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Editor’s Page
Darren Sefton

In January both me and Sue managed to be struck down by Covid-19.
Although we felt rotten at the time, we thankfully didn’t need medical
attention and just had to isolate at home having food parcels brought
from time to time. However, it did mean that FBL business was put on
the back burner and email replies etc were delayed. Apologies. We
still have minor lingering symptoms, but nothing to worry about, so it
has been very much appreciated when several members have been in
touch to say how much they enjoyed the Winter 2020 magazine. This
gave me a little boost right at the time [ needed it.

Mike Fidler from Australia has also been in touch and given permis-
sion for articles to be reproduced from the Naturallyforbirds.com web-
site. The first of these is included within this edition. There will be
more over the following months.

I have recently been offered some Tovi Parakeets as part of an ex-
change for one of our 2020 bred birds. Although, I have seen several
species on our travels around South and Central America, [’ve never
kept them before, so decided to do some homework prior to them ar-
riving.

I saw that Dansk Fuglehold had printed an article on the closely-
related Canary-winged Parakeet, so got in touch and asked if the au-
thor would be willing to allow me to reproduce this in our journal. To
their credit they readily agreed, but I’ve had to translate it from Danish
to English. Now my Danish is not brilliant, so I’ve had to use a well-
known internet translation service and then tidy it up a little. I hope
that it is ok. Some words and grammar read a bit strange, but I didn't
want to make too many changes and lose the meaning.

In addition I noticed that in 2019 we have a Potential First Breeding of
the Cobalt-winged Parakeet. I’ve spoken over the telephone to the
breeder (Geoff Smith) and made some notes. With Geoft’s permission
I’ve put this together into a breeding report. It would appear that these
birds are making a bit of a comeback in the UK, so I hope that this
helps if you are considering them.

Darren
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The biggest surprise of the year

Breeding of the Canary-winged Parakeet
Brotogeris chiriri (Vieillot, 1818)
By OVE BRINKMANN, DVM
courtesy of Dansk Fuglehold Denmark

| am very fascinated by the small South American Brotogeris or
narrow-billed parakeets and keep several different species:
Tirika or Plain parakeet (Brotogeris tirica), Cobalt-winged
parakeet (Brotogeris cyanoptera cyanoptera), Grey-cheeked
parakeet (Brotogeris pyrrhopterus), Tovi or Orange-chinned
parakeet (Brotogeris jugularis) , white-winged parakeet
(Brotogeris versicolurus) and canary-winged parakeet. The
narrow-billed parakeets have never been as popular with bird
keepers as the various often more colourful Australian
parakeets, but they have always had a small faithful flock of
breeders who have stuck to these small lively parakeets.

AN OLD DREAM FULFILLED

In 2016, | very surprisingly managed to buy a male and two
females of the canary-winged parakeet from a breeder in
Belgium. It was about three chicks from the same year. It was a
very old dream come true since | bought the first pair of this
kind around 1971. At least | thought so. However, it later turned
out to be a pair of the closely related white-winged parakeet
(Brotogeris versicolurus). Today, the white-winged parakeet is
probably even more rare and coveted than the canary-winged
parakeet.

RARE GUESTS IN THE BIRDS

The canary-winged parakeet is a small green and very beautiful
parakeet that has become extremely rare in the European bird
population nowadays. The same is true of several other of the
narrow-billed parakeets such as the Cobalt-winged parakeet,
the Golden-winged parakeet (Brotogeris chrysopterus) and the
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Tui parakeet (Brotogeris sanctithomae).

Several of these species are almost impossible to buy unless
you have something similar to trade with. This was also true
later that year when, in order to get a partner for a lone Golden-
winged parakeet, | had to hand over the extra canary-winged
female | had to a Czech breeder. The Canary-winged parakeets
are not very noisy except when they are frightened and
alarmed. They are not very space consuming. My pair live in an
inside aviary of 1 x 2 x 2 m, which is connected to an outside
aviary of 1 x 2 x4 m, and here they thrive really well. They
spend a lot of time outside both summer and winter, but the last
winters have been very mild.

FEEDED TO THEM

Feeding does not cause the big problems. From the start, they
were offered a good parakeet mix without sunflower. In addition,
they get a mixture consisting of sprout mixture, a cooked pigeon
mixture consisting of peas and beans, from which they sort the
largest peas and beans. But it's the same mix | use for all my
birds. It mixes chopped fruit and vegetables as well as Orlux
egg feed and twice a week vitamins and minerals from
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Psittacus. This year | have also changed the feed so that they
do not get dry seeds at all, but instead pellets from Psittacus.
During breeding, they have also received a daily supplement of
pinkies. They still have access to fresh water via automatic
irrigation systems and drinking nipples.

From the Dansk Fuglehold editorial staff

SYSTEMATICS

Both Canary-winged parakeet and Bolivian parakeet (which
had the name Behns narrow-billed parakeet) were previously
considered subspecies of White-winged parakeet.

DESCRIPTION

It is a predominantly green bird that is lighter on the un-
derside with more yellowish colour. wing coverts are
deep blue. Thumb feathers and the outer large wing
coverts are yellow. The small underwing coverts are
green. The large underwing coverts and the inner tab on
the underside of the crank feathers are green-blue. The
tail is green with a blue tinge on the underside. The beak
is horn-coloured and the feet are flesh-coloured. There
is no external gender difference. The young birds are
similar to the adult birds.

Weights and Measures :- The canary-winged parakeet is
a bird with a length of 24 cm and a weight of 62 grams.
DISTRIBUTION

Canary-winged parakeet is widespread in eastern and
southern Brazil from Ceara, Maranhao and southern Pa-
ra, south to Rio de Janeiro, western Sao Paulo and Ma-
to Grosso, northern and eastern Bolivia, and in Para-
guay.

In the distribution area, it is found mostly in partially
open areas and in savannas and in open forest areas,
both in subtropical forests and in gallery forests, but is
also seen in both larger and smaller cities. It varies
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slightly from area to area which open areas it prefers. On
the Pantanal Plain in Brazil, it is seen most in urban for-
ests when there is plenty of fruit and nectar. In Brazil, it
occasionally roams over long distances at certain times
of the year.

SUBSPECIES

Bolivian parakeet (Brotogeris chiriri behni) is similar to
the canary-winged parakeet, but is larger and the green
plumage is more yellow-green. It is known only from the
province of Salta in southern Bolivia and northwestern
Argentina.

