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SUMMARY: In this notice of review, we
announce our annual petition findings
for foreign species, as required under
section 4(b)(3)(C)(i) of the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as amended. When,
in response to a petition, we find that
listing a species is warranted but
precluded by higher priority listing
actions, we must review the status of the
species each year until we publish a
proposed rule or make a determination
that listing is not warranted. These
subsequent status reviews and the
accompanying 12-month findings are
referred to as “resubmitted” petition
findings.

Information contained in this notice
describes our status review of 20 foreign
taxa that were the subject of previous
warranted-but-precluded findings, most
recently summarized in our 2009 Notice
of Review published on August 12, 2009
(74 FR 40540). Based on our current
review, we find that 20 species continue
to warrant listing, but their listing
remains precluded by higher priority
listing actions.

With this annual notice of review
(ANOR), we are requesting additional
information for the 20 taxa whose
listings that remain warranted but
precluded by higher priority listing
actions. We will consider this
information in preparing listing
documents and future resubmitted
petition findings for these 20 taxa. This
information will also help us to monitor
the status of the taxa and conserve them.
DATES: We will accept information on
these resubmitted petition findings at
any time.

ADDRESSES: This notice is available on
the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov, and http://
endangered.fws.gov/. Supporting
information used in preparing this
notice is available for public inspection,
by appointment, during normal business
hours at the Branch of Foreign Species,
4401 N. Fairfax Drive, Room 420,
Arlington, Virginia 22203. Please submit

any new information, materials,
comments, or questions concerning this
notice to the above street address.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Chief, Branch of Foreign Species,
Endangered Species Program, (see
ADDRESSES); by telephone at 703-358—
2171; or by facsimile at 703—-358-1735.
Persons who use a telecommunications
device for the deaf (TDD) may call the
Federal Information Relay Service
(FIRS) at 800—-877—-8339.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The Endangered Species Act of 1973,
as amended (Act) (16 U.S.C. 1531 et
seq.), provides two mechanisms for
considering species for listing. First, we
can identify and propose for listing
those species that are endangered or
threatened based on the factors
contained in section 4(a)(1) of the Act.
We implement this mechanism through
the candidate program. Candidate taxa
are those taxa for which we have
sufficient information on file relating to
biological vulnerability and threats to
support a proposal to list the taxa as
endangered or threatened, but for which
preparation and publication of a
proposed rule is precluded by higher
priority listing actions. The second
mechanism for considering species for
listing is when the public petitions us
to add species to the Lists of
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants (Lists). The species covered
by this notice were assessed through the
petition process.

Under section 4(b)(3)(A) of the Act,
when we receive a listing petition, we
must determine within 90 days, to the
maximum extent practicable, whether
the petition presents substantial
scientific or commercial information
indicating that the petitioned action
may be warranted (90-day finding). If
we make a positive 90-day finding, we
are required to promptly commence a
review of the status of the species. Using
the information from the status review,
in accordance with section 4(b)(3)(B) of
the Act, we must make one of three
findings within 12 months of the receipt
of the petition (12-month finding). The
first possible 12-month finding is that
listing is not warranted, in which case
we need not take any further action on
the petition. The second possibility is
that we may find that listing is
warranted, in which case we must
promptly publish a proposed rule to list
the species. Once we publish a
proposed rule for a species, sections
4(b)(5) and 4(b)(6) of the Act govern
further procedures, regardless of
whether or not we issued the proposal

in response to the petition. The third
possibility is that we may find that
listing is warranted but precluded. A
warranted but-precluded finding on a
petition to list means that listing is
warranted, but that the immediate
proposal and timely promulgation of a
final regulation is precluded by higher
priority listing actions. In making a
warranted-but-precluded finding under
the Act, the Service must demonstrate
that expeditious progress is being made
to add and remove species from the
Lists.

Pursuant to section 4(b)(3)(C)(i) of the
Act, when, in response to a petition, we
find that listing a species is warranted
but precluded, we must make a new
12-month finding annually until we
publish a proposed rule or make a
determination that listing is not
warranted. These subsequent
12-month findings are referred to as
“resubmitted” petition findings. This
notice contains our resubmitted petition
findings for foreign species previously
described in the 2009 Notice of Review
(August 12, 2009, 74 FR 40540).

