgia, Azerbaijan, Ukraine,  is poorly known. Loss and degradation of wetlands,
Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan, Mongolia, mainlandChina  increasing human disturbance, and the indiscriminate use
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of poisons are continuing threats. It is susceptible tdReferences: 1.Hauff 19982. Collar et al. 1994;
environmental pollution with the accumulation of mercury,3. BirdLife International 2001;4. Ali and
organochlorine and other pesticide residues leading tBipley 1978-19995. Choudhury 2000; 6. Thiollay
reduced breeding succéss 1996.

H E N

LESSER GREY-HEADED FISH-EAGLE Ichthyophaga humilis
Criteria nearly met: Alb,c,e; A2b,c,e; C1; C2a.

It occurs inindia (restricted to Himalayan foothills and common in south-east Sulawesi, uncommon to rare
north-east; declining in range and populatipiNepal  elsewhere). It frequents large forested rivers and wetlands
(rare and local in lowlandsighutan (very rare at lower in the lowlands and foothills up to 2,400 m, but usdally
altitudes), mainlancChina (rare visitor to Hainan), below 1,000 m. Loss of forest habitat along rivers,
Myanmar (widespread, scarce to locally fairly common),siltation, overfishing and increasing human disturbance
Thailand (rare in west and sout)aos (small numbers  of waterways are important threats that are causing
persist in several catchmentsJambodia (four recent  widespread declines . Itis also declining in Uttar Pradesh,
records)Vietnam (rare to locally fairly common in west partly because of pesticide tismd this is presumably
Tonkin and south Annam), Peninsulkfalaysia relevant throughout much of its range.
(previously common; now scarce to locally fairly
common but declining) and East MalaysBrunei, References: 1Samantt al 1995;2. Grimmettet al
Indonesia (uncommon in Sumatra and Borneo; locally1999;3. Grimmettet al 1998;4. Naoroji 1997

H B N

GREATER GREY-HEADED FISH-EAGLE Ichthyophaga ichthyaetus
Criteria nearly met: Alb,c; A2b,c; C1.

It occurs inindia (widespread and locally frequent in Sundas and Sulawesidonesia(widely distributed but
the north-east, scarce and local in the penifdiN@pal  uncommon in Sumatra and Borneo, but now very rar
(now rare and local, mainly below 250 n8yi Lanka  Java). Although widely distributed, historical and ev
(rare in the dry lowlandsgangladesh(widely distributed  recent records are difficult to interpret, in South-East A
but uncommon and localMyanmar (rare to scarce at |east, owing to identification difficulties between thf&
resident),Philippines (formerly quite common in the species and Lesser Fish-ealglethyophaga humilisit
north and east, now rare and apparently decliningjs found near slow-moving rivers and streams, lakes,
Thailand (formerly a widespread resident, now absenteservoirs and tidal lagoons in wooded country, usually
from the north and centre, rare and local in the southih Jowlands but ascending to 1,525 m locallshe most
Laos (now rare),Vietnam (scarce in the south, pertinent threats are the loss of undisturbed wetlands,
disappearing from the northfFambodia (scarce), overfishing, siltation, pollution and persecution.
PeninsularMalaysia (previously common, now

uncommon and sparse, perhaps 40 pairs remaining), Eggiferences: 1Samantet al 1995;2. Grimmettet al
Malaysia,Singapore (scarce)Brunei, and the Greater 1998

CINEREOUS VULTURE Aegypius monachu€riterion nearly met: C1.

It breeds irSpain, Bulgaria, Greece Turkey, Armenia,  westindia, Nepd, Bangladesh(vagrant), Myanmar,
Azerbaijan, Georgia, Ukraine, Russig Uzbekistan  North Korea andSouth Korea There are a few records
Kazakhstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, Kyrgyzstan,  from South-East Asia imhailand, Cambodia,

Iran , Afghanistan, northindia, Russiag Mongoliaand  vietnam, and PeninsulaMalaysia. It has a small
mainlandChina, with a small re-introduced popula- total population (probably over 10,000 birds) with
tion in France, Portugal, F.Y.R.O. Macedoniaand  decline occurring in some parts of its range. There are
Albania, and wintering areas Budan Pakistan, north- - probably over 1,000 pairs in the Asian part of the former
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Soviet Union and a further 1,760 pairs in mainlandbirds are trapped or shot in China for trade in their
Ching. Itis threatened by habitat alteration in its breedinfeathers.

areas, particularly the destruction of native forests,

forest fires, poisoning and a shortage of food as a resieferences: 1.Grimmettet al 1998; 2. BirdLife

of changes in traditional farming practices, and maninternational 2001

RED-HEADED VULTURE Sarcogyps calvuSriteria nearly met: Ala,b,c,d,e; A2a,b,c,d,e.

It occurs inPakistan (previously regular, now a rare uncommon and restricted to the north-east), and
straggler),Nepal (uncommon), India (sparsely PeninsulaMalaysia (previously locally common in
distributed and declining, now rare or absent from someorth, now absent). It frequents open country (often near
areas, e.g. parts of Gujarat and the north-eastern stategman habitation), well-wooded hills and dry deciduous
but still fairly common in the Western Himalayanforest with rivers, usually below 2,500 m usu&tlyThe
foothills)!, Bangladesh(rare in the north-west), disappearance of vultures from Asia is linked to a suite
Myanmar (former resident, current status unknown)of factors, amongst which can be listed the demise of
mainlandChina (very rare in south-west Yunnan andwild ungulates, the intensification of agriculture,
possibly occurs in south-east Tibethailand (rare increased sophistication of waste disposal techniques,
resident in remote portions of the west, now absemntirect persecution and the spread of avian diseases
elsewhere)l.aos (previously widespread and common,(see Threats under White-rumped VultuBgps

but now rare and restricted to the souttfletnam  bengalensis

(previously regular in central regions, now rare after a

major decline)Cambodia (previously common, now References: 1Grimmettet al 1998;2. Robson 2000.

H B N
SOUTH NICOBAR SERPENT-EAGLE Spilornis klossCriterion nearly met: C1.

It (here treated as separate from “Nicobar [or Smalljncreased settlement of the islands has led to increased
Serpent-eagl&. minimug which is instead provisionally pressure on natural resources, and planned development
placed withS. cheelnis endemic to the islands of Greatprojects could severely affect the habitat of this species
Nicobar (including Pulo Kuniji), Little Nicobar and Menchal
in the South Nicobar island group, Nicobar islands, whefeeferences: 1.Abdulali 1978;2. Sankaran 19983.
it is most frequently found in the canopy of fotést Stattersfieldet al. 1998

H E N

ANDAMAN SERPENT-EAGLE Spilornis elginiCriteria nearly met: B1+2a,b,c,d,e; C1; C2b.

