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Protection of Tokelau Fakaofo from myna bird (Acridotheres spp.) invasion
— a Feasibility Study, 12-16 May 2006

SUMMARY — Twelve common mynadA¢ridotheres tristis) were reported to have flown ashore
from a ship visiting the atoll of Fakaofo in Tokelan May 2004. Mynas were not present in
Tokelau prior to this date. In January 2006, thpytation was estimated at 40 birds. Because of
problems with mynas reported from other Pacifiansls, Taupulega Fakaofo (Fakaofo Council
of Elders) placed a bounty of $NZ200 on each bitds failed to result in removal of the mynas
and the Taupulega decided on an eradication pragatprecautionary approach.

An eradication feasibility study in May 2006 iddmd three jungle mynasA¢ridotheres fuscus)

on Fale motu. Adjacent motu and a seabird breedite;nd were also searched for myna
populations, but none were found. It is assumednrifiras came from Samoa, but the invasion
pathway was not able to be determined.

Eradication was deemed to be feasible, and becafuiee isolation and limited resources of
Tokelau, a decision was made to begin immediafatyoperational plan was prepared and local
officers were trained in the use of cage and nesttaps. Bread baits with the narcotic alpha-
chloralose were laid and one bird was caught aed as a call-bird in a cage trap. The project is
continuing.

1. Introduction
Implementing agency:
Taupulega Fakaofo (Fakaofo Council of Elders), Take

Funding Agency:
Critical Ecosystem Partnership Fund; James AtheRawific Grants Manager

Feasibility study team:

Bill Nagle; Project Coordinator, Pacific Invasiviestiative, New Zealand
Peter Wilson; Ecological Consultant, Glendowie, Nésaland

Suia Pelasio; Environmental Policy Adviser, Fakadiokelau

Peleni Peleni; Quarantine Officer, Fakaofo, Tokelau

Community Participation Adviser:
Karen Johns; Pacific Invasives Initiative, New Zeal

The problem:

Myna birds Acridotheres spp.)are recognised globally as an invasive species €.®&vowne,
Boudijelas & de Poorter, 2004); at best a nuisand®wns and villages and at worst a pest of
agriculture and biodiversity. In 1906 birders weasing the example of myna in the Pacific as a
reason to guard against foolishly transplantingcigse(Grinnell, 1906), although in India, their
native range, mynas are regarded as useful pesbtiers and are often kept as pets.

As late as April 2004 mynas were not known to inh#ie three Tokelau atolls and were only
recently identified on Fakaofo atoll, Tokelauttp://www.fakaofo.tk). Reports in January 2006
indicated that about 12 common mynasr{dotheres tritis) travelled on a ship from Samoa to
Fakaofo in May 2004 and that the current populatiombered about 40 birds.
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Common A. tristis) and jungle A. fuscus) mynas are members of the Sturnidae or starlinglya
which were deliberately introduced into many Paciland countries as biological control
agents for insects that were damaging crops (&8ak ssects Graeffea crouanii) on coconut
plantations). In most cases, that was not sucdessfstick insects irrupt occasionally on islands
where mynas are present (Parkes, 2006).

Mynas do not feed solely on insects, are scavengers have been shown to adversely affect
other birds by direct and indirect predation anrierence in many other countries (Feare &
Craig, 1999). Common mynas prey on seabird eggsd(By979a) and the omnivorous habit of
both species means they will also eat fruit.

Mynas are communal birds with effective communaatsystems and are normally found in

disturbed areas. They are commensal with man aedclose to human settlements where their
noise and fouling can disturb lifestyles. They gemerally regarded as pestiferous and their
aggressive behaviour has been identified as atthoebirds native to areas where they have
invaded. Little is known about the effects they dvan other animals and insect and plant
ecology.

