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Since the first checklist of scientific and ver-
nacular names of species of North American mam-
mals was published by Jones et al. (1973), the check-
list has been updated periodically (Jones et al., 1975;
1979; 1982; 1986; 1992; 1997). The publication of
this revision marks the 30" anniversary of the check-
list. From the beginning, it was hoped that the check-
list would provide a useful reference for many scien-
tific endeavors in general, both in the field and in the
laboratory, and that it would be useful to students in
particular. Since the publication six years ago of the
most recent revision of the checklist (Jones et al.,

1997), demand for copies essentially has eliminated
the original supply. In addition, some significant taxo-
nomic changes have been published in the primary lit-
erature on mammals since that time. As in previous
revisions of the checklist, we have attempted to in-
clude all species of Recent mammals known to occur
in North America (and its adjacent waters) to the north
of Mexico and in the recognized published literature
through 2003. The checklist represents a general con-
sensus among the authors, but does not necessarily
imply complete agreement among them on all issues.

THIRTY YEARS OF CHANGE

After 30 years and 8 checklists, it seemed ap-
propriate to review and summarize the changes that
have occurred in the recognized fauna of North
America north of Mexico since the first checklist was
published in 1973. Table 1 illustrates the number of
orders, families, genera, and species recognized in each
revision of the checklist in the Occasional Papers (O.P.)
series. From 1973 to 2003, there has been an increase
at every taxonomic level (orders, 11 to 12; families, 41

to 46; genera, 141 to 166; species, 403 to 474). Many
of the changes in the species classification were made
to ensure monophyly of taxa. The greatest percent-
age change has been in the number of genera (17.7%).
The increase in the number of species (71, or 15%)
reflects taxonomic changes (46), distributional changes
(5), the addition of introduced, non-native mammals
to the list (19), and the recognition of humans as a
component of the native fauna (1).



Table 1. Changes in the number of taxa for North Ameri-
can mammals north of Mexico as recorded on the check-

list published in the Qccasional Papers of the Museum,
Texas Tech University.

Year (O.P. #) Orders Families Genera Species
1973 (12) 11 41 141 403
1975 (28) 11 41 141 404
1979 (62) 11 42 142 412
1982 (80) 11 42 141 417
1986 (107) 10 43 148 425
1992 (146) 12 44 156 447
1997 (173) 12 45 164 462
2003 (229) 12 46 166 474

During the last 30 years, the science of mam-
malogy has changed dramatically as rapid advance-
ments in laboratory techniques, including the study of
individuals at the molecular level, have been developed
and refined. Technological advances undoubtedly will
continue to influence our understanding of the sys-
tematic relationships of species and will be reflected in
continuing changes to the taxonomy and classification
of mammals. Although changes in taxonomy require
the student to adapt constantly to a new list of names
and a new understanding of species relationships, it
clearly should be the goal of all mammalogists to
achieve the most accurate classification possible.

Recent advances in molecular biology have pro-
vided resolution to questions related to species identi-
fication, reproductive isolation and hybridization with
proof of the presence/absence of F1 and backcrossed
individuals within local populations. This new level of
resolution, in combination with the application of the
Genetic Species Concept (Avise and Walker, 1999;
Bradley and Baker, 2001; Dobzhansky, 1950; Mayden,
1997; Mayr, 1969; Simpson, 1943), suggests that there
are many species of mammals that are currently un-
recognized (Bradley and Baker, 2001) on lists such as
those provided herein and in Wilson and Reeder (1993).
Some estimates are that there will be an increase of
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25% (Baker, 2002) in number of species in the class
Mammalia, but this may indeed be an underestimation.
Our understanding of the systematics of mammals is
probably the greatest in North America north of Mexico
(the focus of this checklist) and it remains open to
speculation how many additional species will ultimately
be recognized within the North American faunal groups.
An example of a cryptic species that was defined by
gene sequence data is Notiosorex cockrumi (Baker et
al., 2003). The more commeon situation will probably
involve examples where subspecific differences have
been described and the application of molecular data
indicates the presence of more than one species. Ex-
amples covered on this checklist include Neotoma
macrotis (Matocq, 2002), Neotoma leucodon (Edwards
et al., 2001), Canis lycaon (Wilson et al., 2000; Wilson
et al., 2003) and within the Neotoma lepida complex
(Patton and Alvarez-Castafieda, in press). Undoubt-
edly, there will be many other examples within the
shrews, rodents and possibly other taxa.