It is endemic to South Andaman island, where it is @opulation on larger islands is rising rapidly and habitat is
common resident in inland forest Clearlngs and hl”Slngonsequenﬂy under mounting pressure from agricuh:ure,

with scattered trees, appearing to be ecologically separaigiézing and loggirig Hunting is also apparently common
from Crested Serpent-eadlecheelawhich inhabits coastal on the islandsand may affect this species.

forests on the same islaitd Although forest remains
extensive on the Andamans, loss and fragmentation of coy@eferences: 1Davidaret al 1996:2. Grimmettet al.
continues and is perhaps accelerating. The humamgg: 3. Stattersfieldet al 1998

H B B
PALLID HARRIER Circus macrourugriteria nearly met: Alc,d,e; A2c,d,e.

It breeds primarily in the steppes of AsiaRuissia,  breeding range. The population is estimated at 20,000 pairs,
Kazakhstan and north-west mainlan@hina; small  having shown marked declines and range contractions: it
populations breed iMoldova, Ukraine andTurkey. A has declined in southern Ukraine, south-west Russia and
few pairs breed in taiga and forest-tundra, north of its maisouth-central SiberiaA minority winter in south-east
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Europe, North Africa and the Middle East but most migratan old sight record froriietnam. Scrub, savanna and

to the Afrotropics(Sudan Eritrea, Djibouti, Ethiopia,  wetlands are used in winter. It is primarily threatened by
Somalig Kenya, Uganda Rwanda, Burundi, Tanzania,  the destruction and degradation of steppe grasslands
Malawi, Zambia, Zimbabwe, Mozambique, Chad, through conversionto arable agriculture, intensive grazing
Niger, Mali, Senegal Gambia, Sierra Leone Liberia,  of wet pastures and the clearance of shrubs and tall weeds.
Ivory Coast, Ghana, Togo, Benin, Nigeria, Cameroon It may be affected by pesticides and rodenticides but this
Central African Republic, Democratic Republic of  requires further research. In South Africa, wintering birds
Congg Angola, Namibia, BotswanaandSouth Africa)  may be affected by poisoning, grassland destruction and
and the Indian subconting@tfghanistan, Pakistan, India,  persecution. CMS Appendix II.

Sri Lanka, Nepal, Bangladeshand Myanmar)®. It has

occurred as a migrant Mongolia, and there is apparently Reference: 1del Hoyoet al. 1994.

WHITE-CHEEKED HILL PARTRIDGE Arborophila atrogularis
Criteria nearly met: C1; C2a.

It is resident in north-eashdia (locally common in threatened by habitat loss and persecution: within its
Arunachal Pradesh, Assam, Manipur, Meghalayasange, hill forests are diminishing rapidly in extent and
Mizoram and Tripurd) Bangladesh(very local in the becoming fragmented because of intense shifting
north-east, but could still occur in the Chittagong Hillagriculture and loggirtg and hunting and snaring of
Tracts) andMyanmar (widespread, uncommon to galliforms is rifé. However, given the size of its rang
common resident) and mainlar@hina (local in  and the paucity of fieldwork conducted within it, thgs
Yingjiang area of west Yunnan to west of the Salweegpecies is currently likely to be more abundant tha&h
river). It inhabits dense undergrowth of broadleavedecords suggest and to exceed the threshold #r
primary and secondary evergreen foresometimes classification as Vulnerable.
adjacent scrub, bamboo, grassland and cultivitioost
frequently below 750 m in India, but usually betweerReferences: 1Grimmettet al. 1998;2. del Hoyoet al
610 and 1,220 m in South-East Asia. It is principally1994;3. Stattersfielcet al 1998;4. Choudhury 1991
H B N

SATYR TRAGOPAN Tragopan satyr&riterion nearly met: C1.

It occurs in the Himalayas dfepal(uncommon), India  threats include excessive hunting as well as habitat
(uncommon), Bhutan (fairly common and apparently clearance and degradation due to timber harvesting,
stable¥ and mainlan€hina (local, with a limited range livestock-grazing, fuelwood and fodder collectisuch

in south and south-east Tibet). The total population ithat its distribution is now fragmented in the Indian
not thought to exceed 20,000 individdals is resident subcontinertt It occurs in several protected areas
in moist oak and rhododendron forest with denséhroughout its randge

undergrowth and bamboo clumps, mixed forest,

shrubberies and densely vegetated ravines, usualReferences: 1Grimmettet al 1998;2. Inskipp et al
between 2,200 m and 4,250 m in the breeding seasdf99a 3. McGowan and Garson 1998; MacKinnon
sometimes moving down to 1,800 m in wiftévlajor  and Phillipps 2000

TIBETAN EARED-PHEASANT Crossoptilon harmarCriteria nearly met: C1; C2a.

It has been recorded in south-east Tibet, mairGinda,  surveys have indicated that its population must be greater
and at least one locality in extreme northern Arunachathan 10,000 individuals. Deforestation and hunting may,
Pradesh, where it occurs in tall dense scrub in dry rivehowever, be significant threats in Tibet, and it is probably
valleys, the borders of mixed broadleaf and coniferougieclining.

forest, coniferous forest, and grassy hill slopes, from

3,000 to 5,000 m (rarely down to 2,400 m); it is locally References: 1Ali and Ripley 1968—199&. Grimmett
common, and adaptable to disturbed haBitaRecent et al.1998:3. McGowan and Garson 1995

G3IN3LVIHH
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LITTLE BUSTARD Tetrax tetraxCriteria nearly met: Alc,d; A2c,d.

It has two widely separated breeding populations: in itSumerous, in some parts of its range it has declined
eastern range it occursRussia(9,000 displaying males), dramatically since the nineteenth century. It inhabits dry
Kazakhstan (c.20,000 individuals)Jkraine (100-110 grassland and, in Europe, it also occurs in areas of low-
individuals), north-west mainlar@hina, northerrdran intensity arable cultivation and pastoral land, selecting
and Turkey (20-100 pairs), while its western rangeareas with a high diversity of ground cover such as
coversSpain (100,000-200,000 displaying males) andmosaics of pasture, long-rotation fallow land and legume
Portugal (20,000 individuals), with smaller populations cropg. The primary cause of its decline has been
inltaly (1,500-2,200 individualsrance(1,087-1,256 conversion of dry grassland and low-intensity cultivation
displaying males) and possibMorocco. Most birds  to intensive arable agriculture, especially where this has
disperse in winter but stay within the countries abovencluded the planting of monocultures, irrigation or
but at leastAzerbaijan plays host to wintering afforestation. This continues to be the primary threat and
populations, including one of 10,000-30,000 birds. It igause of continuing declines, but it also suffers from
a rare and erratic visitor #®akistan andIndia® and a illegal hunting.

winter visitor to Afghanistan. The global population

(excluding Kazakhstan) is estimated at a minimum dReferences: 1Grimmettet al.1998;2. Tucker and Heath
240,000 individuals. Whilst it remains widespread and 994.

HOUBARA Chlamydotis undulat&riteria nearly met: Alc,d; A2c,d.