We maintain this list of candidates for
a variety of reasons: To notify the public
that these species are facing threats to
their survival; to provide advance
knowledge of potential listings; to
provide information that may stimulate
and guide conservation efforts that will
remove or reduce threats to these
species and possibly make listing
unnecessary; to request input from
interested parties to help us identify
those candidate species that may not
require protection under the Act or
additional species that may require the
Act’s protections; and to request
necessary information for setting
priorities for Ereparing listing proposals.

On September 21, 1983, we published
guidance for assigning a listing priority
number (LPN) for each candidate
species (48 FR 43098). Using this
guidance, we assign each candidate an
LPN of 1 to 12, depending on the
magnitude of threats, immediacy of
threats, and taxonomic status; the lower
the LPN, the higher the listing priority
(that is, a species with an LPN of 1
would have the highest listing priority).
Guidelines for such a priority-ranking
guidance system are required under
section 4(h)(3) of the Act (15 U.S.C.
1533(h)(3)). As explained below, in
using this system we first categorize
based on the magnitude of the threat(s),
then by the immediacy of the threat(s),
and finally by taxonomic status.

Under this priority-ranking system,
magnitude of threat can be either “high”
or “moderate to low.” This criterion
helps ensure that the species facing the
greatest threats to their continued
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existence receive the highest listing
priority. It is important to recognize that
all candidate species face threats to their
continued existence, so the magnitude
of threats is in relative terms. When
evaluating the magnitude of the threat(s)
facing the species, we consider
information such as: the number of
populations and/or extent of range of
the species affected by the threat(s); the
biological significance of the affected
population(s), the life-history
characteristics of the species and its
current abundance and distribution; and
whether the threats affect the species in
only a portion of its range. We also
consider the likelihood of persistence of
the species in the unaffected portions
and whether the effects are likely to be
permanent.

As used in our priority ranking
system, immediacy of threat is
categorized as either “imminent” or
“nonimminent.” It is not a measure of
how quickly the species is likely to
become extinct if the threats are not
addressed; rather, immediacy is based
on when the threats will begin. If a
threat is currently occurring or likely to
occur in the very near future, we
classify the threat as imminent.
Determining the immediacy of threats
helps ensure that species facing actual,
identifiable threats are given priority for
listing proposals over those for which
threats are only potential or species that
are intrinsically vulnerable to certain
types of threats, but are not known to be
presently facing such threats.

Our priority ranking system has three
categories for taxonomic status: species
that are the sole members of a genus;
full species (in genera that have more
than one species); and subspecies and
distinct population segments of
vertebrate species (DPS).

The result of the ranking system
entails assigning each candidate a
listing priority number of 1 to 12. For
example, if the threat(s) is/are of high
magnitude, with immediacy classified
as imminent, the listable entity is
assigned an LPN of 1, 2, or 3 based on
its taxonomic status (i.e., a species that
is the only member of its genus would
be assigned to the LPN 1 category, a full
species would be assigned to LPN 2, and
a subspecies, DPS, or a species that is
endangered or threatened in only a
significant portion of its range would be
assigned to LPN 3). In summary, the
LPN ranking system provides a basis for
making decisions about the relative

priority for preparing a proposed rule to
list a given species. Each species
included in this notice is one for which
we have sufficient information to
prepare a proposed rule to list, because
it is in danger of extinction or likely to
become endangered within the
foreseeable future throughout all or a
significant portion of its range.

For more information on the process
and standards used in assigning LPNs,
a copy of the guidance is available on
our Web site at: http://www.fws.gov/
endangered/esa-library/pdf/48fr43098-
43105.pdf. For more information on the
LPN assigned to a particular species, the
species assessment for each candidate
contains the LPN and a rationale for the
determination of the magnitude and
imminence of threat(s) and assignment
of the LPN; that information is
presented in this ANOR.

