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Le Comité permanent est invité a:

1. remercier les autorités turques de l'excellpréparation et du chaleureux
accueil qui ont caractérisé la réunion;

2. prendre note du rapport du groupe d'experts;
3. prendre note, en particulier, de la réussitied bonne mise en ceuvre des
plans d'action pour les vingt-trois especes d'aiseaondialement

menaceées;

4. prendre note du mandat spécifique du groupdeetas échéant, a le
modifier (annexe 9);

5. examiner et, le cas échéant, adopter les projetsecommandations

suivants:
a. projet de recommandation sur I'application desgldaction
pour la conservation en Europe des oiseaux
mondialement menacés (annexe 6);
b. projet de recommandation sur la conservationédishature a
téte blanch®xyura leucocephaléannexe 7);
C. projet de recommandation sur la conservation dssaox

régionalement menacés en Macaronésie et dans le
Bassin méditerranéen (annexe 8).
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1. Ouverture de la réunion

La réunion est ouverte par S.E. Ziyattin Tokanistie de I'Environnement de la Turquie,
gui souhaite la bienvenue aux participants etfi@tipart d'une série de mesures que son paysagevis
de prendre prochainement pour améliorer la sitnaties oiseaux menacés en Turquie, notamment
I'extension du site de Ramsar du lac Burdur, ete spre toute la zone du lac soit classée.

La liste des participants figure a I'annexe 1r&ésent rapport.

M. Ali lhsan Keng, secrétaire adjoint a I'envirenment, fait un exposé sur le theme «La
protection des oiseaux menacés en Turquie», evarglées principales menaces qui pésent sur les
especes rares dans son pays et les actions eseeeqti fil des derniéres années, telles que laqgpiat
des habitats clés et la création de sanctuairasdgmoiseaux. Il souligne la pertinence de la @otion
de Berne, ratifiée par la Turquie en 1986, et dédavention de Ramsar, ratifiée en 1995. La Turquie
est consciente de la valeur et de la grande impe@tde son extraordinaire diversité biologique, dee
plus fortes des Etats membres du Conseil de I''Euedpentend la préserver pour les générationsefutu

Au nom des participants et du Conseil de I'Eurdge Eladio Fernandez-Galiano, du
Secrétariat, remercie les autorités turques declealeureux accueil, de leur hospitalité et de dmigre
a la fois excellente et tres professionnelle aaguélle elles ont préparé la réunion.

Le Secrétariat présente une breve introductiooigast le cadre de travail du groupe. En
1995, le Comité permanent de la Convention de Barimscrit & son programme d'activités un atelier
chargé de faciliter les discussions avec les paysernés par les vingt-trois plans d'action pour la
conservation en Europe des oiseaux mondialementaaéen élaborés par BirdLife International et
Wetlands International (et financés par la Royati&g for the Protection of Birds et par la
Commission européenne, par le biais d'une aidecotirsau titre du reglement LIFE). A lissue de ces
négociations et de ces contacts, les plans onar@Endés, et formellement présentés au Comité
permanent en janvier 1996. Le Comité permanena devention a adopté sa Recommandatiof8n
sur ces plans d'action (voir annexe 3 au présentradent). Le Groupe d'experts sur la conservatign de
oiseaux, qui a tenu sa premiére réunion a lzmatéacréé par le Comité permanent de la convention e
décembre 1996 avec le mandat suivant:

«Passer en revue les problemes actuels de sadeatgs oiseaux en Europe, et proposer
des actions adaptées. Le groupe assurera en partleusuivi de la Recommandatiofi n
48 (1996) du Comité permanent sur la conservatemnaiseaux d'Europe mondialement
menacés et informera le comité des progres réalagés I'application des plans d'action
mentionnés dans cette recommandation. Le groupergo@uggérer d'autres especes
nécessitant des plans d'action et proposer desresesusceptibles de contribuer a la
sauvegarde des oiseaux menaceés.»

Comme les autres groupes d'experts créés aulditiee Convention de Berne, celui-ci était

prié¢ de présenter au Comité permanent un rappetivdtés, avec d'éventuels projets de
recommandations a examiner.

2. Election du président
M™ Serap Kuleli (Turquie) est élue présidente.

3. Adoption de l'ordre du jour
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L'ordre du jour, tel qu'il figure a I'annexe 2t adopté.
4, Mise en ceuvre des vingt-trois plans d'action

Les Gouvernements de la Bulgarie, de I'Estonie]ad€inlande, de la France, de la
Hongrie, de la Pologne (Gdansk et Wroclaw), du @it de la Roumanie, de la Russie, de la
Slovaquie, de I'Espagne, de la Suéde et de la Eupyasentent des rapports sur l'application de la
Recommandation®m8 et, en général, sur leurs actions en matiesadeegarde des oiseaux menaceés.
Plusieurs partenaires de BirdLife soumettent égaténdes rapports. lls sont tous repris dans les
annexes 4.1 a 4.11.

M. Zoltdn Waliczky, coordinateur du programme @éden de BirdLife International,
présente brievement la maniere dont les plansisrgn ceuvre (annexe 5.1).

La situation de diverses espéces dans différents gouléve de multiples questions. Il ne
serait pas réaliste de faire l'inventaire de tesschs cités, mais les principaux sont repris dansojet
de recommandation adressé au Comité permanentep@umen et, éventuellement, pour adoption
(annexe 6).

Pour résumer de maniére tres générale les nomip@inis évoqués, les plans d'action
sont, dans l'ensemble, percus comme une réusaitglupart des Etats les ont pris trés au sériees. L
gouvernements s'en servent fréquemment pour arienies actions de sauvegarde de ces vingt-trois
especes mondialement menacées. La collaboration k@ge organisations non gouvernementales
(principalement BirdLife) se poursuit, mais ellgieafortement d'un pays a l'autre. Manifestemess, ¢
plans fournissent un bon cadre aux actions de bt de ces espéces, et atteignent leur objectif

Une recommandation spécifique a été élaborée lposmuvegarde de I'érismature a téte
blanche Oxyura leucocepha)ale principal probleme de conservation de I'esgétong terme semble
étre lié a la prolifération d'une espéce concuerehexotique, I'érismature rous&xyura jamaicens)s
gui se croise facilement avec l'érismature a tdamcdhe, l'espéce indigéne. Si les experts sont
généralement d'accord pour dire que la seule soliilong terme est une éradication de l'espéce
exotique, I'érismature rousse, le Royaume-Uni estile a cette idée. Il déclare qu'il suffit devailter
la population sauvage de I'‘érismature rousse patar €ue l'espéce émigre vers d'autres payssgub
d'une séance de négociation réunissant les d@ggate I'Espagne, de la Turquie, du Royaume-Uni et
de BirdLife, et aucun texte n'ayant été adoptdespositions (inchangées) du Royaume-Uni et @autr
délégations, le Secrétariat propose de présent€pmité permanent un projet de recommandation qui
laisse les deux options ouvertes (annexe 7).
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5. Projets pour des nouveaux plans d'action: préséation par BirdLife International

M. Norbert Schaffer (RSPB) présente les nouveaaxspque prépare BirdLife. lls
concernent les especes suivantes:

Polysticta stelleri Aquila clanga Gypaetus barbatus Hieraaetus fasciatus
Aythya nyroca Botaurus stellaris Aquila pomarina Tetrax tetrax

(Un résumeé de son expose figure a I'annexe SoPé&ment rapport.)

Le groupe décide que les plans seront formelleprésentés aux gouvernements quand ils
auront franchi les étapes prévues par la Commissimopéenne (qui en finance certains par le biais
d'une subvention au titre du reglement LIFE).

Il est proposé que la discussion des nouveaus plaation soit inscrite a I'ordre du jour de
la prochaine réunion du groupe d'experts.

6. Role futur du groupe d'experts dans le suivi deplans d'action ] collaboration entre
les gouvernements et les ONG

Le groupe d'experts a actuellement le mandat isuiva

«Passer en revue les problémes actuels de sadeeadgs oiseaux en Europe, et proposer
des actions adaptées. Le groupe assurera en peartiewsuivi de la Recommandatiofi 48 (1996) du
Comité permanent sur la conservation des oisedtxrape mondialement menacés et informera le
comité des progres réalisés dans l'applicatiorptdess d'action mentionnés dans cette recommandation
Le groupe pourra suggérer d'autres especes néceésd@s plans d'action, et proposer des mesures
susceptibles de contribuer a la sauvegarde demusiseenacés.»

Le Secrétariat informe le groupe qu'il doit égadatrservir de forum pour les discussions
et la collaboration entre les gouvernements et deganisations gouvernementales et non
gouvernementales qui ceuvrent a la protection desiox en Europe.

Le délégué de la RSPB présente une propositioned@dement du mandat du groupe en
vue de mieux en structurer les activités (voir aer.

Le Secrétariat signale aux participants que peufare partie du groupe les Parties
contractantes a la convention, les Etats qui ostdut d'observateur, et des observateurs dél@gués
les ONG et les OG pertinentes (notamment d'auti@snisations et conventions internationales, des
partenaires de BirdLife, Medmaravis, Wetlands imtional, le WWF, European Habitat Forum et
d'autres ONG internationales).

Le groupe doit se réunir tous les deux ans, sautmtité du Comité permanent.

(Note: aprés la réunion, la RSPB a suggéré de créerimdsgroupe d'experts un bureau
restreint constitué d'un président, d'un représérda BirdLife et du Secrétariat, et susceptible de
collaborer avec le Comité permanent entre les oéisnilu groupe d'experts. Le Secrétariat a jugé qu'i
serait approprié de discuter de cette éventualige && Comité permanent et d'informer le groupe
d'experts de la décision prise.)

7. Autres actions au niveau européen propositions au Comité permanent

Le groupe examine d'autres especes d'oiseauxériteraient une attention prioritaire de
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la part des gouvernements. Ses membres convieoetes de l'importance de constituer de nouveaux
plans pour les especes mondialement menacées|ansdavegarde des oiseaux en Europe ne devrait
pas en rester la. Le mandat du groupe peut cod\aitres especes menacées en Europe, mais pas
nécessairement celles qui le sont a I'échelle gual@éte. Quoi qu'il en soit, il n'‘est pas utileede
groupe s'intéresse aux espéces accidentellemesenpeé ou dont seule une faible fraction de la
population est représentée en Europe (sans gpedi&soit mondialement menacée).

Le groupe estime que ce probléme pourrait étite ttaune échelle régionale (c'est-a-dire
par régions biogéographiques). Deux zones ont Btsies comme régions pilotes: la région
méditerranéenne et celle de la Macaronésie. Cé&ngégnt été choisies parce qu'elles offrent Ia plu
grande diversité biologique en Europe. Les plaastidh proposés portent sur des espéces qui ne sont
pas mondialement menacées mais qui pourraienfignain plan d'action en raison de l'existence de
sous-especes, de populations ou de variétés ererddiaxtinction. Un projet de recommandation
correspondant est soumis a l'attention du Comit@geent (annexe 8).

8. Divers

Néant.
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ANNEXE 1
LISTE DES PARTICIPANTS

*ALBANIA/ALBANIE  (BirdLife) Mr Ferdinand BEGO, Albanian Society for the Pectitsn of
Birds and Mammals (ASPBM), Tirana University, Musewf Natural Sciences, Rruga e Kavajes,
TIRANA, Albanie (E)

Tel. & Fax ++355 42 290 28 E-mail: entelac@ngmittirana.al

AZERBAIJAN/ADZERBAIDJAN Mr Aziz Nadjaf oghlu NADJAFQOV, State Committee of
Azerbaijan Republic on Ecology & Nature UtilisatiQontrol, Direction des Réserves Naturelles, de la
Chasse et de la Protection de la Faune, 31 Igtigla Street, BAKU, Azerbaijan 370001 (office);03
Djazanghir street, app. 24, BAKU, Azerbaijan 370(2dme)

Tel. 4994 12 92 6352  Fax +994 12 92 59 07 (E)

*BELARUS

BELGIUM/BELGIQUE Mr Patrick DE WOLF, Ministere de la Région waltan) Direction de la
Conservation de la Nature et des Espaces vertgidivde la Nature et des Foréts, 15 av. Prince de
Liege, B-5100 JAMBES (F)

Tel. +32 081 321 322 Fax +32 081 321 260 E-oewolf @ecol.ucl.ac.be

*BULGARIA/BULGARIE (BirdLife) Dr Petar N. IANKOV, Executive Director, Bulgari&ociety

for the Protection of Birds (BSPB)/BirdLife BulgariDianabad bl. 42, ap. 34, POB 114, BG-1172
SOFIA, Bulgarie (E)

Tel.+359 2 620815 / +359 2 689413 Fax +359 2 689E-mail: bspb_hg@main.infotel.bg

(LeBalkan) Dr Tanyo MICHEV, Directeur ScientifiguBpndation "LE BALKAN-BULGARIA", 41
rue Kalimantzi, BG-1505 SOFIA, Bulgaria (E)
Tel. +3592 72 06 30 Fax +359 2 74 60 68 mdi: LEBALKAN@CSERV.MGU.BG

CROATIA/CROATIE  Mrs Jasminka RADOVI_, Head of Department fortBected Flora and Fauna
Species, Directorate for the Protection of Cultarad Natural Heritage, Ministry for Culture, llidd/Il,
10000 ZAGREB (E) Tel. +385 1 432022 Fax +3881515

*CYPRUS/CHYPRE

ESTONIA/ESTONIE Mr Tiit RANDLA, Director, Nature Conservation Osion, Ministry of the
Environment, 24 Toompuiestee, EE 0100 TALLINN (E)
Tel. 3726262 870 Fax 372 6 262 801 E-mdi@&em.envir.ee

FRANCE

(Le Balkan) Mr Bernard RECORBET, Chargé de missibk, BALKAN-FRANCE", Z.A. La Peyrade,
F-34110 FRONTIGNAN, France (F) Tel. +33 (0)46781866 Fax +33 (0)467 437 977
E-mail: beaubrun@crit.univ-montp2.fr Tél. +337418 86 66 Fax +334 67437977

*GREECE/GRECE Mme Demetra SPALA, Ministry of the EnvironmentyyBical Planning and
Public Works, Environmental Planning Division, Natu Environment Management Section, 36
Trikalon str., GR 11526 ATHENS (E) Tel.+30 116820 Fax 30 16918487

(BirdLife) Ms Dionyssia HATZILACOU, President, board of diters, Hellenic Ornithological
Society (BirdLife Greece), Em. Benaki 53 Str., G® B1 ATHENS / Gréce (E)
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Tel. +30 1 3811 271 Fax +30-1 330 11 67 / +30 18271

Mr Costas PAPACONSTANTINOU, Hellenic Ornithologicabciety (BirdLife Greece),
Em. Benaki 53 Str., GR 106 81 ATHENS / Grece (E)
Tel. +30 1 3822722 / 3801167 Fax +30-1 330 14430 1 38 11 271

HUNGARY/HONGRIE  Mr Andras BOEHM, Department of Zoology, Authorifipr Nature
Conservation, Dept of Wildlife Conservation, Mimisbf Environment and Regional Policy, Kdlto u.
21, H-1121 BUDAPEST XII / Hongrie (E)

(BirdLife) Mr Szabolcs NAGY, MME/BirdLife Hungary, Koélté @1, H-1121 BUDAPEST, Hungary
(E) Tel.+36 30593 114 Fax +36 30 804 114f¢ored) or +36 1 175 8327
E-mail: szabolcs@nagysz.zpok.hu

THE NETHERLANDS/PAYS-BAS (see/voir EBCC) Mr Ward J.M. HAGEMEIJER, Secrgtar
EBCC, c/o SOVON Bird Census Work - The Netherlari®igksstraatweg 178, NL-6573 DG BEEK-
UBBERGEN (E)

Tel. +31 (0)24 684 8111 Fax 31 (0)24 684 8186dd: Sovon@inter.nl.net

*POLAND/POLOGNE Dr Maria WIELOCH, Ornithological Station, Instiau of Ecology, Polish
Academy of Sciences, ul. Nadwi_la_ska 108, PI680-GDA_SK 40, Pologne (E)
Tel/Fax 1t +48 58 38 07 59 E-mail: Mwieloch@stornit.gda.pl

*PORTUGAL Ms Marcia PINTO, Instituto da Conservacdo da Mata, Rua Filipe Folque 463
P-1050 LISBOA (E) Tel. +351 1 352 30 18 Fa851 1 357 4711

*ROMANIA/ROUMANIE  Mr Janos Botond KISS, State Secretary, MinistryMater, Forestry &
Environment, Bd. Libertatii 12, 70542 BUCHAREST (E)
Tel. +40 1 410 0243 Fax +401 411 1436

Mr Edmund Eduard Josif BALLON, Romanian Ornitholadi Society, str. CD Gherea bl, §c. B ap.
19, 8800 TULCEA (E) Tel. +40 40 550 338 Fax 440650 498

(BirdLife) Mr Dan MUNTEANU, Romanian Ornithological SocietR®S), Str. Gh. Dima 49/2,
RO-3400 CLUJ (E/F) Tel/lFax +40 64 438 086

*RUSSIA/RUSSIE Dr Alexander L. MISCHENKO, Senior Researcher,-Rillssian Institute for
Nature Protection, P.O. VILR, Znamenskoye-Sadki, 3M@OW 113628 (E)
Tel. +7 095 423 2144 Fax +7 095 283 1202 E-rahios@redro.msk.ru

*SLOVAK REPUBLIC/REPUBLIQUE SLOVAQUE Mr Samuel PA_ENOVSKY, Chairman,
Society for the Protection of Birds in Slovakia &), PO Box 71, SK-093 01 VRANOV NAD
TOP_OU, Slovakia (E) Tel. +421 93161120

Fax +421 93161120 E-mail: sovs@seps.ke.sargiatenovsky@seps.ke.sanet.sk

*SPAIN/ESPAGNE Srta. Asuncién DELGADO-LUZARDO, Jefa de la Seccite Flora y Fauna de
la Viceconsejeria de Medio Ambiente del GobiernocCdmarias, Centro de Planificacion Ambiental,
Carretera de la Esperanza Km. 0.8, E-38071 La laguemerife

Tel. +34 22 25 9903 / 0002 Fax +34 22 262663(E)

SWITZERLAND/SUISSE Mr Werner MULLER, Director, Association suisseupda protection des
oiseaux (ASPO), BirdLife Suisse, case postale 86218036 ZURICH, Suisse Tél. +41 1 463 7271
Fax +41 1 461 4778 E-mail: birdlifesvs@access.cfF/E)
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"THE FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA"/LEX RE PUBLIQUE
YOUGOSLAVE DE MADEDOINE" Mr Branko MICEVSKI, BSPSM, Zoological Department
Biological Institute, Faculty of Sciences, MK-9108BOPJE (E)

Tel. +389 91 161 798 Fax +389 91 228 141  H:meankom@iunona.pmf.ukim.edu.mk

*TURKEY/TURQUIE Adem A _IR, Agricultural Engineer, T.C. Cevre Bakai, Eski_ehir Yolu 8
km, TR-06530 ANKARA  (E)
Tel. 90 (312) 287 9963 - 2408 Fax 90 (312) 2862

Mahmut AKAN, Water Products Engineer, T.C. Cevrekddi i, Eski_ehir Yolu 8 km,
TR-06530 ANKARA  (E) Tel. 90 (312) 287 9963011 Fax 90 (312) 286 22 71

Cansen AKKAYA, Devlet Sui_leri, Genel Mudurli_u, UgtPlan Dairesi Ba_kanl___, Cevre _ube
Mudurd, Yicetepe / ANKARA 06100 (E)
Tel. +90 312 418 0157 / 312 417 8300-2911 / 3127582 Fax +90 3212 417 1378

llker ATI_, Planning Director, Devlet su __leri,B8lge Mudurli_0, TR 35100 BORNOVA- ZM R
(E) Tel. 90 (232) 4355100 Fax 90 (232) 4352374

Ber_| Emili BALANTEKIN, (Min. of Environment, GenDir. Environmental Protection - Wetlands)
T.C. Cevre Bakanli_i, Cevre Koruma Genel Mud., Buldanlar _ube Mid., Eski_ehir Yolu 8 km,
TR-06530 ANKARA (E) Tel. 90 312 287 9963-2011xR® 312 286 2271

Yusuf CERAN, Environment Expert, T.C. Cevre Bakanl Eski_ehir Yolu 8 km,
TR-06530 ANKARA (E) Tel. 90 312 287 9963-2008xPR® 312 286 2271

Ebru CO_KUN KAMILO_LU, Biologist, T.C. Cevre Bakdnl, Eski_ehir Yolu 8 km,
TR-06530 ANKARA (E) Tel. 90 312 287 9963-2011xR#® 312 286 2271

Sunay DEMIRCAN, Dogal Hayati Koruma Dernegi (DHK¥Rociety for the Protection of Nature),
BirdLife Turkey Partner, Pk. 38, BEBEK-ISTANBUL (E)
Tel. 490 212 279 0139 Fax +90 212 279 5544 H:wilakd @sariyer.cc.itu.tr

Guven EKEN, Middle East Technical University, Adalasi Sok 11/14, UMITKOY-ANKARA (E)
Tel. 90 312 2355607 E-mail: b110449@wasp.bio.radtutr

Osman ERDEM, Head of Wetland Section, T.C. Cevrakali i, Eski_ehir Yolu 8 km,
TR-06530 ANKARA (E) Tel. 90 312 287 9963-2010xPR#® 312 286 2271

M. Serhan GOKSU, Head of Section, National Park Gache Wildlife Dept, Orman Bakanligi Gazi
Tesisleri, 11 Nolu Bina, TR-06560 GAZI-ANKARA (E)
Tel. 90 312 221 2170 Fax 90 312 222 5140

Fatma GUNES ERTEN, Head of Section, Orman Bakarliiii Parklar ve av-Yaban Hayah Genel
Madurld_0G, 11 Nolu Bina, TR-06560 GAZI-ANKARA JE
Tel. 90 312 221 1769 Fax 90 312 222 5140

Tansu GURPINAR, Dogal Hayati Koruma Dernegi (DHKD$ociety for the Protection of Nature),
Ankara kemsilcisi, Golgeli sokak 25/6, TR-06700 Bimémanpa_a-ANKARA (E)
Tel. +90 312 436 7414 Fax +90 312 437 5467
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Ali Fuat KUCUK KARAKURT, Chief Engineer, Devlet sisleri, 2 Bolge Mudurlii_i, Planlama sube
Mudurli_a, TR-35100 BORNOVA-IZMIR (E)
Tel. 90 232 4355100 ext. 227 Fax 90 232 435 3742

E. Siihendan KARAUZ, Biologist (expert on sea birdkhistry of Forestry, National Park & Game-
Wildlife Dept;, Orman Bakanligi Gazi Tesisleri, IMolu Bina, TR-06560 GAZI-ANKARA (E)
Tel. 90 312 221 1769 Fax 90 312 222 5140 E-h@B0054@wasp.bio.metu.edu.tr

Mme Serap KULEL__ (Chair/Président); Deputy Direc@eneral, Ministry of Environment, General
Directorate of Environmental Protection, Eski_ehilu 8 km, TR-06530 ANKARA Tel. 90 312 287
9963 Fax 90 312 286 2271 (E)

Hanife KUTLU, Ministry of Environment, General Dgwrate of Environmental Protection, Eski_ehir
Yolu 8 km, TR-06530 ANKARA (E) Tel. 90 312 2896&8-2008 Fax 90 312 286 2271

Siki MEHMET, EGE Universitesi, Fen Fakultesi BiypldBolunu, Zooloji Anabilim Dali, TR-
BORNOVA-IZMIR (F) Tel. 232 388 2601 Fax 232838036

Hacer MISIRUO_LU, Biologist, Ministry of Environmé&nGeneral Directorate of Environmental
Protection, Eski_ehir Yolu 8 km, TR-06530 ANKARA)(
Tel. 90 312 287 9963-2008 Fax 90 312 286 2271

_nce NECAT, Izmir Kus Cenneti, Cevre il Mudurli_Tralatpasa Bulvari No. 59/802, TR-
ALSANCAK-IZMIR (F) Tel. 90 232 422 2658 - 422 136 Fax 90 232 422 1972

Hulya OZBEK, Agricultural Engineer, (Min. of Envinmnent, Gen. Dir. Environmental Protection -
Wetlands) T.C. Cevre Bakanli_i, Cevre Koruma Gendld., Sulak Alanlar _ube Mdud.,
Eski_ehir Yolu 8 km, Bilkent Kav_a_i TR-06530 ANKAR(E)

Tel. 90 312 287 9963-2011 Fax 90 312 286 2271

Nihal SENOL, Environment Engineer, Izmir Cevre iliflirli_0, Talatpasa Bulvari No. 59/802, TR-
ALSANCAK-IZMIR (E) Tel. 90 232 422 2658

Rasim SENTURK, Agricultural Engineer, Cevre Bakanli Eski ehir Yolu 8 Km,
TR-06530 ANKARA (E) Tel. 90 (312) 287 998809 Fax 90 (312) 286 22 71

H. Cengiz SO_ANCIO_LU, Director Izmir Bird's Parsdj Kar_iyalia Milli Parklar ve Av-Yabon,
Hayati Muhendislia_i, Orman Bélge Mudurli_u, Kaalig - IZMIR (E)
Tel. 90 232 381 4140-204 Fax 90 232 369 6483 HfdCengiz Sogancioglu's attention

Ayse TEMIZ, Director of Fauna Section, Ministry Bfivironment, General Directorate of Environment
Protection, Cevre Bakanli_i, Eski_ehir Yolu 8 KnifR-06530 ANKARA (E) Tel. 90 (312) 287
9963 Fax 90 (312) 286 2271

Alpay TIRIL, Ege University, Landscape Architectiept, TR 35100 Bornova-IZMIR (E)
Tel. E-mail: Tiril@zirzat.ege.edu.tr

Arzu TURAN, Landscape architect, Izmir Kus Cenn@irds' Paradise), Alsancak Mah. Talatpasa
Bulvari, Pazaryeri ve Ticaret is Markeri No. 59/802-803, TR Alsancak-IZMIR (E) Tel. 90 232
4221763 / 422 2658 Fax 90 232 422 1972

*UKRAINE Dr Vassili PRIDATKO, Head of Land and Biodivegs{fonservation Division, Ministry
for Environmental Protection and Nuclear SafetyJ&faine (MEPNSU), 5 Khreshchatyk Str., 252601
KYIV-1 (E)
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Tel. 380 44 2241113/ 294 9556 Fax 380 44 294 9246 5862 (home: 380 44 2424751)
E-mail: biodiver@land.freenet.kiev.ua / pridatko@pniireenet.kiev.ua

Vasiliy KOSTYUSHIN, Ukrainian Bird Protection Sotje Chervonoarmeiskaya str. 92, app. 3, KYIV
5, Ukraine (E)
Tel. +380 44 220 10 28 /22551 87 Fax +38 0112228 E-mail: kost@necu.freenet.kiev.ua

UNITED KINGDOM/ROYAUME-UNI Ms Christine HARRY, Department of the Environment
European Wildlife Division, Room 905, Tollgate Heusloulton Street,
GB-BRISTOL BS29DJ (E)  Tel. +44 117 987 82BRéx +44 117 987 8182

Mr John HOLMES, Joint Nature Conservancy Council,orlstone House, City Road,
GB-PETERBOROUGH PE1 1JY (E)
Tel. +44 1733 62626 Fax +44 1733 555948 H:aimes_j@jncc.gov.uk

(BirdLife) Mr Zoltdn WALICZKY, BirdLife International, Wellbwok Court, Girton Road, GB
CAMBRIDGE CB3 ONA, Grande-Bretagne
Tel. +44 1223 277 318 Fax +44 1223 277 200 E-maltan.waliczky@birdlife.org.uk

Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Speciesof Wild Animals (UNEP/CMS
Secretariat)(Bonn Convention) Mr Pablo CANEVARI, Technical Officer, UNEP/CMS &etariat,
United Nations Premises in Bonn, Martin-Luther-Kiig. 8, D 53175 BONN, Allemagne (E)

Tel. +49 228 815 2401/ 2 Fax +49 228 815 24EBMail: PCANEVARI@CMS.UNEP.DE

European Bird Census Council (EBCC) (see/voir The  Netherlands/Pays-Bas)
Mr Ward J.M. HAGEMEIJER, Secretary EBCC, c/o SOVBMd Census Work - The Netherlands,
Rijksstraatweg 178, NL-6573 DG BEEK-UBBERGEN (E)

Tel. +31 (0)24 6848 111 Fax +31 (0)24 6848 1B8nail: Sovon@inter.nl.net

MEDMARAVIS Mr John WALMSLEY, MEDMARAVIS, B.P. 2, F-83470 SNT MAXIMIN,
France (F) Tel. +33 04 9459 4069 Fax +33 04 9459 4738

Oiseaux Migrateurs du Paléarctique OccidentalM. Frédéric CHEVALLIER, OMPO, 5 avenue des
Chasseurs, F-75017 PARIS, France (F)
Tel. +33(0)1 44010510 Fax +33 (0)1 44 0105 E-mail: OMPO@Dyadel.net

Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB)BirdLife) Mr Norbert SCHAFFER, Threatened
Species Office/Biologist, BirdLife International/RB, Muihlenweg 10, D-85354 FREISING,
Allemagne (E)

Tel. +49 8161 44622 Fax +49 8161 44623 E-maibert.schaeffer@T-online.de

SEO/BirdLife Spain (BirdLife) Mr Juan CRIADO, Sociedad Espafiola de Ornitologia
(SEO/BirdLife), Species and Habitats ConservatiogptD Carretera de Humer& 63-1, E-28224
POZUELO DE ALARCON (MADRID), Espagne (E)

Tel. +34 1 351 1045 Fax +34 1 351 1386 E-m&@lO®Quercus.es

Wetlands International Mr Des CALLAGHAN, The Wildfowl & Wetlands Trust WWT),
Slimbridge, GB-GLOUCESTER GL2 7BT, Grande Bretadig
Tel. +44 1453 890 333 (Ext. 230) Fax +44 1453 887 E-mail: Des.Callaghan@wwt.org.uk

Mr Paul ROSE, Wetlands International, Marijkeweg RO Box 7002, NL 6700 CA WAGENINGEN,
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Pays-Bas (E)
Tel. +31 317 474 728 Fax +31 317 474 712 E:madéle@wetlands.agro.nl

SECRETARIAT

Council of Europe / Conseil de I'Europe

Directorate of Environment and Local Authorities/Direction de I'Environnement et des Pouvoirs
Locaux, F-67075 STRASBOURG CEDEX, France

Tel. +33 (0)3 88 31 20 00 Fax + 33 (0)3 824 81 /82 /83

Mr Eladio FERNANDEZ-GALIANO, Environment Conservati and Management Division / Division

de la Protection et de la Gestion de I'Environnémen
Tel. + 33 (0)3 8841 2259 Fax +33 (0)3 88 458727 84 E-mail: eladio.galiano@dela.coe.fr

Apologised for absence/excusé

LIECHTENSTEIN

BELARUS - Mr Alexey K. TISHECHKIN, Institute of Zoology,luF. Skoriny 27, 220072 MINSK
Fax +375 (0172) 68-03-23 E-mail: zoobel@bas30dtammsk.by

SLOVAKIA - Mr Peter PILINSKY, Ministry of the Environment the Slovak Republic, Nam. _. Stura
1,812 35 BRATISLAVA (E) Tel. +421 7 516 218%x +421 7 516 2031

E-mail: cites@savba.savba.sk )

Apologised for absence/excusé replaced by : Mr Samuel PACENOVSKY,

OECD/OCDE

UN-ECE/ONU-CEE

AFRICAN-EURASIAN MIGRATORY WATERBIRD AGREEMENT - Mr Bert LENTEN,
Interim Secretariat of the African -Eurasian Migrst Waterbird Agreement, Room 3510, PO 20401,
2500 EK THE HAGUE, Pays-Bas (E)

Tel. +31 70 379 29 82 Fax +31 70 379 37 51 E:nfalenten@]n.agro.nl

Birdlife - Ukraine /UTOP

European Habitats Forum - represented by BirdLife and Wetlands Internation
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ANNEXE 2

ORDRE DU JOUR

lundi 5 mai 1997 au mercredi 7 mai 1997

lundi 9 h 30

Discours d'ouverture par S.E. Ziyattin TOKAR, reiné de I'Environnement de la Turquie
Ouverture du séminaire

- Exposé "La protection des oiseaux menaceés equigirpar M. Ali _hsan KENC, Vice-

Secrétaire du ministére de I'Environnement

8.