It occurs over a huge range from the Canary Islandgan the current estimate of 500 birds. Declines are
Spain, to mainlandChina. The population has beenreported from Bahrain, Jordan, Iran, Iraq and Ihdia
estimated at 49,000-62,000 individuals, but it is likely t®opulations from some subregions are believed to mix
exceed 100,000 birlsC. u. undulata(9,800 birds) is on the wintering grounds. The main threats are habitat
resident in North Africa where it has declined.ibya, loss and degradation as desert areas are developed for
Egypt and Tunisia, and probably also iAlgeria, agriculture and infrastructure projects; these are
Mauritania , Morocco andSudan; C. u. fuertaventurae compounded by high hunting pressure from falconers,
(700-750 birds) occurs on the Canary Islar@isirt.  with new areas in Central Asia, close to breeding grounds,
C. u. macqueenis thought to occupy six sub-regions:increasingly being exploitédThere are no reliable data
resident and migratory birds occur in the Middle Eador rates of decline, but given the substantial threats
(Turkey, Jordan, Israel, Iraq , Kuwait, Bahrain,Oman, declines are likely to be significant and possibly
Qatar, Saudi Arabia, United Arab Emirates, Syria, widespread; moreover, they may accelerate if hunting
Yemer), and inRussia(including in the Asian region), pressure in Central Asia increaseaxonomyThere has
Iran, Pakistan, India, Afghanistan, Uzbekistan, been a suggestion that the two main races represent
Tajikistan, from westerriKazakhstanto Turkmenistan,  separate specieshut the differences are not great and
and on the Mongolian plateau and in the Gobi desert tiie distributions unclear; this matter requires urgent
Mongolia and western ChidaThe population of this attention.
subspecies is estimated at 39,000-52,000 individuals,
mostly breeding in Kazakhstan (30,000— 40,000References: 1BirdLife International 20012. Goriup
although numbers in China are likely to be far highet997;3. F. Launayin litt. 2000;4. Gauchelet al. 1996.

H E N

GREAT SNIPE Gallinago medi&Criteria nearly met: Alc,d; A2c,d.

It breeds primarily inRussig east to 95°E (150,000— August, it migrates througfurkey, Cyprus andEgypt,
250,000 pairs), with large numbersBelarus (12,000— with birds gathering in grasslanddthiopia. When these
20,000 pairs) antlorway (5,000—-15,000 pairs). It also dry out in October, birds follow the rains south and west to
breeds inPoland, Finland, Sweden Estonia (500-700 Sudan Chad, Burkina Faso, Mali, Mauritania , Senegal
males),Latvia, Lithuania, andUkraine. From early SierraLeong Liberia, Ivory Coast, Ghana, Togo, Benin,

THREATENED BIRDS OF INDIA @



Buceros Vol. 7, No. 1 & 2 (2002}———

Nigeria, Cameroon, Gabon, Congo, Democratic  of Russia and Ukraine, largely as a result of the loss (to
Republic of Congg Kenya, Uganda, Rwanda, Burundi,  farmland and reservoirs) of nesting habitats—which
Tanzania, Malawi, Zambia, Zimbabwe, Mozambique, include floodplain and tussock meadows, natural fens
South Africa, Angola andNamibia®. It occurs rarely in  with scattered bushes, and peatlands up to 1,200 m—
India, Sri Lanka?, andMyanmar. Its range has compounded by hunting in eastern Europe and in its
contracted and numbers have declined since the lagéntering rangé CMS Appendix I.

nineteenth century: although the Scandinavian

population has stabilised, there are continuing rapitReferences: 1del Hoyoet al. 1996;2. Grimmettet al.
declines in the southern forest and forest-steppe zon&8§98.

ASIAN DOWITCHER Limnodromus semipalmatus
Criteria nearly met: Alc,d,e; A2c,d,e; C1.

It has a disjunct breeding range in the steppe regions trenvironments, primarily estuarine and intertidal mudflats,
extend from West to East SiberiaRussi, and south lagoons, creeks and saltwotkfRecent population
into Mongolia and Heilongjiang in north-east mainland estimates include 15,000-20,000 birds is dependent
Chinal. It has been recorded as a non-breeding visitor ton rather a small number of wetlands, notably the
Japan, North Korea, South Korea, mainland China, wintering sites at the Banyuasin delta on Sumatra, where
Hong Kong, Taiwan (China) Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, ~ up to 13,000 were estimated in 1988, and Ujung Pang@h
Indi a, Banglades#, Sri Lanka, Myanmar, Thailand, in East Java. It may therefore be particularly vulneral
Cambodia, Vietnam, Philippines,Malaysia, Singapore,  to habitat loss, hunting, pollution and other pressuressgn
Brunei, Indonesia, Papua New Guin@, Australia and  both the breeding and wintering grounds.

New Zealand. It breeds in extensive freshwater

wetlands in the steppe and forest-steppe zones, and durfRgferences: 1del Hoyoet al. 1996;2. Mundkuret al
the non-breeding season it occurs in sheltered coasffi95a;3. Grimmettet al. 1998;4. Rose and Scott 1997

BEACH STONE-PLOVER Esacus magnirostri€riterion nearly met: C1.

v

ANILVIYHL

Itis widespread around coasts from the Andaman Islandghe farthest point east, its total population there may behs
Mergui archipelagoMyanmar, islands off peninsular few as 1,000 birdsit is very rare on and around Sumatra,
Thailand, and Peninsulakalaysia and Singapore  and there appears to be extensive (but wholly unquantified)
throughindonesa, thePhilippines,Papua New Guin@,  human disturbance of beach habitats in many ‘areas

the Solomon Islandsand Australial. The range is,

however, essentially linear so that, despite ranging frorReferences: 1del Hoyoet d. 1996;2. Marchant and

the farthest point west in Australia north round to south ofiggins 1993.

BLACK-BELLIED TERN Sterna acuticaud&riteria nearly met: Ala,c,d; A2a,c,d; C1.

It is known from southern mainlar@hina (previously —extinct as a breeding specigsaos (previously bred in
regular in Yunnan, now very raréjakistan (frequent large numbers along the Mekong channel, now very
in northern Sind and Punjadpdia (widespread and rarely recorded)Cambodia (in the early 1960s
locally fairly common; declining in GujarathNepal apparently fairly common along the Mekong, but very
(locally fairly common),Bangladesh(previously few recent records) andietnam (formerly occurred
common; now a local breedeNlyanmar (previously regularly in Cochinchina, and occasionally in Annam,
abundant, now a scarce to uncommon resident, appareritiyt no recent recordsy It is found on large rivers
fewer than 25 pairs survivingYhailand (formerly  (usually breeding on sandspits and islands) and marshes,
resident in the north-west, now very rare and probablgccasionally on smaller pools and ditches, up to 730 m
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in lowlands (but not on the codstlhere has been an increasingly cultivated), the collection of eggs for food,
extremely rapid decline in South-East Asia and it is nownd natural or dam-determined flooding of nésts
almost extinct in the region. Nevertheless, the suggestion

that the world population could be below 10,000 BirdsReferences: 1Ali and Ripley 1978-1992. del Hoyo
may be over-cautious given its status in South Asiaet al 1996;3. Grimmettet al. 1998;4. Robson 20005.
countries. Threats include the destruction of breedinmskipp and Inskipp 19916. Rose and Scott 1997;
habitat (islands and sandspits in larger rivers ar€ollaret al 1994

ANDAMAN WOOD-PIGEON Columba palumboideSriterion nearly met: C1.