Previous Notices

This revised notice supersedes all
previous annual notices of review for
foreign species. The species discussed
in this notice were the result of three
separate petitions submitted to the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) to
list a number of foreign bird and
butterfly species as endangered or
threatened under the Act. We received
petitions to list foreign bird species on
November 24, 1980, and May 6, 1991
(46 FR 26464, May 12, 1981; and 56 FR
65207, December 16, 1991,
respectively). On January 10, 1994, we
received a petition to list seven butterfly
species as endangered or threatened
(59 FR 24117; May 10, 1994).

We took several actions on these
petitions. Our most recent review of
petition findings was published on
August 12, 2009 (74 FR 40540).
Previously published petition findings,
listing rules, status reviews, and petition
finding reviews that included foreign
species are also listed in the 2009
ANOR.

Summary of This ANOR

Since publication of the previous
ANOR on August 12, 2009 (74 FR
40540), we reviewed the available
information on candidate species to
ensure that listing is warranted for each
species, and reevaluated the relative
LPN assigned to each species. We also
evaluated the need to emergency list
any of these species, particularly species
with high listing priority numbers (i.e.,
species with LPNs of 1, 2, or 3). This

review ensures that we focus
conservation efforts on those species at
greatest risk first. In addition to
reviewing foreign candidate species
since publication of the last ANOR, we
have worked on numerous findings in
response to petitions to list species and
on proposed and final determinations
for rules to list species under the Act.
Some of these findings and
determinations have been completed
and published in the Federal Register,
while work on others is still under way
(see Preclusion and Expeditious
Progress, below, for details).

Based on our review of the best
available scientific and commercial
information, with this ANOR, we have
changed the LPN for several candidates.
The review of these 20 species is
summarized in Table 1.

Findings on Resubmitted Petitions

This notice describes our resubmitted
petition findings for 20 foreign species
for which we had previously found
proposed listing to be warranted but
precluded. We have considered all of
the new information that we have
obtained since the previous finding, and
we have reviewed in accordance with
our Listing Priority Guidance the listing
priority number (LPN) of each taxon for
which proposed listing continues to be
warranted but precluded.

As a result of our review, we find that
warranted-but-precluded findings
remain appropriate for these 20 species.
We emphasize that we are not proposing
these species for listing by this notice,
but we do anticipate developing and
publishing proposed listing rules for
these species in the future, with an
objective of making expeditious
progress in addressing all 20 of these
foreign species within a reasonable
timeframe.

Table 1 provides a summary of all
updated determinations of the 20 taxa in
our review. All taxa in Table 1 of this
notice are ones for which we find that
listing is warranted but precluded and
are referred to as “candidates” under the
Act. The column labeled “Priority”
indicates the LPN. Following the
scientific name of each taxon (third
column) is the family designation
(fourth column) and the common name,
if one exists (fifth column). The sixth
column provides the known historic
range for the taxon. The avian species in
Table 1 are listed taxonomically.
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TABLE 1—ANNUAL NOTICE OF REVIEW
[C = listing warranted-but-precluded]
Status
Scientific name Family Common name Historic range
Category Priority
Birds
[T 2 | Pauxi unicornis ................... Craciidae .......ccccceveveeeeeennne southern helmeted Bolivia, Peru.
curassow.
2 | Rallus semiplumbeus ......... Rallidae Bogota rail ........ccccceeeinen. Colombia.
8 | Porphyrio hochstetteri ........ Rallidae takahe New Zealand.
8 | Haematopus chathamensis | Haematopodidae ................ Chatham oystercatcher ...... Chatham lIslands, New Zea-
land.
8 | Cyanoramphus malherbi .... | Psittacidae .........ccccccceeeueen. orange-fronted parakeet ..... New Zealand.
2| Eunymphicus uvaeensis .... | Psittacidae ...........ccccoceeeene Uvea parakeet .................... Uvea, New Caledonia.
2 | Ara glaucogularis ............... Psittacidae .........c.ccccceeeeenne blue-throated macaw . Bolivia.
8 | Dryocopus galeatus ... Picidae ........cccooeeeeiiiieennen. helmeted woodpecker ........ Argentina, Brazil, Paraguay.
2 | Dendrocopus noguchii Picidae .......cccoeveviiiiiccene Okinawa woodpecker ......... Okinawa Island, Japan.
2 | Aulacorhynchus huallagae Ramphastidae .................... yellow-browed toucanet ...... Peru.
8 | Scytalopus novacapitalis .... | Conopophagidae ................ Brasilia tapaculo ................. Brazil.
12 | Bowdleria punctata wilsoni | Sylviidae ............cccocceeveenne. Codfish Island fernbird ....... Codfish Island, New Zea-
land.
2 | Zosterops luteirostris .......... Zosteropidae ........cccoceveenne Ghizo white-eye ................. Solomon Islands.
8 | Tangara peruviana ............. Thraupidae black-backed tanager ......... Brazil.
6 | Strepera graculina crissalis | Cracticidae Lord Howe pied currawong | Lord Howe Islands, New
South Wales.
Invertebrates
C e 6 | Eurytides (= Graphium or Paplionidae ...........cccoeevenene Harris’ mimic swallowtail .... | Brazil.
Mimoides) lysithous
harrisianus.
C e 2 | Eurytides (= Graphium or Paplionidae ..........ccccoceeeueeee Jamaican kite swallowtail ... | Jamaica.
Neographium or
Protographium or
Protesilaus) marcellinus.
C e 5 | Parides ascanius ................ Paplionidae ..........ccccoceeeueeee Fluminense swallowtail ...... Brazil.
C e 2 | Parides hahneli .................. Paplionidae ...........cccoeeveneene Hahnel's Amazonian swal- | Brazil.
lowtail.
C e 8 | Teinopalpus imperialis ....... Paplionidae ...........cccoeeveneene Kaiser-I-Hind swallowtail .... | Bhutan, China, India, Laos,
Myanmar, Nepal, Thai-
land, Vietnam.