The solution:
The first response to any new invasion should baéenyy local people. To do this they need:

1. Awareness that the ‘new’ species is indeed invasitech is generally something local
people will know. On Fakaofo, the mynas were catleal ‘'Samoan’ birds as people had
seen them in Samoa and knew they were not panedibdiversity of Tokelau.

Support for management of the mynas was based aal kmowledge of both the
indigenous biodiversity and the effects of mynaSamoa.

2. The capacity to manage the new invasion, or if ihisot possible, access to advice on
what to do. Bird snares have been used in the ipaJtokelau to capture waders
(Wodzicki & Laird, 1970), but there are no passesiim the atolls.

Capacity to use new tools and techniques was deseélavith environment and
guarantine staff from the office of Taupulega Fd&ao

Project goal:

Fakaofo Atoll to become and remain free of mynaddirDue to their recent arrival a
precautionary and rapid response was warranteeivanvasion and a relatively small population
presented an opportunity for a successful eradicati

Local, national and international importance of prgect:

The area of this study is Fakaofo, Tokelau’s magiybated atoll and the location of the only
known myna population. Fakaofo is located about lE@0nhorthwest of Samoa and is the second
largest of Tokelau’s three main atolls at 4 squalemetres. Fakaofo’s closest neighbor and
Tokelau’s largest atoll, Nukunonu, lies 64 kilonestrnorthwest while the northernmost atoll,
Atafu, lies about 156 kilometres northwest.

The most populated motu (islet) is Fale with araeent piggery. Other people live on Fenua
Fala to the north of Fale. A motu used for solicGteadisposal is to the south of Fale, and Palea a
motu on the eastern side of the lagoon, has bessrided as “the outstanding bird island of the
Tokelaus” (Wodzicki & Laird, 1970). All four of tls® motu were searched for mynas, and
observations of other motu were made.
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Tokelau is identified as Key Biodiversity Area Nb6Lin the 2004 CEPF Ecosystem Profile for
the Polynesia-Micronesia Hotspot. Information orkdlau biodiversity is incomplete, but the
Green (Endangered) and Hawksbill turtles, and thstIB-thighed curlew (Vulnerable) are on the
IUCN Red List and the Coconut crab is believed ¢otlwreatened. It is unlikely that mynas
would affect these species, but the precautionangiple should apply.

Taupulega Fakaofo initiated this project in resgotts concerns about the vulnerability of the
Tokelau atolls to invasive species. Atoll systemss zery sensitive to change and a number of
invasive species (e.g. r&dttus exulans), yellow crazy antAnoplolepsis gracipiles), rhinoceros
beetle Qryctes rhinoceros), cat Eelis catus)) are present in Tokelau.

Mynas are a problem in many parts of the world @re1987), and are a growing problem as
they spread through the Pacific (see Appendix Pankes, 2006). Lessons learned from this
project will help others plan for myna managemespegially to intercept and deal with new
populations. Taupulega Fakaofo is partnering widpdroporo’anga lpukarea Society of the
Cook Islands which is also developing a myna mamage project and sharing information will
help both organisations.

In Apia, Samoa, the point of departure for mostseés travelling to Tokelau, both junglé. (
fuscus) and common A. tristis) mynas are present. Both jungle and common mynae w
observed in Apia in 1988 and those birds are betldo have come from American Samoa to the
east. Interisland ferries may have been implicatespreading mynas in Fiji (Watling, Rinke &
Talbot-Kelly, 2001), and the role of internatiomald interisland shipping has to be considered as
part of the myna invasion pathway, but cyclones semkre storms may also be involved. The
distribution of mynas in the Pacific is a much-dissed topic (see for example McAllan &
Hobcroft, 2005).

Scaling up
An eradication of a new invasion will show the \ealof rapid response to invasive species. This
lesson will be valuable for other nations facing threat of myna establishment.