- Introduction aux travaux par le Secrétariated€onvention

Election du président

Adoption de l'ordre du jour

Mise en ceuvre des 23 Plans d'action :

- rapports des gouvernements

- actions menées par les organisations non goewermtales

- discussion

- recommandation éventuelle au Comité permanelat Genvention de Berne

Projets pour des nouveaux plans d'action : ptésen par BirdLife International

Réle futur du Groupe d'experts dans le suiviglass d'action. Collaboration entre les
gouvernements et les ONG

D'autres actions relatives a la conservationotkEsaux au niveau européen. Propositions
au Comité permanent

Divers

jeudi 8 mai 1997

Note:

Excursion organisée par les autorités turques

Les 5 et 7 mai 1997, le ministére de I'Environaetinvitera les participants a des diners
d'ouverture et de cl6ture de la réunion.
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APPENDIX/ANNEXE

List of species for which Action Plans have been rda /
Liste d'espéces pour lesquelles des Plans d'actiont été rédigés

Macaronesian and Iberian endemics / EndémiquesrorsEsens et ibériques

Pyrrhula murina Columba junoniae
Pterodroma madeira Fringilla teydea
Pterodroma feae Chlamydotis undulata
Columba trocaz Aquila adalberti
Columba bolli

Waterbird species / Oiseaux d'eau

Numenius tenuirostris Marmaronetta angustirastri
Pelecanus crispus Branta ruficollis
Phalacrocorax pigmaeu Anser erythropus

Oxyura leucocephala

Non-waterbird species / Autres especes

Aquila heliaca Larus audouini
Aegypius monachus Acrocephalus paludicola
Falco naumanni Crex crex

Otis tarda
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ANNEXE 3

Convention relative a la conservation
de la vie sauvage et du milieu naturel de I'Eerop

Comité permanent

Recommandation r? 48 du Comité Permanent, adoptée le 26 janvier 1996
concernant la conservation des oiseaux d'Europe mdialement menacés

Le Comité permanent de la Convention relative éolaservation de la vie sauvage et du milieu naturel
de I'Europe, agissant en vertu de l'article 14adednvention,

Eu égard a I'objectif de la Convention de consdevéaune sauvage et ses habitats naturels ;

Rappelant que l'article 1, paragraphe 2 de la Guiore prie les Parties contractantes d'accorder une
attention particuliere aux espéces menacées atatiret vulnérables ;

Constatant gu'un nombre considérable d'especesalni d'Europe ont souffert d'un déclin de leurs
effectifs, d'une réduction de leur aire de répartipéographique ou voient leur population critineat
menacée d'extinction ;

Désireux d'éviter toute perte supplémentaire diviersité biologique en Europe ;

Conscient du fait que I'élaboration et l'applicatite Plans d'action peuvent étre précieux pouriaregl
la situation dans laquelle se trouvent les oiseErope mondialement menaceés ;

Conscient des obligations énoncées dans I'Accardasuonservation des oiseaux d'eau migrateurs
d'Afrique-Eurasie, conclu dans le cadre de la Cotioe relative a la conservation des espéces
migratrices appartenant a la faune sauvage (Behdgs efforts entrepris pour amender le Protat®le
Geneve relatif aux aires spécialement protégéekn ddéditerranée (Protocole a la Convention de
Barcelone pour la protection de la mer Méditerrasuere la pollution) afin d'y inclure des dispimsis
relatives a la protection des oiseaux menaces ;

Saluant l'intention du PNUE/CMS d'accroitre la comation avec la Convention de Berne en vue
d'appliquer I'Accord sur la conservation des oizedieau migrateurs d'Afrique-Eurasie et les autres
accords conclus en vertu de la Convention de Bonn ;

Rappelant les Résolutions (67) 24 et (73) 31, ajus la Recommandation (82) 10 du Comité des
Ministres du Conseil de I'Europe, sur les oiseaéizensitant des mesures spéciales de protection en
Europe ;

Se référant aux Plans d'action sur les oiseauxap¥umondialement menacés soumis par BirdLife et
Wetlands International ;

Soucieux d'entreprendre sans délai des actions lposauvegarde des oiseaux les plus menacés
d'Europe ;

Recommande aux Parties Contractantes a la Connesttite cas échéant, aux Etats invités a y adhérer
ou a siéger aux réunions du Comité permanenteditbservateur :
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d'envisager la mise en ceuvre (ou le cas échéaanfercement) de Plans d'action nationaux pour les
especes figurant a I'Annexe A a la présente Recowtatian ; de prendre note, dans ce contexte, des
Plans d'action susmentionnés sur les oiseaux giEunondialement menacés.

Annexe A a la Recommandation

Endémiques macaronésiens et ibériques

Pyrrhula murina Columba junionae
Pterodroma madeira Fringilla teydea
Pterodroma feae Chlamydotis undulata
Columba trocaz Aquila adalberti
Columba bolli

Oiseaux d'eau

Numenius tenuirostris Marmaronetta angustirastri
Pelecanus crispus Branta ruficollis
Phalacrocorax pigmaeus Anser erythropus

Oxyura leucocephala

Autres especes

Aquila heliaca Larus audouini
Aegypius monachus Acrocephalus paludicola
Falco naumanni Crex crex

Otis tarda
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ANNEXE 4

Bulgaria
Estonia

Finland

France

Greece
Hungary
Poland (Gda_sk and Wroc_aw)
Portugal
Romania
Russia
Slovakia

Spain

Sweden

Suisse

Turkey

Ukraine

United Kingdom

Programme LIFECrex crexen Belgique
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4.1 Bulgaria
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4.2 Estonia

Respondent: Tiit Randla

Director, Nature Conservation Division

Ministry of the Environment

Board Member, Estonian Ornithological Society

Of the 331 bird species (together with sub-spedie&stonia, 222 species are protected under the Ac
on Protected Natural Objects (1994). Protectedispare divided into three categories. The nast r
breeding birds belong to category I. Their numbas decreased significantly and they may be in
danger of extinction. These birds are endangerddialnerable. There are seven species in catdégory
White-tailed Eagle, Osprey, Short-toed Eagle, gteve, Black Stork, Willow Grouse, Golden Eagle.
The species of category | are specified in an Adie number of White-tailed Eagle has increased in
recent decades (up to 60 pairs in Estonia) anddimogld be transferred to category Il

Rare and demanding species (35 altogether) aatégary Il. The species of category Il are spedifi
in a governmental regulation.

Other protected species fall into category lllotBetion of these species has a somewhat moralimgean
(singing birds, decorative birds). The speciesaiegory lll are nominated with a regulation of the
Minister of Environment.

The lists of protected species were drawn up armoapd after Estonia's accession to the Bern
Convention (1992) and thus, requirements undeiGbis/ention have been taken into account.

On the initiative of the Nature Conservation Conwiais of the Academy of Science of Estonia, a Red
Data Book of Estonia has been compiled. The &dition was published in 1982. Estonia took an
active part in compiling also the Red Data Boolhef Baltic countries (published in 1992). Thisryea
(1997), a new Red Data Book List will be publishdal Estonia, the Red Data Book is an expression o
activities of the public and public bird protectioifthe assessments published in the RDB are taken a
basis for formulation of a national bird protectipolicy. Drawing up management plans for protected
species is one of the new trends in Estonia. B 18uch management plans will be drawn up for
White-tailed Eagle, Common Crane and Caipercailfeblication of a Bird of the Year is also one of
the most important bird protection instrumentsjrgjwise to collection of new data and promotion of
bird protection. The Bird of the Year 1995 was@@nake, that of 1996 Curlew and this year - Common
Crane.

At present, the Red Data Book List of Extinct Speaontains Red-throated Diver and Great Grey Owl,
which have not been found breeding during thelaltcentury. Seven species are listed as endashger

species: Black-throated Diver, Short-toed Eaglere@rine, Willow Grouse, Great Snipe, Black

Guillemot and European Roller.

Nine species are listed as species demanding spegponsibility (vulnerable): Black Stork, Merjin
Common Quail, Dunlin, Ruff, Lesser Black-backedl@hspian Tern and Green Woodpecker.

Of the 26 globally threatened species in Europtiom plans have been drawn up for the
protection of 23 of them. Corncrake is numerougstonia (up to 5,000 breeding pairs). Estonian
ornithologists participated in drawing up this patl action plan. Now it is time to implement it.

Steller's Eider, another of the above speciesjrigering in our waters. In 1990-1997, an
average of four and a maximum of six thousand bivdse wintering near the western coasts of
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Saaremaa and Hiiumaa from November till May.

Among other species, Spotted Eagle is a verylmageding bird; Ferruginous Duck, Red-
breasted Goose and Lesser White-fronted Gooseceasional visitors.

Close co-operation with the Conventions of RamBarn and Bonn is a priority of the
Estonian bird protection policy. The Estonian Goweent has approved the proposition to introduce
new important wetlands (10 new sites). It has lg@mned to accede to the African-Eurasian Miggator
Waterbirds Agreement under the Bonn Convention (BAW
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4.3 Finland

Respondent: Seppor VUOLANTO

Ministry of the Environment

PO Box 399

00121 Helsinki 28 April 1997
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4.4 France

CITES »

LE RALE DES GENETS

Crex crexL.
Gruiformes
Rallidés
Convention de Bonp
Convention de Berng  Annexe Il
Directive Oiseaux»  Annexe |
Directive
Habitats Faune, Flore
Droit interne>  Arrété du 17/04/81 (article 1)
Catégorie UICN>  Au niveau mondiak R
» En France >V
Présentation (mégaphorbiaies, roselieres, caricaies, ...). Sasawation nécessite

impérativement de lui maintenir des habitats fablas
La distribution de I'espéce est eurasienne, desbiitganniques a la Sibérie
et des cOtes norvégiennes aux rivages septentiatela Mer Noire. Plus
de la moitié de la population mondiale pourraitregroduire en Asie. En
Europe, les populations les lus importantes sevémudans la partie
orientale du continent, de la Russie a la Polo¢ge,moins 80 000 males
chanteurs). Plus a l'ouest, la France est lepssid qui accueille un effectif
supérieur au millier de males chanteurs.
Présent en Europe d'avril a ao(t, elle se repralduis les prairies fauchées
tardivement en particulier dans celles des valiglssiales inondables,
hiverne en Afrique australe. Nocturne, le male téamechant bisyllabique
trés caractéristique.
La femelle peut entreprendre une deuxieme ponte awvgartenaire parfois
différent dans certains secteurs, quand les conditle lui permettent
(fauches tardives).

Répartition et situation des populations en France

En France, comme dans la plupart des autres paysoge, le rale des

genéts a commencé a régresser dés le début si¥de. Une premiére

enquéte menée de 1982 a 1984 montre que la papufedincaise du rale

des genéts était répartie en cing entités prinegpal une population

normande (70 a 330 males chanteurs), une populdéos le bassin de la
Loire inférieure (900 a 1 230 chanteurs), une pafu dans le centre ouest
(200 chanteurs), une population dans le bassia &abdne (300 chanteurs)
et une dans le Val-de-Meuse (20 a 50 chanteurs).

En 1991, un nouveau recensement national fait afiparpar rapport a

l'enquéte précédente, une régression de 43 % emaddie, 37 % dans le
Val-de-Loire, 50 % dans le Centre ouest, 65 % dabsssin de la Sabne et
25 % dans le Val de Meuse. Aujourdhui, la popairafrancaise du rale

des genéts est estimée a 1 100 - 1 200 males ahgreeit une diminution

de 40 % en 8 ans.

Causes de raréfaction et menaces

Les principales causes de régression de l'espatééss :

- a la perte des habitats favorables a I'espe@énédye et mise en culture
des prairies humides, abandon de prairies de ésu@ntrainant une
modification de la structure de I'habitat, extengite la populiculture dans
les plaines alluviales) ;

- aux modifications des pratiques agricoles (fageh&op précoce et plus
rapide des prairies, notamment en raison dedatibn de matériel moderne
plus performant, du paturage plus précoce, du dppement de la pratique
de I'ensilage).

Problématique de conservation

Cette espece est strictement liée aux prairiesdesnidans la plupart des
cas fauchées et ne niche qu'exceptionnellement dangres habitats
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Objectifs du programme d'action

L'objectif du programme vise a replacer le rale deséts dans un état de
conservation favorable, c'est-a-dire de doublemimimum la population
actuelle.

L'objectif visé doit s'obtenir en augmentant lesfasies de prairies de
fauches par abandon des cultures dans les vafléedables, et la mise en
pratigue de mesures favorables a l'espece sueifdils de son aire de
répartition. Pour étre rapidement efficace, cesunessdoivent s'appliquer
sur des territoires abritant au moins 50 % de lpufadion nationale de
l'espéce.

Mise en ceuvre

La mise en ceuvre du programme nécessite en dehdtacduisition par
divers organismes des terrains favorables a I'esf@80 hectares acquis a
ce jour), darréter la destruction des habitatoendavorables a l'espéce,
c'est-a-dire d'arréter le drainage et la mise &oreudes prairies inondables,
d'encourager les fauches tardives, de limiter il&ges de recréer des
habitats lors de 'abandon des culture.

Les actions déja en cours sont de deux types :

- des programmes de conservation ;

- des programmes de promotion d'opération localegortant des mesures
agri-environnementales compatibles avec la bioldgiedle des genéts.
Pour les opérations du premier type, il s'agit :

- d'un programme mené par la LPO dans les basdiéssvangevines qui
vise a sauvegarder la population la plus importade [I'Europe
communautaire ;

- de programmes menés par les conservatoires edgicet 'ONC dans le
Val-de-Saéne et les vallées de l'est de la France ;

- du programme RSPB-LPO qui se déroule sur cings sfiilotes (en
Normandie, Bourgogne, estuaire de la Loire, valléda Charente) et qui
propose des programmes d'acquisition et de gestiommilieu par les
agriculteurs.

Les actions du deuxieme type portent sur des dsntta maintien de la
fauche et du retard de la fauche aprés la premioie la deuxieme nichée
en Val-de-Loire et de Sadne notamment.

Une enquéte nationale doit étre menée tous lesasgafin de juger de
l'efficacité des mesures engagées avec une attguaiticuliere sur les sites
concernés par les mesures agri-environnementales.

Les premiers résultats montrent que les fauchesifoges permettent de
sauver jusqu'a 50 % des poussins et que les fatafiiges permettent la
survie de la majorité des poussins issus d'éclegioécoces.

Ces travaux montrent que, d'une part, les opémtibacquisition ou de
gestion doivent se poursuivre sur les sites de |popos actuelles et que,
d'autre part, la mise en application et le render@nt des mesures
agri-environnementales, dites opérations localesjedt se systématiser a
I'ensemble des zones de nidification francaiseeZeier type d'actions est
le seul a pouvoir atteindre l'objectif fixé.

Les partenaires actuels sont les associations degtion de la nature
locales, le LPO, les conservatoires régionaux, ©QMs pouvoirs publics,
les ADASEA, les syndicats agricoles et les agriu eux-mémes.

Les moyens mobilisés proviennent de l'union européedes ministeres de
I'Agriculture et de [I'Environnement, de la LPO, d®NC et des
collectivités.

T-PVS (97) 15
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CITES>» Annexe |l (C1)

Convention de Bonx  Annexe Il
Convention de Berne  Annexe Il
Directive Oiseaux>r Annexe |

Directive
Habitats Faune, Flore

Droit interne»

Catégorie UICN>  Au niveau mondiak R
» EnFrance > E

Présentation

Le faucon crécerellette couvre I'Eurasie méridierslle Maghreb.

La régression de l'espece de prés de 90 % destifsffele I'Europe
communautaire entre 1965 et 1980, avec un totmh@st seulement 15 000
couples (1992), la fait considérer comme l'une slgst especes d'oiseaux
les plus menacées d'Europe. Elle est éteinte das@eyws pays d'Europe
centrale.

Le faucon crécerellette est un petit rapace inemeti migrateur. Son
biotope d'alimentation est varié : pelouses sechegaminées (steppes)
paturées ou non, cultures de céréales non irrigugeberes, friches
herbacées, bordures de zones humides paturéeseetgiavant la mise en
eau.

Il installe son nid dans des trous de falaises, aestructions humaines,
dans des arbres creux ou des tas de pierres.dips&a facilement a
différents types de nichoirs.

Répartition et situation des populations en France

La seule population connue est située dans laetieppique de la Crau
(Bouches-du -Rhone). Les effectifs nicheurs desqatipulation augmentent
réguliérement depuis une douzaine d'années (rdeirs couples en 1985,
42 couples au minimum pour la saison 1996). En,edferes une trés forte
baisse de la population francaise de crécerell¢d®86 de perte en trente
ans), seule une petite population existait encdaefia des années 80. Cette
population située en Crau, augmente d'environ 3@&f@n. Les résultats du
baguage laissent penser que le dynamisme de agitdafion ne dépend
pas d'apports extérieurs (méme si des échangetergkisLa population
francaise représente moins de 1 % de la principapeilation européenne,
la population espagnole (8.000 couples). Toutedties est actuellement la
population la plus au nord, et représente le deui"'entre les populations
espagnoles et italiennes. Sa dynamique de populagmble plus élevée
que celle des populations ibériques qui sont ésdié

Causes de raréfaction et menaces

Les principales causes potentielles de raréfactocernent :

- l'usage des pesticides sur les zones de repiody&urope et Afrique du
Nord) et sur les zones d'hivernage (Afrique) ;

- la destruction ou modification des habitats fabdes en zone de
reproduction et transformation de I'agriculture ;

- la destruction ou la réhabilitation des sitesefgoduction ;

- la concurrence avec dautres especes pour les dié nidification
(choucas). Cette thése est controversée mais onsaté, en Crau, que la
colonisation d'une bergerie par le choucas avaiivqmué l'abandon
progressif des couples de crécerellettes nicheurs.

Problématique de conservation

Si la population relictuelle ne semble plus menaoée revanche, la
conquéte de nouveaux sites de reproduction damseiigble de la plaine
semble lente, malgré la pose de plusieurs dizaleesichoirs favorables a
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Arrété du 17/04/81 (article 1)

LE FAUCON

CRECERELLETTE
Falco naumannFleischer
Accipitriformes
Falconidés

l'espéce.

Hors de la plaine de Crau, aucun des anciens deesidification ne
semblent avoir été recolonisé a ce jour. Par adllecertaines modifications
culturales (jacheres, abandons de cultures, présdacjeune friches, ...)
peuvent étre favorables a l'installation progressie colonies nouvelles.
Les plaines agricoles du Languedoc-Roussillon éadirovence pourraient
donc, dans certaines conditions, devenir favorabkespéece.

Objectifs du programme d'action

Le programme vise a la restauration de populatdaisles ou d'un niveau
comparable a celui des années 60, en Crau et naus(?0 a 150 couples).

Mise en ceuvre

En Crau, la mise en ceuvre de l'objectif nécessitenaoursuivre les actions
engagées et d'obtenir a minima la conservatioon@ terme, de I'ensemble
de la zone de protection spéciales (ZPS), de pwuesies acquisitions, de
réhabiliter les zones périphérique ou la déprisizalg apparait.

Pour la protection du biotope constitué par lastege la Crau, plusieurs
programmes environnementaux ont été développésl'ahréan européenne
et les ministeres de I'Environnement et de I'Adtira. Le suivi de cette
population est effectué depuis 1984 et, depuis 19@4 opérations de
baguage sont menées en liaison avec I'Espagne?isD&p@3, sont
conduites des études sur la biologie d'alimentatiofaucon crécerellette en
Crau et sur les densités par milieu des principalegs.

Une zone de protection spéciales (ZPS) a été migdaee sur 11 500 ha
de pelouses steppiques (originellement les steplgeCrau couvraient
60 000 ha).

250 ha de steppe (2 bergeries) ont été acquisgsaagbkociations et 300 ha
supplémentaires le seront prochainement. Le crifetéeea niché plusieurs
années sur un des sites acquis.

Parallélement, la surveillance des sites de natifin, réalisée avec le FIR
depuis 1986, a donné lieu a I'établissement deioefapositives entre les
associations et les propriétaires des sites. Em@fonichoirs ont été posés.
Pour l'avenir, il est envisagé dacquérir et deabéiter les secteur
arboricoles du centre Crau (environ un millier dtaees), au fur et a mesure
de leur disponibilité.

Des expérimentations pastorales doivent étre dgpékes, ainsi que des
expérimentations de nichoirs et d'aménagement desemoix sites de
nidification. Parallélement est & réaliser une rimftion-sensibilisation des
propriétaires fonciers, éleveurs, bergers, chassetitouristes.

Hors de Crau, la mise en ceuvre de l'objectif néteeasaprés avoir mené
des études de potentiel alimentaire, d'élaborer puogramme de
réhabilitation des steppes et des sites favorablasreproduction, au nord
de l'étang de Berre ainsi qu'entre I'étang de BetréEspagne, sur les
plaines alluviales caillouteuses de la Provenadudtanguedoc-Roussillon.
Une premiére démarche expérimentale sera utileyrsdomaine de surface
suffisante ; si 'on n'obtient pas de recolonisatimturelle des sites, |l
conviendra d'étudier les conditions d'une éverguéihtroduction.

Les différents partenaires actuels du programme kofrIR, le CEEP,
IEPHE, le CRBPO, la station biologique de Dofiana Espagne,
(programme LIFE pour la Crau).
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Les moyens mobilisés proviennent du ministere Havitonnement, de
I'Union européenne et des moyens propres a chgagtenaire.
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Goéland argenté Larus argentatus Pontopp.) goéland
d'Audouin (arus audouinii Payraudeau) ; goéland leucophée
(Larus cachinnansPallas) ; goéland cendréafus canusL.) ;
goéland brunl(arus fuscud.. ) ; goéland railleurl(arus genet
Bréme) ; goéland bourgmestreatus hyperboreusGunnerus) ;
goéland marin larus marinusL.); mouette mélanocéphale
(Larus melanocephalu§emminck) ; mouette pygméd.grus
minutusPallas) ; mouette rieusedrus ridibundusL.) ; mouette
de Sabine l@arus sabini Sabine) ; mouette tridactyleRissa
tridactylaL.) ; laridés, charadriiformes.

Présentation et situation des populations en France

La mouette mélanocéphale nicha pour la premiére & 1965 en
Camargue, en 1990 171 couples y étaient recengéscds de reproduction
se sont multipliés par la suite sur tout le teinétol'espéce installant le plus
souvent ses nids (200 a 300 couples estimés asheil) au sein de
colonies de mouette rieuse.

L'effectif des colonies de mouette rieuse atteig8ai000 couples au début
des années 1980. Compte-tenu du considérable dymande I'espéce, cet
effectif dépasserait certainement les 50000 coupleheurs. Les
populations frangaises hivernent sur les cotesagehinsule ibérique ainsi
que du Maroc au Sénégal. Par rapport a la popnlatioopéenne, celle de
France représente de l'ordre du | %.

Jusqu'a la fin des années 1960, le goéland rail&émit nicheur, en
Camargue, qu'a raison de quelques couples. A pltl972, la population
nicheuse y passe de 3 couples a 25 en 1977, @di4 an 1990 ; toutefois,
l'espéce n'a pas colonisé d'autres sites.

La petite population nicheuse du goéland d'Audesinlimitée a la Corse
ou les 90 couples présents se répartissent encolugies. Les effectifs y
sont variables et freinés par la présence desdiantes colonies de goéland
leucophées. La France héberge moins de 1% de qefpalation
principalement concentrée en territoire espagrdP4des effectifs).

C'est en 1966 que le goéland cendré se reproduitlpgoremiére fois en
Haute-Savoie, alors que sa présence n'était ne¢g'fucette période qu'en
hiver en France. Depuis, les cas se sont multipliéluisant a un effectif
nicheur de l'ordre de 35 couple environ, dissémitiéss les deux tiers
septentrionaux du pays. La population frangais# tie range trés marginal
au niveau européen.

La répartition actuelle du goéland brun en Frarstecétiere et s'étend du
Pas-de-Calais a la Gironde. Ne comptant qu'en@ couples nicheurs
vers 1920, son expansion démographique devint &xoeplle au début
des années 1960. La population est estimée a 18dd@les en 1977-1978,
puis & 23 000 couples en 1987-1989. Forte de 23c00Ples en 1987-
1989, la population francaise représente 11 % eféedtif mondial de
l'espéce.

Rare en Bretagne au début de ce siécle, la papulaitheuse de goéland
argenté qui appartient a la sous-espaaenteuscomptait environ 7 000
couples en 1975. A partir du début des années 186@&ffectifs croissent
au rythme de 10 % chaque année pour atteindreveaumide 90 000 en
1987-1989. L'espece qui était restée cotiere comenen s'implanter a
lintérieur des terres et depuis le début des anh8€0, I'espéce installe ses
colonies en milieu urbain sur les toits des immesibiotamment dans les
villes de Brest, Quimper, Morlaix, Rennes, Le HaReuen. Les goélands
argentés nicheurs en France représentent 22 %fféetif mondial.
Egalement, peu abondant au cours du premier geacedsiéecle et limité a
la cote méditerranéenne continentale et a la Cdesgpéland leucophée
voit ses effectifs s'accroitre et, dés 1950, celemprogressivement la cote
atlantique (du Morbihan a la Gironde) et les vallékes grands fleuves
(Rhdéne puis Rhin, Bassin de la Garonne, Loire, Seétemment). Sa
population estimée a 32 000 couples en 1989 eteguésentait 22 % de la
population du bassin méditerranéen occidental sitlduest de I'axe Italie-
Tunisie, n'a pas fait I'objet de recensements técen

Les colonies du goéland marin se situent sur tlerdit de la Manche et de
Atlantique, du Pays-de-Caux en Seine-Maritime qitau bassin
d'Arcachon en Gironde. Peu mentionné avant 192@oééand connait, a
partir de la fin des années 1950 un fort accroissgrde ses effectifs qui
s'accompagne d'une expansion géographique. Comgulend argenté, il
niche actuellement sur des édifices en ville (Cbertp, Le Havre, Dieppe,
Le Tréport, Saint-Malo, Brest, Douarnenez). Lesdifs nicheurs francgais,
avec 2200 couples en 1989, représentent un pensntE 1 % de la
population mondiale de I'espéce.
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On connaissait des colonies de mouettes tridacgylgsrance dés le X\l
siecle, mais avec des effectifs restreints et dgsantations coloniales
fluctuantes. L'accroissement de la population d&bétitablement au cours
des années 1970. Le caractere pélagique de I'espadait des oiseux nés
en France a hiverner jusquau sud du Groenlanduelarge des cotes
américaines. En expansion, la population de mousttactyle subit une
progression démographique de l'ordre de 10 % parerarFrance. La
population de mouette tridactyle comprend en Fran@e0 a 5 000 couples
nicheurs et tient un rang marginal.

La mouette pygmée s'observe preés de nos cotes l@easen période de
migration qu'en hiver, période au cours de laquelle s'y montre fort peu
abondante. La France n'est que trés peu conceanéefpe espece.

Toutes les espéces, sauf le goéland brun, le gbélagenté et le goéland
marin figurent aux annexes |l ou Il de la Conventde Berne (19/09/79).
Le goéland d'Audouin est inscrit & I'annexe | deClanvention de Bonn
(23/06/79).

L'arrété national du 17/04/81 modifié fixe la listes oiseaux protégés sur
l'ensemble du territoire métropolitain. Toutes éspeces de mouettes et de
goélands sont protégées, totalement ou partiellerpancet arrété.

En France, 3 especes sont considérées comme \niiné&aune espece
rare.

Causes de raréfaction et menaces

Pour la plupart des espéces de laridés, il apparst leur expansion
démographique a été largement favorisée par lese em statut d'especes
protégées.

Autrefois, les colonies de goélands argenté, lelugep brun et marin,
étaient soumises au ramassage traditionnel des d&dafs I'exceptionnel
dynamisme démographique des laridés tient audsiitaqu'ils ont su tirer le
meilleur parti de nouvelles sources alimentairemndantes avec, d'une part,
laugmentation des activités humaines de péchendrayet le rejet en mer
des déchets de poisson en quantité croissant@aetredpart, 'augmentation
considérable du volume des déchets ménagers ndeararge qui leur a
permis ainsi d'augmenter leur taux de succes @peduction et leur taux
de survie hivernale.