Findings on Species for Which Listing
Is Warranted but Precluded

We have found that, for the 20 taxa
discussed below, publication of
proposed listing rules continues to be
warranted but precluded due to the
need to complete pending, higher
priority listing actions. We will
continue to monitor the status of these
species as new information becomes
available (see Monitoring, below). Our
review of new information will
determine if a change in status is
warranted, including the need to
emergency list any species or change the
LPN of any of the species. In the
following section, we describe the status
of and threats to the individual species.

Birds

A. Southern Helmeted Curassow (Pauxi
unicornis), LPN = 2

The southern helmeted curassow, also
known as the horned curassow, is one
of the least frequently encountered

South American bird species. This may
be due to the inaccessibility of its
preferred habitat and its apparent
intolerance of human disturbance
(Herzog and Kessler 1998; Macleod et
al. 2009, p. 15). The southern helmeted
curassow is only known to occur in
central Bolivia and central Peru
(BirdLife International (BLI) 2010a). The
Bolivian population of the nominate (a
subspecies with the same name as the
species) species (Pauxi unicornis
unicornis) remained unknown to
science until 1937 (Cordier 1971). The
Peruvian population is known as Pauxi
unicornis koepckeae.

What is now recognized as the
southern helmeted curassow may in fact
comprise two separate species that are
currently recognized as two subspecies
(Pauxi unicornis unicornis, and Pauxi
unicornis koepckeae). It has been
proposed that these populations of
Pauxi unicornis that are currently
treated as subspecies may represent two
different species because they are

separated by more than 1,000 km (621
mi), and have a multitude of distinct
characteristics (Gastafaga in prep. in
BLI 2010a). Currently, both BLI and the
International Union for Conservation of
Nature (IUCN) recognize the southern
helmeted curassow as Pauxi unicornis
and do not specifically address either
subspecies. The Integrated Taxonomic
Information System (ITIS) recognizes
Pauxi unicornis as a full species as well
as both subspecies (ITIS 2010, accessed
July 16, 2010). For the purpose of this
ANOR, we are reviewing the petitioned
entity, Pauxi unicornis, which includes
all subspecies.