It is endemic to the Andaman and Nicobar (includingpopulation on larger islands is rising rapidly and
Great Nicobar, Nancowry, Car Nicobar and Batti Malvhabitat is consequently under pressure from agriculture,
archipelago’s It is uncommon in the Andaman#airs grazing and logginf. Hunting is also apparently
or small parties wander from island to island in search ébmmon on the islands and may affect this species, while
fruiting figs and other trees in dense broadleaveplanned development projects could seriously affect its
evergreen foredt Its highly restricted range and habitat.

predilection for the densest portions of forest imply that

it is potentially threatened by habitat loss andReferences: 1Stattersfielcet al 1998;2. Davidaret al
fragmentatioh Indeed, although forest remains fairly1996;3. Grimmettet al 1998;4.del Hoyoet al 1997;5.
extensive on the Andamans and Nicobars, the hum&andeet al.1991.

H B N
ANDAMAN CUCKOO-DOVE Macropygia rufipenni€riteria nearly met: B1+2a,b,c,d,e; C1.

It is endemic to the Andaman and Nicobar (Nancowryslands is rising rapidly and habitat is consequently under
subgroup and Great Nicobar) archipelagos, where it jgressure from agriculture, grazing and logging. Hunting
locally frequent on the former and scarce on the latter. is also apparently common on the islands, possibly
frequents dense broadleaved primary and secondaaffecting this species, and planned development projects
evergreen forest, tolerating some degree of habitan the Nicobars could seriously affect its hahitat
degradation. While forest remains fairly extensive on the

Andamans and Nicobars, the human population on larg&eferences: 1BirdLife International 2001

H B N
NICOBAR PIGEON Caloenas nicobariceCriteria nearly met: Alc,d; A2c,d

It occurs on the Andaman and Nicobar Islatidslia), least at times) on adjacent mainland (or larger island)
Mergui Archipelago (Myeik KyunzulMyanmar), area$ Relentless trapping for food, the pet trade and
islands off south-west peninsuldrailand, islands around perhaps still their (certainly once-prized) gizzard-stones
PeninsularMalaysia, islands off southerWietnam, seriously suppresses populations, as does clearance of
islands around Sumatrmdonesia, islands in Wallacea small islands for plantations and, almost certainly, the
and West Papua, possibly also East Timor, many islandslonisation of such islands by rats, cats and other alien
in thePhilippines, islands in eastefPrapua New Guinea predatord The racepelewensisnay still number up to
and throughout th&olomon Islands, plusPalau (with 1,000 birds.

endemic racpelewend) in the Caroline Islandt/SA)*2

It breeds, often in dense colonies, on normally extremeReferences: 1Ali and Ripley 1978-199%. del Hoyo
small wooded offshore islands, and foragesituor (at et al 1997;3.Collar and Andrew 1988.
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NICOBAR PARAKEET Psittacula canicep€riteria nearly met: B1+2a,b,c,d,e; C1.

It is endemic to the Nicobar archipelago, where itinhabitéias led to increased pressure on natural resources, and
tall forest on Great Nicobar, Little Nicobar, Menchal andplanned development projects could severely affect the
Kondul islands, feeding in small groups in the canopyhabitat of this speciés

on the fruit ofPandanugpalms. It is apparently common,

but fairly large numbers are trapped for the cagebirdReferences: 1Grimmettet al. 1998;2. del Hoyoet al.
tradé. Furthermore, increased settlement of the island$997; 3. Stattersfielcet al. 1998.

RED-CHEEKED PARAKEET Psittacula longicaud&riteria nearly met: Alc,d; A2c,d.

It occurs in the Andaman, Cocos and Nicobar island®eninsulg although it avoids primary forest in Borneo.
peninsularThailand, Sabah, Sarawak and PeninsulaSwamp-forest destruction in the Sundaic lowlands has
Malaysia, Singapore, Kalimantan (including the Natuna been extensive, but the species remains numerous in a
islands), Sumatra (including the Riau archipelago)pumber of areas owing to its capacity to forage away
IndonesiaandBrunei, in coastal and lowland areas to atfrom forested areas and nest communally
least 300 m? preferring extreme lowland swamp
(including peatswamp) forest in the Thai-MalayReferences: 1Wells 1999;2. Robson 2000.
H E N

ANDAMAN SCOPS-OWL Otus balliCriteria nearly met: B1+2a,b,c,d,e.

It is an endemic resident in the Andaman islands, whetelerance of disturbed areas; however, forest lossfls
it was common, at least early in the twentieth century, iaccelerating on the Andamans and further researchris
trees in semi-open or cultivated areas and around humeequired to clarify its ecological requirements, populati
settlements? Its current status is unclear, although itsize and trends,

appears to be easily found and therefore probably

commort. There seems little reason to expect itReferences: 1Grimmettet al. 1998;2. del Hoyoet al.

population to be under immediate threat given it9999;3. Stattersfieldcet al. 1998.
H E N

ANDAMAN HAWK-OWL Ninox affinisCriteria nearly met: B1+2a,b,c,d,e.

It is endemic to the Andaman and Nicobar archipelagosslands in the Andaman group is rising rapidly and habitat
India, where it occurs in mangrove forest, lightly woodeds consequently under severe pressure from agriculture,
areas and forest clearings, apparently hawking insectsgrazing and loggirtg

dusk. Although its tolerance of degraded habitats giveReferences: 1Grimmettet al. 1998;2. Pandeet al.1991;
cause for optimism, the human population on larges, sinha 19924. Stattersfieldet al. 1998.

H B N
WARD'’S TROGON Harpactes wardCriteria nearly met: C1; C2a.

It is known from the eastern Himalayas Biutan in the lower storey, undergrowth and bamboo between
(uncommon and local, although recorded regularly in recet500 and 3,200 m in tall broadleaf evergreen fgrest
years),India (small numbers seen recently in Arunachaperhaps moving downslope during the cold season to
Pradesh, where it is apparently local and'fakéyanmar ~ ¢.1,220 m in some are&ak is threatened by forest clearance
(formerly locally common in the north, but no recent recordaind degradation in much of its range, particularly through
and thought to be generally uncommon), main@dhtha  logging and shifting cultivatidn It is also possibly
(three collected in north-west Yunnan, 1973)¥ieinam  susceptible to hunting.

(previously common on Fan Si Pan, north-west TonkinReferences: 1Singh 19942. Grimmettet al. 1998; 3.

but no recent records despite intensive searching). It is fouRbbson 20004. Stattersfieldet al. 1998.

VN
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BLYTH’'S KINGFISHER Alcedo hercule€riteria nearly met: C1; C2a.