Dans le cas des mouettes rieuses et secondairdmeaiui de la mouette
mélanocéphale, l'augmentation du volume d'exploitatdes granulats
alluvionnaires, en multipliant les grands plan d'emtificiels dans des
régions qui étaient dépourvues de lacs et d'étemgsgéé les conditions
idéales d'installation de nouvelles colonies edal¢oirs hivernaux. Ainsi, la
mouette rieuse a pu devenir un héte hivernal queshniprésent sur
'ensemble du territoire national ce qui était Idenlui étre possible avant les
années 1960.

Problématique de conservation

La problématique de conservation pour la plupartee especes doit étre
abordée en terme de controle des effets induitscedaines d'entre elles
devenues génantes et ceci tout spécialement pogoéands.

L'occupation précoce de certains sites coloniaux les goélands et la
mouette rieuse ainsi que la prédation exercéegsagdélands marin, brun,
argenté et leucophée sur certaines especes a wepood plus tardive

comme les sternes peuvent mettre localement eh ge¢taines colonies.

Certains goélands argentés peuvent atteindre de si& spécialisation telle
dans la capture de jeunes océanites tempétes sprilssusceptibles de
mettre en péril certaines colonies.
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Le géoland leucophée est également capable dagsi@ttaux ceufs et
poussins du flamant rose ou aux familles de casgianexemple.
Localement, les goélands argenté et leucophée,mnwat, peuvent
commettre des dégats dans les élevages conchglieate brisant les
coquilles de jeunes moules ou huitres pour s'errinou

Le goéland argenté a su se spécialiser dans Féwesnt des sacs poubelles
en matiére plastique déposés sur les trottoirstdean ramassage par les
services de nettoiement pour y trouver toutes satéedéchets alimentaires.
La reproduction du goéland argenté et du goélarafinnsur les édifices
citadins pose probleme : les troupes d'oiseaux ezoBs se montrent
extrémement bruyantes, responsables de l'obstnuctites voies
d'écoulement des eaux des toits et particulieremetifs a rechercher leur
nourriture dans les poubelles.

Objectifs du programme d'action

Le programme d'action pour les mouettes et lesagdél vise a conserver
leurs populations dans un état de conservatiorrdé® tout en minimisant
les effets induits par certaines espéces deven@mantes sur d'autres
espéces en mauvais état de conservation et sactiggés humaines, mais
aussi en soutenant les espéces dont le statut@seerécaire.

Mise en ceuvre

La mise en ceuvre de ce programme passe par une bonnaissance des
populations, la mise en place simultanée d'actisant a réduire les effets
induits pour les especes devenues génantes ebmakagisant a soutenir les
especes dont le statut est précaire.

C'est ainsi qu'a rythme décennal, le groupementédit scientifique pour
les oiseaux marins (GISOM) et ses associationemares effectuent les
recensements des oiseaux marins nicheurs dortrigéd cotiers.
L'extension des recensement aux laridés non-coti€mouette
mélanocéphale, mouette rieuse, goéland cendré &argb leucophée)
devrait également étre mis en ceuvre. Le prochaensement aura lieu en
1997.

Le goéland d'Audouin, espece mondialement mendaiééobjet d'un suivi
annuel particulier de ses colonies de reprodu@iog@orse.

Alors que dimportants travaux de recherches avadéh conduits sur le
goéland argenté en Bretagne et sur le goéland pbeéeosur nos cotes
méditerranéennes, ce sont les dynamiques des fiopsldu goéland marin
et de la mouette tridactyle en Bretagne et en Nodiea de la mouette
rieuse en région Rhone-Alpes, de la mouette méépiwde dans la région
Nord-Pas-de-Calais et du goéland leucophée en kdiogu qui sont
actuellement en cours d'étude afin d'identifiedetquantifier la valeur des
parametres démographiques qui gouvernent les pamdades laridés
étudies.

Lorsque les populations de goélands argenté etopdde deviennent
localement génantes, des mesures visant a limé®reffectifs de ces
goélands peuvent étre admises. Il s'agit :

- de mesures d'effarouchement acoustique utilisiamment dans le
secteur mytilicole ;

- de la neutralisation des pontes (ceufs trempés darbain d'huile) qui
constitue un des moyens de limitation des naissaricieconvénient de
cette méthode utilisée principalement sur les mjmrs nichant en ville, est
que, compte-tenu de la grande longévité des adules effets sur les
effectifs ne se ressentent que dans la mesurdeoastlappliquée durant de
nombreuses années consécutives ;

- de l'éradication des nicheurs par empoisonnenette méthode est
utilisée lorsque les colonies de goélands occupesisites sensibles comme
par exemple des sites a colonies du goéland d'Audeuencore parce que
des colonies s'installent & proximité de secteonsttylicoles ou les oiseaux
se livrent a de graves déprédations. Les oiseawtsnsmnt collectés,
comptabilisés et étudiés avant d'étre détruits.

En faveur du goéland d'Audouin dont le statut esoee trés précaire, des
actions sont menées a l'encontre des autres laidsisque de campagnes
de dératisation sur les flots colonisés par leoat

Les partenaires associés autour de ce programmeesBNRS, la station
biologique de la Tour-du-Valat, le Parc naturelisgAgl de Corse, le Parc
naturel d'Armorique, I'Université de Brest, de Lyate Montpellier, de
Paris VI, IEPHE, la SEPNB, le MNHN, 'ONC, les FDC

Les moyens mobilisés proviennent de ces partenaides certaines
collectivités concernées et du ministére de I'Emviement.
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45 Greece

Correspondent: Demetra Spala

Natural Environment Management Section
Environmental Planning Division

Ministry of the Environment, Physical Planning
and Public Works

36 Trikalon Str., 11526 Athens24 June 1997

Progress report on the implementation of Recommend&n No. 48 of
the Standing Committee on the Conservation of Eurogan Globally Threatened Birds

Referring to Recommendation No. 48 of the Stan@ioghmittee of the Bern Convention
and with regard to the Action Plans on Europeatajlp threatened birds, suggested by BirdLife
International, a short presentation follows onactindertaken in Greece, for those species ocguirrin
this country and listed in the Appendix of the Reomendation.

Four out of the 23 bird species of the AppendiRetommendation No. 48,
DO NOT OCCUR in Greece, namely:

Marmaronetta angustirostris
Acrocephalus paludicola
Crex crex

Otis tarda

l. GENERAL PROVISION MEASURES
1. Hunting is prohibited for all the species.

2. Mid-winter counts, for all the water fowl (migmd species, have been carried out since
1982, by the Ministry of Agriculture, the Hellen@rnithological Society, the Hellenic Society foeth
Protection of Nature and the Greek Ringing Cemtreooperation with Wetlands International.

3. Legal conservation and management measuresdee elaboration by the Ministry of the
Environment-Physical Planning and Public Works dibthe Ramsar sites and some other key areas.

4, Contractual Agreements have been signed by thmistiles of the Environment,
Agriculture and Local Authorities for the Organis€geration of the Information Centres and other
infrastructures (property of the Ministry of the Viionment) for promoting nature conservation
awareness, information and education.
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Il. SPECIES ORIENTED PROJECTS

1. Numenius tenuirostris Slender-billed curlew

A multinational/partner project (1996-1998) isrgpicarried out, with the cooperation of
the Ministry of Agriculture, the Hellenic Ornithajacal Society, the Greek Biotope-Wetland Centre and

FACE, in six areas, namely:

Evros deltaPorto Lagos lagogmixios delta Amvrakikos Gulf Kalamas deltand_Ismaris
lake All these areas have been designated as SpePiatected Areas (SPAs/Bird Directive) and
Ramsar sites and have been included in the natiishalf the proposed sites for the NATURA 2000

network.

The MAIN ACTIVITIES of the project are:

- Monitoring of the population study on thegnaition and emigration patterns.

- Technical proposal for conservation measanas preparation of the appropriate legal
provisions, with target groups (hunters, farmerg) lacal services.

- Experimental satellite tracking, in one sitdy (Kerkini) on curlews, but not on the slender
billed curlews.

- Information, education, public awareness.

2. Pelecanus crispus Dalmatian pelican

It is the case for a long conservation effortiree sites in Greece, namely:

Kerkini lake (wintering site), Prespes lakkreeding site) and Amvrakikos Gilireeding
site). All sites are SPAs, Ramsar sites and cateliNATURA 2000 sites.

Due to the legal conservation measures, the ogats@m actions, as well as to appropriate
technical works, the wardening carried out by tlediéthic Ornithological Society and the Conservation
Prespes Society, the information and awarenessagny a considerable increase of population is
noticeable, i.e. from 20 to 40 paris in Amvrakikasv and over 400 pairs in Prespes.

Ringing is carried out in Amvrakikos Gulf and Ryes lake and the population dynamics
are examined and recorded in the frame of theratemal Project for Amvrakikos "Ecology of the
Dalmatian Pelican and the White Pelican in thedataic Region"; it is an ongoing long-term projec
since 1985.

Technical measures, with respect to electric polivess, have been planned for the
Amvrakikos Gulf and photovoltaic arches have bestailed, in order to cover the needs of fishermen.

For all the three key sites, studies for the frarhmanagement schemes are being carried
out under the responsibility of the Ministry of tHenvironment with the active participation
(supervision) of the Ministry of Agriculture.
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3. Phalacrocorax pigmeus Pygmy cormorant and
Anser erythropus Lesser white fronted goose

A project for these two species with positive siféect on the protection dBranta
ruficollis (Red-breasted goose) is being carried out by #lekic Ornithological Society and WWF-
Greece, with the active support of the Ministrigfs Emvironment and Agriculture and with EU
cofinancing, through the LIFE Regulation.

The project, covering a three-year period of tifh896-1999), is at the beginning and
covers 10 key sites (SPAs, NATURA 2000 and Ranites)s Kalamas deltdPrespa lakePetron lake
Kastoria lake Axios delta Kerkini lake Nestos deltaPorto Lagos lagoorismaris lakeand_Evros delta

The main actions of the project are, mostly, ciogethe relevant BirdLife International
Action Plans; surveillance, wardening with the tiggyation of volunteers, public information
awareness and education, plus some immediate tatleonservation measures.

The elaboration of National Action Plans and gfrapriate legal conservation measures,
will be the expected outcome of the project.

Ringing on an experimental scale for pygmy cormbranly in Kerkini Lake is also
provisioned within the project. In general, ringjiis chosen very carefully so that no disturbasce i
induced.

4, Oxyura leucocephala White-headed duck

The key site of this species is the Vistonis LEEBA, NATURA 2000 and Ramsar site)
and 2,300 individuals have been recorded. No fipgmioject is provisioned at present. However,
conservation and management measures, in the tarftaxtion (mentioned previously in part 1.3 of
this report) are expected to have a positive refleon this species.

The occurrence of this species is questionalilegihesvos island.
5. Aegypius monachus Cinereous vulture

The successful conservation action in Dadia faesa (Thrace, Northern Greece) resulted
in the increase of the population of this spediemf20 individuals in 1979 to 100 individuals inol®

The Dadia area has been designated as a Spdeiatgcted Area (SPA/BIird Directive)
and is a candidate site for inclusion in the NATUR@OO network. It is also a protected forest area
according to the national legislation.

Almost for all the measures listed in the relevBirdLife Action Plan, satisfactorily
positive action is being recorded in respect to:

- Implementation of recovery plan.

Qualified staff in place.

- Completion of an integrated management filathe raptors, the amphibians and reptiles,
in the frame of an ACNAT funded project (1993-19@6jried out by the WWF-Greece,
with the cooperation of the Ministry of the Envimant and the local Forest Services.

- Forestry works in the area, compatible togpecies conservation needs, whilst the strictly
protected nesting sites have been defined.

- Operation of feeding places and monitorifithe population on a permanent base.

The entire legal protection will be provided byane of a Presidential Decree, whose



-39- T-PVS (97) 15
elaboration is at a final stage.

Infrastructures for public awareness, informatieducation and ecotourism have been
created by the Ministry of the Environment andrisoperation with the cooperation of the Dadia
Community and WWF-Greece.

6. Aquila heliaca- Imperial eagle

The last pair of this species disappeared fronDémdia forest area some years ago. To our
knowledge, one pair is nesting in the border dretwyeen Greece and Albania. At present the Helleni
Ornithological Society is searching the distribatin the past, as well as for the aforementionédgia
birds. During the last ten years, unfortunatelghewounded individuals (four of them shot) were
found, and have been treated in the Hellenic WildHospital (operated by a Greek non-governmental
organisation). Five of the wounded individuals eanom Hungary and Slovakia, their rings being the
appropriate proof.

The need for further public sensitisation is ohgiand steps are being taken to this end.
7. Falco naumanii- Lesser kestrel

This species has a great range in Thessalia @e@untinental Greece) where the
Hellenic Ornithological Society and an ornitholdgfgdividually) have estimated the population at
between 2,500 to 3,000 pairs.

However, the designation of protected area, dwmdt been proposed by the respective
BirdLife Action Plan, seems not to be realistidig into consideration the occurrence of this sgmc
on the roof of buildings, in residential areas.eHellenic Ornithological Society has tested anitii
nests in many cases.

8. Larus audouinii - Audouin's gull

Greece holds the largest populationLafus audouiniiin the Eastern Mediterranean (at
least 250 pairs), which is a largely distinct asmlated population from the Western Mediterranea o
It is dispersed in 13 colonies with stronghold®odecanese (10 colonies ca. 150 pairs) and Kitlera
colony ca. 60 pairs). All colonies are tiny isletsse to larger islands. These colonies are foitiin
sites, candidates for inclusion in the NATURA 20@@work.

The species is threatened in Greece mainly duhiegbreeding season by disturbance,
depletion of fish stocks, competition witlarus cachinasand habitat degradation mainly because of
grazing. Fishing activities and tourism are the tmain factors from which most threats originate.

A three-year (1996-1999) special project, cofimghdy the Life Regulation and the
Ministry of the Environment, is being carried oyt the Hellenic Ornithological Society, covering all
five aforementioned areas.

The project aims, in the short terto tackle with the main limiting factors by waniieg
the colonies, translocating the goats, fencingteff colonies, providing artificial cover to reduce
predation on the chicks and banning the open rafusging to prevertarus cachinagxpansion. At
the beginning of the project breeding success, lptipn size, quantification of the threats etc.| i
determined, as reference points, also for futusesssnent of the project success.

The project aims, in the long termt the conservation dfarus audouiniiand the other
important species in the five areas and the basipgpatory actions for the management of protected
areas will be undertaken i.e. 1. Ecological desioripand mapping of species and habitats distobuti
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2. Evaluation of threats and first statement of ag@ment objectives, 3. Collaboration with localug®

and authorities and lobbying for the acceptandbh®imanagement perspectives, 4. Definition of zones
land uses and activities and 5. Preparation ofntheagement plans and management policies for
species and habitats. The preparation of the pgpte legal conservation and management measures
for each protected area will be the outcome optiogect.

Sustainable fishing and tourism practices wilshpported by specific contracts during the
execution of the project.

Public awareness campaign and environmental édocaill be materialised by the use of
information material, the operation of two inforioat centres, seminar for teachers, and interndtiona
meeting orLarus audouiniiand sustainable fishing and tourism.

In all casesl.arus audouiniiwill be the flagship species, presenting the ca@gion value
of the insular, coastal and marine habitats anihtpertance of the small Aegean islands and thdtees
of this project will help towards the formationtbg action strategy for the species.
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4.6 Hungary

Andras B6hm

Ornithological Officer, National Authority of NaterConservation
Ministry for the Environment and Regional Policy

H-1121 BUDAPEST, Kdlt_ u. 21

REPORT ON NATIONAL PROGRESS OF GLOBALLY THREATENED BIRDS

(Implementation of Recommendation No. 48 of then&itag Committee
of the Bern Convention)

Note: This report is restricted to those species wiiaked or occur as migratory or occasionally in
Hungary

Waterbird Species

Slender-billed Curlew (Numenius tenuirostriy: Eastern Hungary is a traditional staging
place during migration of this species. All pla¢ishponds, soda lakes) are under protection tiaad
species istrictly protected

Dalmatian pelican (Pelecanus onocrotalys Occasionally appears in Hungary mainly in fiskgsnit
is aprotected species

Pygmy cormorant (Phalacrocorax pygmaeys Breeding population is 20-25 pairs, with incregsi
tendency. Conservation statugrictly protectedits breeding sites are under protection.

White-headed duck Oxyura leucocephalp Extinct as a breeder, attempts have been made to
introduce the species in the eighties. Rare,stdmme records yearly. Conservation statstsictly
protected

Marbled teal (Marmaronetta angustirostris It has only five accepted records. Conservaiatus:
protected

Red-breasted gooseBranta ruficollis): It regularly migrates through Hungary in springlautumn
with increasing numbers. Conservation statusrictly protected staging sites are almost (90%)
completely protected.

Lesser white-fronted gooseAnser erythropu¥ Its most important regular autumn and springistag
sites are located in the eastern part of Hungadlymber of migrating geese is decreasing. Both Red
breasted and Lesser white-fronted geese are thesht®/ hunting, because it is difficult to distirgju
them among flying geese. Conservation stastisctly protected
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Non-waterbird species

Imperial eagle @Aquila heliacg: Breeding population in Hungary is 45-46 pairs,
increasing tendency, it starts to occupy its traxi@l lowland breeding habitats. The Imperial Eagl
Conservation and Monitoring Project has been impleged and continued for 15 years. Conservation
status: strictly protected

Lesser Kestrel Falco naumann): It breeds in Hungary accidentally. Conservation
statusprotected

Cinereous vulture Aegypius monachys It has few records but it had not been observed
30 years ago. Conservation statesictly protected

Great bustard (Otis tardg: A strong population of 1200-1300 can be founéiimgary,
conservation projects have been working for 22s/e@onservation statustrictly protected

Aquatic Warbler (Acrocephalus paludicola A large population with 450 pairs breed in
the Hortobagy National Park. Their number is iasieg because of proper changes in the habitat. Al
breeding sites are under protection (in the Hodghidational Park). Conservation statustrictly
protected

Corncrake (Crex creX: Declining because of loss of suitable habitathafional survey
is trying to discover its distribution and help theotection of this bird. Conservation statistrictly
protected

Several points of the "Globally threatened birdsBurope Action plans" should be
reconsidered to plan more practical actions.

Budapest, 24 February 1997
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4.7a Poland

Dr. Maria Wieloch Gda_sk, 24.04.1997
Ornithological Station Gda_sk

Nadwi_la_ska 108

80-680 Gda_sk 40 / Poland

e-mail: mwieloch@stornit.gda.pl

Information concerning implementation of the ActionPlans
for globally threatened species in Poland

In Poland only four globally threatened specie=etr Great Spotted Eaghgjuila clanga
Ferruginous Ducldythya nyrocaCorncrakeCrex crexand Aquatic WarbleAcrocephalus paludicola.
Lesser White-fronted Googasererythropusis a passage visitor.

All of the species indicated above are protectetbuthe Nature Conservation Law. Great
Spotted Eagle enjoys zone protection (breeding sited other occupied sites). Many important
breeding sites of these four species are proteatddational Parks, Landscape Parks and Nature
Reserves.

Great Spotted EagleAquila clanga

Listed in the Polish Red Data Book for Animalsamsendangered species (G_owaci_ski
1992). According to the published data breedingufaijon is estimated at 15-30 pairs (but without a
detailed study). In 1980-84 eight pairs and fdogle birds were observed. According to the most
recent data from KOO (Eagle Protection Committee)996 10-13 pairs were found. The max. number
of pairs is 15 (Mizera & Maciorowski 1996). In 1966 11 controlled sites, six pairs and one sitjjlé
were found (seven nests are known) (M.Rodziewicg. m@mm.).

Ten sites (six with nests) are in Biebrza NatidPelk and one (with known nest) is outside
the Park. One of these nests is in a private fores

Breeding success for three nests in 1996 is knd@weeding success for all 32 nests
studied in recent years is 63%. Mortality causesewmainly natural, but some human activity
(photography, birdwatching, forestry and shootigp had some influence (Maciorowski et al. 1996).

Monitoring and nest searches in the Biebrza Marstie continued by KOO; almost all
information referring to the species has been dmmbby KOO. In 1993 part of the forest with two
Great Spotted Eagle nests was guarded by KOO (##is well known to birdwatchers and others).
This work has not continued because of organisaitimmd financial problems.

A radio telemetry project undertaken by Dr. Meyphand Dr. Mizera continues.

Great Spotted Eagle is listed in two IBAs.
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(map Aquila clanga)

Ferruginous Duck Aythya nyroca

Not listed in the Polish Red Data Book for Animas an endangered species
(G_owaci_ski 1992). At the turn of the 19th anth2@enturies, and also after World War I, it was o
of the common ducks on many ponds and lakes imBolAccording to Tucker et al. (1994) at the end
of the 1980s the population size was 400-500 pairs

M. Wieloch estimated the breeding population ©93-96 was 250-300 pairs. Breeding
and probable breeding sites, in number ca. 80s@mead across the whole country. Decline in this
species is still observed but the reasons are aurkn

According to the Ferruginous Duck Action Plan Gratudies are undertaken on numbers,
distribution and habitat selection in part of thdid2 Fishponds (SW Poland, internationally impoita
breeding site). These studies are to be condbgt€lT OP (Polish Society for the Protection of Bjrds
Some support will come from the Ornithological t8&t of the Polish Zoological Society. On this
same area in 1980, the breeding biology of
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map Aythya nyroca

Ferruginous Ducks was studied by T. Stawarczyk §1,98ho wishes to continue it in the near future.
They used to breed in Poland on fishponds, lakesqow lakes and marshes, some of which have
suffered change in recent decades. Because odmamehanges in Poland, some ponds could be lost,
as has happened elsewhere due to over-intensil@tatipn or abandonment.

Ferruginous Duck is listed in 22 IBAs.
Corncrake Crex crex

Not listed in the Polish Red Data Book for Animas an endangered species
(G_owaci_ski 1992). According to Tucker et al. 94Pthe population size is estimated as 6600-7800
pairs. Recent observations suggest that the nucolodat be even higher. Its breeding range covers t
whole country, but the greater concentrationsraeastern Poland. Most of the important breedites si
are situated in protected areas (National ParkebrBa, Narew, Bia_owie_a, Kampinos, Polesie, Wolin;
Landscape Parks; Nature Reserves). Some veny lgpawding sites (150 pairs), e.g. Ty _mienica
Valley (SE Poland) are still not protected. Thestimportant Corncrake breeding sites are indicated
Important Bird Areas (Gromadzki et al. 1994).

map Crex crex
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Ca. 300 calling males were found in 1996 in KarapiiNational Park. In 1997 work will
continue on the census of males in first and seboodds, then females with young, on 50 sqg. km. of
the Kampinos National Park. This project is conddcby Dr. Bogumi_a Olech from Institute of
Ecology PAS.

In Kombinat Wizna (NE Poland) a radio telemetrgject funded by the RSPB (Royal
Society for the Protection of Birds, UK) was cadrizut to study the post-breeding failure dispersibn
birds. It was found that the number of birds islidéng as mowing progresses and many of them
disperse to more favourable, extensive grasslagaby. Future research and survey is planneckin th
Biebrza Marshes in 1997 (N. Schaeffer and ProDykcz).

A national Corncrake survey based on randomlyexgdots is to be conducted by OTOP
in 1997.

Corncrake is listed in 64 IBAs.

map Acrocephalus paludicola
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Aquatic Warbler Acrocephalus paludicola

Listed in the Polish Red Data Book for Animalsamsendangered species (G_owaci_ski
1992). According to Tucker et al. (1994) the nuntdifebreeding pairs was estimated at 2500-7500. In
1993 and 1995 studies of numbers and habitat s®ieatere undertaken in many breeding sites in
Poland (coordinated by OTOP, [A. Dyrcz, J. KrogulBc Czeraszkiewicz]). The number of singing
males found was ca. 3000, but only part of Biebvlarshes was censused. A national survey of
numbers and habitat selection at the eight mosbiitapt breeding sites will be undertaken by OTOP in
1997.

Aquatic Warbler breeding sites are distributedntyain the northern and eastern parts of
Poland, but some small sites are found also imiddle and southern parts.

Studies on reproductive ecology have been conddotesome years by Prof. A. Dyrcz in
the Biebrza Marshes, and will be continued in 1997.

The most important breeding sites of Aquatic Warrldre in protected areas (National
Parks, Landscape Parks and Nature Reserves) amtimated as Important Bird Areas (Gromadzki et
al. 1994).

A common project - OTOP, LTO, IUCN-Poland, Che_matiMe Conservation Officer and
Ekofundusz - to elaborate a management plan fortGhe_m Carbonate Marshes was completed in the
early 1990s.

Aquatic Warbler is listed in 16 IBAs.

Lesser White-fronted GooseAnas erythropus
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A nonbreeding species, very rare during spring amdmn migration. According to the
Rarities Committee of the Polish Zoological Societyas been observed in the past 10 years omwa f
times in the western and northern parts of Polangpring and autumn, as one or two birds in mixed
flocks of other geese.

Thanks to a satellite study started by Norwegiagh innish ornithologists we know that
some birds from northern Scandinavia migrate tosthgth of Europe through the western part of our
country. Cooperation with this study should beartaken.

Some information about nature protection in Poland

NATURE PROTECTION IN POLAND
31.12.1996

% OF AREA IN
KIND OF PROTECTION NUMBER POLAND

SPECIES PROTECTION

NATIONAL PARKS 22 0,9
NATURE RESERVES CA.1200 0,6
LANDSCAPE PARKS 105* 6,2
LANDSCAPE PROTECTED AREA CA.22,0
SPECIES PROTECTION AND INDIVIDUAL
PROTECTION:

NATURE MONUMENT <0,1

ECOLOGICAL IMPORTANCE ROUND DOCUMENTED
ECOLOGICAL/PHYSIOGRAPHICAL SITES

* 36 in plan
Eight areas are protected as Ramsar Sites (five mgreparation) totalling 99,400 ha.

In theory ca. 30% of Poland is protected, but nooress real protection is in National Parks artdnea
reserves, which cover 1,5% of area.

Progress in implementing of the recommendations dhe action plans

Analysing recommended conservation actions forambl(for Corncrake and Aquatic
Warbler) (Globally threatened birds in Europe. Autiplans by Heredia et al. 1996) | have satisfied
myself that some works were done or are undertdkgmthers are impossible to introduce because of
economic problems.

Biebrza Landscape Park is now Biebrza Nationdk,Ree management plan for which is
now completed.

Wolin National Park has been enlarged to includégortant Aquatic Warbler breeding
site.

A management plan for the proposed Internatioagt R.ower Odra” is being prepared by
the Polish and German sides, but the financiatiposis completely different between us.
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llegal and legal drainage in the upper basinhef Biebrza River will not now be done
according to the Department of Nature ProtectionPMRF. A group of international experts is
preparing a report about the influence of wateragament changes in the middle Biebrza basin.

The Dept. of Nature Protection does not see arsgipitity to implement controlled
burning during the winter in habitats where vegetasuccession has taken place, because it ialilleg
Poland. | think that in future it will be necesstr do this in some areas.

In Che_m voivodship five new nature reserves magently been established. 47% of this
voivodship is protected in different ways, busiimpossible to protect all the marshes.

Some reserves are partly controlled by voluntesmdens.

Constructing a new water supply system for the oft Che_m is a dream of different
authorities, but is not possible in the near future

The new ownership situation at Kombinat Wiznarislear, but it is well understood how
Corncrakes use the site and recommendations casade.

Two years ago a seminar on traditional grasslaahigement was organised by the Nature
Conservancy Officer in Che_m. In 1996 a seminagridilture and nature conservation in Central and
Eastern European Countries" was held in Polandrevhesults of Aquatic Warbler census were
presented and many actual practical problems wescessed.

New National Parks, Landscape Parks, Nature Resehandscape Protected Areas have
been established in Poland in recent years.

Some new sites have also been identified as liemoRird Areas.
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4.7b Poland

Prof. Dr Ludwik TOMIALOJC
Museum of Natural History, Wroc_aw University
Sienkienwicza 21, 50-335 Wroc_aw 27 February 1997

Responding to your request for information conicgyimplementation of the Action Plans
for globally threatened birds, it should be indéchthat in Poland occur only four globally threattn
species:

Great Spotted Eagle
Ferruginous Duck
Corncrake and
Aquatic Warbler

All these species became the target species af spatial research started by some NGOs
or individual persons, in some cases in cooperatitim BirdLife International. There was no, so,far
special governmental programme to study or to pvesbese species.

Great Spotted Eagle Aquila clangd

This species is on the list of big raptors redulanonitored by the members of our
Committee for Protection of Eagles. All presekitpwn breeding pairs (c. 8) are under regular chntr

Ferruginous Duck (Aythya nyroca

New attempts to organise the Polish census ofsihégies have been undertaken by the
Polish Ornithological Station in Gda_sk (Dr Mariaieléch). So far the results are far from being
complete, because the species appeared to be ektregaretive, very difficult to find and to proite
breeding status in an area. The project in tlas@e will be supported by the Ornithological Settd
the Polish Zoological Society.

The presently available data suggest a furthenalia decline in the population of this
species, even in its strongholds. There are attetopeveal the reasons for such a decline, bspibe
of very detailed study of the breeding biology oitidd fishponds (by Dr Tadeusz Stawarczyk) no clear
indications were found.

Corncrake (Crex crey

This species in Poland is still fairly numerousl avidespread, chiefly in the eastern part.
Therefore a whole-country census has appearedogity in a sense that it would need involvement of
too many of our people. Instead, the regionaltbotbgical centres of western and central Poland
started to accumulate quantitative data aimedtaha&ting the distribution and total abundance @ th
species in particular regions.

In eastern Poland, in its strongholds like thosBiebrza and Wizna Marshes the species is
under intensive research and censuses conductedMy Schaffer (from Germany) with his Polish co-
workers.
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Aquatic Warbler ( Acrocephalus paludicola

This species is constantly under intensive releafdts reproductive ecology conducted
for years by the small team of Prof. Andrzej Dy(@¢roc_aw University). Some publications have

already appeared in foreign ornithological journals

Recent attempts of repeating the censuses ofpleisies gave some new results, but not
complete so far. These were:

In 1993 - its census was performed in NW PolandRbyzeraszkiewicz from the OTOP, which is a
partner-organisation of BirdLife International.

In 1996 - the census was repeated in the soutlafofithe Biebrza Marshes, the Polish stronghdld o
the species, by Dr J. Krogulec, though the seassnatypical (owing to very high water level),

In 1997 - the species will be censused in the eantipart of Biebrza Marshes, to complete the result
(also Dr J. Krogulec).