In many cases, taxonomy of species
can be unclear. There is substantial
discussion in scientific literature that
debates the classification of species and
whether various entities deserve species
status rather than subspecies status
(Phillimore 2010, pp. 42-53; James
2010, pp. 1-5; Pratt 2010, pp. 79-89).
This is sometimes significant with
respect to conservation measures,
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particularly when considering the
criteria used by organizations such as
the IUCN. These two subspecies may in
fact be species, but for the purpose of
this review, these two subspecies
essentially face the same threats, are
generally in the same region of South
America, and they both have quite small
populations. Absent peer-reviewed
information to the contrary and based
on the best available information, we
recognize both subspecies as being
valid. For the purpose of this review, we
are reviewing the petitioned entity,
Pauxi unicornis, which includes all
subspecies. We welcome comments on
the classification of the southern
helmeted curassow.

The southern helmeted curassow
inhabits dense, humid, lower montane
forest and adjacent evergreen forest at
450 to 1,200 meters (m) (1,476 to 3,937
feet) (Cordier 1971; Herzog and Kessler
1998). It prefers eating nuts of the
almendrillo tree (Byrsonima
wadsworthii (Cordier 1971)), but also
consumes other nuts, seeds, fruit, soft
plants, larvae, and insects (BLI 2008).
Clutch size of the southern helmeted
curassow is probably two, as in other
Cracidae. However, the only nest found
contained only one egg (Banks 1998;
Cox et al. 1997; Renjifo and Renjifo
1997 as cited in BLI 2010a). The
southern helmeted curassow typically
occurs at densities up to 20 individuals
per square kilometer (km2) (Macleod
2007 as cited in BLI 2008).

In Ambor6 National Park (Yungas
Inferiores de Ambord), the southern
helmeted curassow was regularly
sighted on the upper Saguayo river
(Saguayo Rio; Wege and Long 1995).
Subsequently, it has been observed in
the adjacent Amboré and Carrasco
National Parks (Herzog and Kessler
1998; Brooks 2006). It was also found in
Isiboro-Secure Indigenous Territory and
National Park (TIPNIS), and along the
western edge of the Cordillera
Mosetenes (Mosetenes Mountains),
Cochabamba, Bolivia. A recent survey
located a few southern helmeted
curassows across the northern boundary
of Carrasco National Park (Yungas
Inferiores de Carrasco), where it was
historically found (MacLeod 2007 as
cited in BLI 2009a). Surveys conducted
between 2004 and 2005 found no
evidence of the species anywhere north
or east of Amboro, Carrasco, and
Isiboro-Secure National Parks in central
Bolivia (Macleod et al. 2009, p. 16). It
was found only in five locations during
the survey period. Extensive surveys
over the last several years have failed to
locate the species in Madidi National
Park, La Paz, on the eastern edge of the
Mosetenes Mountains in Cochabamba,

or in the Rio Tambopata area near the
Bolivia-Peru border (MacLeod in litt.
2003 as cited in BLI 2010a; Hennessey
2004a as cited in BLI 2009a;
Maccormack in litt. 2004 as cited in BLI
2008).

In Peru, Pauxi unicornis koepckeae is
known only from the Sira Mountains
(known as the Reserva Comunal El Sira),
in Huanuco (Tobias and del Hoyo 2006).
In 2005, a team from the Armonia
Association (BirdLife in Bolivia) saw
one and heard three southern helmeted
curassow in the Sira Mountains: The
first sighting of the distinctive endemic
Peruvian subspecies since 1969 (BLI
2008). Limited reports suggest that the
southern helmeted curassow is rare here
(Mee et al. 2002; MacLeod in litt. 2004
as cited in BLI 2008; Maccormack in litt.
2004 as cited in BLI 2009a; Gastanaga
and Hennessey 2005 as cited in BLI
2009a).

The total population of southern
helmeted curassow is estimated to be
between 1,000 and 4,999 individuals
(BLI 2010a). The population in Peru is
estimated to have fewer than 400
individuals (Gastafiaga in litt. 2007, as
cited in BLI 2010a). The estimated
decline in the overall population over
10 years has been 50 to 79 percent (BLI
2009b).

Southern helmeted curassow
populations are estimated to be
declining very rapidly due to
uncontrolled hunting and habitat
destruction. This species has a small
range and is known only from a few
locations, which continue to be subject
to habitat loss and hunting pressure.
Hunting was indicated to be the biggest
threat to southern helmeted curassow in
all parts of its range (Gastanaga 2006).
The species was often hunted for meat
due to its large size and for its unique
blue casque, or horn, which the local
people used to make cigarette lighters
(Cordier 1971; Collar et al. 1992). In the
Amboro6 region of Bolivia, the bird’s
head was purportedly used in folk
dances (Hardy 1984 as cited in Collar
1992). It is unclear whether this practice
still occurs.