It might be predicted that vagile species such as
bats would be the least likely to have well defined
phylogroups and unrecognized biological species. At
a recent meeting of the North American Symposium
on Bat Research (8-11 October 2003 in Lincoln, NE)
two papers presented on bat species with a wide geo-
graphic range suggest geographically distinct
phylogroups. These were studies on Myotis lucifugus
presented by Tanya A. Dewey of the University of
Michigan and on Antrozous pallidus presented by Sa-
rah E. Weyandt of Oklahoma State University. At this
time it is not possible to understand how many if any
of those phylogroups represent currently unrecognized
species but it is probable that some do. The signifi-
cant observation here is that the work of Dewey and
Weyandt document that potentially vagile species of
bats are divided into well-defined phylogroups based
on gene sequence data. Further, these phylogroups
need to be interrogated relative to specific status to
better understand the biodiversity of the mammals
north of Mexico.
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TaxonoMiC DIVERSITY

Orders —Although the overall number of orders
(11) remained stable from 1973 to 1982, changes to
the recognized orders occurred in 1979, when Mysticeti
and Odontoceti were recognized as orders (eliminat-
ing the order Cetacea), and Pinnipedia was reduced to
a suborder of Carnivora. In 1986, the order Cetacea
was restored, and Mysticeti and Odontoceti were re-
duced to suborders, thus reducing the overall count of
orders to ten. In 1992, Primates and Perissodactyla
were added to the checklist. The recognized orders
have remained unchanged since that time.

Families.—In 1979, the walrus was recognized
as belongingto a distinct family, Odobenidae. In 1982,
the number of families did not change, but Kogiidae
was reduced from familial status and Phocoenidae was
recognized as a family separate from Delphinidae. In
1986, Kogiidae was restored as a family, bringing the
total count to 43. In 1992, the families Cercopithecidae
and Equidae were added to reflect the presence of the
introduced rhesus monkey and the feral horse and ass
in the North American fauna. Also in 1992, Cricetidae
was abandoned as a family, and all New World rats,
mice, and voles were recognized as belonging to the
family Muridae. In 1997, the skunks were grouped as
the family Mephitidae. On the current checklist, the
family Hominidae was added, bringing the total num-
ber of families to 46.

Genera.—In 1975, the number of genera was
unchanged from 1973, but Idionycteris was recog-
nized as a distinct genus, and the bobcat and lynx were
returned to the genus Felis, eliminating the genus Lynx.
The addition of the genus Feresa brought the number
of recognized genera to 142 in 1979. In 1982,
Arborimus was recognized as distinct at the generic
level, Microsorex was reduced from generic rank, and
Tamias was recognized as the generic name for all
chipmunks, eliminating the genus Eufamias. On the
subsequent checklist, Arborimus was not recognized
as a distinct genus, but eight new genera appeared on
the checklist as the result of taxonomic changes
(Brachylagus, Chaetodipus, Pusa, Pagophilus,
Histriophoca), distributional changes (Lagenodelphis),

and the addition of exotic species (Boselaphus,
Antilope). Eight additional genera were recognized in
1992, bringing the number of recognized genera to
156. Ofthe eight new genera, three were added as the
result of taxonomic changes (Nyctinomops, Lynx,
Panthera), and five were added to reflect the pres-
ence of introduced mammals (Macaca, Equus, Oryx,
Hemitragus, Capra). In 1997, taxonomic changes
added six genera to the checklist (4rborimus, Puma,
Leopardus, Herpailurus, Axis, Dama), and the discov-
ery of Molossus molossus in Florida and reports of
Peponocephala electra in Florida and Maryland added
two genera. On the current checklist, the genus Alopex
was deleted and the genera Homo, Eubalaena, and
Neotamias were added, bringing the total recognized
genera to 166.