ALSO AVAILABLE IN THE UNITED STATES

Until 1972, quite a few White-winged parakeets were im-
ported to the United States, but then it stopped almost
completely. There were many who wanted that type of bird, so
from 1977-1990 74,000 Canary-winged parakeet were imported
into the United States. However, not all of them stayed with the
various bird keepers, which has meant that there is now a free-
living population in parts of Florida. Unfortunately, there were
already some specimens of the White-winged parakeet here,
and now the two species have crossed with each other. There
are reports that there are also free-living stocks in California
both in and around Los Angeles as well as San Francisco.

FOOD IN NATURE

In Brazil, its food consists of seeds, nectar, fruits and flowers,
which they find on no less than well over 40 different plants and
trees. Some of the seeds are various grains, and when they
come in droves, the local farmers do not particularly like them.

BREEDING BEHAVIOUR

Not much is known about their breeding behavior, but nests
have been found that they themselves have gnawed at the top
of palm trees. Whether it - as seen in other narrow-billed
parakeets - gnaws holes in termite nests built by wood-dwelling

WWW.FOREIGNBIRDLEAGUE.COM 9



Foreign Birds—the magazine of the Foreign Bird League—Spring 2021

termites and has their nesting chambers there, is not
impossible, but it has not been established definitively. Some
nests have been studied in Brazil, and the average clutch size
was 5.4 eggs.

POPULAR PET BIRD

It is not endangered in the wild, and if you look at the United
States, it is a very popular domestic bird, and if you look at the
small parrot birds (apart from the Budgerigar (Melopsittacus
undulatus), then it should only be Monk parakeet (Myiopsitta
monachus), which is more popular than Canary-winged
parakeet. According to HBW, a number of specimens of Canary
-winged parakeet are caught in Florida or the chicks are taken
directly from the nests and hand-fed, after which they are sold
as domestic birds for $ 100 each, which must be said by
European comparison to be a very reasonable price.

Continuation from Ove
AFTER A FEW YEARS - SO...

The first two years not much happened, but the birds were in

really good shape and very nice in the plumage. In 2019, they
began to show interest in one of the suspended nest boxes (star
box: 15 x 15 x 25 cm). Normally | can check all my nesting box-
es from the feed aisle via a hatch. But not in the Canary-winged,
where the nest box must be taken down before it can be
checked. That's why it didn't happen that often. In late July,
however, three eggs with dead chicks were found. Too bad, but
after all | had the basis for optimism for the next breeding sea-
son. Here in 2020, the couple showed very little interest in the

nest box. Great was my astonishment therefore one early morn-
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ing at the feeding, when suddenly there were three birds in the
aviary. | had to rub my eyes one more time to be sure - but it
was certain: it was a young Canary-winged parakeet that had
come out onto a perch. And that without me even noticing that
they had incubated or fed chicks. Two days later, there were
four birds in the aviary. It’s like getting Christmas presents in the
middle of summer. But for good reason | cannot provide much
information about the breeding. Gender testing has shown that
the young are two males, and for once it seems to be lucky as
there is a small surplus of females in the small population of Ca-
nary-winged parakeets with European bird keepers. So, | have
now started to get partners for the two males or alternatively
swap a male for a female. | have heard before about breeding,
where suddenly a youngster was sitting with his parents in the
aviary, but had never thought that | would experience it my-
self. Hence the headline title : this year's surprise.

Danish first breeding was achieved in 1979 for Knud Rubinke in
Vejen. Later that year, the species was bred by Egon Jensen in
Mejls. As far as | have been able to find out, the species was
last bred in Denmark around 1990 by Jgrgen Rasmussen in

Vejle.

Breeding is described in Dansk Fuglehold 1979 p.2, 1982s. 3, 1989 p.
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241 and in the journal Aratinga 4th year, no. 3 (personal communica-
tion J. Meller Hansen).
Ove is a Danish-qualified veterinarian surgeon and would like contact

with UK vets (or former vets) — if you would like to pass your details

to me then I’ll ensure that these get to him. Darren

¥** IMPORTANT EMAIL FROM DENNIS WEBSTER ***

The General Licence covering the holding of captive birds was revoked by
DEFRA on November 11 2020 ( see link below). This means that

we cannot hold bird fairs, sales days, or shows until this is re-instated.

I don't know what the current government thinking is on this, but it won't be
top of their priority list!! So those organisations which hope to hold a show
in 2021 - be aware!

Keep Well
Dennis

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/bird-gatherings-general-licence

Essentially this reads :-
Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs

Revocation of general licence to arrange a fair, market, show,
exhibition or other gathering involving the collecting together of
poultry or other captive birds in England

The general licence issued by the Secretary of State in accordance
with regulation 6 of the Avian Influenza (Preventive Measures)
(England) Regulations S.I. 2006/2701 (“the Preventive Measures
Regulations 2006”) permitting the collection of poultry or captive
birds at fairs, markets, shows,

exhibitions and other gatherings issued on 27 November 2018 is re-
voked at 18.30 on Wednesday 11 November 2020.

Signed by:

Gordon Hickman

For and on behalf of the Secretary of State:

At 18.30 on 11 November 2020
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Breeding Cobalt-winged Parakeets (Brotogeris cvanoptera)
Geoff Smith

For many years I ran my own bird farm and over the years have kept
most of the Brotogeris species, although they never bred whilst with
me. They were never really good sellers, although popular in the Unit-
ed States as household pets.

A couple of years ago I bought an adult pair of Cobalt-wings from
Skybirds. They are rung, but my eyesight isn’t what it used to be and
I’ve not checked the rings to see if | can determine how old they are.
They are visually identical and have been DNA sexed, so these could
be split rings to indicate gender. These rings do look very small to me.
I believe that my birds are from the nominate race, although I do know
that there are some of the gustavi subspecies being bred in the UK.
These have yellow on the shoulder of the wing.

I house them in a 4ft x 4ft x 6ft 6in indoor flight. This is a concrete
building that formerly housed African Greys and other types of parrot-
like. This is unheated and has permanently open windows as I believe
that good fresh air is important for the bird’s wellbeing. This building
doesn’t have any supplementary lighting to extend day length during
the winter months.

