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The Standing Committee is invited to:

1.

2.

take note of this report;

take note of the information provided by the Part@mncerning the implementation of the
Recommendations No. 48, 60, 61, 62 and of theiollp of the action plans for the globally
threatened birds;

take note of the report of Dr Baz Hughes on “Theti&t of the Ruddy DucfOxyura jamaicensis)
in the Western Palearctic and an action plan fadieation, 1999-2002";

take note of the four new action plans for glob#fiseatened birds in Europe, prepared by BirdLife
International and endorsed by the Group of Experts;

examine and, if appropriate, adopt the draft Recendation on the implementation of new action
plans for globally threatened birds in Europe (Apgtiz 6);

take note of the recommendation on initiatives t thken by Contracting Parties for the
conservation of biodiversity, addressed by the @rofi Experts to the Standing Committee
(Appendix 8);

consider, while deciding on the programme of atiigifor year 2000, to finance the extension of
action plans on four species to the whole of tBeiropean and North-African range. The species
are:

Botaurus stellaris
Gypaetus barbatus
Hieraaetus fasciatus
Tetrax tetrax

(present plans only cover EU Member States)
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1. Opening of the meeting

The Secretariat opened the meeting and informe&tbhap of changes that had taken place since the
last meeting. Mr Eladio Fernandez-Galiano was Haddnterim of the Environment Conservation
and Management and Regional Planning Division. MmiBica Silvestrini was now in charge of the
Bern Convention Secretariat. Ms Sandra Jen assistadin particular for the legal aspects, and
Ms Katia Skripnichenko for the Emerald Network.

2. Election of the Chairman

Mr Olivier Robinet, representative of France, waascked Chairman of the Group following the
proposals of the delegates of Czech Republic, SpairGreece.

A list of participants is included as Appendix lthds report.
3. Adoption of the agenda
The agenda was adopted, with some amendmentd,@s s& Appendix 2.

4, Implementation of Recommendations No. 48, 60, 612 &nd follow-up of the Bird Action
Plans

The governments of Austria, Bulgaria, Finland, EgnHungary, Italy, Luxembourg, Moldova,
Portugal, Senegal, Slovakia, Switzerland, Turkeyd abkraine presented reports on the
implementation of Recommendations Nos. 48, 606&land in general on their actions in favour of
the preservation of threatened birds. All natiorgports sent to the Secretariat are included in
Appendix 3 of this report.

Mr Szabolcs Nagy, representative of BirdLife Int#fanal, expressed his satisfaction for the
development to fulfil the recommendations. Appendixshows the actions implemented by the
BirdLife partnership on species for which an acten has been published.

The Secretariat pointed out the importance of tBports to monitor the implementation of
recommendations at national level. The governmesfabrts are presented in the meeting report in
order to inform all countries on what each counfgrydoing in practice for the conservation of
threatened species and to encourage the Statedotimat submit their reports to transmit them ® th
Secretariat. The experts attending this meeting laafiundamental role in fostering their governments
to implement the Bern Convention's provisions dredrecommendations of the Standing Commiittee.

The representatives of Greece, Czech Republic, Nétherlands and Poland apologised for not
having sent the national report and they promigetbtward it to the Secretariat in the short-term.

The Greek representative stated that legal and geament measures for bird conservation would be
finalised for the end of the current year. Inforimatcentres have been set up in Ramsar sites € giv
technical advises on conservation measures andnage the funds provided by the European Union.

The Polish delegate, representing also the Polisiefy for Bird Protection in Poland, informed the
participants that, for the moment, they have naficaction plans oriented to the environmental
protection and management but not for birds regoweparticular.

Dr Baz Hughes, The Wildfowl & Wetlands Trust (Unit€ingdom), presented the “The Status of the
Ruddy Duck Oxyura jamaicens)sin the Western Palearctic and an action plan fadieation,
1999-2002", prepared on behalf of the Council ofdpe. The results of this study will also be
presented to the “Workshop on control and eradinatif non-native terrestrial vertebrates”, which
will be organised in Malta on 3-5 June 1999 byBleen Convention in co-operation with the Ministry
of the Environment of Malta.
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The expert stressed the importance to developaseg for the control and the eradication of this
species, to set up a monitoring programme and &kemwpublic opinion to this problem.

The delegate of Spain promised to send to Dr Hugihed-ebruary report on the situation of the
Ruddy Duck in Spain.

The Chairman asked information on the Protocol theatBritish government will use to eradicate or
control the species in the country. Dr Hughes erpththat, for the moment, they are assessing the
feasibility for the total eradication of Ruddy DuickScotland, Wales and Great Britain.

5. Presentation of new Action Plans

Mr Szabolcs Nagy, representative of BirdLife Intranal, introduced the eight new action plans
developed by his organisation and co-financed gy Earopean Commission (Appendix 5). They
concern the following species:

Globally threatened species

Aythya nyrocgFerruginous Duck)
Polysticta steller{Steller's Eider)
Aquila clanga(Greater Spotted Eagle)

Priority species for conservation in EU

Botaurus stellarigBittern)

Aquila pomaringLesser Spotted Eagle)
Gypaetus barbatudammergeier)
Hieraaetus fasciatu@onelli's Eagle)
Tetrax tetraxLittle Bustard)

The compiled action plans were submitted by theopean Commission to the ORNIS Commission
(representatives from the 15 EU Member States)t Twanmittee approved the plans with some
amendments proposed by Sweden, Denmark and Germany.