Of particular importance across the Pacific is tbke of prevention of invasion. Tokelau has
Biosecurity Rules which, among other things, at) {{(t) and (v) gives owners, captains and
passengers of any conveyance arriving in Tokelaudtity to prevent any goods being landed or
animals making contact with other animals (inclgdibirds) without permission of the
Biosecurity Officer. Schedule 2 (Rule 8(7)(e)) phots the importation of live birds except for
those permitted in Rule 8(7)(a), chickens and ddicks Samoa.

A review of biosecurity rules and their implememat across the Pacific may help both
upscaling and outscaling of this project.

Management of risks and constraints:

1. Community acceptance of myna management - myueas not introduced to Tokelau as a
method of biological control (as they were on santieer Pacific Islands) and removal of the
myna is unlikely to be detrimental to the agrictaduaspirations of the people of Fakaofo.
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2. Land tenure - the many motu (islets) that mgk&akaofo are under traditional ownership and
the Taupulega control island life. Effective conatibn was necessary to ensure all likely motu
were surveyed for mynas.

3. Accessibility - Fakaofo can only be reached hip sand because of the demands on the
shipping service (e.g. medical emergencies), thiereno assurance that an eradication
programme’s schedule can be adhered to. Plannir@pfdingencies is important.

4. Baseline information - the remoteness of Tokelad lack of biological surveys mean that
issues such as non-target species need specidlaite

5. Use of firearms and toxins - restrictions ordiims and toxins limit the tools available for
invasive species management. Firearms are not {pedmon Tokelau. Because of pollution
problems from chemical runoff in the past, the Tidaga will not allow toxins on Fakaofo
without rigorous testing.

6. Invasion pathways and reinvasion — it was assiple to determine how the mynas arrived on
Fakaofo. There was suggestion that birds had bemmgbht to Fakaofo as pets, but it was not
possible to verify this.

The role of ships can not be discounted. Howeviesgovation of the port of departure (Apia,
Samoa) for three evenings and mornings did notigeogvidence of mynas roosting on board.
There are many myna roosts in trees near the Apiterfvont and it is probable that the
communal nature of mynas means they would pretetréfe roosts to overnighting on a ship. As
a precaution, the captains and crews of vessalsllireg to Tokelau (and indeed to all Pacific
islands) should be asked for their cooperatiorhiecking for avian stowaways.

Cyclones and severe storms may also result in biedsy blown from one country or one island
to another.

2. Environmental

Assessment of the effects of the invasive species

Three full days on the atoll did not give enoughdifor detailed study. The birds were seen to
take food put out for pigs at both morning and @vgifieeding times. Some villagers complained
of mynas eating ripe bananas. Harassment by myinssabirds (white terns and black noddies)
in the village was not observed, although an attatla myna by a white tern was observed (the
myna flew off). Mynas were observed eating eggsspady lizard) laid in a fallen coconut tree.

Of concern was the finding of a nest with eggshia teiling of an unoccupied house. This had
been found by children and the eggs were destrbyesd member of the Taupulega. The date of
discovery was not determined, but the mynas areoably mature enough to breed and the
population could increase quickly. Jungle mynas lcave a clutch of 3-6 eggs and can breed
twice in a season (Feare & Craig, 1999). Thisnslar to common myna (Telecky, 1989).

Assessment of the biodiversity benefits of the pregt
Inadequate baseline information makes it diffidoltclarify the advantages to other species on
Fakaofo atoll. The precautionary principle shouglg.

Identification of any potential negative environmetal effects of the project

The prohibition on toxins removes the possibilifyl@aching or runoff. The use of non-lethal
cage and nestbox traps allows release of any nigettapecies. Pelagics and waders were the
only birds seen. No other passerines are record&édkelau.

Consideration of how project benefits may be sustaed after the project is completed
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Raising awareness of invasive species and traioicgl government staff in bird identification
and trapping methods will ensure that the curradtany future invasions can be managed.