I supplied the Cobalts with a Cockatiel nestbox, (containing wood-
shavings) which may be a little large. However, in 2020 they did raise
5 chicks so anything smaller could have been a bit tight. They had 3
chicks from 4 eggs in 2019 and again in 2020 we had one unhatched
egg. I tried not to disturb the birds, so I’'m not exactly sure how long
incubation lasted, but it was about 3 weeks, with the chicks fledging
after a further 5 weeks. I did not close-ring the chicks, preferring to
leave the parents to raise them and not run the risk of upsetting them.

Although the parents did chew a little on the nestbox, and also some of
the shavings, I’ve not seen them do any damage to the aviary wood-
work. Nor have I witnessed any aggression between the pair or to any
of their neighbours. I kept the chicks with the parents for 2-3 months
after becoming independent with no problems. Although I have only
one pair, and I’ve heard that they need other Brotogeris nearby to
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breed satisfactorily, I’m not surprised that some are kept in colonies.

I feed the Cobalts a standard parrot/parakeet mix. They don’t seem to
take the smaller seeds such as millet. In addition to the seed, I give
them chopped apple, pear and carrot. Although I have supplied grapes,
I’ve not seen them take any. When rearing chicks I give them addi-
tional proprietary eggfood. To this I add some brown bread that has
been moistened with water and then given a squeeze to remove some
of the excess.

Brotogeris are now gaining a bit of a following in the UK, with several
coming into the country from continental breeders. The Parrot Society
have got an online Brotogeris breeders group. If you plan to get some,
check if they have been housed inside and ensure that they have some
protection before moving them to outside aviaries when the weather is
warmer. They are small, easy to keep, are not aggressive or noisy and
appear to be relatively easy to breed if my experiences are anything to
go by. They have lots to recommend them.

Cobalt-winged Parakeets pictured at a small salt lick—Napo, Ecuador
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“Splitters” and “Lumpers”

- where do we stand (and why should we care) ?

Darren Sefton

These may not be familiar terms to you so, according to Wikipedia
“Lumpers and splitters” are :-

opposing factions in any discipline that has to place individual examples
into rigorously defined categories. The lumper—splitter problem occurs
when there is the desire to create classifications and assign examples to
them, for example schools of literature, biological taxa and so on. A
"lumper" is an individual who takes a gestalt view of a definition, and as-
signs examples broadly, assuming that differences are not as important
as signature similarities. A "splitter" is an individual who takes precise
definitions, and creates new categories to classify samples that differ in
key ways.

Origin of the terms

The earliest known use of these terms was by Charles Darwin, in a letter
to Joseph Dalton Hooker in 1857: It is good to have hair-splitters & lum-
pers.! They were introduced more widely by George G. Simpson in his
1945 work The Principles of Classification and a Classification of Mam-
mals. As he put it

... splitters make very small units — their critics say that if they can tell two
animals apart, they place them in different genera ... and if they cannot
tell them apart, they place them in different species. ... Lumpers make
large units — their critics say that if a carnivore is neither a dog nor a
bear, they call it a cat.”

Biological classification

The categorization and naming of a particular species should be regard-
ed as a hypothesis about the evolutionary relationships and distinguisha-
bility of that group of organisms. As further information comes to hand,
the hypothesis may be confirmed or refuted. Sometimes, especially in
the past when communication was more difficult, taxonomists working in
isolation have given two distinct names to individual organisms later
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identified as the same species. When two named species are agreed to
be of the same species, the older species name is almost always re-
tained dropping the newer species name honouring a convention known
as "priority of nomenclature". This form of lumping is technically called
synonymisation. Dividing a taxon into multiple, often new, taxa is called
splitting. Taxonomists are often referred to as "lumpers" or "splitters" by
their colleagues, depending on their personal approach to recognizing
differences or commonalities between organisms.

In a recent BBC programme, all 18 species of Penguins were
featured. Before the programme started, | challenged myself by
attempting to name them, but could only get to 14. (Give it a go
and see how you do and look up the list on-line afterwards). It
might fill in a few minutes of lockdown.

During the programme, which was excellent, | made special
note of them as they came up on screen and picked out the
ones | had missed. Rockhopper Penguins now have been “split”
into the Northern and Southern Rockhopper and similarly the
Macaroni and Royal Penguins have previously been classed (or
“lumped”) together - so that gives you a start with four for your
list. That still only brought me to 16, | had genuinely forgotten
two species !!

This got me thinking — always a dangerous thing for me

There are 4 main world bird species checklists maintained by
different organisations (there are others but these are the main
ones) :-

Clements/eBird

BirdLife International/Handbook of the Birds of the World

(BirdLife/HBW)

International Ornithological Committee / Union (IOC)

Howard & Moore
A recently published book “All the Birds of the World” pub-
lished by Lynx Editions, has 11524 different birds illustrated

(it’s a very good book by the way) This has a symbol against
each bird that denotes what status each of the above guides ap-
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plies.

Out of this current total of 11,524 extant and recently extinct
species, the four lists agree on 9,968 (86.5%) of them, leaving
1556 species considered by at least one, but not by all the others
to be “good” species, rather than sub-species. Therefore, there is
a certain amount of ambiguity on the status of about 13.5% of all
birds. This difference of opinion makes it very difficult to deter-
mine how many species you have seen. Most birdwatchers pick a
list and stick to it. One on-line birdwatch list site Bubo.org, com-
plies tables based upon both Clements and IOC checklists.

Personally, I use a printed version of Howard & Moore, which of
course is not updated, so I have a static list. This makes it really
easy to count up and not have to keep on revisiting my old rec-
ords. However, Bryan Reed has a subscription to the Handbook
of the Birds of the World (HBW) and he gets regular updates
and amendments. Although new species do occasionally get dis-
covered in the field, most recent ones have been identified
through DNA analysis in the lab. As a consequence, this makes it
even more difficult, when you are stood there with a pair of bin-
oculars, deciding upon what you are looking at. Or in our case,
in the cage/aviary in front of you.

How does this affect the League you may ask? Surely no-one in
the League has a private collection of Penguins and if they
were, would they likely to be exhibiting or breeding from them?
If they did want to exhibit, which class would they go in (maybe
152 — all other softbills larger than a Pekin Robin) and what
show cage would they use? Also, this is all very complicated
and technical (especially the definition on Wikipedia) and from
both an avicultural and scientific viewpoint where does a hobby
society like ours draw the line?