Species.—Total species increased by one from
1973 to 1975; 3 species were added and 2 were de-
leted from the checklist as the result of taxonomic
changes. In 1979, 14 species were added to the check-
list and 6 were removed, bringing the total species
count to 412. Thirteen additions and eight deletions to
the 1982 checklist brought the species count to 417.
All of the changes in 1982 were the result of taxo-
nomic revisions, with the exception of the addition of
a cetacean based on a new record for North America.
In 1986, taxonomic revisions added 12 names to the
list and deleted 9; one cetacean was added based on a
new record; and 4 introduced species were added.
The total species count rose dramatically from 1986
to 1992 (from 425 to 447); taxonomic revisions ac-
counted for 14 additions and 3 deletions, and 11 intro-
duced or feral species were added to the list. The
1997 checklist included 4 additional introduced spe-
cies and 2 new species (one bat and one cetacean)
based on recent discoveries in North America, and taxo-
nomic revisions added 15 names and deleted 6, bring-
ing the checklist total to 462 species. On the current
checklist, 15 additions and 4 deletions were reported
as the result of taxonomic changes, and the addition
of modern man to the list added one species, bringing
the total to 474 species.
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DEPARTURES FROM JONES ET AL. (1997) AND OTHER NOTES

The changes that have been made in the scien-
tific names from those listed in Jones et al. (1997) are
discussed below. Some other pertinent comments are
included that might help to explain the current list of
recognized species. Readers should note that although
Wilson and Ruff (1999) was a more recent publication
than the last checklist (Jones et al., 1997), Wilson and
Ruff (1999) relied heavily on Wilson and Reeder (1993)
as the basis for their book. Thus, there are numerous
discrepancies between Wilson and Ruff (1999) and
the current checklist. For clarification, we have noted
these discrepancies throughout the following notes.
We referred primarily to Rice (1998) for marine mam-
mal designations. With a few exceptions, common
names are adapted from Wilson and Cole (2000) for

terrestrial mammals and Rice (1998) for marine mam-
mals.

INSECTIVORES

Soricidae.—The taxonomy of the Sorex cinereus
group has a long and confusing history. Most recently,
Demboski and Cook (2003) attempted to resolve the
phylogenetic relationships among 8 members of the
group using molecular data analyses. Demboski and
Cook (2003) based their study of the group on the
morphological phylogeny presented by van Zyll de Jong
(1991). Although the results of Demboski and Cook
(2003) generally supported the phylogeny of van Zyll
de Jong (1991), we note that the taxonomy of the
entire Sorex cinereus group remains unresolved, and
additional clarification is needed on the composition
and nomenclature of this group.

Of particular concern are three species of the
Sorex cinereus group — haydeni, fontinalis, and
Jacksoni. Brunet et al. (2002) contended that Sorex
haydeni does not warrant specific status. Demboski
and Cook (2003), however, refuted this change. We
have chosen to retain specific status for haydeni at
this time. Likewise, we continue to recognize fontinalis
as a species based on the electrophoretic analyses pre-
sented by George (1988). Van Zyll de Jong (1999)
and Demboski and Cook (2003), however, relegated
Sorex fontinalis to subspecific status. In 1997 (Jones
et al., 1997), we accepted the results of the karyologi-
cal analyses of Rausch and Rausch (1995), which re-

duced Sorex jacksoni to subspecific status. Both van
Zyll de Jong (1999) and Demboski and Cook (2003),
however, continued to recognize jacksoni as a spe-
cies. Based on the data of Demboski and Cook (2003),
we have chosen once again to recognize S. jacksoni
as a species on the current checklist.

We follow Alexander (1996) in elevating Sorex
monticolus neomexicanus to a distinct species. Note
that George (1999), however, retained neomexicanus
as a subspecies. We follow Stewart et al. (2002) in
elevating Sorex arcticus maritimensis to specific sta-
tus.

Notiosorex cockrumi, Cockrum’s desert shrew,
has been added to the checklist. Baker et al. (2003)
described this new species based on nuclear and mito-
chondrial sequence data.

In his account of Sorex palustris, Harris (1999)
recognized alaskanus as a subspecies of palustris.
Based on the works of Carraway (1995), George
(1988), and Hutterer (1993), however, we continue to
recognize Sorex alaskanus as a species.