The Secretariat informed the Group that only foatiom plans, which include information and
recommendations also for countries that are not NEimber States, could be presented to the
Standing Committee for endorsement:

Aythya nyrocdFerruginous Duck)
Polysticta steller{Steller's Eider)

Aquila clanga(Greater Spotted Eagle)
Aquila pomaringLesser Spotted Eagle)

Since the other four action plans do not make amysiceration related to Council of Europe's
Member States other than European Union Membees$ttiey cannot be approved in their present
form.

The Chairman suggested seeking an agreement withif& in order to complete the action plans for
the conservation of species in EU with informatielated also to non-EU countries.

The Secretariat pointed out that the financial weses of the Bern Convention are limited but a
suitable solution will be sought with BirdLife, totegrate information for other Contracting Parties
the Convention.
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Mr Carlos Romao, representative of the European r@ission, DG-XI, supported the new action
plans as useful instruments to identify prioritiesconservation activities and to be used as wgrkin
documents by the governments. The action plansalw@ used at Community level to identify
priorities and co-ordinate co-financing through thieE financial instrument.

The Secretariat presented the draft Recommendatiaihe implementation of new action plans for
globally threatened birds in Europe (Appendix 6hickh recommends that Contracting Parties and
observer states to the Convention, carry out natiaction plans for these new species. The Group of
Experts endorsed the recommendation with the faw action plans that have a pan-European
consideration for bird conservation.

6. Presentation of the African-Eurasian Waterbird Agreement (AEWA) and its activities

Mr Bert Lenten, Executive Secretary of the AEWAfoitmed the participants of the ongoing and
future activities in the framework of the AEWA. Hisesentation is illustrated in Appendix 7.

Concerning the possible initiative to strengthesndb-operation between the Bern Convention and the
AEWA, Mr Lenten suggested to continue the develapnuod single species action plans at flyway
level. In the future AEWA would like to take ovestimn plans for water birds species.

The representative of the European Commission rimddrthe Group that the EU Member States at
the ORNIS Committee have indicated their intentmmatify the Agreement. For the time being, the
European Commission has not yet taken a decisighismatter.

The delegate of DHKD suggested the Secretariat aeman appeal to the Standing Committee
inviting the Contracting Parties to the Bern Cortiemnto sign the Agreement. The Secretariat will
present this appeal in the form of a written recandation addressed by the Group of Experts to the
Standing Committee (Appendix 8).

7. 20" anniversary of the European Union’s Bird Directive main results and constraints of
its implementation

Mr Carlos Romé&o, representative of the European r@igeion, DG-XI, explained that the Birds

Directive could be considered as the twin sistethgf Bern Convention since they are both born
in 1979. The Birds Directive represents the figsedfic legislation for nature conservation of the
European Community and establishes a general lgvg@rotection for all bird species naturally

occurring in the EU.

The Directive has two main sets of articles andisions:

- site protection and management;
- species protection.

As far as the site protection is concerned, Menftetes should designate the Special Protection
Areas (SPAs) for the species listed in the Annekthe Directive (rare or threatened species) and f
migratory species.

In the framework of the 2DAnniversary, the European Commission asked theosan Topic
Centre for Nature Conservation of the European ilenment Agency to evaluate the extent to which
Annex | bird species (that are priority for LIFE tNee funding) are covered by the existing SPAs
network. This analysis will be made from the datams$mitted by EU Member States in the form of
digitised information. The European Commission ugie that the classification of SPAs and the
information provided on SPAs still contains manpga

The Birds Directive establishes basic rules coringrhunting. It lists the bird species that may be
subject to hunting and provides a generic framéHerestablishment of hunting seasons by Member
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States, prohibiting hunting during the most critiphases for birds (e.g. period of reproduction and
prenuptial migration).

Funds for bird conservation projects have beenigeavthrough financial instruments such as ACE,
ACNAT and LIFE, since the mid-eighties.

The European Commission is organising a "LIFE-welk#&ppening in October to bring together
people that have been working in LIFE projects seithe Community. One of the workshops will be
dedicated to evaluate the contribution of LIFEHe tonservation of birds.

8. Designation of Important Birds Areas for Natura2000 Special Protection Areas and for
Emerald Network sites, as contribution to the implenentation of the Species Action
Plans

The Secretariat informed the Group of the actisitielated to the Emerald Network, constituting
Areas of Special Conservation Interest (ASClshmterritory of the Contracting Parties and observe
States to the Bern Convention. Five pilot projdotsthe setting up of the Emerald Network will be

launched this year in Bulgaria, Russian Federati#inyenia, Slovakia and Turkey. The Emerald
Network is one of the major components of the Beonvention's programme of activities for future

years, and it is vital that all the Groups of Expeéhought about what contributions they could make
towards setting up this Network and conservinghthigitats of relevant species.