The desire to order things is purely an artificial concept, but iso-
lating DNA to classify beyond the point that a lay person would
view organisms as virtually indistinguishable, is possibly going
too far. This probably defines me as a “lumper”. I’'m all for scien-
tific advancement, but it just seems a bit false and “splitters”
could eventually show justification for their belief that every indi-
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vidual is deemed sufficiently different. Apply this to humans and
this could (and has) cause all sorts of problems in society !!!

Whilst Penguins might not be a genuine consideration that the
Council will ever have to debate, we have to bear in mind the
birds that will be put forward for the breeding awards and show
classification.

Hybridisation is possibly the easiest one to discuss. Currently,
the FBL rules discount hybrids (the resultant young from two
species) from both shows and the breeding awards. If a number
of sub-species are currently lumped together under one species
heading, then any chicks resulting from a mix of subspecies
would still be legitimately included. Aviculture has the potential
to bring together individuals from distinctly different geograph-
ical races that would never meet naturally. For example, the
Meyers Parrot Poicephalus meyeri is split across 6 geographic
sub-species (3 in the “Green” range and 3 in the “blue” range),
but are rarely, if ever, sold under those sub-species. I've seen
several pairs for sale that are visually different (some even hav-
ing one blue and one green). The assumption is that, due to
scarcity, male birds and females have been sourced separately
and paired up with no thought to sub-species. As it stands at
the moment, any progeny from these pairs would be acceptable
to FBL rules. However, if in the future, researchers carry out mi-
tochondrial analysis they could “split” them into separate spe-
cies. This would mean that the same chicks would then be hy-
brids ! This would mean they would be ineligible for shows and
also from the breeding awards scheme.

The other scenario is where a dealer is advertising a pair of
birds as a new/rare species from the 1500+ ambiguous species.
Should you take their word for it? Should you do a bit of re-
search or have them DNA tested? | suspect many would proba-
bly go down the middle option and check them out and make
their own decision.

Many years ago, when | was relatively new to birdkeeping, | na-
ively bought some dark coloured Cutthroat Finches advertised
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as the “East African Alexander’s” subspecies. They were defi-
nitely visually different to the breeding stock | already had. |
bred from them and submitted my breeding return on that basis.
| subsequently was advised that they had been kept in a dark
birdroom and/or fed on a high oil content and the dark-colouring
was a result of abnormal levels of melanin in the feathers. After
moulting the birds reverted back to the normal lighter colouring
of my other birds. No great harm done, other than the fact that
I'd paid a small extra premium for them. | felt I'd been “had” and
this was a lesson learned. However, historical records will state
that the League had returns for that sub-species in the early
90’s. Should the League have given out awards for first breed-
ings of sub-species as well as species, | could have received
something | was not entitled to.

Whilst I'm sure that members would not knowingly make sub-
missions that were false, either to gain some award or push up
prices for the young, the Council have to view each return with a
certain amount of healthy scepticism and they have a duty of
care to try and apply the existing rules fairly. This fairness ap-
plies to both the new breeding claimant and the historical one.
Another complication is that very old records were rarely quoting
a scientific name and the current BRO has made a valiant at-
tempt to assign these, which has not been an easy task and is
why we require this on the current breeding form. I’'m pretty sure
that no-one would take satisfaction in receiving an award that
they were not due for.

A recent breeding submission (from the 2019 season) is a very
good example of how the Council review and check out the re-
sults, then put forward a list of PFBs to the membership to re-
view prior to validation. A member has bred the Forsten’s Lori-
keet. This is a notable breeding and the member is rightly to be
congratulated. On the face of it, this was a species not listed as
having been bred before and therefore it was put forward as a
potential first breeding.

The Forsten’s Lorikeet now is an accepted species, having been
one of many commonly known as “Rainbow Lorikeets” in the
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trade for many years, but itself has several sub-species.
Looking back in the League archives it has been discovered
that in 1963 the Mitchell’s Lorikeet was given a first breeding
(C. Smith). The Mitchell’s is recognised as a sub-species of
the Forsten’s. As first breedings are recognised at species
level, this discounts the 2019 breeding from receiving the
award. This example was quite straight-forward as the taxon-
omy of both the Forsten’s and Mitchell’s is widely recognised,
but it shows how careful we must be.

The difficulty comes about when one checklist has a bird as a
sub-species and another has it as a full species. Council has
to weigh up the probability that a hobbyist breeder (or even
an experienced judge) will be able to differentiate the species
with some certainty. There is also the question of earlier
breedings. Sub-species status is rarely recorded in the jour-
nal, so if a sub-species is upgraded to full species status, it
cannot be determined whether the birds bred were of this, the
nominate race or one of the other sub-species.

Decisions made in previous years MUST remain as these
were based on the information to hand at the time (and the
League’s rules as they were) of the decision being made. To
this end references have in recent years been made back to
Bryan’s subscription to HBW.

A recent proposal has been put forward by a member to
adopt the 10C as the “standard” by which League Council de-
cisions are made. Of course, the Council will be given the op-
portunity to vote on this. Personally, | think recent custom
and practice has already made the decision for us (although
of course not specifically written down in the rules) and that if
a different checklist is adopted, we could find ourselves in an
awkward situation.

Thoughts from Bryan Reed on this

It's true that over the years there have been duplications with our
first breeding records as we (and no-one - especially me) is perfect.
And at least twice in the early days, a list was printed which
showed birds already awarded and/or discounted as they were com-

WWW.FOREIGNBIRDLEAGUE.COM

20



Foreign Birds—the magazine of the Foreign Bird League—Spring 2021

monly bred.

But nevertheless, I feel the system works fairly well now and the First
Breeding list we have is probably as complete as it has ever been, but
we may still find omissions - and as a long established hobby organi-
sation with unpaid officials, we try to do the best we can for our mem-
bers.

We do not have the resources to keep up with scientific journals in
taxonomy, and/or to make awards for something that to all intents and
purposes looks the same to the naked eye as something else - and for
which an award has already been made previously.

And we all know and realise that DNA advances make this even more
difficult. As if we can only tell something is different due to a DNA
test what good is that to us as a hobby organisation? And if we are
honest with ourselves, let's face it - look hard enough and you will see
slight differences in anything as we're not talking of clones are we?