We continue to recognize Sorex pribilofensis as
the correct name for the Pribilof Island Shrew, fol-
lowing van Zyll de Jong (1991), Rausch and Rausch
(1997), and Demboski and Cook (2003). Note that
Hoffmann (1999), however, referred to the subspe-
cies S. hydrodromus pribilofensis.

Wilson and Ruff (1999) failed to provide an ac-
count for Sorex yukonicus. This species was described
by Dokuchaev (1997), and we continue to recognize
the species.

BATS

Phyllostomidae.—Several unconfirmed reports
of new bat records have come from the Florida Keys
region, including the possible occurrence of Artibeus
Jjamaicensis, Phyllonycteris poeyi, and Erophylla
sezekorni. None of these reports have been substanti-
ated through any scientific outlets, however, and we
refrain from adding any of these species to the current
checklist.






and hudsonicus) based either on mitochondrial DNA
(mtDNA) or allozyme analyses. Arbogastet al. (2001)
proposed that the recognition of a single, phenotypi-
cally variable species, T. hudsonicus, comprised of 3
subspecies (hudsonicus, douglasii, and mogollonensis),
may best reflect the currently available genetic and
morphologic data. Pending further supportive data,
however, we have chosen not to accept this reorgani-
zation of Tamiasciurus.

Geomyidae.—We follow Jolley et al. (2000) in
recognizing Geomys streckeri as a species.

Heteromyidae.—As in 1997 (Jones et al., 1997),
we continue to accept the conclusion of Lee et al.
(1996) that Chaetodipus eremicus warrants specific
status. Note that Price (1999), however, continues to

recognize Chaetodipus eremicus as a subspecies of C.
penicillatus.

We follow the recommendation of Riddle et al.
(2000a) that the western populations of Chaetodipus
baileyibe recognized as a distinct species, C. rudinoris.
We also follow the conclusion of Riddle et al. (2000b)
that Peromyscus fraterculus (previously assigned as a
subspecies of P. eremicus) warrants specific status.

We continue to relegate elephantinus to subspe-
cific status under Dipodomys venustus based on the
genic and bacular data presented by Best et al. (1996).
More recently, Best (1999) recognized D. elephantinus
as a species, but readers should be aware that this
account was written at the request of Don Wilson and
Sue Ruff, and reflects the taxonomy proposed by Wil-
son and Reeder (1993); it does not reflect the tax-
onomy supported by the most recent available data
(pers. comm., Troy Best).

Muridae—Hogan et al. (1997) suggested that
some of the currently recognized subspecies of
Peromyscus maniculatus may warrant specific status.
We agree that this group needs further study and clari-
fication, but no changes are warranted at this time.

Edwards et al. (2001) examined the molecular
phylogenetics of the Neotoma albigula species group,
and concluded that Neotoma albigula is comprised of
two cryptic species. The eastern form was desig-
nated as Neotoma leucodon, the Eastern white-throated
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woodrat. Matocq (2002) elevated Neotoma macrotis,
the large-eared woodrat, to a species separate from N.

fuscipes based on morphological and molecular analy-
ses.

The taxonomy of the Neotoma lepida group is
complex, and recent research indicates that lepida
actually may be comprised of at least two species
(Patton and Alvarez-Castafieda, in press). Those au-
thors also suggested that the western form of lepida
should probably be given specific status, although they
hesitated to make a formal designation pending further
research. Further, it is not clear if devia represents a
valid species. Given the uncertainty of the taxonomy
of the lepida group, we have not made any changes to
the current checklist until further data are available.

Following Frey (1999) and Frey and Moore
(1990), we recognize the Mogollon vole, Microtus
mogollonensis, as a species distinct from M. mexicanus.
Batzli (1999) recognized the brown lemming by the
specific name Lemmus sibiricus, but acknowledged
that frimucronatus may be the correct name for the
species. We recognize the name trimucronatus fol-
lowing Jarrell and Fredga (1993). We continue to fol-
low the taxonomy presented on the last checklist (Jones
et al., 1997) for the Dicrostonyx group. See Engstrom
(1999), however, for an alternative view.