It ranges from easterNepal (vagant),Bhutan (rare), evergreen forest at 200—-1,200 m heigimainly at 400—
north-eastindia (rare), Bangladesh(vagrant), 1,000 m. Itis thus still widespread at low densities within
Myanmar (scarce to fairly common in the north, westits historical range, although deforestation is reducing and
and soutty) mainlandChina (southern Yunnan, e.g. fragmenting its habitat and human disturbance and river
Mengyang Nature Reserve, and Hainan island), nortipollution are possibly also threats. Given its linear
westThailand (very rare visitor)Laos (uncommon to  distribution along rivers, and thus restricted extent of
locally common in the north and Annamite mountainspccurrence, the total population size is potentially modest.
scarce further south)and Vietnam (locally fairly
common, at least historically, on Mount Fan Si Pan, weSteferences: 1Grimmettet al.1998:2. Robson 20003.
Tonkin and Annant) It is found along streams in Duckworthet al. 1999;4. Ali and Ripley 1978-1999.

H B N

BROWN-WINGED KINGFISHER Pelargopsis amauropterus
Criteria nearly met: Ala,c,d; A2a,c,d; C1.

It occurs inindia (locally common in West Bengal, rare in favouring mangroves (particularly old growth), creeks and
Orissa and Assam, largely resident but apparently also naittal rivers, although it has been recorded occasionally far
breeding visitor), Bangladesh(locally common), inland-2 Despite being locally common, its total population
Myanmar (fairly common to locally common resident in may not be very large within its linear distribution and it is
the south-west and TenassefinBeninsulaiThailand  presumably negatively affected by the ongoing clearance
(uncommon to locally fairly common on the west c@ast)and degradation of mangroves in South-East Asia.
and Peninsulavialaysia (fairly common but restricted to
islands of the north-west)t is usually restricted to coasts, References: 1 Grimmettet al. 1998:;2. Robson 2000.

H E N

MALABAR PIED-HORNBILL Anthracoceros coronatuSriterion nearly met: C1.

Itis restricted to central and southémdia (commonin  clearance for permanent agriculture, shifting cultivation,
a few areas, but declining and confined to land undsire, urbanisation and loggiAgClosed-canopy forest is
300 m} andSri Lanka (local and moderately plentiful, estimated to have declined from 29,000 sq. km (44% of
but now restricted to more secluded forest of the dnjhe island’s area) in 1956 to 12,260 sq. km in 1983.
lowlands}. It is subject to seasonal movements in opeBimilar losses are occurring in mainland India and the
moist broadleaved deciduous and evergreen forestsatus of this species therefore requires monitoring.
visiting fruit trees in cultivated aréagorest on Sri Lanka

has suffered rapid degradation and fragmentation in thReferences: 1 Grimmettet al. 1998;2. Stattersfieldet
past decades through excessive gathering of fuelwoogl, 1998.

GREAT PIED HORNBILL Buceros bicorni€riteria nearly met: Ala,c,d; A2a,c,d; C1.

It occurs in mainlanc€hina (rare resident in west and Malaysia (uncommon to more or less common) and
south-west Yunnan and south-east Tidat}ia (locally  Indonesia (uncommon on Sumatred®. It frequents
fairly common, but declining)Nepal (local and evergreen and mixed deciduous forests, ranging out into
uncommon, largely in protected areaBhutan (fairly  open deciduous areas to visit fruit trees, and ascending
common),Bangladesh(vagrant), Myanmar (scarce to slopes to at least 1,560 m hefgfithe abundance of this
locally common resident throughoutJhailand  species tends to be correlated with the density of large
(widespread, generally scarce but locally commice)s  trees, and it is therefore commonest in unlogged forest
(formerly common; currently widespread but scarce, and threatened by logging. It is particularly susceptible
major decline having clearly occurreietnam (rare  to hunting pressure asitis large, visits predictable feeding
and declining resident;ambodia (rare), Peninsular sites (such as fruiting trees) and casques are kept or sold
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as trophies Hunting pressure has caused its extirpatiofReferences: 1(Grimmettet al. 1998;2. Wells 1999;3.
from many areas. Robson 20004. Duckworthet al.1999.
H E N

BROWN HORNBILL Anorrhinus tickelli Criterion nearly met: C1.

It occurs in mainlan€hina (rare; recorded in southern in foothills up to 1,000 m in India and 1,500 m in South-
Xishuangbanna, south Yunnan and south-east TibeBast Asia and 1,800 m in Chifalt is threatened by
India (a small population is resident in hills borderingforest loss through intensive shifting agriculture and
the Brahmaputra valley)Myanmar (uncommon to widespread logging activities, and because of high levels
locally common in the west and Tenasseriffjailand  of hunting in many portions of its rarigeHowever, its
(generally uncommon in the west, north-west and norttpopulation probably exceeds 10,000 individuals, and it
east)Laos (historically numerous, currently widespreadtherefore fails to meet the thresholds for Vulnerable.
and locally common but decliningyjietnam (rare to
uncommon in Tonkin and Annam) ar@ambodia References: 1Grimmettet al. 1998;2. Robson 2000;
(scarce), where it inhabits evergreen broadleaved foretRound 19844. Thewliset al. 1998

H B N

YELLOW-RUMPED HONEYGUIDE Indicator xanthonotu€riterion nearly met: C1.

It occurs inPakistan (possibly a seasonal or nomadicspecies, but it is easily overlooked due to i
visitor, but there are no recent recorddgpal (local and  inconspicuous behaviour, and it may be commoner tipgn

uncommon))ndia (very rare and localBhutan (local  the paucity of records suggests; nevertheless, it has 3en
and uncommon), mainlan@hina (rare in south-east suggested that over-exploitation of bees’ nests for hoﬂy

Tibet) andMyanmar (rare resident in the north), and by human populations in the Himalayas might hav
occurs throughout in broadleaved or coniferous forestieleterious impact on its populatiéns

usually between 1,450 and 3,500 m, males defending

giant rock bedpis dorsatanests that are usually attachedReferences: 1Cronin and Sherman 1978;Grimmett

to vertical cliffs-23 It is generally assumed to be a rareet al. 1998;3. Robson 20004. Underwood 1992.

ANDAMAN BLACK WOODPECKER Dryocopus hodgeCriteria nearly met: B1+2a,b,c,d,e.

a3IN3LV3™

It is endemic to the Andaman islands, where it is @ressure from agriculture, grazing and loggfrig
common resident in large trees of evergreen fbtest

Although forest remains fairly extensive on theReferences: 1Davidaret al. 1996;2. Grimmettet al.
Andamans, the human population on larger islands 5998;3. Pandeet al.1991;4. Sinha 19925. Stattersfield
rising rapidly and habitat is consequently under severet al. 1998.

NILGIRI PIPIT Anthus nilghiriensiCriteria nearly met: B1+2a,b,c,d,e.

It is endemic to the Western Ghats of Kerala and Tamitonverted to plantations of tea, eucalyptus and wattle
Nadu, where it is locally fairly common on grassy uplandAcacia dealbata
slopes interspersed with bushes and trees, mainly above

1,500 m, but sometimes descendingtd,000 m. Its  References: 1Grimmettet al. 1998;2. Stattersfieldet
range is small and its grassland habitat is gradually being. 1998.