So I think perhaps from our point of view the complete version of
HBW (or the digital version), and or the illustrated guide, is as near as
we'll get to perfection in a complete nightmare scenario where we
don't have, and never have had, the complete facts in front of us when
making an informed decision.

*We do not have the specimens in front of us; photo's due to colour
reproduction are not infallible; we don't know if they are bred from
one species or several subspecies; we don't know where they were
originally sourced from; are they adulterated by breeding in confine-
ment for several generations using differing gene pools and/or colour
variants or even hybrids? And lastly we abandoned long ago the re-
quirement for two independent witnesses to a first breeding. The first
while nesting and second when independent.

So in my humble opinion the list of "if's" "but's" and "maybe's"
endless!

- 1is

I would like to think that this is the starting point for future dis-
cussion. Maybe even determining future policy for the League’s
position and/or rules. If you have any comments, corrections or
additions then please email me — FBL.EDITOR@GMAIL.COM
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PILEATED FINCH fGoaphospongus sdeatusld
RED-CRESTED FINCH [(onmhommngus inatabss)d ¢

The Red-crested Finch, shown here with it’s close relative the Grey Pileated
Finch (or simply Pileated Finch) is subject to re-classification and this has
prompted the email opposite from Nick Elliston. Another example of a mine-
field we could fall foul of.
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An email to the Editor from Nick Elliston
Hello Darren

Trust you are keeping well.

An interesting point has arisen re the Red-Crested Finch re showing.

I am doing an article on this species for C&A and Rob Innes has re-

minded me that this species is now regarded as a member of the Tan-
ager family under IOC taxonomy and he asked me my views on how
I would judge this.

Until recently it was quite clear in my opinion (as an FBL panel
judge). As it was a member of the bunting family I would judge it as
such and would, where permitted, reclass any entered under a “finch”
class in the “bunting” class. Where the show did not allow reclassing
I would wrong class if entered as a finch. What would happen now?
At this stage I would probably still consider it as a bunting until any
national bodies agree otherwise. If it was entered as a Tanager in any
show that did not allow reclassing the situation is rather more murky
though.

I, and probably both judges and exhibitors, would appreciate hearing
various views on this.

Best regards
Nick

Hi Nick,

We are well thanks.

| cannot give you an official line for the League, but will give
you my personal opinion.

Firstly, | believe all societies rules should have the ability to re-
class where necessary. With computerisation readily available
this should not be a problem.

If the schedule does not specifically mention the species then
obviously there will be some scope for interpretation (as there
was with "any other species bigger than a Pekin Robin" type of
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classes) The ideal situation would be the ability to re-class in
advance of judging (something that we always allowed for at
Yorkshire Foreign Bird Society as judges reviewed entries be-
fore starting "proper judging" - our numbering system was simp-
ly to give a running number starting at one and going up from
there. This was not reliant upon any class, so if it was re-
classed the number did not change). This re-classing was done
in conjunction with the show manager, so that agreement was
made. You would hope that the judge and show manager could
reach an amicable point.

The judge should judge to the schedule and where there is a
difference of opinion then the promoting society should always
take precedent. Therefore the ultimate onus of responsibility for
deciding where a species falls lies with the show manager (or
managing committee if this can be referred to in time). The
judge would then make decisions based upon the birds placed
in front of them. The problem really has always been that differ-
ent societies have their own schedules, with some changing
each year on year (and the FBL is "guilty" of this criticism)

| have long advocated a standard schedule where individual
families or even species would be listed centrally, (to include all
other breeds and varieties too) so that regardless of the show,
the bird would always be in the same class. Societies could
amalgamate classes together if there are small numbers (in the
same way as we currently judge the winners of classes to get
for example Best Parrot). However it is unlikely that is ever go-
ing to happen now.

Given the current information, if | was the judge | would only
suggest a re-class to Tanager, not insist upon it. | do not believe
that responsibility should sit with the judge. The one thing |
would be very keen to avoid is a disqualification.

If re-class is not an option and it is a matter of opinion as to the
class (ie not specifically mentioned in the class listing) then |
would suggest that it be left where the exhibitor entered it
(sometimes the exhibitor knows more than either judge or show
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manager). The awkward situation then would be if there were
more than one class containing the same species. This is why |
advocate re-classing.

Sorry if this is a more long-winded and complicated answer
than you were expecting. You may already have done so, but
Might | suggest you consult with the likes of Peter Gallimore
and Bryan Reed (for example) for potentially different opinions.

Regards
Darren

Hello Darren

Thanks for your quick reply. basically, I agree with all that you say. I
do not think that there are many all-foreign shows now that do not
permit re-class, but I do know of one local CBS where this is not per-
mitted. I also strongly feel disqualifying is a last resort. I will proba-
bly speak to other foreign judges as and when. I am sure that there are
some judges who would consider the RCF as a finch, some as a bunt-
ing, but very few at all I think as a tanager.

Best regards
Nick

The Red-crested Finch has been mentioned several times in the FBL Maga-
zine, the references for these are listed below.

Coryphospingus cucullatus - Red Crested Finch. 1960 Breeding Report by
G Petrie report printed in 1971 May/June edition page 87 (see next page).
Recognised as FBL first despite an earlier report by L.G. Tielens in Belgium,
but first uk breeding. Listed as Crested finch in this report

Pileated finch PF Jones Sept 1939

Red Crested Finches Macklin 1937 p28

Breeding the Red-crested Finch- LG Tielens Belgium Nov/Dec 1958
J. Abrath 1977 p52

1986 p71 A Backberry

1988 p4 Nick Elliston

1989 p48 Nick Elliston

J. Trollope 1993 p30
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Breeding the Red-crested Finch
George A. Petrie (Dunfermline, Scotland)
Reprinted from “Foreign Birds” 1971

Description
Adult Male — Wings brown, rump red, crest vivid carmine, and

remainder a rich plum red.

Adult Female — Light brown, darker on the wings; there is no
crest, but the head feathers rise when the bird is alarmed or ex-
cited.

1% Breeding 1960

| received my pair of Red-crested Finches in early November
1959, from Mr. D. Salteri and kept them indoors until the end of
May 1960. At this time the weather was warm enough for them
to be allowed out into my outside aviary. The pair settled in well,
but | noticed that every time the male displayed to the female by
raising his crest and uttering a twittering sound, she would
chase him all over the aviary. At this stage there seemed no
likelihood of their settling down to nest.