This is the main information.
| can add that a new project on Birds of Polargltfe®en accepted for funding by the Polish

Research Committee, which means that new field Wdkdbe accumulated and summarised within a
period of three years.
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4.8 Portugal

Dr Francis Zino, MB.BS
Avenida do Infante 26, Rez-do-Chao "C"
P-9000 Funchal, Madeira 12 March 1997

Action Plans for globally threatened birds

Great Bustard Otis tarda

Monitoring and annual counts have been carriecsioge 1980 ensuring accurate data on
number and population trends. Two surveys of GBestard frontier populations were carried out by
ICN-Portugal and ADENEX-Spain in 1994-1995.

Habitat use and selection are being studied imth&t important sites. Monitoring of the
effects of habitat protection measures have begiedaut.

The most important Great Bustard site in PortuGaktro Verde, has been included in a
Zonal Programme under EU Regulation 2078/92. dtutes a land management programme with
incentives to farmers in the way to preserve tiawtil land uses favourable to the Great Bustandhi
area the afforestation is conditioned. Grazinglewn pasture lands and the use of agrochemiaals a
regulated. The timing of agricultural practices leeen adapted to the breeding cycle of the species
Life fundings have been used to initiate a pilatgpamme coordinated by Liga para a Proteccao da
Natureza.

Several educational actions have been carriecopWiGOs for local people. Specific
campaigns providing information on the biologicdlaracteristicss of the Great Bustard and the
importance of preservation of the species have besle for farmers associations.

Some of the main Great Bustard sites includingtrGa¥erde, Campo Maior and
Mouraa/Barrancos, with areas of 79 252 ha, 9 35nka84 291 ha respectively, are now considered by
the Portuguese Administration for designation a& &fder the EU Birds Directive (79/409/CEE).

Lesser KestrelFalco naumanni

The stronghold for this species in Portugal idvidrtola, a village well known for its
historical buildings and extensive uses in agrigaltareas nearby. This colony has been monitored
some years by ICN staff and local conservatiomiat$it is now a prime target for conservation angio
coordinated by Parque Natural do Vale do Guadiana.

Castro Verde is the second most important arethéospecies. Here, a Zonal Programme
is in operation under European Union Regulation8ZI¥. It includes a land management programme
with payment of subsidies for agricultural exteiesifion. Belver, the site of the most importanboy
at Castro Verde, has been purchased by an NGO,pagaa Proteccdo da Natureza, with financial
assistance from the European Union (Life funds).

In recent years, surveys of breeding areas amdnes on habitat requirements have been
carried out in Mértola, Castro Verde and Sdo Mamedgificial nests have been provided and the
young have been ringed.

Castro Verde and Mértola sites, with areas of ¥BHa and 73 876 ha respectively, are
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now considered by the Portuguese Administratiordésignation as SPA under the EU Birds Directive
(79/409/CEE).

Cinereous Vulture Aegypius monachus

The Cinereous Vulture was considered to have beaddtinct as a breeding species some
years ago. However, it occurs regularly in theezagart of the country near the Spanish frontiem
Reserva Natural da Malcata to south Mértola in #dgn The number of birds spotted during the
breeding season has increased in recent yearseandneas are used. Atrtificial nests were set up at
Reserva Natural da Malcata and Contenda. In 18@6breeding attempts occurred although not
successfully. Other measures taken to promotesé¢itidement of birds involved the setting up of
artificial feeders.

In 1996, together with two NGOs (SPEAand CEAI) IGNbmitted to Life funding a
project for the reestablishement of the Cineroudtuvels breeding population in Portugal. The
approval of this candidature was condition by thet fthat part of the management areas were not
classified as SPA under EU Birds Directive 79/4HC

The chief areas for the species recovery are nowsidered by the Portuguese
Administration for designation as SPA under theHitdis Directive (79/409/CEE).

Pri6lo (Azores Bullfinch) Pyrrhula murina

The Priblo is the rarest bird in Europe with aydapon between 80 and 150 couples. Itis
found only in the Laurisilva forest of the SPA P Vara on S. Miguel Islands. With destructiod an
degradation of Laurisilva and human persecutioa,pibpulation of the bird declined dramatically and
was confined to a remote and mountainous area Vidaemsilva relicts exist.

This remaining area has been destroyed by plantati Criptomera japonicaand by
highly invasive species likéPittosporum undulatum, Clethra arborea, Acacia mebkdlon and
Hedychiumn gardneranumeducing the food supply for this particular bicdmpletely dependent on
Laurisilva forest.

The survival of Pridlo needs two urgent actions:

- the control of the invasive plants,
- reintroduction of Laurisilva forest.

The intervention has been made in an area of aB@ubha of mountainous land with the
following actions:

- to collect seeds fronfPrunus lusitanicassp. azorica Vaccinium cylindraceum, Rubus
hochstetterorum, llex peradgsp. azorica, Juniperus brevifolia, Picconia azoricand
Frangula azorica(1994-95)

- removal ofAcacia melanoxilonClethra arborea Pittosporum undulatunmad Hedychium
gardnerarnum

- construction of 3 km trails (1995-96)
- reintroduction in two main areas, zone A at 400-m altitude and zone B at 300-400 m. In

the two zones were planted 5020 plants from seigihand 6400 more plants collected in
the wild. 10 kg oflex peradosppazoricawere also sown (1995-96).
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This work was partly supported by funds from fieogram, which finished in 1996, but a new
proposal has already been submitted to the EU.

Along with this action it is proposed to incredbe food supply thoughout the year with the
future expectation of a larger populatiorRyfrrhula murina

Monitoring and behaviourial studies have beenedwut.
Maderia Laurel Pigeon Columba trocaz
Policy, legislation and habitat protection

The Madeira Natural Park is preparing a reassagsphéheir protected areas network, in terms
of increasing the protection status of some kegsarelhis work was partly supported by funds from a
Life Program, which will end in July 1997. A newoposal has already been submitted to the EU.

Since 1992 information has been compiled on thgilution, actual condition and compositon
of the Laurel Forest in Madeira Island. Very dethinformation was obtained on these aspects lhnd a
important areas are carefully mapped and fully atterised. This information is available to the
general public as a high-quality, fully illustratedok on the Laurel Forest of Madeira.

An expert group was set up in March 1997 in otdgaropose baseline legislation for access of
tourists to forest key sites within Madeira Natwralk jurisdiction areas.

Species and habitat protection and public awareness

Contact with local farmers has been maintainedblimy a more accurate assessment of
damage to crops. Efforts to change people's ddtitowards the Madeira Laurel Pigeon have been
carried out.

Several scaring devices and physical barriers baea tested in study plots holding different
crops, in order to prevent damage to agricultueddi$. These efforts contribute to promote theustaf
Laurel Pigeon with farmers.

Cost/efficiency studies were carried out in relatio scaring devices and solutions are currently
being evaluated. Physical barriers include (c@dumnylon strands covering the fields and automatic
inflating devices have also been used. Inflatiegaks were connected to a timer and so were ragdom
activated, to minimise habituation effects.

Several educational actions were carried out aadynare programmed under Life Program
funding.

Monitoring and research

Monitoring and systematic counts in the Laurekftrhave been carried out, ensuring data on
number and distribution.

Habitat use and habitat selection has been ststhied 1995. Diet studies started in 1996 and
are still ongoing. These studies are currentlydooted in close association with Manchester Unityers
(UK) and La Laguna University (Canary Islands, &pai

No studies on reproduction are currently carrigd o
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In 1996 a study on the effects of rats on breedingaurel Pigeon was started. Continuity of
this study depends on funding from the Life Program

FREIRA CONSERVATION PROJECT 1996 REPORT

The winter of 95/96 was extremely wet with almositinuous rain from November onwards.
The first months of 1996 saw above average sndwifathe mountains, with snow lying on the ground
for periods of up to six weeks, which is very rerdladeira.

Such a severe winter augers well for the breedihgny of Pterodroma madeiras logically it
should diminish the population of rats in the biegdjrounds.

Probably also related to the severity of the wirted the lack of prey, we caught an above
average number of cats. Up to the time of writinig teport we have caught 10 cats in a very limited
area, using only seven traps. Despite the largebeu caught we know from spores found in the area
that there are still too many cats about.

The first Pterodroma madeiraobserved was on 28.03.96 by Duarte Camara, atwdebst
making observations deuffinus puffinus

A limited number of night visits were made and tesults were both disappointing and a little
alarming. We were unlucky not to catch a birdhia hets as there were some near misses, but what wa
much more of a worry was the fact that the numlibdaird calls heard seems to have diminished over
the years. The area above the 1987 ledge hagsemtared since the 10 dead birds were found on the
ledge, presumably killed by cats, in 1992. Themrsow hardly any calls in the vicinity. We have
moved our observation post to above the main ledigieeven so the number of calls counted over 15
minute periods is on the decline. Calls are h@atte distance and we should search the areacof Pi
do Cedro, Pico do Cidrdo and parts of Torres watie c

Visits to the ledges were not possible for lacklofbers in the early part of the season. This
was not a cause of great concern as there weratriakes in any of the boxes surrounding the area.
When we eventually reached the Main ledge in Authustresults were horrendous. We found three
chicks eaten by rats, one of which was only dags aldead adult and an abandoned egg. This is
unacceptable. It is interesting to note that wienledge was revisited on the 12th October there w
relatively few rat takes, which leads one to beithat only a few rats had done all the damagdy &n
the end of August were rat takes recorded offdlgé, for the first time in months.

The second visit to the Main ledge and the othemi breeding ledges was made possible by
the help given to the project by the team from ‘difidc Management"”, a team of New Zealanders
working on Deserta Grande with the Parque NatumaMddeira. On the 12th October we visited the
1987 ledge and the Main ledge and on the 14th @ctible Spanish ledge and the Small ledge. Sadly
no other evidence of breeding was found, excepaifioabandoned egg on the Spanish ledge. This egg
had been chewed by rats. This ledge is only sloadpvering from having had a sheep on it last year
which managed to strip it of all vegetation.

CONCLUSIONS
1. Breeding
Attempted breeding was recorded only on the Shaigl Main ledge.

There appears to have been no successful breedinhge Spanish ledge, where the only
evidence was an abandoned egg, predated by rats.
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On the Main ledge we have firm evidence that sers initiated breeding as we have an
abandoned egg, three chicks eaten by rats anddhiges known to have hatched. Of the three chicks
that hatched two were ringed and hopefully fledged the third was not found on the final visitmiy
have fledged, but the fact that an adult was fanride nest makes it doubtful.

2. Cats

The area where the birds breed seems to be idfestie feral cats as do all the mountains of
Madeira. This is a major problem and whilst weenbeen successful in our trapping of cats, they are
quickly replaced by others from the surrounding$ere would appear to be no easy solution to this
problem and we must just continue trapping roureddtteeding area.

3. Rats and mice

Mice are abundant, but do not appear to causermdajmage. The rats continue to cause
problems. The fact that a rat appears to haveéhgotigh our "cordon sanitaire" is cause for concer
Hindsight is always 20/20, but in the future we tmaake regular trips down to the ledges regardiéss
the rat takes in the boxes around the ledges. Biskle from Zeneca in UK, who has been a tower of
strength for the project, suggested moving albihvees a metre or so and provided us with Klerdetsel
to add to the boxes which already have Klerat wagls. All boxes are now baited with Klerat wax
blocks and pellets.

4, Birds ringed and rings controlled
No birds were caught in the nets.

The followingNew Ringswere applied:-
15.08.96 Nest3 - PMO0052 - Juvenile
12.10.96 Nest 16 - PM0053 - Adult
12.10.96 Nest 14 - PM0054 - Juvenile

The following ring wagontrolled:-
15.08.96 Nest8 -PMO0049 - Adult ringed imsanest 01.10.95

SUGGESTIONS FOR 1997
1. Rat study

There is some interest shown by a student to @mdestudy rat behaviour in the breeding area.
This project should be given every encouragemanhtlze Freira Conservation Project can provide data
on rat takes over the last 10 years.

2. Baiting of boxes

Some of the boxes have reached the end of thefinldge and should be replaced. At the same
time the overall number of boxes should be increagth new boxes placed on the Spanish ledge, 1987
ledge and the Small ledge.

All boxes should have both wax blocks and peketsas to offer alternative baits to the rats.
The boxes around the ledges should continue tasiiedrby Jodo de Gouveia at weekly intervals. The
boxes on the ledges must be visited at more requtnvals (see under Climbers below) and certainly
early in the season all poison should be repladeday be an idea to move the boxes just a litle



T-PVS (97) 15 -58-
monthly intervals.
3. Trapping cats

We have been very successful in trapping cats,abaitfully aware that the surrounding
countryside is still full of more cats. In orderkeep numbers, within the breeding area, to amuimni,
it is probably worthwhile increasing the numbetraps.

4, Night visits

Every attempt should be made to increase the nuofilbéght visits, especially in May and June
when there are most calls. Records of call numimerst continue to be made as this is a good method
of comparison. A student volunteer may be usedHis purpose, but netting and ringing of birds
should only take place when selected members girthiect are present.

5. Climbers

Getting on and off ledges is a complex matter witdegree of risk. The assistance of an
experienced climber makes all the difference. fitogect should make every effort to employ a climbe
who can help not only on the ledges, but who candpime searching for new nest sites.

We had problems with transport to the Bugio in6l@fd this was the first year in eleven that
we did not manage to ring some of the juvenilelse problem of transport has now been overcome with
the help of Dr Manuel Jose Biscoito of the Musewnbidipal do Funchal and a new protocol has been
signed with the Portuguese Air Force. This willabgreat help and we have already had one flight to
Bugio this year. The population would appear tctadle and with the transport available this year
hope to be able to carry out some of the plansave taid in the past.
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4.9 Romania

Edmund Ballon
Danube Delta Biosphere Reserve, Tulcea, Romania FeBiuary 1997

The new hunting law, nr. 103/1996 includes a tbuahting ban on shooting for the Red
breasted GooseéB(anta ruficollig, this species has been mentioned in appendixcdh@rie species
with a total hunting ban. The punishment for shmgpain animal mentioned in appendix 2 is between
5,000,000 and 25,000,000 lei ($1000-5000) withrapmnsation of 50,000 lei for each shot bird.

The same law shortens the annual shooting seasuintier for geese by two weeks (the former
permitted shooting season was between 15 Augustlandarch, and the actual permitted shooting
period is from 15 August to 28 February).

The Danube Delta Biosphere Reserve, the RomaniaithGlogical Society and the NGO Pro
Delta are carrying out a campaign in the Dobrogg#on to raise the level of self awareness in matte
of bird protection and prevention of the delibeaéoning of birds.

Since 1995 we have been organising once montlagdetated winter counts between Romania
and Bulgaria, the action is continuing this wirttes. The data gathered during the winter couribger
show that the Red breasted Geese leave the nofludmogea during the very cold period, usually in
January, being found in great numbers in Bulgauidng this period.

Actions concerning the conservation of the Pygrayn@rant Phalacrocorx pygmedisind the
Dalmatian PelicanRelecanus crisp)sn the Danube Delta were not carried out but wemn a section
for ecological survey and monitoring will be fouddeapable of dealing with this specific problem.
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4.10 Russia

Globally threatened birds in European Russia.
International Projects: being implemented and propsed.

Prepared by Alexander Mischenko and Vladimir Galush
SRI of Nature Conservation

Conservation of globally threatened birds spedemie of the highest priorities of nature protectio
Russia. Four special projects on the research askgtion of globally threatened species in the
guide-lines of Action Plans are being realized mrdpean RussiaNumenius tenuirostrisAquila
heliacg Crex crexandAcrocephalus paludicolgprojects on the last two species were finishetP@e).
Four new projects orquila clanga Falco naumanniCircus macrourusand Anser erythropusre
planned to begin in 1997.

Unfortunately the Russian government has not sighedBern Convention yet and governmental
financial support of the above-mentioned activitgdompletely absent as well as the implementation o
Action Plans at the state level. All projects aegried out by the non-governmental organisation
Russian Bird Conservation Union (RBCU) with the monp of international non-governmental
conservation organisations. The project onAheer erythropusvill be done by the joint efforts of the
Goose Study Group and Wetlands International.

Slender-billed Curlew Numenius tenuirostris

The project on the Slender-Billed Curlew was sthite1996 with the examination of Dr Victor Belik's
hypothesis about the possibility of Slender-billedrlew breeding in wet habitats among the steppe
zone. The project was supported by VogelbescherMattgriand (BirdLife partner). Large steppe areas
between the rivers Volga and Ural within South Russid North Kazakhstan were surveyed. During
the first project year the Slender-billed Curlewswsnt found. In 1997 the searches are plannedeon th
peatbogs and wetlands of South Siberia.

Corncrake Crex crex

The large-scale project on evaluation of Corncralnbers in European Russia was implemented in
1995-1996 under the financial support of RSPB (BfedPartner). The main tasks of the project were:

1. To get the recent data on the species numbédrsliatiibution in the whole vast area of European
Russia.

2. To search the Corncrake IBAs - the most imporpdaces with high number and density of the
breeding Corncrakes, and to assist in their prioiecin the local level.

Surveys were made in 18 regions of European Rugsich comprise in total about 40 percent of the
species range in this area. The results of countee@random sampled plots in different habitateewe
extrapolated to the whole regions by the specighauks. Results of the project enabled to get estisna
of real species numbers throughout its breedingerdn European Russia: it ranges from 1 to 1.5
millions calling males. Also nine Corncrake IBAstlwthe number up to 600 calling males on one area
were found in six regions. Special conservationomgoendations for each area are preparing.
Considering above mentioned data Corncrake unddiytgbould be excluded from the list of Globally
Threatened Species. It is also certain, that fmxies should be left in the list of threateneddbinf
Western and Central Europe. As there no seriousahwaused limiting factors for Corncrake no
special actions are needed now for species corggrvthroughout the whole range in Russia.
However, taking into account the fact, that majart pf global species population is concentrated in
Russia, and in many areas agriculture can switchadern technologies already in the coming decade,



-61- T-PVS (97) 15

special attention has to be paid to inventory aradeption of Corncrake Important Bird Areas which
form the "key frame" of species breeding range.theoimportant objective which follows from the
results of this project is the study on the impddifferent agricultural activities on Corncrakeeding
success in these key areas, and definition of atiidimits in timing and methods of haying and gngzi

in these key sites to protect the areas from hatbitgradation. Maintenance of Corncrake IBAs is the
only warranty of the favourable conservation stafiubis species.

Aquatic Warbler Acrocephalus paludicola

The project on the Aquatic Warbler was begun angtied in 1996. In that year the project was
supported by Vogelbescherming Nederland (BirdLéetmer), but we could not find a sponsor for the
continuation and completion of this project. In @3%ere surveyed nine regions of European Russia. In
these regions 40 potentially most suitable areas warefully examined during the breeding season.
Only in Kaliningrad Region four singing males wéoeind. The additional surveys are very necessary
for the evaluation of the species numbers for theley range in European Russia, searches and
protection of the main local populations.

Raptor species

The World list of threatened birds (Coketr al,1994) includes six raptor species of variousgmaies
from European Russia. They are: three Vulnerabéziep - Greater Spotted Eagkq(ila clang3,
Imperial Eagle Aquila heliacg, Lesser KestrelHalco naumanni and three Near-threatened species -
White-tailed Eagle Haliaetus albicillg, Cinereous Vulture Aegypius monachys Pallid Harrier
(Circus macrourups Action Plans for three species are publishedrdttia et al, 1996): Cinereous
Vultures, Imperial Eagle and Lesser Kestrel. AniéwtPlan for the Greater Spotted Eagle is under
development. One more Action Plan, namely for takidPHarrier, has to be urgently developed. As for
the last species, namely the White-tailed Eagepdpulation state and trends are rather positive i
Russia.

As for international or joint efforts to study apdbtect the above threatened raptors within Eutopea
Russia the present position is:

(1) one Action Plan - for the Imperial Eagle - &y implemented;

(2) the Project of World Working Group on BirdsFifey for population survey and satellite telemetry
of the Greater Spotted Eagle is proposed for imeteation from 1997;

(3) an international or joint project for implematibn of the Lesser Kestrel Action Plan in Russid a
neighbouring countries is extremely desirable dusypid disappearance of this species here;

(4) the Action Plan for study and protection of Ballid Harrier has to be urgently developed besaus
of 100% of its declining European population bresdkin Russia and north-western Kazakhstan.
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Imperial Eagle Aquila heliaca

On the basis of International Action Plan for thgeérial Eagle (Herediat al, 1996) an International
Programme Contract between BirdLife Internatiomal ¥ogelbescherming Nederland on the one hand
and Russian Bird Conservation Union on the othes signed on 12 February 1996. Its aim was "To
outline and update the breeding range and to asbespopulation of the Imperial Eagle within
European Russia in order to work out appropriatasmes for effective conservation of the speciés an
its habitat". The Project is being implemented bgvsys in summer seasons of 1996 and 1997. Survey
methodology: raptor distribution studies (Biblgt al, 1992). Census techniques comprises a
combination of automobile transects with stop-owrplaces with potentially nesting habitats. Dgrin
the 1996 survey 18 forest units were studied an@X2@mperial Eagle nesting areas were located.
Application of these data on large-scale forestamaith consideration of previous publications ald a
available verbal information provided by local pleopave allowed preliminary assessment of the Eagle
population upon the whole surveyed area of aboQ{0B® sq.km in seven regions between 150-200
breeding pairs with density of about tow pairs €00 sq.km. It looks higher than presumed 150-300
pairs for the whole European Russia (Tucker andhd®94; Galushin, 1994, 1995; Herediaal,
1996). Within the surveyed area two Eagles' comagahs have been noted. One population of about
100 pairs inhabits over 40,000 sqg.km of the Privelkaya Hills within the Penza, Uljanovsk and Sarato
regions. One more population of about 50 pairdigentrated along the middle Don river. Other pairs
are dispersed in a steppe strip. General populationls of the Imperial Eagle in the Don river basi
look promising: their local populations were fougither relatively stable or slightly increasing979
survey will comprise the eastern part of the ImgdeEagle breeding range in European Russia mostly
east of the Volga river.

Greater Spotted EagleAquila clanga

The Greater Spotted Eagle (GSE) is inadequatetifestin European Russia. Its population decline is
proved for majority of regions except probably tNerth-Western Region. A total population in
European Russia is roughly estimated as 800-108€dimg pairs. New dangers to the species are free
cutting of forests and high cost of stuffed eaghegoint international Project to study and protéut
GSE is the first priority.

The most favourable nesting habitats of the GSEvateor even bogged forests with opens like flooded
meadows or swamps. However in the past those eablalsited more variable habitats including more
dry watersheds. Under anthropogenic pressure ancbemental changes Greater Spotted Eagles have
been driven to wet forests and meadows round et IData on numbers of the Greater Spotted Eagle
in European Russia are incomplete because of ésasurvey was never performed upon vast areas.
The above assessment, i.e. 800-1000 breeding pmiks underestimated because of difficulties in
location of nesting territories of this highly séecies in unaccessible places. At the same tithéngo

is known of comparative population distribution andnbers within a zone of overlapping of two close
species namely the Greater and Lesser Spotteds=d&glen the precise eastern line of the breeding
range of the Lesser Spotted Eagle within Russialdirdine is still unknown. We believe these two
Spotted Eagles are to be studied comparativeaat within an overlapping of their ranges.

The GSE is included into some regional Red DatekBamd into the list of the second edition of Red
Data Book of Russia. Shortage of precise data pualption status and trends as well as on ecology of
the GSE hampers its efficient conservation. Atdiame time free cutting of forests and increasosj ¢

of stuffed raptors including any eagles on the lolaarket are a real danger for the species. Tceptev
further decline of the Greater Spotted Eagle pdjmain Russia and neighbouring countries joint
Projects with international organisations like WWR&BBIrdLife International, WWF, Council of
Europe are desirable.

Lesser KestrelFalco naumanni

The European Lesser Kestrel population is betw&eP0lthousand pairs (Biber, 1996) of which about
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100 pairs only left in Russia (Galushin, 1994). iafions in Russia and Ukraine are under heavy
decline for the last 20-30 years. Better situaisoim neighbouring Kazakhstan and Caucasus coantrie
A purposeful survey of the species was never cdeduin this large region. Particular causes of
continues population decline are unknown. To sheadst of dispersed Lesser Kestrel population here
an international or joint project under existingtidn Plan has to be urgently initiated for immeeliat
implementation in Russia and some neighbouring teigsn Ornithologists in Russia, Ukraine, Georgia
and other countries are prepared to cooperateanittinternational or national organizations in tingf

of appropriate project proposals. The speciedsis imcluded into the BirdLife International lisf o
project priorities for Russian Bird Conservationidum

Pallid Harrier Circus macrourus

The breeding range of the species in Europe lidgeeBnwithin Russia and north-western Kazakhstan.
Its population in Russia could be roughly assessedne to two thousand pairs while in the European
part of Kazakhstan west of the Ural river there prabably two to three thousand pairs (Galushin,
1994). Population is quite dispersed and still idewy. To survey and protect its only European
population the Pallid Harrier Action Plan has to developed as the very first stage. Russian
ornithologists are ready to participate in develeptrof both Action Plan and Project as well ahirt
implementation.

Lesser White-fronted GooseéAnser erythropus

Project on the researches and protection of Lé&bde-fronted Goose will begin in 1997 as the joint
project of Goose Study Group of Eastern EuropeNarth Asia (attached to Menzbir Ornithological
Society) and Wetland International. Not only Russienithologists but specialists from Kazakhstagh an
Azerbaijan are also involved in this activity. Theain tasks of this project are monitoring of
populations of this rare goose and establishingnétef protection areas in the most importantsacéa
breeding, migration and wintering.
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4.11 Slovakia

Jozef Kramarik, Director

Ministerstvo Zivotneho Prostredia

Department of Nature & Landscape Protection

Namestie _udovita Stura 1

812 35 Bratislava 26 February 1997

Action plans for globally threatened birds

Following guidelines for European action plaf@yr bird species have been identified that need to
have such a plan:

Otis tarda
Aquila heliaca
Crex crex
Aythya nyroca

Currently there are no action plans finished, ait®a plan is under elaboration and three havdoaenh
started.

I hope this brief information is enough for yodi.more data are necessary, be so kind as to cargact
Otis tarda

Present status is 30-40 individuals

The populations remains are located at Danube twislan southwestern part of the country.

At least 2 sites are known, 1 site south of Braig] at the border with Hungary and Austria - a
proposed protected area and another site at Daowtzends.

1995 - 1 breeding was proved/ 2 chicks fledged

1996 - 2 breedings were proved/ 5 chicks fledged

Main threats

- habitat loss, land-use change and consequemitirdbortage

- predation (foxes)

Mistakes from the past: long-term habitat loss tuéntensive agricultural production, in designed
nature reserve for special protection of Great &dsimajority of the population had been lost due to
high mortality of birds on high voltage power lingsad directly through the reserve). EIA was dedi

in case of building of highway crossing the tergit@f one of the last remains of the population at
Rusovce (occurrence of Great Bustard was not takerconsideration in process of planning the site
for the highway). Long-term efforts for artificibfeeding of Great Bustards at Zlatna na Ostrodenba
success.

Action taken

Coordinator of the Great Bustard project in SlosakiJozef Chavko (employee of SA_P in Bratislava)
- monitoring of the population - in spring and auatuin 1995, 1996 (project done by SOVS and SA_P-
Environmental Protection Agency), supported by Begi Environmental Center, Schweizer
Vogelschutz and National Bank of Slovakia).

- site protection (one natural reserve without gpgcial management suitable for Great Bustard aad o
suggested protected site and IBA with a good managescheme)

- legal protection of the species

- habitat management - done at the site south ebwe in frame of the project mentioned above,
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involving the local agricultural cooperatives
- public awareness - poster and leaflet prepares@yS, presentations in the media
- research/implementation of knowledge in framé¢hefinternational BirdLife working group for Great
Bustard, studying the breeding success of the rénggpopulation
- policies - at site close to Rusovce:
- reduction of disturbance in breeding season
- winter food supply
- wardening of nests from the tower constructedHis purpose
- need of paying subsidies to farmers for loggrofiuction due to special protection measures.

Urgent action
- site protection of "Dropie" at Rusovce

- necessity of special management of areas, wherbitds still breed including financial funds fois
management
- provide manpower and funds for continual monitgrdf the whole Slovakian population.

Aquila heliaca

In monitoring of Imperial Eagle in Slovakia goodsuéis were achieved by the Expert Group for the
Protection of Raptors and Owls led by Stefan Ddokalmost 20 years, from 1996 the group has been
led by Jozef Chavko, and the same expert groupvgamised also in the frame of SA_P.

The population in Slovakia is stable, 30-35 pairSome nests were wardened, the population is
continually monitored, including the breeding sues;avhich is good.

Main threats

- habitat loss (reduction of old, mature forestsl pastures)

- land-use change - reduction of available food¢pean souslik, dependent on pasture-land)
- threat caused by electrocution at power linek\&2

- possible threat of poisoning by misuse of roaxdis

- disturbance - at nests in open agricultural land

Action taken

- monitoring

- site protection

- legal protection of the species

- avoiding disturbance at nests in open country fSAnd volunteers)

- habitat management (repairing of nests, consuitatf seasonal forest work with forestry authesji

Urgent action
- site protection (some key breeding sites argoraitected - eg Slanské vrchy mts.)

- prevent loss of birds by electrocution on povireed
- public awareness - find solutions for appropriatenagement of agricultural and forested areas used
by Imperial Eagles as breeding and feeding habitat

Crex crex

The estimate for Slovakia was 600 breeding pains,thie survey in 1996 showed that the numbers
would be twice as high as the old estimate.

Coordinator of the public campaign and the survegpared and done by the SOVS and SA P is
Miroslav Demko.

Main threats
- habitat loss
- land-use change (destruction of wet meadows ddlmiand higher altitudes - 300-900 m elevation)
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- disturbance and mortality caused by agricultorethanisms
- predation
- poisoning by use of chemicals in agriculture

Action taken

- survey - in 1996, prepared for 1997

- legal protection

- public awareness - poster and information leaflepared by SOVS

- initiation of ways of implementing proper managginschemes (mowing by hand, mowing from the
middle of the meadow)

- special management of one selected key siteaataldysuce region prepared for summer 1997

Urgent action
- continue monitoring

- identify key sites

- site protection (proposed IBAS)

- special management of the key sites

- continue research/implementation of the knowlddg® international expert group of BirdLife

Aythya nyroca

The Ferruginous Duck was recently found a glob#tiseatened species due to critical decline in
numbers worldwide. Also in Slovakia the trendhis same, as in the rest of its range. Presensstét
the species in Slovakia is little known. The eatinof breeding pairs is 20-40 and their distritouis
limited to fishponds, and remains of natural habjtas oxbows and marshes.