3. Technical

Identification of specific techniques for addressig the IAS that are legally appropriate and
suitable in a Pacific Islands context, and which mamise environmental sustainability

Initial planning in Auckland, New Zealand, and fatgals in Apia, Samoa, had been based on
three independent reports that the mynas on Fakaefe common mynag\¢ridotheres tristis).
However, observation of the birds identified thesnjangle mynasAcridotheres fuscus). This
discovery caused some concern as trapping equipfoetite two techniques described below
was prepared foA. tristis. Jungle mynas are physically smaller (?894g3) than common
mynas (111§-143g3) (Ali & Ripley, 1972) and are thought to be morecietive in their
behaviour, although some workers (e.g. Freifel®9) %o not separate the two species.

Simple trials were conducted with Ministry for tEBmvironment staff at Vaiala, Apia where a

Tidemann Trap (Tidemann, undated) was tested. fidpe Had been used in Apia with limited

success and was kindly offered for the TokelaugmtojBread baits with the narcotic alpha-

chloralose (Spurr & Eason, 1999) were also tesladgle mynas entered the baited trap, but
common mynas did not. Both jungle and common mytaghe bait but only jungle mynas were

narcotised by the alpha-chloralose. A bulbRychonotus cafer) that also succumbed expired

overnight. This may be a body-weight response mglgumynas are smaller than common mynas
and bulbuls are smaller again.

Both the jungle mynas that entered the trap fraely the ones that were put in while under the
influence of alpha-chloralose, were able to backand escape. The Tidemann Trap was not
taken to Tokelau. Alpha-chloralose was considerféectve although work is still needed to
determine palatability and rates of active ingretid second trial with alpha-chloralose ended
prematurely when a pack of dogs suddenly appeaeated away the birds (mostly jungle
mynas), ate all the bait and disappeared as fabegdad arrived.

A bounty of $NZ200 per bird set by Taupulega FakabBd not resulted in successful
eradication. The Taupulega was asked to removeébdliaty as bounties are not a successful
invasive species management tool.

Assessment of options and confirmation of the tecloal feasibility of the preferred
management approach and activities

The prohibition on toxins and firearms limited tbptions available for myna management on
Fakaofo. The two techniques proposed were: (1)le-imgunnel trap (Fig. 1) which works when
baited, but is more effective if a call bird canused; (2) artificial nestbox traps (Figs. 2 & 3).
New Zealand experience (Wilson, 1973; Tindall, )98&s shown tha#. tristis favours nest
boxes over “natural’ nest sites. Pairs of bird® @gend a lot of time investigating boxes as the
breeding season approaches, offering many chaecgmp of successful trapping.

J. Millett (pers. comm.) recommends using fishimg Inooses at the entrance of artificial nest
boxes as one of the best ways to kill low-densipulations of mynas, i.e., the remnants of
controlled populations where avoidance behaviow been learned, or new populations where
other more direct methods (poisoning or shootimg)rmt available.

Identification of research needs
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Adequate information on jungle myna behaviour arathagement could not be found. It appears
that the two mynas (common and jungle) are constiés behave similarly. Determination of
invasion pathways is also required. Genetic testiag be useful here. If mynas are managed on
any island in the Pacific, blood samples shoultblken for future analysis.

Other research needs include:

1. Quantification of the effects of mynas on natbiota.

The potential biodiversity effects of mynas on K#kaare unclear but the main justification for
their eradication is precautionary. Where the mymnas well-established and the costs to
eradicate them substantial, a case must be madel lmas effects. Pierce (2006) and Parkes
(2006) have reviewed what is known about the effeaft mynas and the evidence is either
anecdotal or weak (in a scientific sense). Diagrmg#he contribution mynas may make compared
with other invasive species (e.g. rats) to the eg)sf any detected decline in a native species
will not be a trivial task.

2. Risk analysis

Assuming mynas are a biodiversity pest to worryuabd would be advantageous to have a

Pacific risk analysis of the problem they pose nthejr potential to spread, and how to manage

both thein situ problems and stop further spread. Some of theareh to do this includes:

- A survey of current pest bird distribution in tRacific. Current lists are incomplete.