Mr Szabolcs Nagy, delegate of BirdLife Internatipmaesented the designation of Important Birds
Areas (IBAs) for Natura 2000 Special Protection a&seand for Emerald Network sites, and
emphasised that IBAs are practical tools contrifgutd the implementation of the action plans and to
the identification of ASCIs. His presentation ipoeted in Appendix 9.

The Secretariat and the representative of the EarmEommission underlined that IBAs provide the
governments with important technical and scientifi¢ta from which information could be taken into

consideration to design the areas for Natura 20@dClze Emerald Network. However, they cannot be
considered as shadow lists for these Networks.at, fthe criteria for site identification are not

identical and the Bern Convention, the Habitat #redBirds Directives do not consider only isolated
sites but they try to set up a real Network.

The Group of Experts decided to address a recomatiendto the Standing Committee inviting the
Contracting Parties to the Bern Convention to atersihe IBAs and the work carried out by BirdLife
International, in the setting up of the Emeralddek and Natura 2000 (Appendix 8).

9. BirdLife's vision for the establishment of a Eubpean Bird Monitoring System as a basis
for biodiversity indicators of sustainability

Dr Richard Gregory, Head of Monitoring and Surveyct®n at the Royal Society for the Protection
of Birds, presented the European Bird Monitoringst8yn as a basis for biodiversity indicators of
sustainability (Appendix 10).

The delegate of The Netherlands stressed the iampzetto protect not only the threatened birds but
also the common and widespread species, whichcdewlso become endangered because of the less
interest in monitoring and protecting these speatesational and international level. He supported
the project for the European Bird Monitoring Systent suggested addressing a recommendation to
the Standing Committee drawing its attention to ithgortance of setting up the bird-monitoring
project at pan-European level (Appendix 8).

The Group sustained the Dutch proposal.
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10. Discussion of the Group's future activities andts relations with other initiatives

The Secretariat pointed out the importance to ¥oligp the implementation of the previous and the
new Bird Action Plans, as well as the adopted renendations. It is not only important to prepare
and adopt new action plans but also to check ifeStaoncretely implement them. Monitoring the
threatened species, for which an action plan ha® Ipgepared, constitute a way to prioritise the
activities of the Group for bird conservation. & in fact unrealistic, with the limited financial
resources of the Bern Convention, to follow up taservation of all bird species included in the
Appendix to the Convention. Nevertheless, the Grslupuld remain attentive to other specific bird
conservation problems, should the need arise.

The Secretariat will find an agreement with BirdLihternational to complete the four action plans,
which consider the species only in EU Member Stateduding information on conservation status
and recommendations for conservation actions atsosbme Contracting Parties to the Bern
Convention. The action plans that should be revikare the following:

Botaurus stellarigBittern), Gypaetus barbatud_ammergeier)Hieraaetus fasciatugBonelli's Eagle)
andTetrax tetraxLittle Bustard).

As far as the action plans adopted by the Groupcaneerned, their final versions - including the
amendments proposed by the ORNIS Committee - wilpkesented to the Standing Committee for
endorsement in December 1999, as well as the rewnmendation.

11. Other business

No other business was raised.
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APPENDIX 1

Liste des participants / List of participants

BULGARIE / BULGARIA

Mr Nikolai PETKOV, Conservation Department of Buiga Society for the Protection of Birds, Ministry
of Environment and Water, 67 William Gladstone $800 SOFIA

Tel. +3592 707579 Fax +359 2 72 26 40 E-mailbbsp@main.infotel.bg E

CHYPRE / CYPRUS

Mr Savvas IEZEKIEL, Forester, Ornithologist, Loukkrita Str., 1414 NICOSIA

Tel. +357 2 805 532 Fax +357 2 781 419

E-mail nature@cytanet.com.cy or iezekiel@hotmaihco E

REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE / CZECH REPUBLIC

Mr Jan PLESNIK, Deputy Director, Agency for Natu@onservation and Landscape Protection,
KaliSnicka 4-6, 130 23 PRAGUE 3

Tel. +420 2 697 0562 Fax +420 2 697 0012 E-maibmle@nature.cz E

COMMISSION EUROPEENNE / EUROPEAN COMMISSION

Mr Carlos ROMAO, DG XI.D.2., Protection de la nauzones cotiéres et tourisme, TRMF 02/96, Rue de
la Loi 200, 1049 BRUXELLES, Belgique

Tel. +32 2299 38 56 Fax +32 2 296 95 56 E-mailosaomao@dgll.cec.be E

FRANCE
M. Olivier ROBINET, Ministere de I'’Aménagement dwerTitoire et de I'Environnement, 20 avenue de
Ségur, 75302 PARIS 07 SP

Tel. +33142191939 Fax +33142191979
E-mail olivier.robinet@environnement.gouv.fr F
GRECE / GREECE

Mrs Demetra SPALA, Ministry of the Environment, RBigal Planning and Public Works, Environmental
Planning Division, Natural Environment Managemeatt®n, 36 Trikallon str., 11526 ATHENS
Tel. +301 6917 620 Fax +30 1 6918 487 E