Main threats

- habitat loss - changes in Danube watershed,uéistn and degradation of natural habitats

- hydrological changes (rapid decline of groundwégeels in east Slovakian lowlands due to reductio
of marshes, and due to loss of water - keepingoiigpaf forests in upper parts of the watersheds)

- intensive management of fishponds

- hunting disturbance

Action taken

- legal protection of the species

- national survey initiated by SOVS

- research of habitat demands of the species dmpdigls (coordinated method by BirdLife
International) in 1997 in 7 countries, including&ikia

Urgent action
- continue monitoring

- research on fishponds

- ensure appropriate management on fishponds

- ecological restoration projects on degraded htbit
- public awareness

- prevent hunting disturbance
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4.12 Spain

Respondent: Jésus Serrada Hierro

Ministerio de Medio Ambiente

Secretaria General de Medio Ambiente

Gran Via de San Francisco 4

E-28005 Madrid March 1997

Dark-tailed Laurel Pigeon Columba bolliand White-tailed PigeonColumba junoniae

Both species have benefited from a LIFE projectctvtstarted in 1994 and was renewed in 1996. It
includes surveys and monitoring habitat protecti@titat restoration, wardening and predator cbntro

Blue Chaffinch Fringilla teydea

The subspecies from Gran Canafilétzek) has also received funding from the EU in 199he T
main objectives of the project are habitat managermed captive breeding. A captive breeding centre
exists in Gran Canaria. The subspecies from Tenggiydea is not threatened.

Houbara Bustard Chlamydotis undulata

The subspecietierteventuradrom Fuerteventura and Lanzarote, in the Candands, is regularly
monitored and remains stable. Breeding has rgcémén confirmed in La Graciosa island, near
Lanzarote. In 1996 birds bred in captivity for thest time at the breeding facilities in La Oliva
(Fuerteventura).

Spanish Imperial EagleAquila adalberti

The Spanish Imperial Eagle is the subject of aicoats conservation effort, with the support of the
EU through a LIFE grant. During the period 19784.%he population has tripled at a growth rate of
five occupied territories per year, reaching 148spia 1994. Mortality due to electrocution conkas

to be the most frequent cause of death, althougopiog has increased notably in recent yearsrtyT hi
three per cent of the territories are included iiotgrted areas (L.M. Gonzélez (1996) Tendencias
poblacionales y estatus del Aguila Imperial ibédoaEspafia durante los Ultimos veinte af®islogia

y Conservacion de las Rapaces Mediterraneadonografias b 4, SEO, Madrid). Two captive
breeding facilities exist, but captive breeding hasbeen achieved yet.

Slender-billed Curlew Numenius tenuirostris

This species is extremely rare in Spain. Thereaanember of recent records from the Dofiana area
which have not been accepted by the Rarities Cdemnit Spain has signed a Memorandum of
Understanding and an Action Plan for this specigieuthe Bonn Convention.

White-headed DuckOxyura leucocephala

The population continues to recover and some nexedimg localities have been found in 1996.
Captive breeding has been very successfully aetlieéw Dofiana National Park and a number of
released birds have been found breeding in the iwiteécent years. The main threat for this species
continues to be the expansion of the Ruddy DDxkura jamaicensis During the winter of 1996-1997
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ruddy ducks have been recorded in several Sparéthneds, sometimes as many as 11 birds together.
The policy in Spain is to eradicate this non-nabird as the only way to prevent hybridisation vitie
White-headed Duck; the eradication campaigns argedaout by the regions with the collaboration of
staff from Dofiana National Park. Urgent cooperafiom the countries of origin of ruddy ducks in
Europe is required to prevent the expansion ofetkigic species.

Marbled Teal Marmaronetta angustirostris

In 1996 there were 41-51 pairs in Spain, mainly¥@&encia and Andalucia. The species is in a very
delicate state. The highlight last year was the dwa hunting at the Hondo wetlands, a key site for
Marbled Teal, after an international campaign. IKE proposal was put forward for all the Spanish
population in 1996, but it was only approved fag thgion of Valencia. The main components of this
project are habitat use, habitat restoration, ijmn survey, actions in the Marjal del Moro masshe
compensation to fish-farms, and environmental dituta

Black Vulture Aegypius monachus

The Black (Cinereous) Vulture has shown a spedaacatovery in Spain, going from 200 pairs in 1973
to 1027 pairs in 1996. The population seems tetégle now, although the threat of poisoning is now
increasing. As many as five birds were found poésbin a single state near Madrid in 1996. This
problem needs to be very carefully addressed aadepted. Conservation projects for the Black
Vulture are going on in Baleares, Castilla-Ledngstllla-La Mancha, Extremadura and Andalucia.
Injured birds have been successfully rehabilitaed reintroduced into the wild by GREFA, an NGO
which specialises in rehabilitation.

Lesser KestrelFalco naumanni

A survey has been carried out in Andalucia showimge population recovery. The team of scientists
at the Dofana Biological Station has been doingptigh research on this species, which is now one of
the best known birds of prey in Europe. An intéoral LIFE project for Lesser Kestrel, Great Budta
and Little Bustard was approved in 1996, includimgjons in Extremadura (Spain), France and Italy.
Agricultural intensification continues to be theimtreat.

Great Bustard Otis tarda

Population size has been recently review in Spadhthe estimate now is 17,000-19,000 birds (J.C.
Alonso & J. Alonso (1996) The Great Bustard in 8pgbresent status, recent trends and an evaluation
of earlier censusdiological Conservatior77: 79-86). Since 1980, when the Great Bustasilegally
protected, numbers have probably remained stabheost areas, while the smallest marginal groups
have tended to disappear. The species has bendfim agri-environmental measures in the
framework of the EU Common Agriculture Policy. AFE project has been recently granted to
Castilla-Leon for Great Bustard in Villafafila.
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Audouin's Gull Larus audouini

This species has also seen a spectacular populati@ase. The number of breeding pairs in 1995 wa
14,657 (excluding Menorca), with 10,325 pairs & Hbro Delta and 2,124 at the Charafinas islands.
The rest are spread among the Baleares islandsimBadtes islands, Isla Grosa (Murcia) and Alboran
island. A very thorough research project has loegeried out during the period 1993-1996, funded by
ICONA, including such aspects as feeding ecologgetling ecology, population dynamics and
interactions with other species (Ruiz et al(1996)Ecologia y dinamica de poblacion de la Gaviota de

Audouin Universidad de Barcelona). As a result of thisject 18 scientific papers have been
published or are now press
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413 Sweden

Correspondent: Lena Berg

Species Conservation Section

Swedish Environmental Protection Agency

Blekholmsterrassen 36

S-106 48 Stockholm 21 April 1997

Action Plans for globally threatened birds

Following the conclusions in Recommendation No.of&he Bern Convention, the Secretariat has
requested information on the progress of actiongfar preserving European globally threatenedsbird
The Swedish species concernedAmeer erythropusindCrex crex The Swedish EPA is supporting
international projects on both species;

Anser erythrops
The lesser white-fronted goos@nser erythropusis subject to a national action plan including
reintroduction of goslings using barnacle geBsanta leucopsisas foster parents.

The Project has been successful and new breedangs heen registered the last few years. The
breeding population in the country is probably ldes 10 pairs, but the number of nonbreeding birds
including young of the year, migrating from the ot in 1996, were estimated at about 50 birds.

The project is administered by the Swedish Spomsh#essociation and is supported by funds from the
Swedish Environmental Protection Agency and WWF dame The future of the project is presently
uncertain, but it has been recommended by the Witllnternational Working Group on Lesser white-
fronted geese, that it be continued.

Crex crex

The corncrakeCrex crex is not subject to any national action plan. TFpecies was subject to a
national survey arranged by the Swedish Ornithokddbociety in 1994, which resulted in estimates of
400 calling males. Of these approximately 250 weuvad on the large islands Oland and Gotland in
the Baltic sea. Presently one research projett; itg main focus on reproductive behaviour is mgn
on Oland.
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4.14 Suisse

Werner MULLER

Schweizer Vogelschutz SVS - BirdLife Schweiz

Postfach

CH - 8036 Zurich le 12 avril 1997

La Suisse est concernée par la protection dedspiéces d'oiseaux menaceés sur le plan mondial :
Réle de genétLrex crex

Au début du siecle, le Rale de genéts comptaitrengarmi les oiseaux nicheurs fréquents en Suisse.
Une nouvelle publication sur la présence du Réalgai&ts montre que la derniére nidification connue
date de 1978 et que seuls un a 15 chanteurs somteesbservés chaque année (Orn. Bé8b169-

175, 1996).

Sur la base du Plan d'action européen, I'ASPO dLB& Suisse a rassemblé en 1995 les éléments
inhérents a un Plan d'action suisse pour le Ralgeiéts. A la demande des autorités fédérales
concernées, aucun plan de protection définitifemeore été élaboré, mais 1996 a constitué la phase
piloté a cet égard. Le programme de protectioméadisé par 'ASPO - BirdLife Suisse en collabarati
avec la Station ornithologique suisse, la Centahithologique romande et avec le soutien de K©ffi
fédéral de I'environnement, des foréts et du pay8@gEFP), Section chasse et étude de la faune.

Le projet de protection porte sur les domainesigédcci-dessous. Pour 1996, les résultats sont les
suivants (selon les recommandations du plan dfaetioopéen publié par le Conseil de I'Europe):

1. Etudes de base:Les connaissances actuelles sur la répartitidRae de genéts en Suisse ont
été complétées. On a demandé aux ornithologuesrdEnt d'annoncer leurs observations de males
chanteurs dans les 24 heures. Les collaborateysofht de protection contrélent eux-mémes les zone
les plus importantes (Recommandation 3.1.2).

En plus des nombreuses observations individuelles, nouvelle nidification (avec observation des
ceufs) a pu étre établie en Basse-Engadine (1984851996, sept a neuf chanteurs ont été apercgus
dans des sites favorables a la nidification. Dams des parcelles protégées, on a pu confirmer une
nidification en 1996 (la premiere depuis 1978 €34185).

2. Information: L'information fournie aux autorités cantonaleséetérales (Services Protection
de la nature, Chasse, Agriculture) a été déterrténaour les impliquer, de méme que les agriculteurs
lors de la mise en application concrete du prajatdépliant en couleur, plusieurs notices exphesti
ainsi que deux circulaires d'information renseignactuellement sur ce projet et les exigences de
protection du Réle de genéts. Le public a été iimdopar un communiqué de presse qui a suscité un vif
intérét auprés des médias, en particulier de ksspragricole (Recommandation 2.3/4.1.2).

3. Coordination: Sur la base de cette information, on a immédiattrpris contact avec les
autorités cantonales concernées par les surfdots @i toutes les zones de présence de chantaurs p
gu'elles appliquent concretement les mesures degbiom. Ce travail fastidieux de coordination & ét
couronné de succes en particulier dans les cadtokaud et des Grisons, ou les autorités ont &g
rapidement.
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Le projet de protection en Suisse a égalementagtgdonné aux efforts fournis par d'autres pays. On
relévera a cet égard les liens étroits établis dNedert Schaffer, responsable de BirdLife, et les
partenaires italiens et francais.

4, Mesures de protection concretesDans un secteur jurassien (canton de Vaud),ldgosl on
reléve chague année la présence du Rales de deré&atorités communales et les agriculteurs @nt é
informés par le Service de la Faune avant la saleanidification et préparés a l'application de unes

de protection. Deux chanteurs ont été observégiet garcelles ont été mises sous protection a leur
égard (fauche apres le ler septembre). En BassadBegcanton des Grisons), la fauche a été reporté
au ler aodt en raison de la présence de deuxséctranteurs observés sur deux parcelles. Danseune d
ces parcelles, on a relevé la premiéere nidificatiopuis de hombreuses années. Dans les territitges
Réles de genéts stationnaires, 13 ha au totat@fadchés plus tardivement (Recommandation 2.1.2).

On a observé deux Rales de genéts dans une résgavelle qui est fauchée apres le ler septembre.
Dans d'autres réserves présentant des conditivosafdes pour cette espece, on a tenté d'attier de
migrateurs durant la nuit au moyen de bandes senbl@mis les secteurs jurassiens ou ces oiseaux
sont habituellement présents, cette méthode rgar'puprésent pas encore permis l'installation desRa
de genéts.

5. Politique agricole: Depuis quelques années, la politique agricol&eisse est en profonde
mutation et s'oriente de plus en plus vers unensifieation. Dans le cadre d'un nouveau forum
impliquant les organisations de protection de luneg les autorités et les organisations agricdéss,
paiements directs écologiques sont destinés adépainix exigences des espéces menacées telles que |
Réle de genéts (Recommandation 1.2.3).

On examine en particulier les programmes spécificuehaque région et destinés a promouvoir les
différentes especes. Dans le cadre du projet deegbian du Réale de genéts, les agriculteurs qui
fauchaient leurs prés plus tard ont bénéficié denpents directs supplémentaires dans les cantons de
Vaud et des Grisons.

6. Démarche ultérieure: Le projet sera poursuivi par 'ASPO - BirdLifei§ae en 1997-98 dans
le cadre d'une plus vaste campagne. Celle-ci siggdtection des prairies extensives, dont unéepart
sera consacrée a l'élaboration d'un Plan d'adieogmmandation 1.2.1).

Erismature a téte blancheOxyura leucocephala

En Suisse, I'Erismature a téte blanche est unilvéulier. La derniére observation date du décembr
1993).

Pour garantir la survie de la population européedme'Erismature a téte blanche, la population
européenne de I'Erismature rou§seyura jamaicensiprovenant d'introduction devrait étre réduite ou
méme éliminée.

En 1994, deux observations de I'Erismature rouss&té réalisées ; en 1995, aucune et en 1996, au
moins une (a confirmer par la Station ornithologiguisse).

L'Erismature rousse peut étre chassée en verta e 1édérale sur la chasse. Mais certains cantons
autorisent la chasse de quelques espéces de caratdsent. L'Erismature rousse est donc protégée
dans une partie de la Suisse. Des tirs pour desnede protection de l'autre espéce sont certes
possibles, mais jusqu'a présent selon nos connaesaucune Erismature rousse n'a éteé tirée.

En octobre 1996, I'ASPO - BirdLife Suisse a organise rencontre entre les principales organisations
suisses de protection de la nature et les autdétEsales concernées. En principe, les participsat
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sont mis d'accord pour demander aux services camate la chasse d'éliminer les Erismatures rousses
en Suisse. Cette demande sera liée a la conditierleg pays qui ont introduit cette espece et dans
lesquels elle niche actuellement en grand nombrepagticulier en Grande-Bretagne, prennent des

mesures visant son élimination. L'ASPO - BirdLifeisSe a été priée d'élaborer des recommandations
concretes qui seront discutées encore une foleparganisations.

Fuligule nyroca Aythya nyroca

Pour cette espéce menacée sur le plan mondiarelfziction européen n'a pas encore été publié.

Le Fuligule nyroca a niché en 1991 et 1992 powréaniere fois en Suisse (un couple dans un petit
marais prés de Frauenfeld TG). L'oiseau est urriéwe: régulier en petit nombre (population hivernal
au total 15-30 individus).

Au niveau national, la chasse au Fuligule nyro¢aoegerte du ler septembre au 31 janvier. Certains
cantons autorisent la chasse de quelques espéamalels seulement. Le Fuligule nyroca est donc

protégé dans une partie de la Suisse.

Dans le cadre de la révision de I'Ordonnance féalémar la chasse, 'OFEFP propose de protéger
l'espece sur le plan national. Cette révision sEatisée en 1997.
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4.15 Turkey
In the last fifteen years, Turkey has made impofangress in nature conservation.
New policies and strategies have been developedhfrprotection of species and their habitats.
Important legal adjustments have been realisedranahstitutional framework strengthened. The most
important legal adjustments were the Law for NatldParks, the Law for Environment, the Regulation
for the Control of Water Pollution, the Regulatifor Environmental Impact Assessment and the
Regulation for the Protection of Air Quality.

The hunting of endangered, rare or threatened ep@@s banned, and their habitats were protected on
a large scale.

International cooperation was developed and Tubdename a Contracting Party to the conventions of
Bern, Barcelona, Ramsar, CITES and Biological Biirgr

The establishment of the Ministry of Environmens lstrengthened the coordination and cooperation
between the related governmental organisations asd provided a great contribution for the
development of NGOs as well as for the arousenfgmildic awareness.

In early 1997, a Strategy and Action Plan for Biedsity in Turkey was completed. This strategy and
action plan was prepared with the combined effarexperts, scientists and NGOs.

For the implementation of this action plan, fouesiwith different ecological characteristics were
chosen. Two of these sites are important bird aredsth the help of this action plan, which is
supported by the World Bank, pilot management plgiide developed for similar sites. This study
will be carried on with the participation of the lBtry of Forestry, Ministry of Agriculture and Rair
Affairs and the NGOs through the coordination & Ministry of Environment.

Dalmatian Pelican Pelecanus crispus

The ratio of the protected areas for this spesiepproximately 72% of its total habitats.

The hunting of the species was banned in 1974ailvdre country.

A Master Plan was prepared by the General Diretetdom National Parks, Hunting and Wildlife of the
Ministry of Forestry for the Menderes Delta (an artant breeding area) and for Lake Ku_.

A similar study for the Gediz Delta will start innk 1997.

The factors which are threatening the species are:

- the deterioration of the water cycles and wateity of the wetlands,

- destruction of the reed beds, and

- disturbance at the breeding sites (fishing, hiatiching, etc).

At Lake Ku_ (Manyas) a study has been startedteraine the levels of pollution.
Almost all of the industrial settlements at the $iave waste treatment facilities.

White-headed Duck Oxyura leucocephalp

The ratio of the protected areas for this spesiepproximately 80% of its total habitats.
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Hunting was banned in 1984 all over the country.
At Lake Burdur, which is an important wintering arer the species, with the combined efforts of the
Burdur Municipality, the Fund for Game and Wildliferotection and the General Directorate for

National Parks, Hunting and Wildlife, the pressoirdlegal hunting was decreased on a great scale.

Preparation of a Management Plan for Lake Burdikes place in the investment programme of 1997.
Studies will be started in June.

For the Organised Industrial Settlements (OIS) nedte Burdur, permission was given under the
following conditions:

- Afforestation shall be realised around the OIS,

- Waste water shall be released after being higbgted, and

- Permission shall not be given to establishmehisiwmay cause over-pollution.
Pygmy Cormorant (Phalacrocorax pygmeuys

The ratio of protected areas for this speciessamately 60% of its total habitats.

Hunting was banned in 1975 throughout the country.

Efforts have begun to declare the Gediz Delta aaklelLUluabat as Ramsar Sites which are both
important breeding and wintering areas of the gseci

The threats are: the deterioration of the watedityjuand the water cycles of the wetlands, habitat
destruction, fishing nets and disturbance.

The actions to be taken are: creation of converiahitats for building nests at known and poténtia
sites, research and monitoring, rehabilitationarfrdded wetlands.

Marbled Teal (Marmaronetta angustirostriy
The ratio of the protected areas for this spesiepproximately 80% of its total habitats.
Hunting was banned in 1984 all over the country.

The most important factor of threat is the loss dadtruction of the wetlands. Special efforts are
required to protect these sites.

A planning study was completed in 1996 which cotkeswhole Seyhan and Ceyhan Deltas which are
the important breeding areas of the species.

Through the application of this plan, the wetlamdsystem and the ecological characteristics of the
related habitats of this ecosystem will be protécte

Great Bustard (Otis tardg
Hunting was banned over all the country in 1977.

In 1993, the Alt_nta_ Plain of Kitahya Province,ighhis an important feeding and breeding area for
Great Bustard, was declared a "Wildlife Protecthsaa" by the General Directorate of National Parks,
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Hunting and Wildlife of the Ministry of ForestryAn efficient protection is provided at the areathwi
the contributions of the Hunters and Shooters Aation of Kitahya.

The actions required are: protection of the biregedireas such as the steppes around Lake Sodal _and
the Aliken Plateau, education of the local peoplé monitoring the success of reproduction.

Cinereous Vulture (Aegypius monachys

Hunting was banned throughout the country in 1975.

The main factors which are threatening the spewies the loss of habitats, the lack of food anthdnu
disturbance. Especially, destruction of forestsafforestation with exotic species and wood cgtim
the breeding season are causing habitat lossadistintbance for the breeding pairs.

The mass wood cutting application has been abaddsinee 1996.

Actions required are: a wide research for theisgeprotection of the aged trees of the breediegsa
and forestry applications to be realised beyondtkeding season.

Imperial eagle (Aquila heliacg
Hunting was banned in 1987.

A nation wide survey must be done in order to deitee its range in the country, the existing and
potential breeding areas must be regularly mordtared evaluated.

Educational activities must be realised againegdl hunting and trading and controls must be done
more frequently.

Audouin's Gull (Larus audouinii)

It is estimated that 30-50 pairs of Audouin's Gadist on the Mediterranean coasts of Turkey. A
detailed research is needed. After this researchgtion plan must be prepared and applied.

The important breeding areas must be protectedhandctivities such as fishery, tourism and animal
husbandry realised in these areas must be coutienlié if necessary such activities must be banned.

Slender-billed Curlew (Numenius tenuirostri$

It is a very rare species for Turkey. In betweles years 1946 and 1996, 29 certified records were
made.

In 1982, hunting of this species and in 1992, mgntif the other Curlew species in Turkey was banned
Corncrake (Crex crey

There is no special study for this species in Tyrk8ut it is known that they incubate in the south
Marmara region, the inner parts of the Aegean regia central Anatolia.

A detailed research must be made at their breedfidgstop-over areas.
Aquatic Warbler ( Acrocephalus paludicola

Little is known about this species in Turkey. Atjoavarbler can be rarely found in Turkey as a
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summer immigrant in the Marmara region, west Megditeean and North-East Anatolia.

A research must be made in these regions.

Red-breasted GooseBranta ruficollis)

In Turkey, in winter, the species can be seenyanatorthern wetlands.

Lesser White-fronted GooseAnser erythropu}

In Turkey, particularly during the years with sevevinters, the species can be seen rarely in vmester

Anatolia and Thrace and unusually in eastern Aratdrherefore, Turkey has not much importance for
the life cycle of this bird.
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4.16 Ukraine

Dr Vassili I. Pridatko

Land & Biodiversity Conservation Division

Central Board of Natural National Parks

and Reserves Management

Ministry for Environmental Protection

and Nuclear Safety of Ukraine 24 June 1997

Progress in implementation of the recommendation ahe international action plans

Introduction

Ukraine is well-known as a country with relevantivty on conserving and protecting birds,
organisation of relevant training and seminars, @icparticular with its activities related to tBéack
Sea Region. Ukraine supported the Odessa me@ictgl{er 1992) held within the framework of the
International Black Sea Action Plan, hosted a ingiseminar "Restoration and Integrated Management
of the Danube Delta Reed Bed "Stensovsko-ZhebnaR&wni" (August, 1995, Odessa), and the first
and second workshops on implementation of the TAEt§ect on inventory of the Black Sea wetlands
(Kyiv, September 1995 and Odessa, March 1996).

Upon ratification by the Ukrainian Government bé tConvention on Protection of the Black
Sea against Pollution (February 1994), a new sthgeotection and management of the coastal zone
began Besides, in autumn 1996, Ukraine signedStrategic Action Plan for the Rehabilitation and
Protection of the Black Sea". The region is tredaeisly important to biodiversity conservation
because of the great concentration of waterbigiseaally during migration time, among which there
are many species from the African-Eurasian Fiywssluding many waders.

Ukraine also participates in the GEF and TACIgquts which aim to protect biodiversity and
the coastal zone. In 1994 Ukraine ratified the Cdhvention on Biological Diversity (adopted by the
Supreme Council Decree in November 1994). At pebee Ukrainian environmental authority along
with the scientists and NGOs develop a nationabagilan on conservation biological diversity.islt
guite possible that in May 1997 the Cabinet of Miingés of the Ukraine will sign the Decree on
Conception for Biodiversity Conservation in Ukraine

In 1995 in The Hague, Ukraine signed the Agreenmmtthe Protection oNumenius
tenuirostrisand agreed to support the AEWA of the Bonn Corigaras soon as possible.

Ukraine always planned that the Ramsar Conventimmd be ratified and this event has been
realised. On 29 October 1996 Ukraine ratifiedehdecuments: Ramsar and Bern Conventions and the
Framework Convention on Climate Change. The Minisf Environmental Protection and Nuclear
Safety of Ukraine, NGOs, local authorities alsctiatéd implementing new Ramsar Convention
Strategic Plan 1997-2002.

The state authorities are developing two natidnalments, which will be important also in the
future for management of animal and plant habitdte Draft programme on Land Conservation for
1997-2010 and the Draft Programme on DevelopmeAgoatultural Complexes and Villages Rebirth
for 1997-2005.
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Two volumes of the Red Data Book were printed984L(Animals) and 1996 (Plants). Many
new authors made original proposals about conservat threatened birds (table).

Ukrainian scientists and amateurs continue thelid fvork on monitoring birds every year and
in all regions. Many new pieces of information @deen collected which prove that the birds depend
very much upon human (agricultural) activity. Thus good base exists for continuing the
implementation in Ukraine of the Action Plans regaients. There are 12 relevant species of the 23
(table).

European Globally Threatened Birds
UKRAINE
Species State of the populations
Pelicanus crispus 1-12 "breeding" couples (unsuccessful)
Phalacrocorax pigmaeus 720 breeding couples (max)
Oxyura leucocephala 0 (= no information)
Branta ruficollis 567-5500 ind.
Anser erythropus 15-30 ind.
Aquila heliaca 50 breeding couples
Numenius tenuirostris + (= 4 records)
Aegypius monachus 15 breeding couples
+ 4 ind. in the amateurs' zoos
Falco naumanni 3-5 breeding couples
Crex crex 15 000 - 55 000 calling males
Otis tarda 20-40 breeding couples
Acrocephalus paludicola 250-325 breeding couples (in 1996)

Slender-billed Curlew - Numenius tenuirostris

Population (April 1997)

During the year of 1960 it was noticed in Northarmd Southern Ukraine and after 1960, in
Southern Ukraine only; in spring of 1975 in thént&a region 48 individuals were noted (the Red Data
Book, 1994). In 1985-96 in the Ukrainian part bk tDanube Delta, it was noted on 20.X.85,
18.VIIL.84, 17.1X.96, 16.X.96 (M. Zmud, pers. inf.)

Direct action plan requirements

2.1.2 Encourage an increase in the penalty fortstgpa Slender-billed curlew to the maximum level,
and that for shooting other curlews to a more fiigarit amount. Protect Godwits, and ensure that al
such laws are well publicised and enforced.

2.1.1 Encourage the effective protection of a netwaf major wetland sites along the northern
shores of the Black and Azov Seas.

3.2.2 Identify key sites used by the species. lI@attracking would greatly facilitat e this
process, but with international cooperation andiiiog substantial ground survey efforts could beenad
Any sites thus identified should be fully protettésee 2.1.1) and total hunting bans should be
introduced at these sites.

4.3 Publicise the plight of the species with huster
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Results of work

2.1.2 The penalty for shooting of birds includedd@its is increased in the context of the current
laws concerning non-hunted species and the Red Badl species, including new additions to the
hunting laws.

2.1.1 Is being provided as well as possible.

3.2.2 Other key sites outside the border of théepted territories have not been identified through
the method of satellite-tracking. Taking into aoabthe number of records (four during 1985-963 it
impossible to identify other "key sites" by anotheathod.

4.3 Was provided by the Ukrainian NGOs in 1996 de€zby BirdLife International.

Comments, remarks, new proposals

There are no registered cases of shooting. Fofast 11 years the species was noted and
registered on the protected territories only. Tieev hunting laws are very strict. Thus, it appears
illogical to speak about theoretical dependendb@tasual shooting records upon the number (g&nsit
of hunters living on the potential flyway pointslitkraine. (See Globally Threatened Birds in Europe
1996, p. 280).

Dalmatian Pelican -Pelicanus crispus

Population

In recent years it has been a typical but not maosebird (up to 100-110 ind.) as a resident of
the Ukrainian part of the Danube Delta, more seldoam the other parts of the Azov-Black Sea
Regional coastal zone (the Red Data Book, 1994 t0 twelve "unsuccessful nesting" pairs annually
were known on the territory between the Kugurlujl dartal Lakes; the wintering birds were very
seldom noted (M. Zmud, pers. inf.).

Direct action plan requirements

1.3/2.2.3 To promote measures to stop drainagewater extraction and/or water diversion at the
remaining wetlands occupied by breeding colonies.

2.1.1. To encourage the designation of the Kugudke as a protected area.

2.1.2 To encourage establishment of a non-intrug@re around all colonies during the breeding
period.

3.1 To organise a census of the breeding colonies.

3.2 To undertake midwinter counts.

3.3 To monitor ecological change at the key wetlsites.

4.1/4.2 To undertake public awareness campaighsraiming at all key sites, aimed mainly at husiter
fishermen and local communities.
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Results of work

1.3/2.2.3 The work is going on at the level of 8tate Committee on Water Management, MEPNSU,
local authorities. Partly the task is managinglarrthe umbrella of GEF project, other programnmes a
with participation of the Danube Plavni Natural &s®. In addition, the MEPNSU is in process of
looking for other partners for implementing othespective long-term projects. The problem has not
been solved fully.

2.1.1 The Kugurluj Lake is included in the listwétlands of international importance of Ukraine by
the Cabinet of Ministries Order N 935 of 23 Septeni995.

2.1.2 The activity is provided annually as effeetas possible by the Danube Plavni Natural Reserve
the MEPNSU local divisions, etc.

3.1 Is provided.

3.2 Provided by local authorities, NGOs and oodibists within the framework of the annual winter
census of waterfowl.

3.3 Provided by local authorities.

4.1/4.2 |s provided as well as possible withinflaenework of relevant national activity.

Comments, remarks, new proposals

The Danube Plavni Natural Reserve proposals (Midipers. inf.):

- To provide as soon as possible the strootggtion regime near the Kugurluj and Kartal Lakes;

- Toresearch the cause of unsuccessful rgedtid try to resolve the problem;

- To work out a programme of renaturalisatminthe species for the purpose of learning
requirements necessary to encourage the birdsgestithe reserved territory.