- Assessment of their past and potential spreadf@cechanisms by which they have done so.
This might include a study of the genetic relatlups of the current populations.

-A survey of current legal availability of key mayganent tools such as DRC1339.

Identification of the skills needed to implement tle project, skill gaps and any necessary
training

Tokelauans have traditionally used snare trapsvéater capture, but will need training in the use
of cage and nestbox traps. Myna identification l@kaviour recognition skills are also needed.
Another important area is that of prevention ohvaision. This will need to involve several
branches of Tokelau’s public service departments.

Identification of appropriate baselines for monitoring

This is a new and recent invasion. Mynas shouldbeopresent on Fakaofo and once the three
identified jungle mynas are eradicated, monitofimgundiscovered or new populations will be
necessary.

4. Economic

Identification of who is affected by the IAS

Some villagers reported loss of crops (bananaspaayvto mynas, but this was not observed by
the feasibility team. However, the 3 mynas werensing food from pig pens in the mornings
and evenings.

Assessment of how a successful project will improveelihoods
Eradication will prevent myna numbers building @ppest proportions and causing the social
problems (e.g. damage to crops, noise, fouling)hhae been observed elsewhere.

Assessment of the costs and benefits of managemeptions
Cage and nestbox traps are cheap to build, usemaiutain. They do not present any of the
safety issues that firearms or toxins may.



Tokelau myna FS 7

5. Social

Description of community and other stakeholder (intuding the designated implementing
agency) commitment to the project

A General Fono (meeting of the Parliament of Tokelas being held in the Fakaofo meeting
house (Fakafotu) at the time of the feasibilitydstuThis involved Taupulega Fakaofo and all
villagers either directly or indirectly, so oppartty for determining commitment was limited. A
brief discussion was held with Fakaofo Faipule (b@aier) Kolouei O'Brien and Fakaofo
Pulenuku (Mayor) Keri Neemia who expressed supfmrthe project and for invasive species
management in general.

Mose Pelasio, the Tokelau Acting Director for Ecomo Development & the Environment was
present for the General Fono and expressed sufpartthe public service. Discussions were
held with the Pulenuku of the other two atolls @k&lau (Nukunonu and Atafu) who expressed
support for the project and for invasive specieaagament.

Identification of any resource ownership issues, gnimplications for the project in terms of
design, management and participation and measures taddress these
The Taupulega is the decision-making body for Fakaod they support the project.

Identification of any gender or age issues assocat with the project and measures to
address these
No gender or age issues were raised or observed.

Identification of any opposition to the project andhow this will be managed
No opposition was observed or brought to the teattshtion.

6. Institutional

Identification of institutions that will be involved

The Council of Elders of Fakaofo Atoll is the prdtar, advisor, supervisor, delegate and general
keeper of the peace for the village. It has thbaity, given by the people, to execute programs,
projects, and development plans for the bettermgtiite village.

Tokelau is governed by the Council for the OngdBmyernment of Tokelau, consisting of three
Faipule (village leaders) and three Pulenuku (@élanayors). The Ulu-o-Tokelau (titular Head of
Government of Tokelau) for 2006 is Aliki Faipule Idaei O'Brien, who is also the Faipule of
Fakaofo.

The Pacific Invasives Initiative (PII) is a prognam@a of the Cooperative Initiative on Invasive
Alien Species. The PIl is coordinated by the Invasspecies Specialist Group (ISSG), an expert
group of the Species Survival Commission (SSC) loé World Conservation Union (IUCN).
The goal of the Pacific Invasives Initiative iBo‘ conserve island biodiversity and enhance the
sustainability of livelihoods of men, women and youth in the Pacific’. This goal will be achieved
through the objective of reducing negative impaxtsnvasive species primarily by managing
them at selected demonstration projects in Palsfémds Countries and Territories. The capacity
to network on a global scale is a major strengdi il can bring to this project.