The birds were fed as follows :- Panicum millet, white millet,
plain canary seed, soaked sponge cake with excess water
squeezed off, mealworms and a large number of greenfly —
gathered in my own garden and in those helpful, although
amused, neighbours. Maggots were accepted only in the ab-
sence of other livefood. | had found this diet very successful with
a pair of Common Fire Finches which had reared a good num-
ber of Xoungsters in previous seasons.

On 29" June, | noticed the hen’s absence when | put meal-
worms into the aviary. As this was unusual, | decided to investi-
gate. | was very surprised to find the hen sitting tight on a nest in
some Broom bushes fixed up in the aviary. The eggs were pure
white, and the nest seemed too small for the bird and her eggs.
The hen did all the incubating and the eggs hatched after four-
teen days — on the 12" July. Both parents fed the youngsters
well, but after five days they threw one from the nest — on 17"
July. The remaining chick progressed very well and the adults
became very tame; the hen even taking mealworms from my fin-
gers. The chick left the nest at 18 days old — on he 29™ July —
the male having taken over the feeding on the 24™ when the hen
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went to nest again in another spot. The youngster looked very
much like the hen, but it seemed very immature to have left he
nest, being unable to fly at all. By the g™ August the youngster
was completely independent and | removed it to a cage in the
birdroom. By the end of October it was beginning to show the
colouring of a male. This bird lived until 1969. The three eggs of
the second round all proved to be infertile.

2" Breeding 1961

The birds went to nest early in June and on June 23™ | found
that three youngsters had hatched. Of these only one survived,
the other two having been thrown from the nest, one at 5 days,
the other at 7 days. The surviving youngster turned out to be a
hen and lived for well over a year, but it appeared to be partially
blind and never seemed to become really fit. As there was a
shortage of mealworms at the time and no greenfly were availa-
ble, | decided to withdraw the pair from the aviary for the rest of
the season.

3" Breeding 1962 (at controlled liberty)

The pair were put into the aviary and the hen went to nest on 7™
May. The hen began incubating three eggs on the 9™. | had
been toying with the idea of giving the pair semi-liberty during
the season and had arranged a bob-hole in the aviary netting
for this purpose. However, | decided to wait and see if they
would rear young without letting them out. By 22" May three
young had hatched, and both parents shared the feeding. After
five days one youngster was thrown out. | therefore decided to
give the adults their liberty. The bob-hole was opened at
6.30am — to ensure minimum disturbance — and within 15 mins
the male came out, hopped onto the aviary roof and began to
sing. The hen came out at 7.18am and flew straight to a privet
hedge, followed by the male. This was my most anxious mo-
ment. To my relief, both birds soon went back to the aviary, but
seemed unable to find the bob-hole. | went down and opened
the door and windows of the aviary shelter, and the hen flew in
immediately and went straight on to the nest. She came out af-
ter a short time through the bob-hole and from then on both
birds went in and out through the bob-hole at will.
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Neither bird strayed more than about 60 yards in any direction
from the aviary and always remained very close to the ground,
although the male flew up to the roof of my house first thing
every moring and last thing every night, staying there for just a
short time. Both birds became quite aggressive and the male
was quick to chase any inquisitive wild birds, even up to the
size of Starlings and Blackbirds. The two youngsters which
were reared proved to be hens and lived until 1965. Again the
youngsters seemed to be at a very immature stage then they
left the nest.

1963
Owing to the construction of a new birdroom and aviaries no
breeding was possible.

1964 4" Breeding

With a new birdroom and aviaries, | was a little worried about
allowing the pair liberty, but my fears were groundless, since
the birds behaved just as they had in 1962. Three eggs were
laid, two of which hatched. When these had just left the nest,
very immature as usual, a cat decided to pay my aviary a visit,
and in the morning | found that each of the youngsters had a
broken leg. | did what | could, but after three days they had
both died. The pair did not go to nest again. Again both birds
became very tame, particularly the hen, which would come to
my hand for mealworms even when other people were present.
The male’s colour and condition improved greatly during the
period of liberty, his crest looking like a flame on his head. |
was delighted when the pair came second in their class at the
Scottish National Show in January 1965.

1965

Both Birds were again at semi-liberty and two eggs were laid,
but they proved to be infertile. Although they continued to enjoy
semi-liberty, they made no further attempts to breed that sea-
son. As they were both at least six years old, | thought that per-
haps they had become too old to breed.

1966 5™ Breeding
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As both birds were still very fit, | again allowed them to nest.
Once more the hen laid three eggs and | gave them their liber-
ty. This time three chicks hatched. Unfortunately, while these
youngsters were being reared, the male bird vanished, and
within three days the hen, and of course, the youngsters died
also. Both adult birds were at least seven years old.

Thus ended what was probably the most enjoyable experience
| have had in the bird fancy.

Gardening Drongos
Nigel Hewston
The mention of the Fork-tailed Drongo in the Spring issue reminded
me of an interesting report on drongo behaviour in Forktail, the jour-
nal of the Oriental Bird Club (Forktail 34 (2018):52-57). Entitled Host
tree canopy isolation by nesting Sri Lankan Drongo Dicrurus lophori-
nus, it describes a clever strategy for reducing nest predation.

The birds choose their nesting trees carefully, selecting narrow trees
within forest, but not touching other trees. The chosen trees have sin-
gle trunks with no low branches, which makes it more difficult for
predators, particularly snakes, to reach the nest. As well as their well-
known mobbing behaviour, which can see off predators as large as
monkeys, the birds keep the trunks clean by stripping off loose bark,
mosses and lichens to make the trees harder to climb, and prune un-
dergrowth surrounding the trunk. Pairs also strip leaves and shoots
from the tips of branches on the nest tree and adjacent trees to main-
tain a clear space around the tree. This activity occurs mainly during
nest building, but can continue all year round. Unsurprisingly, consid-
ering the time and effort invested in maintaining their trees, successful
pairs use the same tree year after year. Similar behaviour has also
been observed in Greater Racket-tailed Drongos in Kerala and Sri
Lanka.
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A Few Of The Manakins

Darren Sefton

In mid-March 2020 we were on Tobago. Although the rest of the
world was in melt-down due to Covid, the island was still carrying on
with life as no cases had been identified. Trips were still running, just
with fewer guests as there were no new guests arriving to replace the
people going home. However in the last few days we were increasing-
ly worried about the flights home and only just got out before the air-
port and airspace was closed.