Pygmy Cormorant - Phalacrocorax pigmaeus

Population

Typical resident of the Danube/Dniester Deltastalaone and Crimea; until 1988 there were
noticed breeding (40-50 b.p. - the Red Data Bo8R4) and wintering species (1720 ind. in 1995/96
and 246 ind. in 1996-97 - Rusev et al., 1997). Wkrinian and Romanian parts of the Danube Delta
are one of the largest breeding areas - up to &&8; pin Ukraine they are the Stentsovsko Zebikems
Plavni, Kugurluj et Kagul Lakes, Lebedinka Islafwt, recent years - on Daller Island (M. Zmud, pers.
inf.)

Direct action plan requirements

2.2 To promote establishment of a non-intrusiamezaround all colonies during the breeding period.
2.1.2 To prevent drainage and water extractioricaater diversion at wetlands.

3.1 To undertake surveys of breeding coloniesmaidgvinter counts.

3.3 To monitor habitat changes at the key sites.

3.2 To monitor the movements of the ringed birds.

3.5 To undertake studies of feeding ecology, eajedn the light of potential conflicts between
Pygmy Cormorants and commercial fishermen, andstess the impact of the birds on the fish
community.

4.1 To undertake public awareness campaignsraimihg at all the key sites, aimed mainly at htsyte
fishermen and local communities.

Results of work

2.2 Is provided as well as possible by local atitiles.
2.3.2 See position N 1.3/2.2.3 for the Dalmatielican.
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3.1 Is provided.

3.2 Is provided.

3.3 Is provided in Ukraine as well as possibléninithe framework of total monitoring ringed birds.

3.5 As of today, there is misunderstanding betweggmy Cormorants and commercial fishermen.
The problem has not been solved fully.

Comments, remarks, new proposals

The proposals of the Red Data Book authors:

- Toinclude the Limba Island in the list obtected areas (the Red Data Book, 1994, p. 307).
The Danube Plavni Natural Reserve proposals (Midipers. inf.):

- To include the Stentsovsko Zebryanskee Plavthe future Biosphere Reserve territory; to
provide a stricter protection regime on the Kugualnd Kagul Lakes, as well as on the Daller

Island, and to include it in the reserve's teryitarfuture.

- To provide quick measures on preventing alitytof the cormorants in the handmade fishnet
named "ventor".

White-headed duck -Oxyura leucocephala

Population

It is quite possible that in the last (XIX) centuthe species was typical for Ukraine as a whole.
Until 1970 is nested sporadically on the DnipredRiand after 1970 along the sea coastal zone only
(the Red Data Book, 1994). Has in fact been nistddkraine, in the Azov Sea Region, on 12.V1.82
(Lysenko, Siokhin, 1991, p. 73).

Direct action plan requirements

3.3.4 Autumn and spring surveys should be conductédentify passage sites for the birds moving to
and from Romania, Bulgaria and Greece.

Results of work
Recommendation N 3.3.4 is not so urgent becausspigies has not been observed during migrating
periods for the last 15 years. In practice, il Wwé useful in Ukraine to continue publishing relet

illustrated leaflets and posters for hunters.

Comments, remarks, new proposals

Scientists should also take into account the éspes of monitoring endangered waterfowl
casual shooting by collecting tail feathers ofghet waterfow! (Pridatko, Grachov, 1979).

Red-breasted Goose Branta ruficollis

Population

The species is well known as a typical migrant angiintering bird which was numerous for
several years along the coastal zone - from 6MtO0O individuals (the Red Data Book, 1994). In
recent years the number has fluctuated during wirgiesus on the Azov-Black Sea coast:
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1990/91 - 4 ind. (Rusev et al., 1997), rare bfMsZmud pers. inf.); 1992/93 - 500 (M. Zmud,
pers. inf.); 1993/94 - 500 (M. Zmud, pers. infl994/95 - 5500 (Rusev et al., 1997); 1995/96 -
1472 (Ardamatskaya, 1997); 1996/97 - 567 (Rusew.et997; Ardamatskaya, 1997).

It is quite possible that there are 16 000 - 20 D@0 in total during the migration period in Ukmai
(Rusev, 1997, p. 14-18).

Direct action plan requirements

2.1/3.5 To encourage a review of hunting regutetiand activities. Where necessary, disturbange an
mortality caused by hunting should be monitored ragdilated.

2.5 An ornithologist from a Ukrainian agency (pblsthe Shevchenko University) should be formally
selected to represent Ukraine in the multinatiéted-breasted Goose Working Group.

3.1 Coordinated winter counts between Ukraine, &uva) Bulgaria, Greece and Azerbaijan should be
conducted once to twice monthly on a formal anduahbasis.

3.2.1 Surveys of location, goose numbers anddtalse should be made on staging areas.

3.3.1 Ecological and behavioural studies of Rexhéited Geese at the staging sites should bedditiat

Results of work

2.1/3.5 Is provided as well as possible by sdierublications. In addition the penalty for skiag is
increased in the context of current laws concerapegies not hunted and species of the Red Data Boo
including new additions to the hunting laws.

2.5 Printed information on providing the above-tiwred is not available in the MEPNSU.

3.1 Ukrainian local authorities (like Odessa Umsity, Melitopol Ornithological Station, ECCU,
Chernomorsky Biosphere Reserve) provide annuakbwagnsus.

3.2.1 Is provided as well as possible in 1996/%thd census work (Rusev et al., 1997).

3.3.1 No information.

Comments, remarks, new proposals

Since the risk of mortality occurs mostly in thenting season, it is reasonable to elaborate and
carry on educational programme for hunters.

Special research should be organised on the gredie of the Red-breasted Goose.
Danube Plavni Natural Reserve proposals (M. Zmatk. inf.):

- To forbid hunting adjacent to the key areaitbries like the Stentsovsko Zebryansky Plavny;
to continue work on including adjacent areas tdktheterritories into a new biosphere reserve.

- To forbid mammals hunting in January adjaderthe key area territories (in connection with
the problem mentioned above).

- To precipitate taking protection measuressttee key areas near the Danube Delta Natural
Reserve including the Stentsovsko Zebryansky Plavagd Ermakov Island; to protect
territories in the Upper Sasyk Reservoir and Aluébeg Burnas Leemans.

The Red Book authors' proposals:

- To create a zakaznyk in the Davydovska Bathe Utuluksky Leeman (the Red Data Book,
1994, p. 312).

Lesser White-fronted Goose Anser erythropus
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Population

Not numerous but typical migrant, known for theastal zone of Ukraine during autumn or
winter time. Potential key area is similarAnser albifrons Population has not increased for the last 20
years: 1977 - 182 ind.; 1985/86 - >30 (Lysenkokl®n, 1991); 1985 - 11 (Grischenko et al., 1994)
1986 - 12 (Fesenko, Arkhipov, 1996); 1996/97 - fBéskaravajny, Kostin, 1997; Rusev et al., 1997).

Direct action plan requirements

Proposals have not been defined for Ukraine.

Comments, remarks, new proposals

Main proposals should be similar to those of ted-Breasted Goose.
Imperial Eagle - Aquila heliaca

Population

Not numerous but typical nesting species in Ulgaiith a tendency of population to decrease.
In total nearly 50 breeding pairs are known in $ur@herkassy, Kyiv, Odessa, Kirovograd,
Dnepropetrovsk, Mykolaiv and the Crimea regionst(®e 1996).

Direct action plan requirements

1.2 Promote the development of a new legislattométure conservation.

2.1.1 Promote the designation as protected avks dBntaining Imperial Eagles.
3.2 Undertake a national survey and initiate aitadng programme.

3.5 Review and update the existing IBA inventory.

Results of work

1.2 Is provided, for example, by implementingiaives on biodiversity conservation as a whole,
through laws on land and water protection, etc.

2.1.1 Is provided by the BirdLife Internationahhch.

3.2 Is provided as a whole while taking foresufation measures, including information supporthsy
local authorities, NGOs and ornithologists.

3.5 Isin process. Provided by the BirdLife Inggional branch.
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Cinereous Vulture - Aegypius monachus

Population

It is a very rare species in modern Ukrainianrdie literature of today. There were nearly
15-20 ind. in the Crimean population in the 603.1980, 5-8 breeding pairs were known; in 198%- 4
b.p.; in 1990 - 6 b.p. and 13 non-breeding intk ®ed Data Book, 1994, p. 335; Globally Threatene
Birds in Europe, 1996, p. 152). There are someding pairs in the zoos of Kharkiv, Mena and Odessa
(the Red Data Book, 1994). Only 15 b.p./potentiblp. are known as of today in the Karalaksky Loca
Zakaznik of 5900 ha in the Crimea; besides thexdaur ind. in local zoological farms (M. Chepurko
pers. inf.). According to data of recent years@nignean population has non-successful sex/agecinde
(the Red Data Book, 1994).

Direct action plan requirements

2.2.3 A feeding station should be set up in thHen€a Game Reserve and supplied regularly.
3.1 Being the only population in Ukraine it is es$al that monitoring of numbers, breeding success
causes of mortality and population trends is cdroigt yearly.

Results of work

2.2.3 A feeding station functions under the resjiwlity of the Karalaksky Local Zakaznic near
Simpheropol (pers. inf., M. Chepurko, Crimea).

3.1 Is protected in the Crimean and Yaltinsky ntaumforest nature reserves (the Red Data Book,
1994).

Comments, remarks, new proposals

It is intended to create the Kazantipsky Resamnhié Crimea Region, which will also help to
protect birds' habitats.

There should be provided purposeful scientific kvon improving sex/age index of the
Cinereous Vulture Crimean population.

Lesser Kestrel -Falco naumanni

Population

In the 60s it was typical in mountain territorilee Zakarpattye and Crimea and lived in
colonies of up to 400 pairs; in 1988 - 100 breggtiairs (the Red Data Book, 1994). In 1983 - 1ib.p
"Melova Flora Reserve" (Pisarev, 1996); in 198#b5-b.p. in Donetsk Oblast (Vetrov, Belik, 199&);
1990 - 3 b.p. on the Changar Island (Kinda, 199895 - 3 b.p. in the Mykolaiv Oblast (Rodionov,
1996).

Direct action plan requirements

1.3 Promote the legal protection of the species.
3.1 Carry out a national survey and identify kegea.
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Results of work

1.3 Is provided as for the Red Data Book species.
3.1 Special "national programmes" were not elaldra The monitoring is provided successfully by
local authorities, the reserves' staff, NGOs andtauns.

Great Bustard - Otis tarda

Population

At the end of the last century it was a numerogeding species as a whole including the
northern territories - in the Lviv Oblast (Kosheletral.,, 1991; Ardamatskaya, 1991; Basta, 1996;
other). Southern territories: at present in tlile€3a Oblast more than 50 pairs breed (Koshelal, et
1991, p. 23); several nests were known annuallythie Chernomorsky Biosphere Reserve
(Ardamatskaya, 1991) as well as in the Kerch Pekdrend in adjacent key areas where there were 120
nests (Grynchenko, 1991, p. 78-90); in 1991/98-38 b.p. (Kinda, Stadnichenko, 1995). It is well
known in the winter period along the coastal zoi@:1950 - 400 or 600 ind. (Klimenko, 1950 - by
Ardamatskaya, 1991); in 1963 - 150 id. (Ardamatakel991); in 1970/84 there were 7-20 ind.
(Panchenko; Balacky, 1991); in 1983/84 - 900-1i283 were observed and nearly 500 ind. died in the
steppe (Kosheleve et al., 1991); in 1996 sevérds lvere noted near Melitopol (Gorlov, Nikolaenko,
1997).

According to the Red Data Book (1994) there wearly 2000 ind. in the winter time and 270-
300 adults during the nesting period. Thus, thaber continues to decrease dramatically.

Direct action plan requirements

2.1.2 Encourage the extension of the ongoing sdeaand habitat management schemes to other
regions; promote the establishment of an ornitliold reserve on Kerch Peninsula (Crimea).

2.1.6 Consider the feasibility of creating a Gigastard breeding and rearing centre.

2.2.1 Collaborate with local hunting organisatigasprevent illegal hunting at wintering sites and
provide supplementary feeding.

Results of work

2.1.2 Is provided as well as possible.

2.1.6 No information.

2.2.1 lllegal hunting is forbidden. The penaftyricreased in context of the current laws on namdd
species and on the Red Data Book species includingadditions to the hunting laws. No information
about supplementary feeding at wintering sites.

Comments, remarks, new proposals

The Red Data Book authors' proposals:

- To create the ornithological zakazniks ie tkerch Peninsula. To organise artificial eggs,
incubating and introduction of birds to nature (#ex Data Book, 1994, p. 343).
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Corncrake - Crex crex

Population

The population has a slow tendency to fall in mplaces of Ukraine due to habitat loss by
about 20% to 100% on average for the last 30 y@&misotey, 1995; Bulahov, Gubkin, 1996; Bashta,
1996; Pisarev, 1996; Gulay, 1996; Legeyda, 1986er). Nevertheless, the species is typical domes
protected territories, parks, towns, surroundimgs, It is quite possible that there are 55 00@isg
males (Mikitiuk, 1996; Globally Threatened Birds Europe, 1996). According to more pessimistic
calculation, there could be about 15 000 singintgsa

Direct action plan requirements

1.2.2 Promote the inclusion of the Corncrake e@Nfational Red Data Book.

2.1.2 Encourage the protection and appropriateagenent of important Corncrake areas.

3.1.1 Undertake a national census to provideiamatpopulation estimate, and identify key areas.
3.1.2 Monitor Corncrake habitats.

3.2.1 Conduct research to determine populatiarctstre (sex ratio, etc.) and breeding success.

4.1 Raise awareness of the Corncrake, with ngturtection and agricultural organisations as well a
the general public, and through secondary and higghgcation institute.

Results of work

1.2.2 The species was not included in the Red Batik but is protected by a series of laws (see
below). Besides, the MEPNSU also keeps contralélyorating annual orders on hunting.
2.1.2/3.1.1/3.1.2 Is provided in reserves ancnatiparks. The relevant inventory work is goimgoy
some hunting societies, NGOs, ornithologists, aunate

3.2.1 Is undertaken at some sites.

4.1 The species is protected by a series of laadsdacuments, including new strict additons to the
hunting laws. Hunting is forbidden. The penatiy $hooting is $US 40 eqv. or more (under the Decre
of 25 January 1996 N 123).

Some hunting societies and NGOs carry out activiie raising awareness of the Corncrake.

Comments, remarks, new proposals

The population decreases in Ukraine because potitetting” and "feeding" habitats are being
lost simultaneously (Legejda, 1996). Thus, thesues on conservation should include actions on
creating ecological corridors in addition to theation of protected "key areas".

Aquatic Warbler - Acrocephalus paludicola

Population

During the last 55 years it was noticed severaks only (Zezerin, 1969; Afanasyev et al.,
1992; Khlebesko, 1992; Bulakhov, Gubkin, 1996uzi@, 1996; Gorban, 1985 - for Bashta, 1996;
others). It bred permanently along small riverghie Dnepropetrovsk Oblast (Gubkin et al., 1996).
1995 there were 105 nesting pairs between the DeipBupoy River (Gavrys et al., 1996, p. 222-223);
in 1996 there were 300-400 breeding ind. (A. Bajwpers. inf.). In addition, new large nestingtpl
were disclosed in 1996 by an international orniabalal expedition in the Volyn Oblast.

Direct action plan requirements

1.1.2 Promote the preparation of a national wdtkstion plan.
3.1.2 Undertake a national survey to clarify disttion and numbers.
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4.1 Promote a strong bird conservation NGO withrficial support from international organisations.
Results of work

1.1.2 Work is continued on preparation of the tdmaditional plan on conserving wetlands of
international importance.

3.1.2 Is provided by professional ornithologistd 8GOs at local level.

4.1 The Ornithological society was supported hylBfe International.

Comments, remarks, new proposals

Small grants monitoring should be provided for thepose of supporting annual scientific
international expeditions to the key areas in Ulgai

There should be created a series of protectdtbtérs in key areas.
The National Ringing Centre proposals:

- To organise the ringing of the species in &eeas with the aim of researching the flyways and
wintering areas.

Notes

Abbreviations b.c. - breeding couples; b.p. - breeding paMEPNSU - Ministry for Environmental
Protection and Nuclear Safety of Ukraine.

Remarks New list of laws on hunting regulations in Ukraiinclude also the following: the Law of

Ukraine "On Alterations to the Code of Ukraine odndinistrative Delinquency on Strengthening
Administrative Amenability through Penalties" (N/9% - VR, 07.02.97); the Resolution of the Cabinet
of Ministries of Ukraine "On Confirmation of Proigm Prosige on Exchanging Payment for the
Purposed Use of Wild Animals" (N 123, 25.01.961e RResolution of the Cabinet of Ministries of

Ukraine "On Confirmation of the Regulation Huntilmglustry and Hunting Order" (N 780, 20.07.96);
the Resolution of the Cabinet of Ministries of Ukea "On Alterations on Supplements to the
Regulation on Hunting Industry and Hunting Ordét"245, 19.03.97).
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Station, the local divisions of MEPNSU. The authbanks personally very much also Drs. A.
Voloskevitch, M. Zmud, V. Stoilovsky, J. ChernickoRusev, A. Poluda, G. Fesenko, N. Klestov, V.
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4.17 United Kingdom
John Clorley
Bird Species Conservation
European Wildlife Division
Department of the Environment
Bristol 25 April 1997

Action Plans for Globally Threatened Birds in Europe
White-headed Duck -Oxyura leucocephala
Report under specific actions:
(Main plan actions ifold, UK-specific action iritalics)

1.1.3 Promote national legislation in all western &laearctic countries which prohibits the
escape or release of Ruddy Ducks from captivity.

The UK Government should ensure enforcement abeebtA(1.b) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act
1981 which prohibits the release or escape of Rilaks into the wild.

It has been an offence to release or allow to esoagidy ducks in Great Britain since 1981 (Northern
Ireland 1985). The UK Government has made a cginineffort to inform people of offences under
section 14 regarding the release of non-indigespasies. In 1996 the Department of the Environment
produced a publicatiowildlife Crime - A Guide to Law Enforcement in t@enservation and
Protection of Wildlife in the United KingdomThis book is a practical guide to those involved
investigating offences under wildlife legislati@md includes information on section 14 offences.

Information on the current controls on the releaenon-native species in Great Britain was
strengthened by the Department of the Environmabtigation -The Regulation and Control of the

Release of Non-Native Animals and Plants into tild W Great Britain The document outlines the

problems caused by the release of non-native speuid provides information on the scope of thel198
Act in controlling the release of non-native speciacluding the ruddy duck, in Great Britain.

1.1.4 To develop strategies to prevent the escagfeRuddy Ducks from collections.

The UK Government should consider adding the Ruddgk to Schedule 4 of the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981 which requires the ringing aggistration of birds kept in captivity.

Consideration is currently being given to amending 1981 Act to include the Ruddy Duck on
Schedule 4. Before the addition to Schedule 4 lmarcarried out, consultation is required with
interested bodies. It is envisaged that consaitafiill take place later this year.

2.1.1 Reduce the size of the UK Ruddy Duck populaii as quickly as possible

The UK should undertake its planned regional cdrtial as soon as possible. This control trialllwi
attempt to control two different regional populaittoof Ruddy Ducks. If the results suggest thiat it
possible to control ruddy ducks on a large scale UK should undertake country-wide control
measures for Ruddy Ducks as soon as possible.

Over the last few months the Government, with tigdusory scientific advisors, reassessed whether a
control trial should go ahead. As the outcomeénefgroposed control trial could not be guaranteed a
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the likely impact on the population and range @& $pecies would be difficult to determine, the UK
Government decided that the proposed controlghiauld not take place, at least for the time being.

The UK Government will be assessing what other omeascould contribute to reducing the population
of Ruddy Ducks in Great Britain. Consideratiorb&ng given to whether the Ruddy Duck should be
added to the list of those species which can talielgunted under domestic legislation.

3.2 To monitor and improve the effectiveness of diable control measures for Ruddy Ducks.

The current UK Ruddy Duck research programme shprddeed and the process of making the results
available to all countries considering should cont.

The research contract into the feasibility of cohtneasures for the North American Ruddy Duck & th
United Kingdom, carried out by the Wildfowl and Wagids Trust under contract to the UK Department
of the Environment was completed in 1996. Theonepand a synopsis, was published by the
Department of the Environment in June 1996 andwidsly distributed amongst UK and international
organisations.

3.5 To monitor the number of stifftails kept in capivity .

The UK Government should consider whether theraldime monitoring of captive Ruddy Ducks if the
option of placing the birds on Schedule 4 is disted

The UK Government is still considering whether tial ahe Ruddy Duck to Schedule 4 (see 1.1.4). If
this option is not taken forward, then other meafmaonitoring will be assessed.

4.1 To increase awareness of the need to controktepread of the Ruddy Duck

The UK RDWG should continue its public relatiomatsigy to inform the British public of the necegsit
for Ruddy Duck control

The UK Government is aware of the need for contiguydublicity to inform people of the dangers posed
to the conservation status of the White-headed Dydke spread of the Ruddy Duck.

Publications

Bradley Taylor M. 1996, Wildlife Crime - A guide t@ildlife Law Enforcement in the United
Kingdom. London UK; Department of the Environmen

Anon. 1997. The Regulation and Control of the Bedeof Non-native Animals and Plants into the
Wild in Great Britain. London UK; Department titEnvironment.

Hughes B. 1996. The feasibility of control measufer North American Ruddy Duck®xyura
jamaicensisn the United Kingdom. London UK; Departmenttodé Environment.
Aquatic Warbler - Acrocephalus paludicola

Report under specific action
(Global actionin bold, UK-specific action irtalics)

1.1.2 Promote the full protection of the Aquatic Wabler and its habitat through national and
international legislation.

Promote the preparation and implementation of aomatl action plan.

A national action plan for the Aquatic Warbler waglished in 1995. The lead partner responsibile fo
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the delivery of the actions in this plan is the BSPOthers responsible for certain actions incltide
Countryside Council for Wales and English Nature.

The initial phase of the work is to quantify thepiontance to Aquatic Warblers of the known migration
sites, and to research the habitat requirementthefspecies on passage. Occurrence is almost
exclusively during autumn passage, being estimatedbout 40 individuals. Over 90% of birds trapped
for ringing are juveniles. The number varies aditay to autumn weather conditions, however, argl thi
figure is likely to be an underestimate in "goodays, when hundreds could pass through.

Constant-effort ringing at the main sites will keed to quantify the importance of the main sitethi®
species. Tape-lures are sometimes used and thima@ase the number of birds caught for ringing.
Research is also planned to examine the habité¢rpreees of the species. Most occurrences are
associated with reedbeds on the south coast ofBsglvith birds occurring iRhragmitesbut also in
associatedJuncusand Schoenoplectus 1996 was a poor year for the species (probadfieating
autumn weather conditions) so insufficient birdseménged or observed to assess habitat preferences

Some of the main sites are reserves. Pendingethdts of habitat preference research, management
focuses on prevent of scrub encroachment and,eamtkin site (Marazion Marsh), maintenance by
RSPB of discrete clumps 8tchoenoplectughere the species is frequently observed.

Other measures

A biodiversity action plan has been developedlit $pecies (appended).
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AQUATIC WARBLER ( ACROCEPHALUS PALUDICOLA

1.

CURRENT STATUS

1.1 The aquatic warbler is a regular autumn migrant
to sites in southern Britain, particularly to wetls
along the south coast from Kent to Cornwall.
Although there is no accurate record of numbers, it
estimated that hundreds of individuals pass through
Britain each year, comprising between 1% and 25% of
the world population of this globally threatened
species.

1.2 The aquatic warbler is listed on Annex | of the
EC Birds Directive and Appendix Il of the Bern
Convention.

CURRENT FACTORS CAUSING LOSS OR
DECLINE

2.1 Wetland habitat deterioration in a number of
important sites where the aquatic warbler regularly
occurs. During migration through Britain it haseay
localised distribution and is therefore very sutibép

to factors affecting even a small number of sites.

CURRENT ACTION

3.1 Known key passage sites are designated as nature
reserves or SSSIs.

3.2 RSPB is currently assessing historic records to
confirm all likely key sites.

3.3 EN promote habitat management for this species
through action plans for reedbed birds.

ACTION PLAN OBJECTIVES AND TARGETS

4.1 This is a globally threatened species which passes
through the UK on migration in autumen route
between eastern Europe and Africa. We do not know
what proportion of the world population passes
through the UK but it may be significant (>10%).
Further research is needed to assess the impoxénce
the UK for this species but in the meantime itdquer
global status means that the UK should ensurehbat
few sites known to be used (mostly reedbeds) are
protected and appropriately managed.

4.2 Ensure all key passage sites are, and remain,
protected.

4.3 Develop monitoring methodology to assess and
monitor numbers and distribution of birds in the UK

4.4 Undertake
requirements.

research to identify habitat

PROPOSED ACTIONS WITH LEAD AGENCIES
5.1 Policy and legislation

5.1.1 Encourage the uptake of schemes such
as ESA and Countryside Stewardship to manage
wetlands and watersides for the species.
(ACTION: MAFF, WOAD)

512 Support initiatives, where appropriate
and identified in the international Action Plan,
which safeguard and enhance populations in other
countries. (ACTION: DoE, JNCC)

5.2 Site safeguard and management

5.2.1 Seek to designate any sites regularly
supporting qualifying numbers of warbler as
SPAs. (ACTION: CCW, WO)

5.2.2 Seek to oppose any development
proposal which would adversely affect key sites
for this migrant species. (ACTION: CCW, EN)

5.2.3 Following further research to identify
the ecological requirements of this species, ensure
that the needs of this species are taken into
account in management plans for any SSSI used
regularly by this species. (ACTION: CCW, EN)

5.3 Species management and protection

5.3.1 Consider this species for protection
under international legislation. (ACTION:
CCW, DoE, EN, JNCC)

5.4 Advisory

5.4.1 Ensure land owners and managers with
regularly occurring migratory populations are
aware of the importance of their land to the
species; and appropriate methods of habitat
management; when known. (ACTION: CCW,
EN)

5.5 Future research and monitoring

551 Identify and implement a method for
monitoring aquatic warbler numbers on passage
through the UK. (ACTION: CCW, EN, JNCC)

552 Survey to identify sites which regularly
hold significant numbers of aquatic warbler.
(ACTION: EN)

553 Research habitat use and ecology of
species to provide habitat management advice for
regularly used sites. (ACTION: EN)

554 Pass information gathered during
survey and monitoring of this species to JINCC or
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BRC so that it can be incorporated in national 555 Provide information annually to
databases. (ACTION: CCW, EN) BirdLife International on the UK status of the
species to contribute to maintenance of up-to-date
global red lists. (ACTION: JNCC)

5.6 Communications and publicity

5.6.1 No action proposed.
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Corncrake - Crex crex
Introduction

The corncrake continues to receive high priority the UK, with conservation efforts yielding

encouraging results. It is one of eight speciesMaich a national action plan was published in5199

The Royal Saociety for the Protection of Birds (R$BBd Scottish Office Agriculture, Environment and
Fisheries Department (SOAEFD) are the lead partresponsible for the delivery of the actions
contained in the plan, although a variety of otlggncies and organisations contribute. Thesedaclu
Scottish Natural Heritage (SNH), Environment andritdge Service of the Department of the
Environment for Northern Ireland (EHS), Scottishrigglture College, Farming and Wildlife Advisory

Group, Scottish Crofters Union (SCU), National Trias Scotland and Scottish Wildlife Trust. RSPB
has received EU funding for conservation work omnCrake through the LIFE fund (1994-96).

The population in the core area of the Scottisinid$ has stabilised and is now increasing as # odsu
conservation work. By 1996, the sampled populatias around 30% higher than the low recorded in
1993, and 8% higher than that recorded in thefldstensus in 1988. This trend has been achieved
through a high level of investment, though contthimvestment is necessary to consolidate this sscce
and encourage an eventual re-colonisation of foareas of occurrence.

Report under specific actions:
(Main plan actions itold, UK-specific action iritalics)

1.2.3.3 Encourage the allocation of funding to pafarmers to Corncrake-friendly management,
targeted at key areas.

Continue the Corncrake Grant Scheme until it cainbegrated into agri-environment measures.

The Corncrake Grant Scheme run by the RSPB, SNHS&adtish Crofters Union since 1992 has
continued to offer payments throughout the ranggetay grass cutting and employ corncrake-friendly
mowing techniques. Uptake is high, with £63k gaigrants in 1996. During 1996, SNH and RSPB
also operated the Skye Grassland Scheme aimecr@ading the areas managed in a corncrake-friendly
manor on the Isle of Skye.

A grant scheme in Northern Ireland ended in 1998) no corncrakes breeding in 1994. The facility
for payments has been retained, however, and trwesprecolonised in 1995. In 1996 payments were
made by DoE/NI on Rathlin Island, which held thdyororncrake recorded in Northern Ireland that
year. During 1997, RSPB and DoE/NI will be undertg work to establish early cover on Rathlin.

The intention is to operate separate incentiveraeBdor corncrakes until corncrake-friendly measure
are effectively incorporated into agri-environmargasures (see below).

Promote wider adoption of agri-environment measuepromote late-cut grass and reduce sheep
numbers, increasing low-intensity beef.

The majority of the Scottish Corncrake populati@euwrs within Environmentally Sensitive Areas and
incentives for corncrake-friendly management amglable, though take-up of these options has so far
proved slow.

The Scottish Countryside Premium Scheme will badaad in Spring 1997 and the Corncrake is a high
priority. This scheme will cover non-ESA areas)uiding Orkney, Skye, Lewis and Harris.

2.1.3 Acquire and appropriately manage nature reseres for Corncrakes
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Consider establishing further reserves in core area

Scottish Natural Heritage is actively consideringude of SPA classifications for corncrakes. Ehier

a complementary need, however, to establish widsovery areas, through agri-environment
programmes if the species is to increase furthewimbers and range. The RSPB continue to make a
major contribution to this action, acquiring a hat three suitable areas in 1996 and managingleotot
165 hectares for the species.

3.1.2 Develop and implement an agreed pan-Europeamonitoring strategy

Undertake annual surveys in the main areas

The next full survey is due in 1998. Annual monitg takes place over the core areas of Scottish
Islands, covering almost all of the population. t€iie this area, publicity and contacts result in a
number of additional records each year. Resultthiolast four years are compared with the resilts

the last full census (1998) below:

Number of singing males

1988 1993 1994 1995 1996
Core area (Scottish Islands) 531-572 449 461 540 4 58
Rest of Britain 20-24 30 n.c. n.c. n.a.
Northern Ireland 122-133 8 0 1 1
Total* 551-596 479 c.490 c.570 c.615

* totals adjusted to take account of corncrakeg@odrded during survey.