CARNIVORES

Canidae.—Recent molecular evidence (Wilson
et al., 2000; Wilson et al., 2003) provided support for
the recognition of the eastern Canadian wolf as a spe-
cies distinct from the gray wolf. The species Canis
Iycaon is therefore added to the checklist.

At this time we continue to recognize the arid
land foxes as distinct species, Vulpes velox and V.
macrotis, following Mercure et al. (1993). While not-
ing that the status of this species is questionable,
Thacker and Flinders (1999) chose to follow Wilson
and Reeder (1993) in recognizing one species, Vulpes
velox. Readers are referred to Dragoo and Wayne
(2003) for a review of the systematics of the species.

We follow Geffen et al. (1992) and Mercure et
al. (1993) in recognizing the arctic fox as Vulpes
lagopus. Karyology, DNA hybridization, and allozyme
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Neotoma fuscipes . .... Dusky-footed Woodrat
Neotoma lepida ......... .... Desert Woodrat

Neotoma leucodon Eastern White-throated Woodrat
Neotoma macrotis .................cccooovevceceeccricoiieiee oo Large-eared Woodrat
Neotoma magister ....................cccoocovvimvinivieareeiaes Appalachian Woodrat
Neotoma mexicana ..o, Mexican Woodrat
Neotoma micropus ... .... Southern Plains Woodrat
Neotoma stephensi ...................cc....... .... Stephens’s Woodrat
Rattus norvegicus® .........cccoovoveeeieeinnnn, .... Norway or Brown Rat
Rattus FAtius™ ............cocoeoiivviiiiie e scrs e sssessenes Black or House Rat

Mus musculus® ..........cocovvoneiviinreiineee e, House Mouse
Clethrionomys californicus .. .... Western Red-backed Vole
Clethrionomys gapperi ........ ... Southern Red-backed Vole
Clethrionomys rutilus ....... .... Northern Red-backed Vole
Arborimus albipes ..................cccoociiorimmriieiiie s White-footed Vole
Arborimus longicaudus .............ccccccccooeeerovivciieiiiereiennn. Red Tree Vole

Arborimus pomo ................. s Sonoma Tree Vole
Phenacomys intermedius Western Heather Vole
Phenacomys ungava ........... .... Eastern Heather Vole
Microtus abbreviatus ................c.ccccc.oeceriiroeriiorisisien. Insular Vole

Microtus breweri .............ccccooooveivviiiiveieieieeea Beach Vole

Microtus californicus ................ccoocveviiereinsecsrecnn California Vole

Microtus canicaudus .................cccoovvoniiicaniiicenn, Gray-tailed Vole

Microtus chrotorrhinus ... .... Rock Vole

Microtus longicaudus ..o Long-tailed Vole

Microtus mogollonensis ...........ccccococooveeiinii i Mogollon Vole

Microtus miurus ... Singing Vole

Microtus montanus ... Montane Vole

Microtus ochrogaster ... ST Prairie Vole

Microtus 0ecoOnOMUS .................ccccocceveviveieieieeeie e, Tundra Vole

MiCrotus Oregoni ...........ccccoccveeeereiiieeiceieieiee e Creeping Vole
Microtus pennsylvanicus ....................ccooovvvciinicccnnnnn, Meadow Vole
Microtus pinetorum ..................cccocovciccocvnniininnnccne Woodland Vole
Microtus richardsoni Water Vole
Microtus townsendii .................c.c.coccovnnnnne. Townsend’s Vole

Microtus xanthognathus .. Yellow-cheeked or Taiga Vole

Lemmiscus curtatus Sagebrush Vole
Neofiber alleni ..., Round-tailed Muskrat
Ondatra zibethicus ..., Common Muskrat
Lemmus [FIMUCFORAIUS .............ccoooririceiniiiieniioiiinreneneces Brown Lemming
Synaptomys borealis Northern Bog Lemming
Synaptomys cooperi Southern Bog Lemming
Dicrostonyx exsul ............cccccocvviiicciiaiencciiniinieciinn, St. Lawrence Island Collared Lemming
Dicrostonyx groenlandicus.....................c.ccccccovoverrninnconn, Peary Land Collared Lemming
Dicrostonyx hudsonius ...................ccc.ccoovviicieiccniii Labrador Collared Lemming
Dicrostonyx kilangmiutak Victoria Collared Lemming
Dicrostonyxnelsoni ..................c...ccccceoiniininii Nelson’s Collared Lemming
Dicrostonyx nunatakensis .................cccccccovievenceenionn Ogilvie Mountain Collared Lemming
Dicrostonyx richardsoni ..o, Richardson’s Collared Lemming
Dicrostonyx rubricatus ..o Bering Collared Lemming
Dicrostonyx unalascensis ...............cccccocooevincvnniniinnenn e Unalaska Collared Lemming