ITALIE /ITALY
[Excusé/Apologised for absence]

L UXEMBOURG
[Excusé/Apologised for absence]

MONACO

M. Patrick VAN KLAVEREN, Conseiller technique du Mstre Plénipotentiaire chargé de la coopération
internationale pour l'environnement et le dévelappet, Villa Girasole, 16 boulevard de Suisse,
98000 MONACO

Tel. +37793 1581 48 Fax +377 93 50 95 91 E-madnglaveren@gouv.mc F
[Excusé/Apologised for absence]

PAYS-BAS/ NETHERLANDS

Mr Ward HAGEMEIJER, SOVON Bird Census Work The Nsmthnds, Rijksstraatweg 178,
6573 DG BEEK-UBBERGEN

Tel. +31 24 6848 163 Fax 31 24 6848 188 E-mail wWeagkemeijer@sovon.nl E
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POLOGNE / POLAND

Mr Maciej GROMADZKI, Ministry of Environmental Prettion Natural Resources and Forestry,
Department of Foreign Relations, Ul. Wawelska 52(8%4922 WARSAW

Tel. +48 22 825 44 67 Fax +48 22 82539 72 E

SLOVAQUIE / SLOVAKIA 5
Mr Peter PILINSKY, Ministry of the Environment, N&stie L’ Stdra , 831 06 BRATISLAVA 1
Tel. +421 7 5956 2189 Fax +421 7 5956 2031 E-miithgky @flora.lifeenv.gov.sk E

ESPAGNE/ SPAIN

Mr Jordi MUNTANER, Ministerio de Medio Ambiente, fgiccion General de Conservacion de la
Naturaleza, Ciudad de Queretaro s/n, 07007 PALMAMDPJORQUE

Tel. +34 971467 105 Fax +34 9 71 465 700 E-maiyjol@ocea.es F

SUEDE / SWEDEN

Mr Torsten LARSSON, Principal Administrative Offic&wedish Environmental Protection Agency,
Bleckholmsterrassen 36, 10648 STOCKHOLM

Tel. +46 8 698 13 91 Fax +46 8 698 1662 E-mail tear$arsson@environ.se E

SUISSE/ SWITZERLAND

Mme Christa GLAUSER, Responsable des programmes f{murotection des especes d’oiseaux,
Association suisse pour la protection des oiseaA$SPQ-BirdLife Suisse), Case postale 8521,
8036 ZURICH

Tel. +4114637271 Fax +41 1 461 47 78 F/IE

M. Werner MULLER, Association suisse pour la préitat des oiseaux (ASPO-BirdLife Suisse), Case
postale 8521, 8036 ZURICH
Tel. +4114637271 Fax +41 1 461 47 78 E-mail@vwedlife.ch FIE

TURQUIE / TURKEY

Mrs Hacer MISIRLIOGLU, Ministry of Environment, Cex Bakanlgi, Cevre Koruma Genel Mudurlagu,
Eskisehir Yolu 8 km, Balgat, ANKARA

Tel. +90 312 287 99 63 Fax +90 312 286 22 71 E

UKRAINE

Mr Olexandr MIKITYUK, IBA Officer, Ministry for Envronmental Protection and Nuclear Safety of
Ukraine, Ukrainian Union for Bird Conservation, hi¢shchatyk Str., KIYV 1

Tel/Fax +380 44 294 71 31 E

OBSERVATEURS / OBSERVERS

SAINT SIEGE /HOLY SEE
[Excusé/Apologised for absence]

SECRETARIAT PAR INTERIM DE L '’ACCORD SUR LA CONSERVATION DES ESPECES MIGRATRICES
D’'OISEAUX D’EAU D’AFRIQUE-EURASIE / INTERIM SECRETARIAT OF THE AFRICAN-EURASIAN
WATERBIRD AGREEMENT (AEWA)

Mr Bert LENTEN, Secretary, Ministry of AgricultureNature Management & Fisheries, Division of
International Nature Management, PO Box 20401, Z0HE HAGUE, The Netherlands

Tel. +31 70 378 4982 Fax +31 70 378 6146 E-maiéritdn@n.agro.nl E
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BIRDLIFE | NTERNATIONAL

Mr Szabolcs Péter NAGY, European Conservation Mana@roeuendaalsesteeg 3A, PO Box 127,
6700 AC WAGENINGEN, The Netherlands

Tel. +31317 478 834 Fax +31 317 478 844 E-mail. By @birdlife.agro.nl E

DoGAL HAYATI KORUMA DERNEGI (DHKD) (BirdLife Partner in Turkey)

Mr Guven EKEN, Biodiversity Programme Director, BilkyPostane Cad. N° 43-45 Kat :5-6, Bahcekapi-
Sirkeci, ISTANBUL, Turquie

Tel. +90 212 528 2030 Fax +90 212 528 2040 E-maileg.eken@dhkd.org E

FEDERATION DES ASSOCIATIONS DE CHASSEURS DE L'UNION EUROPEENNE / FEDERATION OF
HUNTING ASSOCIATIONS OF THE EUROPEAN UNION (FACE)