3.2.2 Determination of timing of reproduction and ncidence of double-brooding across the
corncrake range.

3.2.3 Correlation of population trends with habitats and the timing and method of mowing.
Continue radio tracking studies of timing of breegland habitat selection.

RSPB have been undertaking research in this arBaDathesis was accepted in 1996 and scientific
papers will appear in due course. The RSPB puidisind distributes advice to landowners on
corncrake-friendly mowing techniques. RSPB fieldvers have worked with farmers and crofters to
protect Corncrakes from injury during mowing in tt@re area of its range including Lewis, Orkney,
Uists, Tyree, Skye and Canna.

There are also schemes to reduce losses to pnedatituding Feral Cat control on Coll, Mink
control in the Western Isles and a Ferret bountgs® on Shetland.

RSPB has also undertaken research into use ofategebn plots established to provide early and
late cover. More information is needed in parécwn the best ways to establish an early cover for
corncrakes.

Quantification of movements between geographical ggons

Continue studies of movements
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Trapping, using tape luring has been undertakeR®¥B in Scotland and Ireland. 167 males were
trapped in Scotland and Ireland during 1996, iniclgdb ringed as adults in previous years. Most
adult males return to within about 10 km of whdreyt hatched or where they settled the previous
year, though some movement up to 50 km has bearttddt This indicates that management of
whole areas, rather than small sites, is necegsanyaintain populations. No movement between
Scotland and Ireland has been detected.

RSPB is also undertaking movement studies in Rukataia and Poland.

Other measures

The UK has developed a biodiversity action plantlids species (appended).

Publications

Baha El Din, S.M., Salama, W., Grieve, A. and GreRrE. 1996. Trapping and shooting of
Corncrake<rex crexon the Mediterranean coast of Egypird Conservation International,
6: 213-218.

Green, R.E. and Rayment, M.D. 1996. Geographiaghtion in the abundance of the Corncrake

Crex crexin Europe in relation to the intensity of agricutt. Bird Conservation International,:6

201-212.

Green, R.E. 1996. Factors affecting the populatiensity of corncrak€rex crexin Britain and
Ireland. Journal of Applied Ecology, 3237-248.

Tyler, G.A. 1996. The ecology of the Corncraké&hvepecial reference to the effect of mowing on
breeding production. PhD thesis. University CpiieCork.
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CORNCRAKE (CREX CREX)

1.

CURRENT STATUS

1.1 Over the past 100 years the corncrake has shown
a sustained decline in numbers in the UK and a
contraction in range. By the early 1970s there were
only 3,250 calling males, falling to 478 in 1993.
Over 90% of calling males are located in the
Hebrides, with the remainder mainly in Orkney.
There are very few in England and Wales and, in
recent years, few calling males in Northern Ireland

1.2 The corncrake is a globally threatened species.
It is listed on Appendix Il of the Bern Convention
and Annex | of the EC Birds Directive. In the UK it
is protected under Schedule 1 of the WCA 1981 and
the Wildlife (Northern Ireland) Order 1985.

CURRENT FACTORS CAUSING LOSS OR
DECLINE

2.1 Loss of traditional grassland habitat mosaics,
especially tall vegetation throughout the breeding
season.

2.2 Changes in grass management and cutting
techniques (e.g. earlier cutting).

2.3 Predation and disturbance may be contributing
to the decline in some localities.

CURRENT ACTION

3.1 Approximately 10% of the British corncrake
population is protected on RSPB reserves.

3.2 Corncrake grant schemes, funded by DoE(NI),
RSPB, SNH and Scottish Crofters' Union under their
joint Corncrake Initiative, provide incentives for
corncrake-friendly grass cutting and management to
protect corncrakes, but it is hoped to superseide th
approach by improved ESA prescriptions with
advice to land managers.

ACTION PLAN OBJECTIVES AND TARGETS

4.1 The corncrake is a globally threatened species
which was once found throughout the UK, but it now
mostly restricted to north and west Scotland. The
reasons for decline of this species have been
elucidated by an excellent programme of research,
and the means of reversing the decline and prayidin
an increase in numbers are now known. This species
responds rapidly to favourable management of
meadows and an increase in numbers and range

is perfectly feasible. The UK can lead the global
recovery of this species.
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4.2 Halt the decline in UK corncrake population
and range.

4.3 Maintain the numbers of corncrakes in the UK
at or above the 1993 level (478 singing males).

4.4 Maintain the range of corncrakes in the UK at or
above the 1993 level (82 occupied 10 km squares).

4.5 By 1998, increase the range of the corncrake in
Britain to at least the same number of 10 km squares
occupied in 1988 (90 squares).

4.6 In the longer term, re-establish corncrakes in
parts of its former range in the UK.

PROPOSED ACTION WITH LEAD AGENCIES
5.1 Policy and legislation

5.1.1 Support and promote the uptake of
corncrake grant schemes for this species in
Scotland and Northern Ireland. (ACTION:

DoE(NI), SOAEFD)

5.1.2  Support and promote the uptake of

ESA agreements and review the effectiveness of
existing ESAs for this species in Scotland, i.e.

the Outer Hebrides machair, Argyll Islands and

Shetland. Seek to improve where necessary.
(ACTION: SNH, SOAEFD)

5.1.3 If existing ESAs are effective as

conservation measures, consider designating
remaining core corncrake areas in the Western
Isles, Inner Hebrides and Orkney as ESAs, to
encourage continued hay production and

sympathetic  management. (ACTION:
SOAEFD)
5.1.4 Develop and promote measures for

traditional crofting land management in areas
supporting this species. (ACTION: SOAEFD)
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Site safeguard and management
5.2.1 Seek to secure favourable
management on all suitable land within

designated sites, and in all non-designated areas
supporting populations of corncrake.
(ACTION: DANI, DoE(NI), SNH, SOAEFD)

5.2.2 Consider designating sites of
particular importance as SSSI.  (ACTION:
SNH)

Species management and protection

5.3.1 Seek to reduce damage to nests and
mortality of adults and young from mowing
operations by wardening and promoting
corncrake-friendly techniques. (ACTION:
DANI, DoE(NI), SNH, SOAEFD)

5.3.2 Ensure crofters and small farmers are
advised of risks to species from predation by
domestic cats, and support local mink and ferret
control, preventing their spread to new areas.
(ACTION: DANI, DoE(NI), SNH, SOAEFD)

Advisory

5.4.1 Provide advice to agricultural
advisors, and to all those managing corncrake
areas on corncrake-friendly cutting methods and
other beneficial management practices.
(ACTION: DANI, SOAEFD)

5.4.2  Provide advice on corncrake-friendly

management techniques to agricultural colleges
to aid their inclusion in land management
courses. (ACTION: DoE(NI), SNH)

Future research and monitoring

5.5.1 Conduct a full survey of the breeding
population of corncrake in Britain and Northern
Ireland every three years. (ACTION: DoE(NI),
SNH)

5.5.2 Study economic, technical and
agronomic aspects of modifying grassland

management in key corncrake areas to benefit the

5.6

species. (ACTION: DANI, DoE(NI), SNH)

5.5.3 Investigate the responses  of
corncrakes to approaching mowing machinery,
and conduct "after mowing" surveys to assess
the density of nests and broods, and the
mortality rate. Seek to identify the least
damaging time for mowing. (ACTION:
DoE(NI), SNH)

5.5.4 Investigate levels of mortality due to
cat, mink and feral ferret predation and assess
the possibility of reducing mortality. (ACTION:
DoE(NI), SNH)

5.5.5 Encourage annual monitoring of
breeding numbers and periodic surveys of
habitat at key sites. (ACTION: DoE(NI), SNH)

5.5.6  Review the factors affecting corncrake
migration and wintering grounds. (ACTION:
DoE(NI), INCC, SNH)

5.5.7 Pass information gathered during
survey and monitoring of this species to JNCC
or BRC so that it can be incorporated in
national databases. (ACTION: DoE(NI), SNH)

5.5.8  Provide information annually to
BirdLife International on the UK status of the
species to contribute to maintenance of up-to-
date global red lists. (ACTION: JNCC)

Communications and publicity

5.6.1 Consider projects to develop
controlled "green tourism" based on the species.
(ACTION: SNH, Tourist Authorities)

5.6.2 Consider publishing a Code of
Practice for birdwatching to reduce the pressure
on this species from birdwatchers in sensitive
areas. (ACTION: DoE(NI), SNH)
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4.18 Programme LIFE

Protection et restauration de I'habitat du rake genétsCrex crey
en Belgique

Bescherming en herstel van de leefgebieden vdwadetelkoning Crex crex) in Belgié
(Life 94/B/A211/B/01516/MLTRG)
Résumé

Le rale des genét€fex crex) est une des especes d'oiseaux les plus rares glius menacées de la
Belgique.

De 1994 a 1996, un programme Life pour la consemvatu réle des genéts et de son habitat a été
mené en Belgique par les Réserves Naturelles ethOlogiques des Belgique/Belgische Natuur- en
Vogelreservaten (RNOB/BNVR).

Au cours de ce programme, cing périmetres d'actariseffectivement bénéficiés de mesures de
conservation. Pour la Flandre, il s'agit des ljeeeken, des Kalkense Meersen, du Demervallei et du
Maasvallei. En Wallonie, un seul grand périmeteetibn a été désigné : la dépression schisteuse de
la Fagne-Famenne, entre Chimay et Hotton.

La Fagne-Famenne, région a vocation herbagerda astule région de Belgique ou la présence du
rale des genéts est encore régulierement constedéaeefois, les données qui y ont été récoltées au
cours des quinze derniéres années indiquent (1)laydupart des males chanteurs s'installent
seulement a partir de la mi-juin, (2) qu'il y a daible taux de retour aux territoires occupésniam
précédente et (3) qu'il y a une importante fludtunainterannuelle des postes de chant (entre B et 5
chanteurs selon les années), corrélée de facotiveoavec la pluviométrie en mai-juin. Toutes ces
informations indiquent qu'il n'y a plus de popuwatiautosuffisante et stable en Fagne-Famenne. Les
oiseaux qui s'installent de facon plus ou moinsiliége dans les herbages de la Fagne-Famenne sont
donc essentiellement issus de populations plugppres localisées ailleurs en Europe.

A T'occasion du programme Life, un recensement'egpéce a été organisé pour l'ensemble du
territoire de la Wallonie. Ce recensement, auqu#l grincipalement participé une cinquantaine

d'ornithologues amateurs des RNOB et de la So€iatéhologique AVES ainsi que les agents de la

Division Nature et Foréts de la Région Wallonneficore le statut précaire du rale des genéts en
Wallonie. 17 et 10 chanteurs furent respectivemeites en Wallonie en 1995 et 1996, dont plus de
la moitié (11 et 6) en Fagne-Famenne.

A l'occasion du recensement, un suivi individues deles chanteurs a été tenté grace a une analyse
des chants enregistrés. Ainsi, en 1995, la comgamaies oscillogrammes de trois enregistrements
récoltés a quelques jours d'intervalle sur une m@ragie a permis de déceler la présence de trois
males chanteurs différents sur le site. Aucun adphent d'un oiseau entre deux sites ne fut par
contre constaté. Le risque d'un double comptagdast exclu. Cette expérience intéressante n'a pu
étre poursuivie en 1996 étant donné les tres copdeiodes de chants des oiseaux repérés (un seul
jour de chant sur la plupart des sites) ! A cet@gh996 était donc une année moins bonne que 1995.

En Région Flamande, aucun recensement systématefit organisé vu la rareté des observations
des dernieres années. Toutefois, linstallationvelbel d'une petite population de 2 - 3 males
chanteurs flt notée en 1995-96 a Kessenich, daradléee mosane (périmétre de Maasvallei).



T-PVS (97) 15 -10C -

Des actions de sensibilisation et d'informationé&atmenées dans les périmétres du programme Life.
Des journaux "toutes-boites" ont été distribuées habitats des cing périmétres concernées.
Parallélement deux numéros du "Courrier du Ralairrjal d'information destiné aux agriculteurs,
ont été envoyés a quelques 1100 personnes en Fagmenne.

Le volet le plus important du programme Life comeédt les acquisitions de terrains. Dans les zones
précédemment identifiees comme étant prioritairesr pune conservation du réle des genéts,
guelques 235 ha, essentiellement constitués dedprésuche, ont pu étre acquis. Le cofinancement
de ces acquisitions a été assuré par les Régiotienia (129,03 ha) et Flamande (105,39 ha). Il
convient de noter que tous ces terrains sont asHiétkes de bail et que la gestion peut donc
immédiatement étre réalisée de facon optimale lgoréile des genéts.

En Fagne-Famenne, une quinzaine d'agriculteursreasdésormais la gestion de quelques
120 hectares de prés de fauche destinés a la vatisardu réle des genéts. Les contrats de gestion
signés stipulent les dates de fauche, l'interdictie tout amendement des prairies et 'aménagement
de zones refuges non fauchées. Des conventiongakgseont également été signées avec plusieurs
fermiers afin que ceux-ci puissent bénéficier dmes agri-environnementales.

D'autre part, sur un site d'environ 7 ha contedastcoupes a blanc d'épicéas, des fourrés de sdules
des prairies humides, une gestion par le paturagé démarrée a l'aide de quelques bovins rustiques
(Galloways). Cette gestion vise a la restauratiam chabitat propice au damier de la succise
(Euphydrias aurinig, papillon repris en Annexe |l de la Directive htah

En Flandre, la gestion des prés de fauche estmgateréalisée par des agriculteurs, mais des
superficies considérables sont également paturéesigs bovins appartenant a l'association elle-
méme, notamment dans les Demerbroeken.

La politique de l'acquisition fonciere et de la tims des prés de fauche sous forme de contrats
d'entreprise assure une maitrise a long terme dedtion des sites. Le programme Life constitue a
cet égard un solide point de départ pour assurerécupération des populations du rale des genéts.
Des acquisitions fonciéres supplémentaires viertdfajouter dans les années a venir, de telle facon
gue le réseau de sites puisse étre consolidé elagyestion de plus grands blocs de pré de fauche
d'un seul tenant redevienne possible.

Dans des réserves situées dans des zones alludielesurs d'eau tels que I'Hermeton et I'Eau
Blanche en Fagne-Famenne ou encore le Demer etde&Z Beek en Flandre, la maitrise de la plus
grande partie des zones inondables est envisadéwehir, de telle facon qu'une gestion plus
intégrale, incluant une dynamique naturelle et sgrode du cours d'eau, devienne possible.
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APPENDIX 51

BirdLife WORKSHOP ON SPECIES ACTION PLANS
4 MAY, IZMIR, TURKEY
REPORT ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF SPECIES ACTION PLAN S

This report gives a brief overview of what progrbas been made in the implementation of the first
set of 23 BirdLife Species Action Plans up to namgstly focusing on activities carried out by
BirdLife Partners during 1995 and 1996. Plannd@bas for 1997 and beyond are also mentioned, if
known. This information was gathered from recemorts and other published material and through
correspondence with Partners and other speciestexpe

GENERAL ISSUES
Launch of 'Globally Threatened Birds in Europe: Action Plans'

The book was published by the Council of Européeimglish in October 1996. It was officially
launched at the Frankfurt Book Fair at the begigroh October. All BirdLife Partners received a
press release and a copy of the book to prepairediva launch nationally. Several Partners took
this opportunity to raise the profile of the spsgogramme. Especially good media coverage was
achieved in the UK, Turkey and Austria.

Free copies of the publication were distributedhte authors and compilers of the Action Plans,
members of the Steering Committee of the projedtBindLife Partners and Partner Designates. The
Council of Europe has agreed to distribute 150e&nfiiee of charge for advocacy and media contacts
all over Europe. It is planned that a small nundfesontributors to the Action Plans will also reei

a free copy to honour their efforts.

Translation of Species Action Plans

The Council of Europe is currently preparing thertah translation of the Action Plans publication
which will be published by May (and distributedthe meeting). The Spanish translation of the
relevant Action Plans has been prepared by SEQ/Bé&d There are plans to translate the Action
Plans of all the relevant species in Russian by BBC

New action plans

In 1996 BirdLife International has embarked on & peoject to prepare Action Plans for a further 8
species of birds in Europe. Three of these, Farowg Duck, Steller's Eider and Spotted Eagle, are
globally threatened species according to the ne@NlL¢griteria (Collar et al. 1994), which were not
covered by the first set of Action Plans publisie@®ctober 1996. The other five species - Bittern,
Lesser Spotted Eagle, Lammergeier, Bonelli's Eadgltle Bustard - are all priority species for
conservation within the European Union. The projedunded by the European Commission and
RSPB (the BirdLife Partner in the UK). Project odioator is Mr. Norbert Schaffer.

The procedure to prepare the Action Plans is vienjlag to the previous one. Each action plan has a
compiler whose task is to contact experts of thexigs in all range states in Europe or the European
Union. They collected preliminary information dretspecies to prepare a first outline of the ptan f

discussion. Experts from all range states of thecies in Europe are then brought together in a
workshop to share their expertise and make theragian as comprehensive as possible. After the
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workshop the a draft action plan is prepared and fee consultation among those who attended the
meeting. Comments are incorporated in the subsegaesion of the text by the compiler and sent
for wider consultation afterwards. The final verss of the Action Plans are expected to be prepared
in May 1997.

Seven workshops were planned (the two Aquila spesire treated under one workshop because of
the similarities between the relevant aspectsaif tife history, threats and recommendations) rayri
the preparation of the plans. All seven workshugge been completed on the following timetable:

» Bittern Botaurus stellaris 14--18 April 1996 in Hilpoltstein/Germany orgaeiby Landesbund
fur Vogelschutz in Bayern. The action plan for thiecies is now completed.

» Ferruginous Duck Aythya nyroca 9--14 October 1996 in Szerencs/Hungary organigesME
(BirdLife Partner in Hungary).

» Steller's Eider Polysicta stelleri 1--4 November 1996 in Kuressaare/Estonia organimethe
Estonian Ornithological Society (EOS, BirdLife Reat Designate in Estonia) and Vilsandi
National Park.

» Spotted & Lesser Spotted EagléAquila clanga and A. pomarinal4--18 November 1996,
Kemeri/Latvia organized by the Latvian OrnitholagicSociety (LOB, BirdLife Partner
Designate in Latvia) and World Working Group ondgiof Prey and Owls.

 Lammergeier Gypaetus barbatus12--15 December 1996 in Anso Village, Huesca/Spai
organized by the Spanish Ornithological Society@&#rdLife, BirdLife Partner in Spain).

» Bonelli's Eagle Hieraaetus fasciatus 9--12 January 1997 in Madrid/Spain organized by
SEO/BirdLife.

o Little Bustard Tetrax tetrax 23--26 January 1997 in Trujillo, Caceres/Spaiganized by
SEO/BirdLife.

The Action Plans follow the same format as the opesduced in the first set: background
information (distribution, population, life histgrffeeding and habitat requirements, threats and
limiting factors, conservation status and recemseovation measures), aims and objectives and
recommended conservation actions by country. Tisesecomprehensive list of references provided
in each plan.

It is expected that the new set of Action Pland vateive the same level of acceptance by the
European Union member states and members of thed@@d Europe as the first 23 plans. BirdLife
International will officially present these planisthe next meeting of the Standing Committee of the
Berne Convention for discussion and approval.

Slide set and illustrations for BirdLife

A slide set to promote the Species Action Plansthadspecies Programme has been prepared by the
BirdLife Secretariat and is being distributed te turopean Partnership in April. BirdLife Partners
can use this set to promote BirdLife's species worgublications or in presentations. A Spanish
artist, Mr. Juan Varela has been commissioned &pagre black-and-white line drawings of all
globally threatened species and other species edvgy the Action Plans by June 1997. A set of
these drawings will also be distributed to BirdLFartners in Europe.
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Bonn Convention: addition of species to Appendix and I

At the meeting of the Contracting Parties of thenB&onvention in April several proposals were
considered to add species to Appendix | and Ilhaf €Convention. Amongst these there was a
BirdLife proposal (presented by the Hungarian Gomeent) to add nine European globally
threatened species to Appendix I. There were iaadit proposals from the Czech Republic and
Spain to add the remaining two migratory globafiyeitened species (Corncrake and Marbled Teal,
respectively) to Appendix Il and I. All these posals were accepted by the Conference. This means
that now all migratory globally threatened bird Gipe are included in Appendix | of the Convention
(with the exception of Corncrake which is listedyoin Appendix II). Hopefully this additional laye

of international legal protection will translataédmractical conservation in the future.
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BirdLife WORKSHOP ON SPECIES ACTION PLANS

4 MAY, IZMIR, TURKEY

REPORT ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF SPECIES ACTION PLAN S
INDIVIDUAL SPECIES

Fea's Petrel

Deserta Grande LIFE project 1996-98: aimed modtisemoval of herbivores and restoring natural
flora, which will benefit the species.

Zino's Petrel

Only two juveniles are thought to have fledged 898, three chicks were eaten by rats. Predator
(rat, cat) control operations were ongoing durihg breeding season. The few night visits paid
during 1996 indicates further decline in the popata

Pygmy Cormorant

Albania extensive survey was carried out in 1996. Thsrao confirmation of breeding in the
country, probably because of high level of distud®at key sites.

Greece WWF/HOS LIFE Project has been approved for 1997(@gether with Lesser White-
fronted Goose). The main elements of the projeciude monitoring, habitat conservation,
wardening and public awareness.

Hungary species has become regular breeder in Cormootorties.

Bulgaria Preparation of management plans for the most itapbBlack Sea coastal wetlands was
carried out within the framework of the Swiss Bilisity Project, which was finished in 1996.
Annual mid-winter counts of the wintering populaticarried out by BSPB with support from RSPB,
latest counts put number at 4,000 birds.

Italy: the species is a new breeder. A total of 7 paiesbreeding in Punte Alberete reserve, another
1-3 pairs are suspected at Venice Lagoon. ThedMa hanagement plan, produced by LIPU is also
taking into consideration of the conservation nesdbis species.

Dalmatian Pelican
Albania population is increasing, now at 72 pairs.

Greece A two-year project started in 1996 at Amvrakikttse main issues being conservation and
public awareness/education. A full-time staff lmptoyed for 6 months each year to coordinate the
project. There is an ongoing project at Prespaablpcal NGO, which have various elements
including management, habitat restoration, awaieaad green tourism.

Bulgaria There is a proposal for protection of an islandtbe Danube, where there is a new
wintering congregation of Pelicans, and where brepi possible in the future. Annual midwinter
counts carried out by BSPB with support from RSPB.

Romania the Danube Delta colony is now split into founot of which are mixed with White
Pelicans. Population is 80-100 pairs.
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Lesser White-fronted Goose

International Working Group met during November 1996 and re@d\yprogress in implementing the
Urgent Action Plan. There is funding from WWF Swadand Swedish government to organise
expedition to Taymir and Yamal during 1997, whergahsmitters will be attached to birds. The
follow-up will still need funding.

Norway. Satellite-tracking experiment was carried out®95 with important results gained. 4 birds
were tagged in Norway, of which three were lostsggiuently, probably to hunting. One female
travelled through Russia, Germany, Hungary and &idgo arrive at the Evros Delta in Greece. The
bird was seen back in Norway in spring 1996. Hleghooting of birds is clearly the biggest probhlem
There is ongoing monitoring and research of thecigs at the Valdak marshes, an important pre-
and post-breeding stopover site.

Russia The Kanin-peninsula was identified as a very ingat post-breeding moulting site for the
Fenno-Scandian population by the satellite traclergeriments. As a result of quick actions by
WWEF and the local authorities, in January 199738heyninski State Nature Reserve was designated,
which covers 16,400 ha of the most important a@atlie species. Perhaps most importantly,
shooting is prohibited in the entire reserve (uiles scientific purpose).

Romania The species was given legal protection in the haating law adopted in October 1996.

Bulgaria a field survey was carried out in winter 19954l 1996/97 at Shabla and Dorankulak
lakes in the framework of the Swiss Biodiversitpghamme (in the latter also by Norwegian team of
experts), but only a small number of birds wasnested. A poster depicting the species is in
preparation.

Greece field surveys were carried out at the most impairtiBAs (Lake Kerkini, Evros Delta) in
1995/96 and 96/97. There is a new LIFE projectreygd for 1997-1999 (WWF/HOS). Main areas
of the project: monitoring, habitat conservatiorgrdening, public awareness (same as for Pygmy
Cormorant).

Finland Satellite-tracking experiments are also carried leere. In 1995 one bird was tagged and
subsequently shot in Kazakhstan (with other bimbenfthe same family). There is an ongoing
monitoring and research work (similar to the ondlarway). There is a LIFE proposal (for 1998 and
beyond) currently in consideration.

Azerbaijan a field survey was carried out in the winter 80%/96. About 1,000 bird was estimated
in the country but a few key sites could not bétetsand the weather was not favourable. Excessive
waterfowl hunting was found at all key sites vidite

Hungary regular monitoring started during winter 1996/8@ta is collected also on habitat use of
the species.

Kazakhstan7,400 birds were found at a staging area withvijpdainting pressure last winter. There
is a plan to visit the area during winter 1997/@8¢lp setting up a protected area.
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Red-breasted Goose

Romania Legal protection was accorded to species in nemihg law adopted in October 1996. A
project on monitoring numbers and research on aiabélection of species was carried out in winter
1996/97 in Dobrudja (supported by RSPB). A PHARBjgxt proposal for 1998-2000 on further
research and introduction of extensive managemehénses is under development. ROS has
published a leaflet in Romanian and English onsiiecies with support from RSPB.

Bulgaria monitoring and research is regularly carried ioutey sites in NE-Bulgaria. Management
plans were developed for important Black Sea wed#amithin the framework of Swiss Biodiversity
Project. A sub-project in the framework of the wabanentioned project was started on the winter
biology and conservation requirements of the sggecie leaflet for hunters in Bulgarian, French and
Italian was produced and spread and postcards twéhspecies were printed and distributed to
increase public awareness for the species.

Greece there are plans to include the species in LIFGeat on Lesser White-fronted Goose and
Pygmy Cormorant (sites and problems are the same).

Marbled Teal

Azerbaijan The waterbird survey in winter 1995/96 (aimed.asser White-fronted Goose) found
important numbers of this species at some siteswdder, hunting pressure on all these sites is very
high, in some places subsistence hunting, in otfeeesgn hunters.

Spain As a result of national and international pratasemporary hunting ban was enacted on a part
of El Hondo, one of the most important winteringesifor the species in Spain. As a result, numbers
of Marbled Teal were permanently high at the siterdy the winter 1996/97. Three LIFE project
proposals were submitted of which only one in Velan(1997-) was approved during 1996. A
national survey was done.

White-headed Duck
France a Ruddy Duck was shot in the Camargue in Febrii@gy .
Turkey: All year round monitoring at Burdur Golu shoutdr$ in 1997 (funded by RSPB).

UK: During 1996 a film was shot in Spain for the spscwhich will be available (probably in
various languages) in 1997 from RSPB. Within thé ddvernment no clear decision has been made
to step up control efforts of Ruddy Duck, despiiehard lobbying by the Ruddy Duck Working
Group and others.

Netherlandsthe necessary regulations for culling of Ruddgbhas been passed during 1996 but no
sign of control efforts yet.

Switzerland SVS organised a meeting in October 1996 with eamed federal authorities to remove
Ruddy Ducks (there are only a few records every)yeadowever, this decision will be dependent on
culling activities carried out by main source coied in Europe, most notably by the UK.

Italy: LIPU has sent a letter to the Sardinian Regiddalernment not to carry out a proposed
reintroduction project of the species. The autiesiwere also asked to take all actions necessary
reduce the numbers of Ruddy Ducks, which regul@plyear in autumn in the region.

Spain During census in November 1996 900 - 1,000 bivdee found throughout the country. There
have been an increased number of Ruddy Duck redbrelsnajority of which were shot (not all).
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Tunisia first (unconfirmed) record in April 1997.
Morocca Ruddy Duck/W-h. Duck hybrids were found for thrstftime during 1996.
Cinereous Vulture

France a LIFE project for 'Vultures in Les Causses' [{iing 4 pairs of reintroduced Cinereous
Vultures) has been proposed by FIR (Fonds d'Intgiwe pour les Rapaces) to manage the SPA near
Millau, Southern France.

Turkey. Surveys were carried out in 1995 and 1996 inmi@kbreeding areas in W-Turkey. Some
major forest IBAs were identified and the populatia the area is estimated at 20-50 pairs. Some
evidence on the effect of disturbance on the pajuavas found.

Bulgaria Artificial feeding and erection of artificial nesites continued in the Eastern Rodopi
mountains. A publicity poster for the species wespared. Regular monitoring of the species was
ensured during the period 1994-97 in the frameveditke Swiss Biodiversity Project.

Italy: LIPU is preparing a feasibility study on the teaduction of this species to Sardinia, where the
species last bred in 1961.

Spain Population was estimated at 1,027 pairs in 19Bigere was a national conference in 1996 on
poisoning, which is still a big problem for thiscaather species in Spain. There is a meeting plénn
later this year by the Spanish government to reuiesvinternational Action Plan. National LIFE
project is submitted for funding and has good ckéancsucceed.

Imperial Eagle

Russia Preliminary survey was carried out in 1996 alahg Don river in European Russia
(supported by Vogelbescherming). Within the suecegrea the population is estimated at 150-200
pairs. A few IBAs and two major concentrations evetentified. The population trend was found to
be rather stable in the regions surveyed. Andatberey is planned for 1997.

Ukraine Preliminary survey was carried out in 1996 (sufgmb by Vogelbescherming). The species
was found missing in several suitable areas antniteg in others. More surveys are needed in
1997.

Bulgaria Within the framework of the Eastern Rodopi ProjéSwiss Biodiversity Project) the
following activities were carried out: artificiabéding, monitoring, research and preparation of a
publicity poster for the species. A nation-widemtoring started with funding from RSPB. A new
project for supporting the species in the Easteatkd mountains started with funds from Nos
Oiseaux Société Romande pour I'Etude et la Proteaies Oiseaux and from private donors in
Switzerland.

Hungary joint project with Slovakia during 1995 and 1998),000 km of powerlines were identified
as dangerous for the species, 2,000 km is now hesuated by power company.

Greece Limited funds are available to survey border aréar the species, a few pairs might be
found.