The Rio Leche area in Peru
experienced a 100 percent population
decline in less than 5 years likely due
to hunting or other pressures (Macleod
et al. 2009, p. 16). In Carrasco National
Park, the species had been abundant
during surveys in 2001 but in 2004 there
were no visual or auditory sightings
(Macleod et al. 2009, p. 16). This may
be due to illegal human encroachment.
Similar human pressures are ongoing
throughout the species’ range. The
observed decline infers that a 50-percent
population loss likely occurred between
1995 and 2005. Unless threats are

mitigated, this trend will probably
continue for the next several years
(Macleod in litt. 2005).

In Bolivia, forests within the range of
the southern helmeted curassow are
being cleared for crop cultivation by
colonists from the altiplano (Maillard
2006, pp. 95-98). Rural development,
including road building, inhibits its
dispersal (Herzog and Kessler 1998;
Fjeldsa in litt. 1999 as cited in BLI
2010). In Peru, southern helmeted
curassow habitat is threatened by
subsistence agriculture (MacLeod in litt.
2000 as cited in BLI 2010a), forest
clearing by colonists, illegal logging,
mining, and oil exploration (BLI 2010a).

Conservation Status. According to
TUCN’s Species Survival Commission
(SSC) Cracid Specialist Group, the
southern helmeted curassow is critically
endangered and should be given
immediate conservation attention
(Brooks and Strahl 2000). The southern
helmeted curassow was previously
classified as “Vulnerable” on the IUCN
Red List. In 2005, it was uplisted to its
current status as “Endangered” (BLI
2009a). It is not listed in any appendices
of the Convention on International
Trade in Endangered Species of Wild
Fauna and Flora (CITES;
www.cites.org), which regulates
international trade in animals and
plants of conservation concern.

The southern helmeted curassow is
dependent upon pristine habitat. In
Bolivia, large parts of southern helmeted
curassow habitat are ostensibly
protected by inclusion in the Amboro
and Carrasco National Parks and in the
Isiboro-Secure Indigenous Territory and
National Park. However, pressures on
the species’ populations continue (BLI
2010a). In recent years, extensive field
surveys of southern helmeted curassow
habitat have resulted in little success in
locating the species (Mee et al. 2002;
Hennessey 2004a; MacLeod in litt. 2004
as cited in BLI 2009a; Maccormack in
litt. 2004 as cited in BLI 2010a;
MacLeod in litt. 2003 as cited in BLI
2010a). The Armonia Association has
been attempting to estimate southern
helmeted curassow population numbers
to identify its most important
populations, and is evaluating human
impact on the species’ natural habitat.
In addition, Armonia is carrying out an
environmental awareness project to
inform local people about the threats to
southern helmeted curassow
(Asociacion Armonia 2010) and is
conducting training workshops with
park guards to help improve chances for
its survival.

In our 2009 ANOR, the southern
helmeted curassow received an LPN of
8. After reevaluating the threats to the
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species, we have determined that a
change in the listing priority number
representing the magnitude of threats to
the species is warranted. The southern
helmeted curassow does not represent a
monotypic genus. It faces threats that
are high in magnitude based on its
small, limited range; and these few
locations where it is believed to exist
continue to be subject to habitat
destruction and loss from agricultural
development, road building, and
hunting. Although the population is
estimated to be between 1,000 and 4,999
individuals, the population trend is
believed to be rapidly declining. In the
past ten years, the species’ population is
believed to have declined between 50
and 79 percent (BLI 2009b). The best
scientific information available suggests
that these significant declines will
continue in the future. The threats to the
species are occurring now and are
ongoing, and are therefore imminent.
Because the species is experiencing
such a significant population decline,
we have changed the LPN from an 8 to

a 2 to reflect imminent threats of high
magnitude.