Assessment of the implementing agency’s capabilignd capacity (technical, human and
financial) to implement the project
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Tokelau is a small country with limited resourcassistance will be required with all aspects of
an eradication project, including monitoring andlextion.

Identification of the institution to take long term management responsibility

Any follow-up will be directed through the officé the Taupulega. Responsibility for the project
has been delegated to Suia Pelasio, EnvironmentalyPAdviser for Taupelega Fakaofo and a
member of the feasibility study team.

7. Recommendation

It was decided that eradication of the jungle mg#eridotheres fuscus) population on Fakaofo
atoll, Tokelau, is possible and should be undertakased on the precautionary principle,
particularly because the birds are breeding. Ttudyswas only to determine the feasibility of
such an operation but, because Tokelau is diffiteltreach and has limited resources, the
decision was taken to proceed immediately with ger@tional Plan and eradication. Methods to
be used are cage and nestbox traps and humanedadiespdrapped birds. Nestbox traps were
erected and will be used for monitoring.

Although the pathway for this invasion could notdetermined, the potential for reinvasion by
mynas of either species (or indeed other birds, leujpuls Pycnonotus cafer) exists. The
Tokelau Quarantine Service will need to addressiisue. Crew of shipping vessels to and from
the atolls should be made aware of invasive spemiek asked to be vigilant regarding the
possibility of the presence of birds on the vesBeé Tokelau atolls (or any other island) should
not be approached if the crew is unable to kill bimgls before land is sighted.

A Project Design Document could not be preparethentime available. An Operational Plan
(Appendix 1) was prepared and Taupulega Fakaofb (&avironmental and Quarantine) were
trained in myna observation (identification and &abur) and the use of cage and nestbox traps.
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Figure 1. The funnel cage trap employed on Faka®fonnel at ground level leads into the main
cage and the decoy bird is housed in a separage Tag dimensions of the large cage are
900mm long by 700mm wide by 700mm high, but theseat restrictive. It has a removable

top, and both cages can be collapsed for transploetfunnel needs to be just large enough at the
outside end to allow a myna to walk into the cage @pered at the inside end to prevent the bird
escaping. (Photo: Peter Wilson).
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Figure 2. One of the nest box traps manufacturegpia which can be affixed to a building or
tree. The hinged flap above the entrance holelésdpen by a nail through a hole bored through
the side of the box. Mono filament nylon is tiedhe nail head and taken to a “hide”. When the
nail is pulled, the trap cover falls, blocking thele. The lid is simply secured by another nail
dropped into a hole drilled through the slidingdiad into the front wall of the box. (Photo: Bill
Nagle).
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APPENDIX 1- OPERATIONAL PLAN FOR ERADICATING MYNAS FROM FALE,
FAKAOFO ATOLL, TOKELAU.

15 MAY 2006

Observations beginning on 12 May identified thrgggje mynasAcridotheres fuscus) on Fale

motu of Fakaofo Atoll, Tokelau. The birds weresfiseen on the morning of 13 May at 0715
hours flying into and feeding from a pig pen at sbeth-western corner of the Fale piggery.

This was one of many pig pens, but is relativebyated. The three mynas were seen again about
0730 in a coconut palm and again that eveningdlyawards the piggery about 1745. No
common mynasA. tristis) were seen, although earlier reports indicatey tiere present.

Adjacent motu to the south east and north west wieserved but mynas were not seen. Palea
motu on the southeastern side of the atoll wasialggstigated. Earlier reports indicated it as a
seabird nesting place, and there was a remote eltaatmynas could survive there on bird’s
eggs and chicks.

The conclusion is that only 3 jungle mynas aregmesn Fakaofo Atoll (although observations
over a longer period may change that) and that hlaee made Fale their home. It is the most
populated motu and is adjacent to the piggery.