Mle Karin MEINE, Research Assistant, Rue F. Padle®2, 1030 BRUXELLES, Belgique

Tel. +322 7306900 Fax +322 7327072 E-mailke fidbl.europe@euronet.be E

SOCIETE ROYALE POUR LA PROTECTION DES OISEAUX / ROYAL SOCIETY FOR THE PROTECTION OF
BIRDS (RSPB)

Dr Richard David GREGORY, Head of Monitoring and n&y Section, The Lodge, Sandy,
BEDFORDSHIRE SG19 2DL, United Kingdom

Tel. +44 1767 680 551 Fax +44 1 767 692 365 E-mialard.gregory@rspb.org.uk E

Mr Norbert SCHAFFER, Country Programmes Officer,rdpean Programmes, The Lodge, Sandy,
Beds, SG19 2DL, United Kingdom
Tel. +44 1767 680 551 Fax +44 1767 683 211 E-maibert.schaffer@rspb.org.uk E

FONDAZIONE ANTONIO BANA (IL NIBBIO)
Mrs Paola MAGNANI, Wildlife-technician, Via Santaaterina 61, 24124 BERGAMO, ltalie

Tel. +39 02 5830 4902 Fax +39 02 5830 5002 E
MEDMARAVIS

Mr Xaver MONBAILLIU, Secrétaire Général, BP 2, S43AINT MAXIMIN, France

Tel. +3349459 40 69 Fax +334 9459 47 38 E-maldmaraxm@aix.pacwan.net F/E

OISEAUX MIGRATEURS DU PALEARCTIQUE OCCIDENTAL (OMPO)
5 avenue des Chasseurs, 75017 PARIS
Tel. +33144010510 Fax +33144 010511 E-mailpo@dyadel.net

M. Frédéric CHEVALLIER, Coordonnateur
M. David JAMES, Consultant

M

EXPERT

Mr Baz HUGUES, Head of Waterfowl Conservation, TWaldfowl & Wetlands Trust, Slimbridge,
Gloucestershire GL2 7BT, Royaume-Uni
Tel. +44 145 389 0333 Fax +44 145 389 0827 E-mail.hugues@wwt.org.uk E



-11- T-PVS (99) 23

SECRETARIAT

CONSEIL DE L’'EUROPE / COUNCIL OF EUROPE
DIRECTION DE LA PROTECTION , DE LA GESTION DE L’ENVIRONNEMENT ET DE
L' AMENAGEMENT DU TERRITOIRE / DIVISION FOR ENVIRONMENT CONSERVATION AND

M ANAGEMENT AND REGIONAL PLANNING
67075 STRASBOURG Cedex, France Fax +33 3 88 A137
E-mail environment@coe.int

M. Eladio FERNANDEZ-GALIANO, Che#t.i. de la Division / Head.i. of the Division
Tel. +3338841 2259 E-mail eladio.fernandelzaga@coe.int

M. Gianluca SILVESTRINI
Tel. +3338841 3559 E-mail gianluca.silves@oe.int

Mme Katia SKRIPNICHENKO
Tel. +3338841 3018 E-mail katia.skripniche@kmoe.int

Mle Sandra JEN
Tel. +3338841 2256 E-mail sandra.jen@coe.int
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10.

11.

APPENDIX 2

Agenda

Opening of the meeting by the Secretariat

Election of the Chairman

Adoption of the agenda

Implementation of Recommendations Nos. 48, 60681and follow-up of the Bird Action Plans
Reports from the governments

Action by non-governmental organisations

Discussion

Report on Plan to control the spread/eradicatidiywduck from Europe

(Dr Baz Hughes, The Wildfowl & Wetlands Trust, €diKingdom)

Presentation of new Action Plans
(Mr Szabolcs Nagy, BirdLife International)

Possible recommendation to the Standing CommittésecBern Convention

Presentation of the African-Eurasian Waterbird A&gnent (AEWA) and its activities
(Mr Bert Lenten, Executive Secretary)

Possible initiative to strengthen the co-operabietween the Bern Convention and the AEWA
Discussion

20" anniversary of the European Union’s Bird Directiveain results and constraints of its
implementation
(Mr Carlos Romao, European Commission, DG XI)

Designation of Important Birds Areas for Natura @@8pecial Protection Areas and for Emerald
Network Sites, as contribution to the implementatib the Species Action Plans

(Mr Szabolcs Nagy, BirdLife International)

BirdLife's vision for the establishment of a EurapeBird Monitoring System as a basis for
biodiversity indicators of sustainability

(Dr Richard D. Gregory, The Royal Society for thetBction of Birds)