Family Zapodidae — Jumping Mice
Zapus hudSOnius ... Meadow Jumping Mouse
ZAPUS PFINCEDS ... Western Jumping Mouse
ZAPUS IPINOIATUS ..ot Pacific Jumping Mouse
Napaeozapus inSIgRIs .............cccoooovoviniiiiinieiiiirccs Woodland Jumping Mouse

Family Erethizontidae — New World Porcupines
Erethizon dorsatm ................cccccocccvviinicaniniisiiiinieis North American Porcupine
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Family Myocastoridae — Coypus

Myocastor COYPUS™ ........cooviriocniiiiiiiicen et Nutria or Coypu
ORDER CARNIVORA - Carnivores
Family Canidae — Dogs, Foxes, and Wolves
Canis familiaris® ..o Feral Dog
Canis latrans Coyote
Canislupus ..................... Gray Wolf
Canis lycaon Eastern Timber Wolf
CARIS FUFUS ...t s Red Wolif
Vulpes lagopus ...............cooooeeiiceoeicciiii e
Vulpes macrotis .....
VUIDES VEIOX ...
Vulpes vulpes ...,
Urocyon cinereoargenteus Common Gray Fox
Urocyon littoralis .................... Island Gray Fox
Family Ursidae — Bears
Ursus americanus ...............cc..ccoooiiiiiciiiniiicccieen American Black Bear
UrSUS @retos ..........ocooevicveciiiiiiiinic it Grizzly or Brown Bear
Ursus maritimus ..............ccccooocoviiiicioiiniiiiiceeieee Polar Bear
Family Otariidae — Eared Seals
Callorhinus UrSiRUS ............cccovviinciciiirieesis e Northern Fur-Seal
Arctocephalus townsendi Guadalupe Fur-Seal
Eumetopias jubatus ..................ccccovicciiiinniiiiieciininnn Northern or Steller’s Sea-Lion
Zalophus californianus .............ccoooiievcrerisiiccniinninnn, California Sea-Lion
Family Odobenidae — Walrus
Odobenus roSmarus ...............ccccvceceiiiivcnareienccnens Walrus
Family Phocidae — Earless, True, or Hair Seals
Phocalargha..............ccoociioeiiiiiiniiiiiiiicicccnn, Spotted Seal
PROCAVITULING ...t Harbor Seal
Pusa hispida Ringed Seal
Halichoerus grypus ...............cccveoiiiiiininoeccn. Gray Seal
Pagophilus groenlandicus ... Harp Seal
Histriophoca fasciata Ribbon Seal
Erignathus barbatus Bearded Seal
CySIOPROIa CrisStalQ.............ccoovoveeeiiiiiccvii Hooded Seal
Monachus tropicalis ..o, Caribbean or West Indian Monk Seal
Mirounga angustirostris Northern Elephant Seal
Family Procyonidae — Raccoons, Ringtails, and Coatis
Bassariscus astutus ...............cccccococoeiivivciniiiii Ringtail
Procyon lotor ... Northern Raccoon
NASUG RALICE ...t White-nosed Coati
Family Mustelidae — Weasels, Otters, and Badgers
Martes americana...................ccoviiiiiciniiiieie e, American Marten
Martes pennanti ... Fisher
Mustela erminea ... Ermine or Short-tailed Weasel
Mustelafrenata ............................... Long-tailed Weasel
Mustela nigripes Black-footed Ferret
Mustela nivalis ..o Least Weasel
Mustela putorius*® ... European Ferret
Mustela ViSOn ..ot American Mink
GulO GUIO ..ot Wolverine
Taxidea taxus ........... .... American Badger
Lontra canadensis Northern River Otter
Enhydra utris ..., Sea Otter
Family Mephitidae — Skunks
Spilogale gracilis ... Western Spotted Skunk