Eradication is feasible and 2 different method$ el used.

Method 1 — Nestbox traps

Nestboxes have been fixed to sites adjacent t@eplatiere mynas were sighted.

1.1  Nestboxes must be checked every morning to malketbkartrap-door is open.

1.2  Nestboxes should be observed many times duringdi@s mynas may investigate the
boxes at any time. If a bird begins to check atagularly, someone should hide and
pull the fishing line to drop the trapdoor when Hiel is completely inside.

1.3  Atrapped bird should be removed as soon as pes$ibt great care should be taken.
The bird will try and escape and mynas are veryrsara very fast.

1.4  Before a bird is removed, a large bag or other Bogeshould be placed over the whole
nestbox before the lid is opened. Slowly openlithand cover the whole opening with
the bag. Catch the bird with the bag, removedt guickly close the bag. Alternatively,
stuff the bag into the gap as the lid is openedcandfully catch and securely hold the
bird. The bird will try and escape and great ¢ameeded. Once the bird is out, it can be
kept as a call-bird for a cage trap (see methodrXjilled.

1.5 The exact time of the breeding season is not krniawiokelau. In other Pacific countries
it is between November and March.

Method 2 — Cage trap

The cage trap has been prepared. A hole for thrgefthas been cut into the sides of the larger

one. The small one is ready for a cage bird. cge should be placed somewhere where the

mynas will feel safe, i.e. away from people catd eis. As they are comfortable at the piggery,

the top of a pig pen could be a good place.

2.1 If a call-bird has been caught in a nestbox, iusthde placed in the smaller cage next to
the larger cage. The call-bird must be given foeater and shade and this will attract the
other mynas.



2.2

2.3

2.4

2.5
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With or without a call-bird, a small amount of foskdould be placed in the large trap and
outside. Do not put the funnel in place so thatkilids can freely walk in and out. This
is to teach the birds to go inside the large trap.this until the mynas are regularly going
into the cage to eat the bait. When that happbedunnel can be put in place.

Start with 2 slices of cut up bread each day as(thed bread should be cut up to make
cubes of approximately 1 cm). Try for one monihthe mynas do not eat that, try other
foods. The mynas are now eating pig food so thidypwobably eat that. Try each
different food for two weeks until the mynas eatatch day.

When the mynas go in through the funnel and atkertrap, quickly stuff rag into the
tunnel entrance, to prevent the bird(s) escapiogeicthe cage with the tent (push some
of the tent into the funnel to stop the mynas eiscgp Carefully remove the top of the
cage underneath the tent.

When the top is gone, reach in using the sleeaelat to the tent and grab a bird. If
these are the first birds caught, keep them asduodl. If not, they can be destroyed.

Monitoring

(0]
(0]

Only 3 birds have been seen between 12 May anddyg Mit there may be more.

Do not kill the last bird caught whether it is imastbox or the cage. This bird must be
kept as a call-bird until January 2007 (halfwaythgh the myna breeding season). Other
mynas may be present on other motu and keepinti-bikchwill attract them in.

The cages should be kept in good condition forwrask.

The nest-boxes must also be left in place untildaneven if the current mynas are
caught quickly. The breeding season will startualddovember and the next boxes must
be monitored until January 2007 in case other manapresent.

When no mynas come to the call-bird or the nesthdyelanuary 2007, it is probable that
they have been eradicated. The nestboxes and cagé® stored in case of reinvasion.
Good records should be kept of ALL activities —esdatimes, people, observations, work
done, comments, etc.

Preventing reinvasion

(0]

(0]

All shipping companies and ship captains and as§ing boats should be asked to check
their boats for mynas, or other birds such as bs|jbvhen they are half-way to Tokelau.
Mynas will fly from a ship to the first land theges but cannot fly long distances.

All Tokelauans and people visiting Tokelau mustdieght about the dangers of bringing
new birds (or any other organism) to the atolls.