During this holiday we took a trip up to the rainforest with our friend
Newton George, a local bird guide. Accompanying us was a North
American family. The highlight of the trails was a visit to the known
lekking grounds of the Blue-backed Manakin (Chiroxiphia pareola
atlantico). These are small black birds with a red crest and pale blue
on the back and wing coverts. As with most other Manakins the fe-
males are predominantly green. Although they are quite common in
the rainforest, they are concentrated in and around the males display
areas (Leks). It is unlikely you would stumble across these on your
own, so it is necessary to engage the services of a guide. All the spe-
cies we have seen are ones where the males have a communal display
ground, but this is not necessarily the case with all the other species —
we shall just have to see.

At the first lek there was little going on. There were a couple of male
birds around, but they were not displaying just an occasional call.
However, when we arrived at the second lek it all kicked off. A female
had arrived. Around 6 males displayed with great intensity. The main
dance area consisted of a long, upwardly sloping branch that had been
cleared of side branches and leaves. At any one time 2 or 3 of the
males would come down and flutter up and over each other with the
blue and red feathers held erect, whilst regularly repeating a nasal
sounding “whirring” call loudly. After 20 or 30 seconds one male
would fly off into the nearby undergrowth and another would take his
place. It was a blur of activity, so it was difficult to get decent photos,
especially as the lek was in a quite dark area under the shade of over-
hanging trees. I think that the colour of the blue and red feathers was
intensified in the shade. If they had been in the bright sunshine the col-
ouring would have been washed out. Eventually, the hen made her
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choice and the two birds went away — wham bam thank you mam!
All activity at the lek stopped.

Photographing Manakins in the field, especially at a lek, is particu-
larly challenging. I’ve had varying degrees of success, some are
very pleasing, but not in all cases. The light levels are generally low
and the birds are often moving fast. This means that blurring and
graininess of the image is particularly prevalent. If you put a fast
shutter speed on to “freeze” the movement, the camera compensates
by opening the aperture to let in more light. An effect of this is that
the area (depth of field) where the image is in focus is reduced and
parts of the bird and its surroundings are put out of focus. This is
most noticeable in the last two photos of the Blue-backed.

In the picture below the hen Manakin was in deep shade. I’ve had to
allow for this and open the lens aperture. More light is collected so
the features of the bird can be seen, but the background is “burnt
out” and looks artificially bright.

Nowadays computer software can be used to enhance pictures, but
to a certain extent I feel this is cheating, although at times I find it
necessary to get an image worth showing.

4

Female Blue Manakin at Serra Dos Tucanos Lodge Brazil

i
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Male Blue Manakin at Serra Dos Tucanos Lodge Brazil

T
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Male Pintailed Manakin at Serra Dos Tucanos Lodge Brazil
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Male White-collared Manakin at the Pachira Lodge in Costa Rica
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Male White-bearded Manakin Asa Wright centre Trinidad
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Male Blue-backed Manakin

Juvenile Blue-backed Manakin — note the red stripe on the head.
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The juvenile manakin pictured on the previous page was observing , and
probably learning from, the adult males at the lek. I understand that
full adult plumage can take a long time in males and it is quite easy to
determine their ages by how their colouring has developed.

Months later I was delighted to find that a video had been posted
online on Youtube of this display. It was posted by an American and if
it wasn’t the same guy then it was very similar to what we had wit-
nessed and was definitely the same lek. The video lasts about 4
minutes and can easily be found by searching “Manakin Tobago
March 2020”. After being featured on the BBC2 programme QI, some
footage of the Red-headed Manakin became very popular on Youtube
as “the moon-walking bird”.

This got me wondering just how many species we have seen on our
trips. As the Manakins are restricted to South and Central America I
didn’t have too many field guides to check through. The search found
that we have seen 9 of the 54 species of Manakin, so we still have
many more to go for. I’m not including the related Tyrant-Manakins
in this number.

The species we have seen are :-
Blue-backed Manakin - Chiroxiphia pareola atlantico- seen at 3 sites
on Tobago

White-bearded Manakin — Manacus manacus trinitatus — Asa Wright
Nature Centre on Trinidad (but also the nominate race at Serra Dos
Tucanos Lodge in Brazil). The “beard” is actually the white feathering
on the throat that can be held erect and pointing slightly forward. The
call is a single far-carrying whip crack. This is repeated every 30 sec-
onds or so when a female is around.

Golden-headed Manakin — Pipra erythrocephala erythrocephala - Asa
Wright Nature Centre on Trinidad. This is quite a small bird that is all
black except for the head with is a beautiful strong golden-yellow.

White-collared Manakin — Manacus candei — In the Caribbean rainfor-
est around the Pachira lodge in Costa Rica

Pin-tailed Manakin — llicura militaris — the grounds of Serra Dos Tu-
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canos Lodge in Brazil

Blue (or Swallow-tailed) Manakin — Chiroxiphia caudata - the
grounds of Serra Dos Tucanos Lodge in Brazil. This is very similar to
the Blue-backed, but the blue is more extensive and it has a longer tail.

White-crowned Manakin — Dixiphia pipra — Ecuador

Wire-tailed Manakin — Pipra filicauda — around the base of the watch-
tower near Napo Lodge in Ecuador.

Golden-winged Manakin — Masius chrysopterus - Cloud Forest near
the Bella Vista Lodge in Ecuador.

Greenish Manakin — Schiffornis virescens — Macae de Cima Brazil.
Some guides do not count this as a Manakin — simply calling it the
Greenish Schiffornis — so I’ve not counted it.

I can only find records of 13 species being kept in European public
collections (many from decades ago) and in the UK only 2 (London
Zoo and Winged World in Morecambe). None are currently listed in
the UK zoo lists. London Zoo bred the Blue-backed Manakin in 1972,
but that’s about it. I have seen Manakins at both Walsrode in Germany
and Jurong bird park in Singapore, but supposedly the best place in the
world to see a variety of Manakins is Dallas World Aquarium in the
States.

Having said all this I have also seen the Golden-headed within the col-
lection of a FBL member. There were certainly males there in the past,
but the last time [ was there I could only see a single female. Maybe at
some point the gentleman concerned would write about his experienc-
es with them (no pressure).