FIRETHROAT Luscinia pectarden€riterion nearly met: C1L

It breeds in Sichuan, Yunnan and south-east Tibelf) mountain forest, at 2,800-3,700,rand it is a non-
mainlandChina, in dense scrub in valley bottoms, andpreeding visitor to the mountains of Arunachal Pradesh
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and Meghalaya, an8langladesh. It appears to be very presumably been affected by deforestation on both the
rare, with the only recent records on the breeding groung@igeeding and wintering grounds.

from Wolong Biosphere Reserve in Sichuan, although it

must be greatly under-recorded as much of its range References: 1Ali and Ripley 1978-199%. Grimmett
remote and seldom visited by ornithologists. It hast al.1998.

CHESTNUT-BACKED LAUGHINGTHRUSH Garrulax nuchalis
Criteria nearly met: C1; C2a.

It is resident in the hills of north-east (apparently rare ialthough this is at least in part because much of its range
Assam, Manipur, Nagaland and Arunachal Pradestt) is infrequently visited by ornithologists. Surveys are
Myanmar (uncommon in the north)it inhabits tall grass required to establish its current distribution and population
or dense bushes in stony scrub-covered ravines and hillize, the extent of its habitat and the threats it faces.
from the lowlands te. 900 nt2 There have been very

few recent records and its current status is poorly knowReferences: 1Grimmettet al. 1998:2. Robson 2000.

GREY-BREASTED LAUGHINGTHRUSH Garrulax jerdoni
Criteria nearly met: B1+2a,b,c,d,e.

It is endemic to the Western Ghats of southern Keralincreasing human population has led to increased illegal
western Tamil Nadu and southern Karnataka, where éincroachment into Western Ghat forests, livestock-
is locally common from 1,100 m to the sumrhitdt  grazing and the harvesting of fuelwood and huge
frequents undergrowth and low bushes, raspberry amgiantities of forest products such as bamboo and canes;
bracken thickets growing along banks of streams arfdrthermore, hydropower development and road-
edges of sholas, and tea and cardamom plantations; itsilding are causing reductions in forest cover in some
distribution is apparently tied to that of the wildaread
raspberry. While its range is small, its tolerance for
disturbed habitats suggests that it is not immediatelReferences: 1Gaston and Zacharias 1926Grimmett
threatened by habitat modification. However, aret al.1998;3. Stattersfieldet al. 1998.

H E N

RUFOUS-THROATED WREN-BABBLER Sphelaeornis caudatus
Criteria nearly met: B1+2c; C1

It occurs inNepal (very rare in the east)Bhutan  chiefly through logging and shifting cultivatitn However,
(uncommor) andIndia (where it is locally common in as it is a highly skulking species and easily overlooked,
Sikkim, northern West Bengal and Arunachal Pradesh). fitirther research will probably reveal it to be more
inhabits dense undergrowth of moist evergreen forest, oftefidespread and abundant than current records imply.
in steep gullies, especially where ferns, mossy rocks and
fallen trees abound, from 1,500 m to 2,500 m, perhageferences: 1 Grimmettet al. 1998; 2. Inskipp et al.
occasionally to 3,100 ¥ Within its small range, it is 1999;3. Ali and Ripley 1978-1999%4. Singh 19995.
threatened by the destruction and fragmentation of foreSStattersfieldet al. 1998

H E N

WEDGE-BILLED WREN-BABBLER Sphenocichla huméiriteria nearly met: C1; C2a

It occurs in mainlan€hina (one record from Yunnan), recent records) and northdvtyanmar, but it appears to
India (Sikkim, West Bengal, Arunachal Pradeshbe a rare and infrequently encountered species
Nagaland, Manipur, but few recent recor@jutan (two  throughout, although this impression is at least partly
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exaggerated because of the infrequency with which itShrumshingla National Park, Bhutan, and Namdapha
range is visited by ornithologists®2 It inhabits the National Park, IndialTaxonomy: The two racefiumei
understorey and leaf-litter of broadleaved evergreeandroberti are sufficiently morphologically distinct to
forest with large trees and bamboo, (usually betweele treated as two separate spécigbich might qualify
1,500 m and 2,300 m, wintering down to 800.Jhile  one or both for threatened status.

the high altitudes favoured by this species are relatively

free from habitat loss, shifting cultivation and loggingReferences: 1Ali and Ripley 1978-19992. Ghosh
are nevertheless reducing forest cover in Bhutan, nortli987;3. Katti et al.1990;4. Singh 19995. Grimmettet
east India and north Myanmar, posing the only majoal. 1998; 6. Stattersfieldet al. 1998; 7. BirdLife
threat to this speciés® It has been recorded in International 2001.

GIANT BABAX Babax waddellCriteria nearly met: C1; C2a.

It occurs in southern Tibet, mainla@Gtiina, and extreme deforestation, although extensive pine and mixed
north-eastern Sikkimindia, where it inhabits dense coniferous forests with prickly oak and rhododendron
deciduous scrub above the treeline, particularly o$till remain to the east of Lhasa
Hippophae rhamnoidg and the edge of coniferous forest,
atc. 2,700-4,400 A¢. Within its restricted range, it has References: 1.Grimmettet al. 1998; 2. Stattersfield
been described as “locally commébtt, more recently, et al. 1998; 3. Ali and Ripley 1978-199%4. Robson
“rather scarce”. It is presumably declining because 0f986.

H B N

LONG-TAILED PRINIA Prinia burnesiiCriteria nearly met: Alc; A2c.

It has two disjunct populations, one (nominatenesi)  grassland in monoculture or where mixed wigpha
in the plains of the IndusRakistan (in Punjab and phragmitesand bushes, mainly in the vicinity of larg
northern Sind; scarce in southern Sind) and adjacefiyers. Although it is negatively affected by them
north-west India (Punjab), and another (race destruction and modification of this habttithas also &
cinerascengin the plains of the Brahmaputra river, apparently expanded its range northwards in Pakisgan
Assam, and western Bihar in north-east India andwing to the spread of man-modified wetlands and
northernBangladesh? The western population is associated swamp vegetati@axonomy: The two races
locally common in its restricted habitat, as was th@urnesii and cinerascens are sufficiently
eastern population, although there have only been a fayorphologically distinct to be treated as two separate

recent published records, mostly from As$afn There  specie§ which might qualify one or both for threatened
are no recent records from Bangladesh; it could still occuyatys.

in any remaining suitable habitat in the north although
these are now almost totally destrofiell inhabits References: 1Ali and Ripley 1978-199%®. Grimmett

long grasses, sometimes where these are mixed wighal.1998;3.Barua 19954.Rahmani 19885. BirdLife
acacias and tamarisks, includif8accharumwet |nternational 2001

V3¥HL ¥VaN

LONG-BILLED BUSH-WARBLER Bradypterus majoCriteria nearly met: C1, C2.