B. Bogota Rail (Rallus semiplumbeus),
LPN =2

The Bogota rail is found in the East
Andes of Colombia on the Ubaté-Bogota
Plateau in Cundinamarca and Boyaca. It
occurs in the temperate zone, at 2,500—
4,000 m (occasionally as low as 2,100
m) (6,890 ft) in savanna and paramo
marshes (BLI 2010b). Bogota rail inhabit
wetland habitats with vegetation-rich
shallows that are surrounded by tall,
dense reeds and bulrushes (Stiles in litt.
1999 as cited in BLI 2010b). It inhabits
the water’s edge, in flooded pasture and
along small overgrown dykes and ponds
(Varty et al. 1986 as cited in BLI 2010b;
Fjeldsa 1990 as cited in BLI 2010b;
Fjeldsa and Krabbe 1990 as cited in BLI
2010b; Salaman in litt. 1999 as cited in
BLI 2010b). Nests have been recorded
adjoining shallow water in beds of
Scirpus (bulrush or sedge) and Typha
(cat tail) species. (Stiles in litt. 1999 as
cited in BLI 2010b). The Bogota rail is
omnivorous, consuming a diet that
includes aquatic invertebrates, insect
larvae, worms, mollusks, dead fish,
frogs, tadpoles, and plant material (BLI
2010b; Varty et al. 1986 as cited in BLI
2010b).

The current population is estimated to
range between 1,000 and 2,499
individuals, although numbers are
expected to decline over the next 10
years by 10 to 19 percent (BLI 2009).
Although the Bogota rail has been
observed in at least 21 locations in
Cundinamarca, the Bogota rail
population is thought to be declining. It

is still uncommon to fairly common,
with a few notable populations,
including nearly 400 birds at Laguna de
Tota, approximately 50 bird territories
at Laguna de la Herrera, approximately
100 birds at Parque La Florida, and
populations at La Conejera marsh and
Laguna de Fuquene (BLI 2010b).

Its suitable habitat has become widely
fragmented (BLI 2010b). Wetland
drainage, pollution, and siltation on the
Ubaté-Bogota plateau have resulted in
major habitat loss and few suitably
vegetated marshes remain. All major
savanna wetlands are threatened,
predominately due to draining, but also
due to agricultural runoff, erosion,
dyking, eutrophication caused by
untreated sewage effluent, insecticides,
tourism, hunting, burning, reed
harvesting, fluctuating water levels, and
increasing water demand. Additionally,
road construction may result in
colonization and human interference,
including introduction of exotic species
in previously stable wetland
environments (Cortes in litt. 2007 as
cited in BLI 2010b).

Conservation Status. The Bogota rail
is listed as “Endangered” by IUCN
primarily because its range is very small
and is contracting due to widespread
habitat loss and degradation. It is not
listed in any appendices of CITES. Some
Bogota rails occur in protected areas
such as Chingaza National Park and
Carpanta Biological Reserve. However,
most savanna wetlands are virtually
unprotected (BLI 2009).

In our 2009 ANOR, the Bogota rail
received an LPN of 8. After reevaluating
the threats to this species, we have
determined that a change in the listing
priority number for the species is
appropriate. The Bogota rail does not
represent a monotypic genus. It faces
threats that are high in magnitude due
to the pressures on the population’s
habitat. Its range is very small and is
rapidly contracting because of
widespread habitat loss and degradation
(agricultural encroachment, erosion,
dyking, and eutrophication). The
population is believed to be between
1,000 and 2,499 individuals, and the
population trend is believed to be
rapidly declining. Based on new
information regarding threats to this
species, we find that the threats to the
species are occurring now, are ongoing,
and are therefore imminent. Thus, we
have changed the LPN from an 8 to a 2
to reflect imminent threats of high
magnitude.

C. Takahe (Porphyrio hochstetteri,
Previously Known as P. mantelli), LPN
=8

The takahe, a flightless rail endemic
to New Zealand, is the world’s largest
extant (living) member of the rail family
(del Hoyo et al. 1996). The species,
Porphyrio mantelli, was split into P.
mantelli (extinct) and P. hochstetteri
(extant) (Trewick 1996). BLI (2000)
incorrectly assigned the name P.
mante