In the Summer/Autumn 2005 edition of Foreign Birds there is a short
piece and photo of a male Swallow-tailed Manakin. This was photo-
graphed at Chestnut Lodge within the collection of Raymond Sawyer
and Ruth Ezra. This article does give a little insight into their manage-
ment and the difficulties in keeping them. However, a more detailed
account of them was published in the Summer 1978 edition by Bela
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Vargha of the Zoological Gardens of Budapest in Hungary. Some of
these Swallow-tailed were supplied by Mike Clifford from Wolver-
hampton.

They are said to be omnivorous, feeding mainly on fruit, but needing a
certain amount of insects. You would think that this shouldn’t there-
fore be too difficult to achieve in captivity???

Despite the various species of the Manakin family being quite small in
stature (starting at around the size of a Blue Tit up to the size of a
Robin), many being coloured spectacularly, seemingly quite easy to
cater for and in areas where bird collecting was big business, they
have rarely found their way into European collections. Therefore the
potential suitability for captivity that this suggests is likely to be un-
founded.

Getting a large enough group to create a lek, and also giving a big
enough area so that the female can nest and raise her chicks (which
she is generally believed to do on her own) away from the males,
would certainly be a restriction on breeding.

Save the Gouldian Fund

www.savethegouldian.net
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Finch Movements

Courtesy of www.naturallyforbirds.com.au
Written by Gary Fitt

Naturally for Birds donates all profits to the Save the Gouldi-
an Fund to support research and on-ground actions to help

conserve wild populations of the endangered Gouldian
Finch.

Finch Movements — how far do Kimberley finches move?

December 2019

Save the Gouldian Fund’s biggest current investment is with Charles
Darwin University in Darwin where we support a project seeking to
quantify finch movements in the Kimberley landscape around Wynd-
ham.

Researchers from the Movement and Landscape Ecology Lab at CDU
lead by Prof Hamish Campbell and Dr Tara Crewe are tracking the
movements of finches to better understand how often and how far they
move, where they spend time, and how they respond to fire and seed
distribution across the landscape.

The project is highly innovative in using tiny transmitters placed on
the birds and receiving towers which detect the tagged birds as they
move around the landscape. During the 2019 season the team complet-
ed the installation of a network of 21 receiving towers spread over a
huge area around the Wyndham region.

One of the critical tasks was then to calibrate the array of receiver
towers; that is, figure out how the signal strength from transmitter tags
on the birds declines as the tag moves away from the tower. Using this
information they can use the known signal strength of each detection
to estimate how far a bird was from each tower. When a bird is detect-
ed by more than one tower at the same time, this information can be
used to estimate the position of the bird.
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To do the calibration a team member walked through the array of re-
ceivers with a tag in hand and flew a drone through the array with a
tag attached. In both instances they knew the position of the tag at all
times and could estimate how signal strength varied throughout the
array and with distance from each tower.

The tiny 0.3gm transmitter tags were attached to a total of 166 birds
through the year from May to November with 65 on Gouldians, 46 on
Masked finches and 55 on Longtails.

Early Dry Mid-Dry Late Dry Total
(May 2019)  (July 2019)  (Oct 2019) | (166)

B

b

/%’ 17 22 16 55

The transmitters operate for at least three months and can be detected
by the towers from a great distance. This huge effort and the data from
the towers has generated some amazing data, revealing things we
simply didn’t know before.

Between May and October the radio-receiving towers collected over 8
million unique detections of 162 tags with an average of over 50000
detections for each individual. Much more data will be collected from
the tags applied in October which will continue to transmit through
into January 2020.

This mark-recapture technique has been hugely successful. In the past
such studies relied on recapture of birds with leg bands applied and
only about 1.7% of rung Gouldians were ever recaptured. With the
transmitter tags and towers the team has seen a phenomenal 92%
“recapture” rate. Birds were tracked for between 1 and 153 days, with
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an average of 52 days between date of release and last detection.

To give an idea of how often some of these birds move between sites,
the following plot shows how often an adult female Gouldian Finch
(tag #123) moved between the Wyndham, King River Road, and Guda
Guda sites between 25 June and 5 July 2019. She returned daily to
King River Road — maybe she was nesting there? That’s quite a daily
flight (several km) for a small bird.

Wyndham f-oooooeeeempeemespermg .

Guda Guda

Klng R.verRoad o S e uh . | PR RE— S el T »
Jun27 Jun29 Jul01 Jul03 Jul 0S5

Movements of another Gouldian female are shown below. She dis-
played another interesting pattern after she was tagged at Singh’s in
early May. Soon after she moved many kilometres to the town of
Wyndham and remained there until June 15, perhaps while nesting.
She then begins to move on a daily basis, and is detected by three oth-
er widely spread towers moving back and forth.

Island

suda Guda

Singh’s

May 15 Jun 01 Jun 15 Jul 01 Jul 15
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In addition to mapping movements, the team are estimating home
ranges and correlating this with habitat preferences. The map below
shows how an adult male Gouldian Finch seems to have a core use
area (red) that includes two areas of Wyndham town. This includes
near the Caravan Park, where it comes for a drink daily at around 7:00
am or later between 3:00-4:00pm. It’s home range (white) covers a
much larger area.

Red:
50% core use

Lamdc

White:
95% home range

Finally the study allows comparisons of the movements of Gouldians,
Longtails and Masked Finches. The results to date show that Gouldi-
ans are moving around the area much more than the other two species.
They are almost certainly doing so to find food and it appears Gouldi-
ans are under more nutritional stress than the other locally abundant
finches.

This project has generated a huge amount of data, with more to come,
and then much analysis to turn that data into knowledge and allow a
much greater understanding than we have previously had about how
finch species utilise the Kimberley environment.

More updates to come as the research team is now preparing the
outcomes for publication.
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A journal for bird breeding, conservation,
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P.O Box 3161
San Dimas, CA 91773
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Stephanie Gough
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bird keepers)
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{ ﬁXTIONAL FINCH AND SOFTBILL SOCIETY

The National Finch and Softbill Society is
dedicated to promoting the enjoyment of
keeping and breeding Finches and Softbills to
all interested parties, enhancing our knowledge
of the proper care of these birds, encouraging
breeding programs, and working with other
organizations for the preservation of aviculture
in the United States.

Join at www.nfss.org
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Sign up online or by post to: NFSS Membership
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