It occurs in the western Himalayas, in Xinjiang, westerrcommon, but extremely local), breeding from 2,400 to
mainlandChina (very rare, occurring in the Kunlun 3,600 m (probably moving downslope in winter to 1,200
mountains of Xinjiang and west Tibet) and the easterm) on open slopes in terraced cultivation, low thorny
Pamir mountains ifiajikistan (perhaps only a vagrant), scrub, rank grass and bracken, often near forest®dges

northernPakistan (few recent records and distribution Its range is apparently contracting in Kashmir, possibly
imperfectly known) and north-wedhdia (fairly = owing to changes in agricultural practices. It is poorly
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known and infrequently recorded, but this is at least iReferences: 1 Ali and Ripley 1978-19992. Inskipp
part due to its highly secretive behaviour and the curreaind Collins 1993;3. MacKinnon and Phillipps
inaccessibility of its range. 2000.

H E N

RUFOUS-RUMPED GRASSWARBLER Graminicola bengalensis
Criteria nearly met: Alc; A2c; C1; C2a.

It is found in the terai of northernmdia and southern Tonkin). It occurs in tall emergent vegetation in or
Nepal (highly localised but common at a few sites frombordering freshwater swamps or along banks of rivers in
Uttar Pradesh eastwards to the Brahmaputra lowlgndsfhe lowland$? Although still common at a few sites,
Bangladesh(rare and highly local in the northinainland  including protected areas such as Chitwan National Park,
China (rare resident in Guanxi, northern GuangdongNepal, it must be suffering substantial long-term losses
Hong Kong and HainanMyanmar (formerly resident as its grassland and wetland habitat is steadily converted
in Tenasserim, current status unknotyhailand  to agriculture, drained and overgrazed.

(former resident in central region, last record in 1923,

probably extincandVietnam (former resident in east References: 1Grimmettet al. 1998;2. Robson 2000.
H E N

BLACK-AND-RUFOUS FLYCATCHER Ficedula nigrorufa
Criteria nearly met: B1+2a,b,c,d,e.

Itis an endemic resident in the Western Ghats of southegnazing and the harvesting of fuelwood and huge
India, where it is locally common from 700 m to thequantities of forest products such as bamboo and €anes
highest summits It inhabits shola forests with dense Furthermore, hydropower development and road-building
undergrowth and plenty of leaf-litter, cardamom andare causing reductions in forest cover in some areas
coffee plantations, and moist thickets in ravingg¢hile  These factors require monitoring as, left uncontrolled,
its range is small, its tolerance for modified habitatshey will threaten the area’s endemic avifauna.
suggests that it is not immediately threatened. However,
an increasing human population has led to increasd®eferences: 1Grimmettet al. 1998;2. Stattersfieldet
illegal encroachment into Western Ghat forests, livestochl. 1998.

H E N

NILGIRI FLYCATCHER Eumyias albicaudat&riterion nearly met: B1+2c.

Itis an endemic resident in the Western Ghats of southefiorests, livestock-grazing and the harvesting of fuelwood
Indi a, where itis common at forest edges, clearings, thicdnd huge quantities of forest products such as bamboo
vegetation near streams, cardamom plantations aadd canes Furthermore, hydropower development and
sholas, from 600 m to the summitgvhile its range is road-building are causing reductions in forest cover in
small, its tolerance of disturbed habitats suggests thatsbme areds
is not immediately threatened by habitat modification.
However, an increasing human population has led tReferences: 1Grimmettet al. 1998;2. Stattersfield et
increased illegal encroachment into Western Ghatl. 1998.

H E N

ANDAMAN DRONGO Dicrurus andamanensiSriteria nearly met: B1+2a,b,c,d,e.

Itis endemic to the Andaman archipeldgdia, and Coco populations and consequent conversion of habitat
Island, Myanmar, where it is a common resident of to cultivation, grazing, increased logging and
forestd2 Although its range is very small, forested habitatievelopmerit'>.

is relatively intact on the Andamans and insufficiently

disturbed or fragmented to be of immediate concerReferences: 1Davidaret al. 1996 2. Grimmettet al.
However, there are signs that pressure on forests 1998;3.Pandeet al.19914. Sinha 19925. Stattersfield
increasing in the Andamans through increasing humaet al. 1998.
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ANDAMAN TREEPIE Dendrocitta bayleyCriteria nearly met: B1+2a,b,c,d,e.

It is endemic to the Andaman archipelago, where ibccurring in the archipelago suggesting that the very
is usually found in pairs or parties of up to 20 birdssmall range of this species might rapidly shrink and
or in mixed flocks in tall trees in dense broadleavefragment*®
evergreen fore&t It is uncommohto locally fairly
common, and although habitat on the AndamanReferences: 1Grimmettet al. 1998;2. Davidaret al.
remains relatively intact, there are indications that ah996;3. Pandeet al.1991;4. Sinha 19925. Stattersfield
increase in human populations and habitat loss &t al.1998.