Spilogale putorius ..o Eastern Spotted Skunk
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Mephitis macroura ..........................cc.cooovcvireioioeere . Hooded Skunk

Mephitis mephitis .............cccoooooovioiviiiieiiireeeeeeeen, Striped Skunk

Conepatus leuconotus ....................cc.coccoovcvereeeerreeeerinn, White-backed Hog-nosed Skunk
Family Felidae — Cats

Felis catus™ .........ccoooeiimoeniieeieeeseeeeeeeeeveee e eeen Feral Cat

Puma concolor ... Mountain Lion or Puma

Leopardus pardalis .... Ocelot

Leopardus wiedii ..............ccc...oovevenr... Margay
Herpailurus yaguarondi Jaguarundi
Lynx canadensis Canada Lynx
Lynx rufus .............. Bobcat
Panthera onca ..........cccccocovoveiioioiiececieereeeeeeeeen Jaguar
ORDER CETACEA ~ Whales

Family Eschrichtiidae —~ Gray Whale
Eschrichtius robustus ....................ccccooccoeecveiiiessieeecn, Gray Whale

Family Balaenopteridae — Rorquals
Balaenoptera acutorostrata........................occocoooiiei. Northern Minke Whale
Balaenoptera borealis .......... e Sei Whale
Balaenopterabrydei .....................cccococooociiiiiiiiii Bryde’s Whale
Balaenopteramusculus ................ccccoooiiivieieniiiiiinn Blue Whale
Balaenopteraphysalus ..................ccccoococeiieiiiiiiiiinnn. Fin Whale
Megaptera novaeangliae ...............ccccooovvivvnnininnnn. Humpback Whale

Family Balaenidae — Right Whales
Eubalaena glacialis ................c..ccccocoviiiiiiniiicninnn, Right Whale
Balaena mysSticetus ..........ccooooioviveivoiiiiieeeeeee e Bowhead Whale

Family Monodontidae — Beluga and Narwhal
Delphinapterus leucas ..................cccoocovviiivinnnncniiannnn, White Whale or Beluga
Monodon monoceros ..., Narwhal

Family Delphinidae — Dolphins
Steno bredanensis .................c.ccoeiivciiiiiioneiiieenns Rough-toothed Dolphin
TUPSIOPS IPUNCALUS ..ot Bottlenose Dolphin
Stenella attenuata ...............cccc.ooovvceonesicierieeeeseeenn, Pantropical Spotted Dolphin
Stenella clymene Clymene Dolphin
Stenella coeruleoalba ...................ccccocovviiivmnciiiicnniin. Striped Dolphin
Stenella frontalis ..............cccccovviiiviiniiiiiiiiieneeecs Atlantic Spotted Dolphin
Stenella longirostris ..., Spinner Dolphin
Delphinus capensis .................cccccocooevieiiicieei i, Long-beaked Saddleback Dolphin
Delphinus delphis Short-beaked Saddleback Dolphin
Lagenodelphis hosei ..................c.ccccooiooeiiiiininiiiinin, Fraser’s Dolphin
Lagenorhynchus acutus ...............cccccocoeieeeiniensinreencnn, Atlantic White-sided Dolphin
Lagenorhynchus albirostris White-beaked Dolphin
Lagenorhynchus obligquidens ................cc.cccoovvnivinnnn. Pacific White-sided Dolphin
Grampus riSEUS ............cccoveviiiieneieiiie oo Risso’s Dolphin or Grampus
Peponocephala electra Melon-headed Whale
Feresaattenuala............cccoccoeoiveciiiiroiniiciniccece Pygmy Killer Whale
Pseudorca crassidens ..............c..cccccoooivvoriieinicninnn, False Killer Whale
Globicephala macrorhynchus Short-finned Pilot Whale
Globicephalamelas.................... Long-finned Pilot Whale
Orcinus orea............ocevcecncanc. Killer Whale
Lissodelphis borealis ...............cccccccovevvevninvinaiininiinn, Northern Right-whale Dolphin