Discussion of the Group’s future activities d#sdelations with other initiatives

Other business
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APPENDIX 3

Implementation of Recommendations Nos. 48, 60, 6062

National Reports

AUSTRIA T AUTRICHE ittt ettt et e e e ettt e e ekt e e e ek et e e ek e e et e et be e e e enn e e e e e asnreeees 14
BULGARIA [ BULGARIE ....cetiiitieiiiiesieeesteeesteessteestee e eaaneesseeansessneeeaseeasesanseeaneeenseeansenaneanseeanneenns 15
FINLAND / FINLANDE .....ttittettesie et aieesteeateesteeseeesteaeee e teesseeseeaseesbeesbeebeaneeaneeaseesaesmnesseeneeaneeanes 21
FRANCE ...eutteteeteesieettesteeste e teesteesee s s tesenseeseeeseeaseesaeeseenteesseeseease e seemmnnneaseeaseeaseenseenseaneenneenneensens 25
GREECE / GRECE ...eiiiiiittttt ettt e e e e et e skttt ettt et e e e ettt e e 4444 e ettt e e a2 e e e e ne e e e e e e e e essbnnnn e et e e e e e aaannn 43
HUNGARY / HONGRIE ....cciiitiiieeiiiteie ettt ettt e et e et e me e e e e e e e 51
ITALY JITALIE ittt ettt e e et e e e oo et e et e e e e e e e e e e e e e s s s b b e n e e e e e e e e e e e aannns 55
LUXEMBOURG ....cciiiiiiiiiiiiiitte et e e e e ettt e s s s ittt e e e e 4 e e bbb e e et e e e e e e e s e a e e e e e s s s e bbb b n e e e e e e e e e eaanas 56
1Yo I 0@ Y7 SRS 58
PORTUGAL ..ttt etteetee st e eteesteeseeaseesseeste e tenseaseaseeaseesseenseeseeameeas e e seesseeseeemenmnesseesteesseansenneenneeseansens 59
SENEGAL .uutttttttti i e e e et ettt e e e e e e oot e e e e e s e bbbttt e e oo e oo e e et e e e e e e e e RRe e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aaaaare 65
SLOVAKIA | SLOVAQUIE ...uuteeitiieteeaieeaieeestee e teeaneeesaeeaameasseesseeansesanseeaseeanseeenseeanseessseennennseensesanes 66
SWITZERLAND [ SUISSE ....ettiiiiiiite e ettt ettt ettt sttt e e ettt e e et e e s et e e e s amn e e e breeeenans 69
TURKEY / TURQUIE .....uu ittt eeeete e e et e ettt e e et e e e e e ee e e e e et e e e e et e e e e st e e e eatan e s ssnnnaaeeeestnseeeestnnnns 71
UKRAINE ..ttt ettt ettt e st e bt et s et saeeae s be e ee e s et e s e e es e e ebe e ke e ateem s e es et e henate st eneeeneeeneeeseenbeenneenbeanneas 77
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AUSTRIA / AUTRICHE

Amt der Wiener LandesregierumdA 22-Umweltschutz

A-1082 Wien Ebendorferstralle 4
tel [01] 4000-88344ax [01] 4000-99-88344-mail post@m22.magwien.gv.at

Mit unserer
mMazzyUmwelt

Only the corncrak€rex crexand the great busta@tis tardaare breeding in Austria.

Corncrake

In the year 1998 for Austria 120-400 singing malesestimated.

In the ,Lander" Vienna, Lower Austria and Vorarlgethere are programms by BirdLife Osterreich
and the provincial governments. 60% of the nati@aincrake population is concentrated in Lower
Austria. In Styria all the known regions were ird@d in the Natura 2000 network. In Salzburg the
corncrake is no regularly breeding bird. There apespecial programms for corncrakes, but for
meadowbirds. In Upper Austria on at least 15 siteging males were observed.

In most of the Lander payments were made to farfeerSorncrake-friendly mowing.

Great Bustard

The great Bustard occurs only in the LAnder Bumgeshland Lower Austria. There are only 4 (5)
populations still remaining in the pannonic region.

Parndorfer Heide- Marchfeld Weinviertel

Platte boden

Sum male/ sum male/ sum male/ sum male/

female female female female

No. of birds 4 0/4 84-86 36/48-50 10 2/8 23 11/12
breeding
saison 1997
No. of birds 6 0/6 59 24/35 10 3/7 22 7/15
breeding
saison 1996
fledged 1 0/1 19-20 5/14-15 1 0/1 4 2/2
young one’s
1997
1996 3 s 26-27 13/13-14 1 1/0 10 3/7
No. of birds 5 0/5 ca. 100 ca.40/60 11 2/9 26 12/14
at autumn
1997
1996 9 1/8 84-86 36/48-50 11 a/7 33 11/22

Conservation measures must focus on active habitatagement, especially the protection and
management of breeding areas (therefore more $ppeadified personnel is needed) and on the
maintenance of large areas of non-intesive farraygiems. The population has been managed since
the 1970’s but it is necessary to spend more mondhis projects.
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BULGARIA / BULGARIE

National Report on the activities concerning the implementation of
Recommendations No 48, 60, 61, 62 of the CouncilBfirope and the Birds Action Plans
follow-up in Republic of Bulgaria

by Nikolai Venelinov Petkov, Bulgarian Societytfug Protection of Birds/BirdLife Bulgaria

The present report covers the activities and thiersctaken by the Republic of Bulgaria from 1997
up to May 1999 for the implementation of the Recandation No 48, 60, 61, 62 and the Birds
Action Plans with stress on the topics relatechtodonservation of the Globally Threatened Species
in Bulgaria. The report covers the activities ahd tesults of the Governmental as well as the Non
Governmantal Organizations.