Spanish Imperial Eagle

A national LIFE-project is currently being carriedt by the Spanish Government. Satellite-tracking
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has proved that this species migrates as far asg8eduring winter.

Lesser Kestrel

France a LIFE application has been submitted by the (A&hds d'Intervention pour les Rapaces) for
the protection of the species in the south of Feano the Crau, where the largest remaining

population (42 pairs) lives.

Spain There is a LIFE project approved during 1996 tfue region of Extramadura, together with
other steppe species (Little Bustard, Great Buktard

Italy: There is a LIFE project proposal for 1998 fortrste protection to be decided in 1997.

Bulgaria A national survey is going on for the speciespublicity poster is prepared for the species.

Russia/KazakhstarA steppe survey (supported by Vogelbeschermirag warried out by Russian
experts (mainly for Slender-billed Curlew) durin@96 and some interesting observations were made
on this species. A survey is planned for Kazakhdta 1997 in the form of an international
expedition.

Turkey: species is now fully protected.
Corncrake

International A LIFE project proposal (involving UK, Ireland,r&nce, Italy, Germany, Sweden,
Finland and Austria) was prepared for 1998-20008tied by the German federal government in
1997, which eventually failed. An Internationalr@orake Working Group meeting was held in June
1996. A Multi-country PHARE project proposal isdem development for 1998-2000 for several
species, including this one. An international vabrdp is planned for 1997 to discuss coordination
and implementation issues.

Poland A radio telemetry project was carried out to dall post-breeding failure dispersion of birds
at Kombinat Wisna, NE-Poland in 1996. It was fouhdt the number of birds is declining as
mowing progresses and many of them disperse to favorirable, extensive grasslands nearby. A
research is planned in Biebrza marshes and a mshtsumvey are planned for 1997 (supported by
RSPB).

Latvia: National survey was carried out in 1996 (suppbity RSPB). The total population is
estimated at 26,000-38,000 calling birds in thentigu

Russia Large-scale surveys were carried out at randselgcted sites in European Russia in 1995
and 1996 (supported by RSPB). The total populatiene is now estimated at 1-1.5 million calling
birds, although even this may be an underestimiteodplain meadows were found to be the most
important habitat for the species. Most importemmcentrations were identified and management
plans are now being developed for all of these.

Bulgaria National survey was carried out in 1995 (supmblig RSPB). Public awareness campaign
is under way for the species. A radio telemetnwey to map altitudinal movements of individuals
was also conducted.

Romania National survey is planned for 1997 (supportedri3PB).

Switzerland during 1996 a pilot project was completed by SwiScooperation with the Swiss
Institute for Ornithology with support from the Fexdl Office for the Environment, Forests and
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Countryside. Data on the distribution of the spean Switzerland was collected. A colour leaflet,
several practical guides and two circular letteess youblished about the project and conservation
requirements of the species. Good cooperation egiablished with authorities in areas with
Corncrakes and some practical results were obtaifiéte project will be expanded to include the
conservation of extensively managed meadows angréparation of an Action Plan for the species
during 1997-98.

Italy: Research on the ecology and a survey on theespegs carried out by the Museum of Natural
History of Trento in collaboration with LIPU. A oference on the species will be organised in 1997.
A ringing study of calling males is ongoing in tlegjion since 1994.

Ireland The Corncrake Conservation Project, supportedRBPB, National Parks and Wildlife
Service and EU LIFE, aims to increase Corncrakeding success in three core areas by offering
incentives to farmers to implement Corncrake-frigncianagement practices. As a result of the
project Corncrake numbers have increased in thetpoin 1995 and 1996.

UK: there is an ongoing conservation project by R$PBcotland and Northern Ireland, aiming at
promoting Corncrake-friendly management schemdartoers. The campaign was very successful
and Corncrake numbers have increased in recerg.year

Slovakia national survey was done in 1995/1996 and wilitowe in 1997 as well. Population
estimate has been doubled. A habitat managemejeicpstarted in NE-Slovakia.

Projects are also undertaken in Belgj@aech Republidcranceand Germany

Great Bustard

International a European Great Bustard Project is being preiplayeCIC and IIMA. A first step of
this initiative is to organize a European censushef species by standard methodology to achieve
comparable results.

Spain There are LIFE projects approved during 1996tWay regions (Extramadura, Villafafila) for
1997 and beyond. SEO has prepared a complaimsigagolf course development at Villafafila.

Slovakia Conservation project in SW Slovakia in 1995 ar@#9d with the aim of monitoring,
research, habitat conservation, introduction of tBukfriendly land-use techniques and public
awareness.

Russia Steppe surveys during 1996 (for S-b. Curlew) gsame interesting results on this and other
steppe species as well.

Hungary conservation/awareness campaign is still ongaingey area. Plans were developed for
special protection areas for the species whereaBiitiendly management schemes should be
introduced. A project in the NW part of the coyntwhich started in 1993, resulted in doubling the
population there.

Bulgaria winter surveys found two sites with 5 and 10 bjnespectively.

Turkey. there is a project proposal to identify key sites species and to develop proposals for
designation of these sites.

Slender-billed Curlew
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International New theory on where to find breeding grounds maisforward by Dutch and Russian
experts in 1996 at the Wader Study Group Confere@@esites with the largest likelihood of finding
the species were identified and it is proposedftbht surveys are conducted at these sites.

Albania the only site where the species was observed beas proposed for protected area
designation.

Greece LIFE project 1996-98: monitoring, research, dagetracking, public awareness. Both in
1996 and 1997 birds were recorded in the EvrosaDetinfirming the importance of Greece for the
species. Tagging experiments were conducted oasizur Curlews in 1996 but no movements of the
birds could be detected. Effort was made in spdifg7 to catch and satellite-tag Whimbrels in
Evros Delta but they proved unsuccessful as only loind was caught during a one-week period
when the transmitters were available.

Romania New game law adopted in October 1996 provideteptmn to this and look-alike species.

Russia Field surveys were conducted in the steppe ragéomd in the Tara region in 1996, without
success (supported by Vogelbescherming). Mord fiatveys are planned for 1997.

Italy: surveys are regularly carried out by INFS andUWI& key sites for the species. LIPU has
formally proposed the designation or enlargemertlidéey sites as Ramsar sites.

Bulgaria all key sites are now protected, for some of éhemnagement plans have been prepared
within the framework of the Swiss Biodiversity R¥of.

Audouin's Gull

International A questionnaire was sent out by the compiler 9971 about population, trends and
implementation of the SAP. A workshop is organise8pain to up-date Action Plan in June 1997.

Greece Field surveys were conducted in 1995 and '96henislands of the Aegean Sea. These
resulted in the identification of new breeding ¢coés and the preparation of a LIFE project for 2997
99, which was approved during 1996. The Greek ladjom is now estimated at 400 pairs. Colour-
ringing scheme is introduced in 1997.

Spain New LIFE projects are approved for the Ebro Deitd 996, one of which is to improve the
conditions of the breeding colony. Research anditmong project on the species is under way, first
results are now published.

Madeira Laurel Pigeon

There is a LIFE project on the species on Madeira.

Dark-tailed Laurel Pigeon
White-tailed Laurel Pigeon

A LIFE project is finished in 1996 which had thdldaving elements: habitat management, reserve
purchase, public awareness. A new LIFE project agsoved in 1996 to continue conservation
efforts for the two species.

Aquatic Warbler

Belarus New surveys were conducted in 1995 and 1996 bym@&e and Belarus experts which
resulted in the identification of several very imjamt sites for the species and a significantlysey
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national and global population estimate. Curreittseems that Belarus holds the largest population
in the world and the site with the highest densiBolesia floodplain conference, focusing on the
main sites, is to be held in May 1997.

Ukraine New surveys carried out in 1996 resulted in papoh estimate revised upwards and
several key sites found. More surveys are plaimé®97.

Poland Research project in Biebrza and national sursgyanned for 1997. Species is found at 16
IBAs, most of which is under protection.

Russia a survey was undertaken during 1996 in thosesanéd&uropean Russia where the species
had previously been recorded (supported by Vogeliasing). Very few birds were found and it
was concluded that the Russian population may ladlenthan previously thought.

Blue Chaffinch

There is a LIFE project, a main element of whichaptive breeding.

Azores Bullfinch

No information.
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ANNEXE 5.2

BirdLife International

Report on the development of 8 new species actiotaps
Dr. Norbet Schaffer, The Royal Society for the &tbn of Birds

Under LIFE-Nature contract B4-3200/93/773 plans tieenty-three species were prepared.
These 23 plans were published by the Council ofopgirin 1996. Co-funding for this
programme came from the Royal Society for the etiate of Birds.

This project excluded five European species of @lamncern. The population &@hettusia
gregaria is almost entirely outside Europe, and it was abtbat this species would not be
included.Loxia scoticas already subject to detailed conservation plajpaimd action and, since
it occurs in no other country, is dealt with un&3PB’s UK action planning programme and
the UK government’s Biodiversity Strategy. The rammg three species had not been
recognised as such when the project started, aredtharefore been covered in a second phase -
the present project - during 1996 and 1997. ThieyPalysticta stelleri Aythya nyrocaand
Aquila clanga

In addition, five species of particular concernhivitthe European Union are covered in this
project:

Botaurus stellaris, Gypaetus barbatus, Aquila pdmar Hieraaetus fasciatugnd Tetrax
tetrax For these species, action plans cover the EUeratgtes only unless there is a
compelling reason to include other countries.

Table 1: List of species

species range of the action plan
Ferruginous Duck Aythya nyroca all European Countries
Steller’s Eider Polysticta stelleri all European Countries
Spotted EagleAquila clanga all European Countries
Bittern Botaurus stellaris EU Countries
Lammergeier Gypaetus barbatus EU Countries
Lesser Spotted Eaglé\quila pomarina EU Countries
Bonelli's EagleHieraaetus fasciatus EU Countries
Little Bustard Tetrax tetrax EU Countries

Procedure in the development of the action plans:
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As with the 23 earlier plans, workshops of exparid interested parties from as many range
states as possible was held. This ensured thadatdst information on the status, distribution,

limiting factors, threats and other key data comicgr the species was readily available. This
report lists the workshops and their participaBisccessive draft plans bring together all the
information obtained at the workshop and are catew to workshop participants, other known

experts and relevant NGO and public bodies.

Table 2: Development of Species Action Plans

Preliminary Draft

Workshop
. Key Experts
. Members of the ORNIS
Committee
. BirdLife International Partners
. European Commission
First Draft
Comments

. Key Experts
. Members of the ORNIS

Committee
. BirdLife International Partners
. European Commission

V

Final Draft

N4

European fommission
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Agenda of the workshops and chapters of the actigolan:

The action plans are drawn up to essentially a cemformat. The agenda of the workshop is
following the chapters of the action plans. Theralgeof the workshops and the chapters of
the action plans are:

Background information

Distribution and population

Life history

» Threats and limiting factors

Conservation status and recent conservation mesasure

Aim and objectives
Aims
Objectives
- Policy and legislation
- Species and habitat protection
- Monitoring and research
- Public awareness and training

Annex: Recommended conservation actions by country

People involved in the development of the action g@hs:

Following groups of people are involved in the depenent of the action plans:

key experts on the species were invited to pa#teifn the action plan workshop

other key experts were consulted to get informatiorthe species and comments on the draft
of the action plan

BirdLife Partners / BirdLife Partners Designatedh range countries of he species were
consulted

* members of the ORNIS Committee of all range coestof the species were invited to
participate in the workshop and give comments erdiiaft of the action plan

As before, we sought to involve governmental agenan the planning process, since it is
largely they who have to approve, fund, and oftemycout the action.



Tab. 3: Report on the development of 8 new speciastion plans (1)

species Compilers of the action plan Organisation of the Venue of the Date of the N° of countries State of the
action plan workshop | action plan workshop represented in the |action plan
workshop action plan
workshop
Ferruginous Duck Des Callaghan, Wetlands Szabolcs Nagy, MME, | Szerencs, Hungary 9 - 13 Octobgmparticipants from final draft
Aythya nyroca International, Netherlands Hungary 1996 16 countries available
Norbert Schaffer, RSPB,
UK
Steller’s Eider Stefan Pihl, NERI, Denmark Stefan Pihl, NERI, | Kurassaare, Estonia 1 - 4 Novembegrarticipants from final draft
Polysticta stelleri Denmark 1996 7 countries available
Spotted Eagle Bernd-Ulrich Meyburg, GermanyMaris Strazds, LOB, | Kemeri, Latvia 14 -18 participants from final draft:
Aquila clanga * Laszlo Haraszthy, MME, Latvia November 1996 16 countries July 1997

Hungary
Norbert Schaffer, RSPB, UK

Norbert Schaffer, RSPH
UK

J




Report on the development of 8 new species actiptans (I1)

species Compilers of the action plan Organisationfdhe Venue of the Date of the N° of countries State of the
action plan workshop | action plan workshop represented action plan
workshop in the action plan
workshop
Bittern Peter Newbury, RSPB, UK Norbert Schaffer, RSPBHilpoltstein, Germany 14 - 18 April | participants from final draft
Botaurus stellaris Norbert Schaffer, RSPB, UK [ UK 1996 7 countries available
Ken Smith, RSPB, UK Andreas v. Lindeiner,
LBV, Germany
Lammergeier Borja Heredia, Spain Juan Criado, Anso, Huesca, Aragoén,| 12 - 15 participants from final draft:
Gypaetus barbatus Rafael Heredia, Spain SEO/BirdLife, Spain | Spain December 4 countries July 1997
Lesser Spotted Eagle | Bernd-Ulrich Meyburg, GermanyMaris Strazds, LOB, | Kemeri, Latvia 14 -18 participants from final draft:
Aquila pomarina * Laszlé Haraszthy, MME, Latvia November 1996 16 countries July 1997
Hungary Norbert Schéaffer, RSPB,
Norbert Schaffer, RSPB, UK | UK
Bonelli's Eagle Bernardo Arroyo, Spain Juan Criado, Madrid, Spain 9 - 12 January| participants from final draft:
Hieraaetus fasciatus | Ernesto Ferreiro, Spain SEO/BirdLife, Spain 1997 4 countries July 1997
Little Bustard Carmen Martinez, Spain Juan Criado, Trujillo, Céceres, 23 - 26 January| participants from final draft:
Tetrax tetrax Eduardo de Juana, Spain SEO/BirdLife, Spain Extremadura, Spain 1997 6 countries July 1997

* The action plan workshop of Spotted and Lessatt8d Eagle action plan were combined.




ANNEXE 6

Projet de recommandation sur I'application des plas d'action pour
la conservation en Europe des oiseaux mondialememtenacés

Le Comité permanent de la Convention relative éolaservation de la vie sauvage et du milieu
naturel de I'Europe, agissant en vertu de l'arfidlee la convention;

Rappelant sa Recommandatiof #8 (1996) sur la conservation des oiseaux d'Europe
mondialement menaceés,

Recommande aux Parties contractantes et prietd¢s @bservateurs pertinents de prendre sans
délai les mesures ci-aprés:

En général

1. intégrer aux réseaux nationaux de zones pradgéesites clés des diverses especes; envisager
de classer des sites clés pertinents des résesapéens de zones présentant un intérét partiqdiar

la conservation (Réseau Emeraude de la Converti@erhe) et/ou des zones spéciales de conservation
(Réseau Natura 2000) et, le cas échéant, d'agseaux internationaux, tels que ceux des Convention
de Ramsar et de Barcelone;

2. promouvoir la coopération avec les organisatiolm® gouvernementales et institutions
scientifigues pertinentes dans l'application degtvirois plans d'action cités dans la Recommaoialati
n° 48 du Comité permanent, afin de mobiliser tougebnnaissances et énergies disponibles;

3. promouvoir les techniques agricoles adaptées = zones des pays d'Europe centrale et
orientale qui revétent une importance internatiergal raison des espéeces mondialement menacées qui
les habitent (bernache a cou roux, rale des gemiitrde barbue, phragmite aquatique);

4, renforcer les mesures existantes en matiérbatse et de protection de la nature pour prévenir
la mortalité due a I'empoisonnement et au bracanfagtamment augmentation du nombre de gardes
forestiers, application stricte des sanctions eorlgs auteurs d'infractions, et organisation de
programmes de sensibilisation des chasseurs, deslagirs et des gardes forestiers);

Cormoran pygmée(Phalacrocorax pygmaeus

Albanie
5. mettre en place une gestion adaptée dans ledsitéembouchure de la Velipoja-Buna,
récemment classé comme réserve naturelle strictgaraégée;

Albanie
6. améliorer les conditions dans le secteur dud&&hkodra pour favoriser la reproduction de
l'espece en protégeant les sites de reproductidegpaeilleurs moyens possibles;

Gréce

7. gérer le niveau des eaux du lac Kerkini poumb@intenir a un niveau convenable de mars a
ao(t (le plan d'action correspondant recommandaitig niveau des eaux ne dépasse jamais trente-cing
métres au-dessus du niveau de la mer);

Turquie
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8. protéger, par les moyens les plus adaptéscld'lduabat, le delta du Gullik et le secteur de
Milas Tuzla;

Pélican frisé (Pelecanus crispys

Albanie
9. continuer la surveillance de la colonie de taitee de Karavasta tous les ans, de février a la fin
du mois de juillet;

Bulgarie
10. construire une Tle artificielle dans le lacStebarna, afin d'y offrir des sites de nidification

Gréce

11. contréler la fluctuation des eaux dans le lackii pour les maintenir a un niveau convenable
de mars a ao(t (le plan d'action correspondantmeramdait que le niveau des eaux ne dépasse jamais
trente-cing métres au-dessus du niveau de la mer);

Turquie

12. envisager l'extension des limites (Ramsar)itdudsl lac Manyas pour que tous les secteurs du
lac y soient inclus, et prévenir toute pollutioey@nant des eaux du Si_irci.

Oie naine (Anser erythropus

Parties pertinentes

13. protéger contre les agressions humaines, naamia tir accidentel de ces oiseaux et les
perturbations liées a la chasse, les zones vifaes le rassemblement et I'hivernage (comme la
dépression de Turgai (Kazakhstan), Kyzyl Agach (Bailjan), le lac de Galenbecker et sa zone
tampon (Allemagne);

Bernache a cou rouxBranta ruficollig

Bulgarie

14. organiser une surveillance en soirée et emég®mtendant la saison de la chasse a Shabla et a
Durankulak;

Sarcelle marbrée(Marmaronnetta angustirostiis

Espagne

15. maintenir la politique actuelle d'interdictida la chasse a ElI Hondo, qui est un site clé @our |

reproduction et I'hivernage de l'espéce;

Turquie
16. envisager de classer la lagune d'Akyatanlatlde Tuzla comme sites Ramsar;

Erismature a téte blanche(Oxyura leucocephala)

Bulgarie
17. protéger la baie d'Uzungeren par les moyerlssappropriés;

Gréce
18. préserver les conditions écologiques du lato¥is, y compris les marais dans sa partie sud-est;

Turquie
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19. étendre les limites du site Ramsar du lac Bughur y inclure toute la zone humide
correspondante, afin d'empécher la pollution ejatantir la survie a long terme de I'écosystemerekt
du lac;

Aigle impérial (Aquila heliaca

Bulgarie, Hongrie, Slovaquie

20. réduire la mortalité due a I'électrocution pes lignes électriques en modifiant (ou en
neutralisant) les pylénes dangereux dans les seatkis; prévenir I'apparition de nouveaux probEme
en modifiant les lois et les normes existantes atiene de conception des pylénes et en évitant
l'implantation de lignes électriques dans les zaleaeproduction et de dispersion les plus serssible

Bulgarie
21. organiser la surveillance des nids dans ldengégle Sredna Gora, de l'est des monts Rhodope,
de Sakar et de Strandzha;

Aigle impérial ibérique (Aquila adalbert)

Espagne

22. réduire la mortalité due a I'électrocution pes lignes électriques en modifiant (ou en
neutralisant) les pylénes dangereux dans les seatkis; prévenir I'apparition de nouveaux probEme
en modifiant les lois et les normes existantes atiene de conception des pylénes et en évitant
l'implantation de lignes électriques dans les zaleaeproduction et de dispersion les plus serssible

Faucon crécerellette(Falco naumanni
Gréce
23. envisager de lancer dans les régions agrideleprogrammes susceptibles d'améliorer I'habitat

de cette espéce en Gréce;

Albanie, Bulgarie, Roumanie, Russie et Ukraine
24, prendre les mesures nécessaires pour repgdarigers sites de reproduction;

Réle des genétfCrex crex

Pologne

25. établir et mettre en ceuvre un plan de gestiam fancien combinat de Wizna, afin d'assurer
une protection a long terme de l'espece;

Outarde barbue (Otis tardg

Russie

26. assurer la protection des spécificités écolmgiget de la valeur de la réserve naturelle de
Stepnoj Saratoarskiy, en empéchant les dégradatieassa I'extraction pétroliére;

Espagne

27. protéger par les moyens les plus appropriedédelsages et les pseudosteppes vitaux pour

l'espece, en particulier dans les régions de Ler@dede Montenegros et de Bardenas Reales;

28. chercher un autre site pour le terrain de golifisagé en dehors de la réserve des outardes
barbues a Villafafila;

Turquie
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29. prendre toutes les mesures appropriées potégprola population de cette espéce dans la
plaine d'Altuntas;

Ukraine
30. protéger, par les moyens les plus appropeéssites vitaux pour I'espece sur la péninsule de
Kerch;

Phragmite aquatique (Acrocephalus paludico)a

Ukraine, Bélarus
31. protéger, par les moyens les plus appropméssites vitaux pour I'espéce dans les marais de
Pripyat;

Ukraine
32. faire un bilan du statut de conservation dpé&ee dans ce pays;

Outarde houbara (Chlamydotis undulata fuertaventujae

Espagne

33. adopter et mettre en ceuvre un plan de restaufatmel, comme l'exigent les lois espagnoles
de protection des especes menacées, prenant etecootgmment le plan d'action pour les oiseaux
mondialement menacés en Europe;

34. protéger, par les moyens les plus appropaésdnes vitales pour I'espece telles que Lajares e
Esquinzo sur Ile de Fuerteventura, et Soo eteRlayemada sur I'ile de Lanzarote;

Pigeons des lauriers canariengColumba bollii, Columba junoniae

Espagne
35. rédiger et appliquer des plans appropriés pesirdeux especes, conformément aux exigences
des lois nationales et régionales pour la protect®la nature;

36. mettre en ceuvre un programme de solutions loition a l'exploitation forestiere actuelle
(en s'inspirant, par exemple, des conclusionsttlede correspondante, financée par une subvergion d
LIFE);

37. renforcer la lutte actuelle contre le bracoenag
Pinson bleu(Fringilla teydeg

Espagne
38. rédiger et appliquer des plans appropriés pesirdeux especes, conformément aux exigences
des lois nationales et régionales de protectida dature;

39. proposer le reboisement avec des pins des i€anafin d'étendre autant que possible I'habitat
extrémement réduit de cette espéce;

40. envisager la réalisation d'un programme deodegmtion en captivité;

Invite également les organes d'autres conventiensles instances gouvernementales
internationales responsables de la conservatioresiegces en Europe (Conventions de Ramsar, de
Barcelone, de Bonn (et son accord AEWA) et de BastaiCommunauté européenne, UICN, etc.) a
collaborer avec le Comité permanent et les Etatsarnés, le cas échéant, pour promouvoir, réviser e
appliquer les plans d'action.
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ANNEXE 7

PROJET DE RECOMMANDATION SUR
LA CONSERVATION DE L'ERISMATURE A TETE BLANCHE
(Oxyura leucocephaln

Le Comité permanent de la Convention relative éolaservation de la vie sauvage et du milieu
naturel de I'Europe, agissant en vertu de l'arfidlee la convention;

Eu égard a l'objectif de la convention, qui estcdaserver la faune sauvage et ses habitats
naturels;

Rappelant que l'article 11, paragraphde la convention prie les Parties contractarieeecter
un contrdle strict sur l'introduction d'espécediexes;

Rappelant que l'article 1, paragraphe 2, de laartion prie les Parties contractantes d'accorder
une attention particuliére aux especes menacédmdian et vulnérables;

Considérant que I'espe€xyura leucocephalaqui figure a lI'annexe Il de la convention, est
menaceée;

Reconnaissant les efforts consentis par les Badimtractantes dans la protection des
populations de cette espéce;

Observant toutefois que le principal facteur risgude compromettre la survie a long terme de
cette espece est le croisement avec I'érismatusseOxyura jamaicensjd'origine américaine;

Conscient du danger considérable que représerfmlision en Europe de I'érismature rousse
Oxyura jamaicensjsespeéce introduite, pour l'avenir de I'érismaéutéte blanch®xyura leucocephala
espece indigéne et menacée;

Considérant l'importante présence de I'érismatureseOxyura jamaicensiau Royaume-Uni,
ou l'espéce a été introduite pour la premiérednigurope;

Conscient que seule une politiqgue de controletstti Royaume-Uni pour enrayer, voire
inverser, l'accroissement des populatio@xgura jamaicensist I'extension de son aire de répartition,
pour que cette espece ne risque plus de coloriséral pays européens, et ainsi contribuer anéesu
a long terme @xyura leucocephala;

Soucieux d'éviter un appauvrissement de la digebsblogique du continent;
Conscient des obligatiordécoulant de la Convention sur la diversité bialogi et de la
Convention de Bonn (et de larticle 11 de la divect«Oiseaux») qui prévoient le contrble et

I'éradication des espéces introduites pour évitellgs ne nuisent aux especes menacees;

Rappelant la Recommandation R (84) 14 du ComigéMiaistres du Conseil de I'Europe, qui
prie les Etats membres d'interdire l'introducti@spéces exotiques dans le milieu naturel;

Rappelant le rapport du groupe d'experts du CodsefEurope (de Klemm, 1995) relatif a
l'introduction d'organismes exotiques dans le mitiaturel;

Rappelant la Recommandatioh48 (1996) du Comité permanent, adoptée le 26¢arh896,
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sur la conservation des oiseaux d'Europe mondiailemenaces;

Rappelant le plan international d'action pouisféature a téte blanche en Europe, établi par
BirdLife International et par Wetlands Internatigravec le concours de la Commission européenne;

Saluant les progres considérables accomplis p@olerernement du Royaume-Uni, qui a fait
étudier la faisabilité des mesures de lutte, dansags, contre I'érismature rousse d'’Amérigue dd;No

Estimant, étant donné ce qui précede, qu'une itatimh internationale est essentielle a la
sauvegarde de I'érismature a téte blanche,

1. Recommande que les Parties contractantes anermiion et les Etats observateurs pertinents
congoivent et appliquent sans tarder des progransing®giques d'éradication de I'érismature rousse
dans tous les pays du Paléarctiqgue occidental §ttaegies nationales de lutte contre I'érismature
rousse, et le cas échéant d'éradication, danss®psays du Paléarctique occidental];

2. Recommande également que le Royaume-Uni apptapidement son programme de lutte
contre I'‘érismature rousse dans la nature.
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ANNEXE 8

PROJET DE RECOMMANDATION SUR LA CONSERVATION DES OI SEAUX
REGIONALEMENT MENACES EN MACARONESIE ET DANS
LE BASSIN MEDITERRANEEN

Le Comité permanent de la Convention relative éolaservation de la vie sauvage et du milieu
naturel de I'Europe, agissant en vertu de l'arfidlee la convention;

Eu égard a l'objectif de la convention, qui estcdaserver la faune sauvage et ses habitats
naturels;

Rappelant que l'article 1, paragraphe 2, de laartion prie les Parties contractantes d'accorder
une attention particuliere aux especes menacégtndton et vulnérables, y compris aux espéeces
migratoires en danger d'extinction et vulnérables;

Eu égard a larticle 3, qui demande aux Partiestractantes d'accorder une attention
particuliere aux espéces endémiques;

Observant que sa Recommandatién4 (1996) sur la conservation des oiseaux d'Europe
mondialement menacés ne vise que les espéces regralErhelle mondiale;

Conscient de limportance de favoriser égalenemsialivegarde d'oiseaux menaceés a I'échelle
régionale, et de prendre en compte les besoinsatection de sous-espéeces, de variétés ou de formes
localement en danger;

Conscient du fait que deux régions biogéograpkiglieurope, la Macaronésie et le Bassin
méditerranéen, sont particulierement riches encespét que la conservation des oiseaux dans ces deu
régions contribuera grandement au maintien de/krsité biologique de I'Europe,

Recommande que le Portugal et 'Espagne:

1. identifient, si ce n'est déja fait, les oiseandémiques de la Macaronésie qui sont vulnérables,
en danger ou gravement menaceés;

2. envisagent la rédaction et I'application de plaction pour les espéces identifiées au point 1;
Recommande que les Parties contractantes pegienles Etats observateurs, le cas échéant:

3. encouragent la rédaction et I'application degpldaction pour les especes d'oiseaux les plus
menacées en Méditerranée mais non menacées dd'éohbadiale.
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ANNEXE 9

PROJET DE MANDAT
DU GROUPE D'EXPERTS SUR LA CONSERVATION DES OISEAUX

Mandat:

Passer en revue les problémes actuels de saugedpsdoiseaux en Europe, et proposer des
actions adaptées.

Fournir des orientations au Comité permanent eBaneau en matiere de conservation des
oiseaux, recevoir des documents et des questioitesséet répondre en conséquence.

Assurer le suivi de l'application des plans diacsur les oiseaux, en particulier ceux visés par
la Recommandation®°rd8 (1996) du Comité permanent; réunir et exanieerapports biennaux sur
leur mise en ceuvre; informer le comité des progealisés et lui signaler les domaines dans lesquels
une intervention urgente s'impose. Le groupe pramaer les conclusions des initiatives de suivi
visant a déterminer le statut des oiseaux mondelemenacés, suggérer des espéces nécessitant des
plans d'action, et proposer de nouvelles actidéésuivi. Le groupe peut proposer au Comité permane
des amendements aux annexes et des études smEcifigmtégrer a son programme d'activités, et
soumettre des projets de recommandation. De pugrdupe peut collaborer avec d'autres groupes
d'experts travaillant sur les espéces menacées'desociant avec eux au sein des instruments du
Domaine d'action 11 de la Stratégie paneuropéeaite diversité biologique et paysagere), diffusess d
informations sur les oiseaux menacés et propogetrels mesures et activités susceptibles de coetrib
a la sauvegarde des oiseaux menacés.

Le groupe d'experts aura un bureau constitué pféaident, d'un représentant de BirdLife
International et d'un membre du Secrétariat.