H E N

G3IN3LVIYHL V3N
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Columba elphinsStonii ..........ccccvevieiieiicieeie e 4849  Mycteria leucocephala ........ccccoocvveeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicciiieee 69...
Columba eversmanni..................
Columba palumboides N
Columba punicea...........c......... Ninox affinis .........ccocveviiiiiiiieeeen
Crossoptilon harmani..........ccccoeeciieeiiiiieieeiiieeee e 3
o
Ophrysia SUPEerciliosSa .........cccoceveiiieeiniiieiiiee e 13-14
Dendrocitta bayleyi ........c.ccvoierieiiiiiiiieee e e OUS AlIUS .o 68....
Dicrurus andamanensis L Otus balli veeeeeeiiiiiccc e L
Dryocopus hOdgei ........coocvviiiiiiiiiiiceeeese e 79.... Oxyura leucocephala..........cccoovviiiniiiiicniieiecnn 21-22
E P
Ephippiorhynchus asiaticus .............cccocceeiieiiiieniennnn. 69.... Paradoxornis flavirostris ...........cccocvviieniiniiciiciicnn 60...
ESacus MagniroStris ........cocveereeriieieeiieeniie s 75.... Parus nuchalis ........cccccoviiiiiiiiii 63:-64
Eumyias albicaudata ..........c.cocoeereeriiiiiiiicceee 82.... Pavo MULICUS ......ccocviiriiiiiiiiiieiceeec e A2
Eurynorhynchus pygmeus ..........cccceeeeveeveevenenn. 46:47 - Pelargopsis amauropterus ..., 78....
Pelecanus CriSPUS ........c..evieiiiiiiiie e
F Pelecanus philippensis
Falco naumanni..........cccccvvevieiiiiiiiee e 35:36  Pellorneum palustre .........ccccceevviiiiiee i
Ficedula nigrorufa ..........ccccoeveveiiee e 82... Perdicula manipurensis
Ficedula subrubra ..., 63.... Phoenicopterus minor .........cccccveeeviivinnenn.
Francolinus guIaris ..........cocoeeiiiiiiee e 37... Ploceus megarhynchus
Prinia burnesii.........cccooiiiiiii e
G Prinia cinereocapilla..........cccoovveiiiiiiniiiieee 60-61
Gallinago Media .......ccccvvrvieriiniieiieeee e 74-75  Psittacula caniCeps ........ccccovvvivieiiiiiiciieceeeee 77.....
Gallinago NemMOoriCola ........cccvevvieeeiiie e 46... Psittacula longicauda...........ccccvvveiiiiiiiierie el 77....
Garrulax cachinnans 26-27  Pycnonotus xantholaemus ...........cccccveeeviiiiiene i, 52.....
Garrulax Jerdoni .........cccuveieeeiiiiiiee e 80...
Garrulax NUChalIS ........cooiiiiiiieiii e a0... R
Graminicola bengalensis..........cccccveeveeeiiiee e 82.... Rallina canningi ........c.ccovvvvieiiiiiiiee e 68...
GrUS @NLIJONE ..vveeeiiieiiiee ettt e 42-43  Rhinoptilus bitorquatus ..........ccccceeeeiiiiiiee el 17...
Grus IEUCOQEIANUS .......ocvvveveeiiieeesiieeeeiieeesiee e 16-17 Rhodonessa caryophyllacea ..........ccccccoevoveiiiiieniinnenne 13.....
GruS MONACNA ....cooiviiiieieecciee e 44..... Rynchops albicollis 4778
Grus NIGIICOIS ....couvveieieceeiec e 4344
Gyps bengalensis ..........cccveeeiiiiiiiie e 14-15 S
GYPS INAICUS ..o 15..... SArcogypPs CalVUS .....ceieiiiiiiieee it eeeeecieee e 72.....
GYPS tENUIFOSTIIS. ..veeeiiire e 15-16Saxicola iNSIGNIS ....cvveerieieiiiee e 55:56
Saxicola Macrorhyncha ..........cccccveeeiiiiiiiecccciiieeee 55....
H Schoenicola platyura ..........cccevieeiiiiiiieee 62....
Haliaeetus albicilla ..........cccceevveeveeveecieiiieeceeieeen 071 SItEA FOMMOSA Lo 64.....
Haliaeetus 1eucoryphus .........cccoceeiieninniisiic e 33.... Spelaeornis badeigularis ..........c.ccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiicis
Harpactes wardi ...........cccccceeveeeeeececcieceeceseeeeseeen d o, Spelaeornis caudatus..........coocoeveciiiiiiiicin i,
Heliopais personata ...........ccccceeevvveeiivresieeeesineens 4445  Spelaeornis longicaudatus
Heteroglaux bIeWitti ...........cccveiiieeiiireeiiee e 17:18  Spenocichla humei.......ccccovveeiiiiiiiiic e
Houbaropsis bengalensis ..........cccccoveeeeiiieeiiiee s 24..... SPIlOrIs €lgini ......ccveiiiiiiie e 72...
Hypsipetes nicobariensis ..........ccccovevveiiieeesvee e 52-53  Spilornis MiNiMUS ......c.ccoviiieiiie e 72....
Stachyris oglei
| Sterna acutiCauda .........cocveeerieeeeiiee e 75-76
Ichthyophaga humilis .............ccccceveeeivveeeiiece e 210 Sypheotides indica ..., 24:25
Ichthyophaga ichthyaetus ...........ccccccvevviieeiiiee s 71.... Syrmaticus humiae ........c.cceeveeiieeiiiie e 41.....
Indicator xanthonotus ...........ccccceevviiereeeiiiiiieee e 9.0
=
L TEraX LEIAX ...uvvvvvirriiiiiiiiei e 74....
Leptoptilos dubius .........cccceeiiiiiiiiiiee e 21.... Threskiornis melanocephalus 69-70
Leptoptilos JavaniCUS ..........cccvvvieeeeiiiiiiee e 29... Tragopan blythii ..., 3940
Limnodromus semipalmatus............ccccevvvreeiveeesvreennnes 75..... Tragopan melanocephalus .............ccccceiiiiiiini. 39000
Lophophorus sclateri..........cccvveeeiiiiiiiieeieiiiiiee e 40.... Tragopan satyra ...
Luscinic pectardens ..........cccccveeeiiiiiieie e 79-80  Tringa guttifer ...........cccceeeeiiinnne.
Turdoides longirostris
M TUPAUS fRAE ...eeiiiiiieie e
Macropygia rufipennis ..........ccoceeeriiiniiee e 76...
Marmaronetta angustirostris ..........cccoccvveeeenivnnenn. 31-32 \%
Megapodius nicobariensis.........cccccceeevvieeeeesiinen. 36:37  Vanellus gregarius .........cccueeeeeeiiiiiieeeeeiiieee e 45....

®
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Indian Bird Conservation Network
(IBCN)

The Indian Bird Conservation Network is set up by
the BNHS in collaboration with BirdLifg
International and the Royal Society for the Protegtion
of Birds (RSPB) (BirdLife partner in UK).

Mission of the IBCN

The mission of the Network is to promaqte
conservation of birds and their habitat through
development of a national network of individuals,
organisations and Government.

The Network invites two types of partnership-
individual and organisational. To join the Netwark,
write to IBCN/IBA team at BNHS.
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PUBLICATIONS OF THE BNHS

Titie & Author

The Bogck of Indien Birds {12th Edlilon) - Sallm Ali

The Book of Indlan Animals (3rd Edition) — S,H. Prater

The Biak of Indian Reptiles and Amphildana — J.C. Danisl

The Book of \ndian Shells - Despak Apte

The Book of Inelan Trees = K.C. Saknl

Some Beautilul indlan Trees (2nd Editian) — E. Blatter & W.S. Millard

Sgme Beautiful Indian Cilmbers and Shrubs (2nd Edition}
— N.L. Bor & M.B. Raizada

Hustraied Flora of Keoladee Natlonal Park, Bharatpur —
V.P. Prasad, Daniel Mason, Joy E. Marburger & G.A. Ajithkumar

A Pletorial Gulde to 1he Birds of the Indian Subcontinont (2nd Edilisn)
— Eallm Ali & 5.0. Ripley

Encyclapedia of Indlan Nalural History - R.E. Hawkins
Balim Ali's india — A5, Kothari & B.F. Chhapgar

A& Week with Elephants —  Procesdings of the June 1833 Seminar on
Asian Elephants (Ede. J.C. Daniel & Hemant Daty«)

GCongeryation in Developing Counttias — Problems and Prospects
[Eds. J.C. Baniel & J.Z. Barrac)

A Guide to the Cranes of Indla — Prakash Gole
Commaon Indlan Wild Flowers - lasac K&himkar

Callz of Indian Birds
{Sel of two awdio cassettes with an explanatery booklet)

A Field Guide to Indlan Butterflles — M. Chaturvad| & lssac Kehlmkar
Seaslde Storles — B.F. Chhapgar

Prica

425 0d
275.00
Under preparatian
295 00
275,00
205.00
525.00

695.00
aro.uo

1250
1240
450

400

75
375
160

Undar preparation
Linder preparalian

Price for
Members

320,04
210.00

225.00
210.00
226,00
390.00

526.00

276.00

1125
Son
338

a0

67
. 280
120

Donations to BNHS are exempt under Sections 80G and 35(1)(ii) of I.T. Act, 1961