1. LEGISLATION

* Act on the Protected Territories

One of the major results of the activities of thddarian Government was this new Act that
was voted by the Parliament in 1998. The Act arearfe categories, the purpose, the regime
of use and protection, declaration and managenfahedlifferent types of protected areas. It
declares that the State develops and providewtigioning and conservation of a system of
protected territories as a part of the regional global networks of such areas in accordance
with the international treaties to which Bulgars a party. The new Act fills in some
deficiencies of the existing legislation and is fhist big legislative document concerning the
Nature Protection voted by the Parliament in thst lgears. This Act influences the
conservation of the rare bird species through ptiate and management of their habitats and
the key areas for them;

* The updated.ist of the indemnities for damages done to ptettéauna speciesincluding their
trapping, shooting, injuring, destruction of nesitsl juveniles (edited as a Ministerial Decree
approved by the Council of Ministers). The sumstfa indemnities have been corrected and
now they are at a level which is high enough asr&tson for the standards in Bulgaria. Jall
and legal prosecution is foreseen in the docun@ntidmages done to the most rare species.
The fines for Globally Threatened Species have tsetrfrom about 250 DM to 1 - 2 000
DM. This document has direct connection to the quiidn of the Globally Threatened
Species. It helps for improving the law reinforcestnen its preparation the Ministry of
Environment was actively supported and consultedhey BSPB/BIRDLIFE BULGARIA
experts;

¢ Act on Hunting and Game Protection

Another significant document that has been prepdmgdhe Forestry Department of the
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Agrarian Refe. The Government has elaborated and
submitted in the Parliament a draft of the Acthdts passed a public discussion with the
participation of the organizations and institutionterested in it, including participants from
NGOs - The Bulgarian Society for the ProtectionBafds and Green Balkans-Sofia. The
public discussion was chaired by the Minister ofidgjture. The Act Draft submitted by the
Government fulfills entirely the regulations andqueements of the European Union
Legislation and has the full support of the BulgariConservation NGOs. The NGO
representatives are even invited to attend theses$the Parliamentary Commission which
will edit the document for voting.
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2. OTHER STRATEGIC AND IMPORTANT DOCUMENTS

* National Action Plan for the Biodiversity

This document has been prepared in its draft versjoa team of experts and is due to be
offered for public discussion. It sets up spedifice limits for the fulfillment of the measures,

priorities and funds for the protection of the dpsand their habitats. This document will
become a leading tool for the Nature ConservatiorBulgaria. The document foresees
elaboration and fulfillment of National Action Pkror the Globally Threatened Species
occurring in Bulgaria. It is planned the BiodivéysiAction Plan to be accepted by the
Government by September 1999;

* National Program for Biological Monitoring

This document has been prepared with a PHARE Bnogupport by several scientific
institutions and the Bulgarian Society for the Bctibn of Birds, which elaborated and
developed those parts of the Program that condeenbird fauna monitoring. The bird
monitoring parameters cover regular censuses obfalhe Globally Threatened species in
Bulgaria either as breeding species or as wintesires;

* National Action Plans for the Globally Threatenqub&8es in Bulgaria

This initiative was undertaken by the Bulgarian i8gcfor the Protection of Birds. The
National Action Plans are prepared in accordandh w&nd further the objectives of the
European Action Plans, but they are much more ipeeid detailed for the measures and the
actual steps taken within the country. These ActRlans are obloigatory rquirement
according to the National Action Plan for the Biggtisity. They will become official state
obligatory documents following their approval by thlinistry of Environment and Waters.
The drafts of the first three Plans - for the Ledsestrel (Falco naumanni), the Cinereous
Vulture (Aegypius monachus) and the Pygmy CormofBhtlacrocorax pygmeus)have been
discussed on a national workshop co-organised il 2899 by the Bulgarian Society for the
Protection of Birds and the Ministry of Environmeanhd Waters. In the workshop
participated specialists and experts from the BidgaAcademy of Sciences, Ministry of
Environment and Waters and their relevant regiamspectorates, Ministry of Agriculture,
Forestry and Agrarian Reform, Conservation NGOs etc

The rest of the National Action Plans PreparedneyBulgarian Society for the Protection of
Birds will be discussed on a Second National Warksplaned for the late 1999. They cover
the Slender-billed Curlew (Numenius tenuirostrRed-breasted Gooose (Branta ruficollis),
Lesser White-fronted Goose (Anser erythropus), Gaie (Crex crex);

* Management Plans for key protected areas

During the last two years have been elaboratefidtecver management plans for some key
areas of enormous importance for the conservatioa aumber of Globally Threatened
Species, especially the Red-breasted Goose, L@dséz-fronted Goose, Dalmatian Pelican,
White-headed Duck, Ferruginous Duck, Pygmy Cormordimese are the Ramsar sites
Shabla lake, Durankulak lake, which support theteving of as much as up 80% of the world
population of the Red-breasted Goose and Atanaside The other areas are the Poda
protected area, Kamchia and Ropotamo rivermouthpt®ms. The management plans have
been elaborated as part of the Bulgarian-SwissiBéosity Conservation Program conducted
on a state level with the active partnership antigigation of the Bulgarian Society for the
Protection of Birds.