Family Phocoenidae — Porpoises
Phocoenaphocoena ................ccccccccevovcieoincceniisniiinenenn, Harbor Porpoise
Phocoenoidesdalli .............ccococeovvimvniiiiiiiiiiieiriean Dall’s Porpoise

Family Ziphiidae — Beaked Whales
Berardius bairdii.................cccooi i North Pacific Bottlenose Whale

Ziphius cavirostris Goose-beak Whale
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Hyperoodon ampullatus ................c..cccccovncniniincccnnnnnns North Atlantic Bottlenose Whale
Mesoplodon bidens ................cooccooviiininniiiiienn Sowerby’s Beaked Whale
Mesoplodon carlhubbsi Hubb’s Beaked Whale
Mesoplodon densirostris...........c.......ccccccevciinniniiinn, Blainville’s Beaked Whale
Mesoplodon europaeus ....................c...ccccocccoovvcriniiiin, Gervais’s Beaked Whale
Mesoplodon ginkgodens ..., Ginkgo-toothed Whale
Mesoplodon mirus .............c...cccccvniciiicnccnnenc. .... True’s Beaked Whale
Mesoplodon perrini..............cccccoevcneiiiiriviiinccnnne. .... Perrin’s Beaked Whale
Mesoplodon stejnegeri ..................cccoviiinininicniinn. Stejneger’s Beaked Whale
Family Kogiidae — Pygmy Sperm Whales
Kogia breviceps .............cccccoocveeiniiiciinciiieiieeeseas Pygmy Sperm Whale
KOZIa SIMQ ...t Dwarf Sperm Whale
Family Physeteridae — Sperm Whales
Physeter macrocephalus .................c.ccoooiivcviiccvcnnnnnn, Sperm Whale
ORDER SIRENIA - Sea Cows
Family Trichechidae — Manatees
Trichechus Man@Ius .............coovceiiicoiicninnceniinnereens West Indian or Caribbean Manatee
ORDER PERISSODACTYLA - Odd-toed Ungulates
Family Equidae — Horses and Asses
Equus asinus® ..o Feral Ass
Equus caballus® ..o Feral Horse
ORDER ARTIODACTYLA - Even-toed Ungulates
Family Suidae — Pigs
SUS SCrofa™ ... Feral Pig or Wild Boar
Family Tayassuidae — Peccaries
Pecaritajacu .............coooocvviniiniviiniiniiini Collared Peccary
Family Cervidae — Deer
AXIS GXIS® ..ot Axis Deer
Dama dama® ..............ccccooiiiiinininiiii Fallow Deer
Cervus canadensis Wapiti or Elk
Cervius RIPPON™ ..........ccoovvevevvnrrriinrcrereino e rerene e naresnene Sika Deer
Cervus unicolor* ..., Sambar Deer
Odocoileus hemionus ............... Mule or Black-tailed Deer
Odocoileus virginianus White-tailed Deer
Alcesalces .............ccccvevcrnne. Moose
Rangifertarandus ..., Caribou
Family Antilocapridae — Pronghorn
Antilocapraamericana..................c.....cc.cooiniiiiinn, Pronghorn
Family Bovidae — Cattle, Antelope, Sheep, and Goats
BOS BiSOMN ...t e American Bison
Bos taurus* ..o Domestic Cattle
Boselaphus tragocamelus* Nilgai
Oryx gazella* ..............cce... Gemsbok
Antilope cervicapra® ............ Blackbuck
Hemitragus jemlahicus® ...... Himalayan Tahr
Capra hircus® ...........cocoun. Goat
CaPra iDExX™ .....o.oueveviiiccieienirsseic st Tbex
Oreamnos AMEriCANUS .................cceeniomornvitiviiniierarnieneiinins Mountain Goat
Ovibos moschatus Muskox
OVIS QFIES™ ..ovoeenerereeeeieeeetreceies oo ressetes e ne European Mouflon Sheep
OVis CANAAENSIS ...........cccocuviveniviiiiiniinis i Mountain or Bighorn Sheep
Ovisdalli..............cc..... Dall’s or Thinhorn Sheep

Ammotragus lervia* .... Barbary Sheep or Aoudad
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