-17 - T-PVS (99) 23

Priority actions according to these Managementlave been undertaken for virtually all
of the mentioned protected areas. Many of them baea taken by the Bulgarian Society for
the Protection of Birds, as well as by the Ministfy\Environment.

Some similar actions are carried out by “Le Balk&tundation with the support of the
French Government in the area of the Black Sea igar region.

Under preparation and ready for preliminary puldiscussion is the management plan for
Srebarna lake - the only breeding location of tha&nitian Pelican in Bulgaria. It is

elaborated by the Ministry of Environment and Watthrough the Central Laboratory for
General Ecology with the Bulgarian Academy of Sces

¢ Declaration on the wetlands along the Bulgarianteeof the Danube river

This declaration has been prepared with the actheperation of the WWF International and
signed by the Ministry of Environment and Watersnistry of Agriculture, Forestry and
Agrarian Reform and the Ministry of Regional Deymteent. It acknowledges the importance
of the wetlands along Danube river and sets a ywars term for active research and
expanding of the net of protected territories i@ Banube region and provide the elaboration
and fulfillment of management plans for these terigs. For the next three years it foresees
to be elaborated and fulfilled a program for suppod restoration of wetlands along Danube.
The Declaration calls for cooperation for the fitient of its purposes and is opened for
joining by local authorities and NGOs;

¢ International Agreement for “Green Corridor LowBanube” - an inititive of the governments
of Roumania, Bulgaria, Moldova and Ukrain. The iative is aimed to increasing the
protected areas along the Danube riverside, reRioreer wetlands in this area and start their
management. The agreement is still in its plerimyirsdage.

3. FHELD CONSERVATION ACTIVITIES

The field activities concerning the conservatioriraf Globally Threatened Species of Birds and their
habitats are mainly carried out by the Conservali@Os. The role of the governmental institutions
concern mainly the law enforcement by the localicitres of the Ministry of Environment and
Waters and the Forestry Department via their regiamspectorates and directories of reserves and
national parks. Often their activities are in cagpien with NGOs and following their signals fomla
braking activities. Especially active in the figldtivities is the Bulgarian Society for the Proi@ctof
Birds/BirdLife Bulgaria - the national bird consation organization, the Green Balkans, Wilderness
Fund, Le Balkan-Bulgaria and others;

* BSPB/BIRDLIFE BULGARIA/BirdLife Bulgaria with its wlunteers has identified a network of
Important Bird Areas which are under regular maiviggp. Many of these support either
important breeding populations of Globally Threa@$pecies or are of great importance for
them during migration and wintering;

¢ BSPB/BIRDLIFE BULGARIA carries out a regular moniitag of the wintering populations of
all Globally Threatened Species in cooperation whith Ministry of Environment and Waters
and other Conservation NGOs;

* Monitoring of the numbers and ecology of the Redd3ted Goose in the region of Dobrudga
(Shabla and Durankulak lakes) is carried out bydfiexperts and volunteers of the
BSPB/BIRDLIFE BULGARIA throughout the winter of dagear through a project of the
Bulgarian-Swiss Biodiversity Conservation Prograifhe counts are carried out in
coordination with the Romanian Ornithological Stgi@nd ProDelta in Romania;
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Le Balkan Foundation is working on a project fodicatracking of the migration routes of the
Red-breasted Goose from its wintering grounds ilg&ia back to the breeding sites. In its
work the Foundation is supported by specialistenftbe Keis Wesel Biological Center in
Germany;

A special project to study the impact on cereapsrof the wintering geese in the areas of Shabla
and Durankulak lakes is carried out by the BSPBIBIFFE BULGARIA. This project aims
to reduce the conflicts of the local farmers wiik wintering geese;

An agreement has been signed by the BSPB/BIRDLIEE®ARIA with local farmers from
Dobrudga in order to support and stimulate cropvgrg that benefits and ensures the feeding
supplies of the Red Breasts and Whitefronts iratieeduring the winter;

Two field expeditions has been carried out by ante& the Bulgarian Society for the Protection
of Birds and the Norwegian Ornithological Societyidentify the key wintering areas and
distribution of the Lesser White-fronted Goose indaria;

Hunting control for the Red Breasted Goose andLésser White-fronted Goose is carried out
each hunting season by BSPB/BIRDLIFE BULGARIA vdkers;

Le Balkan foundation hes caried out field studiesearch of nesting Great Bustards in Bulgarian
Dobrudga in 1998. A lot of interviews with localqme have been conducted and big amount
of information on the area has been collected;

BSPB/BIRDLIFE BULGARIA has implemented two Nation@ensus Projects of the Corncrake
with the support of the Royal Society for the Pctten of Birds. They helped to clarify the
status and numbers and the ecology of this Glob&@lyeatened Species and identify
measures for its conservation in Bulgaria;

BSPB/BIRDLIFE BULGARIA carried out a National Cersswf the Ferruginous Duck from
1995-1997 to identify the numbers of the specigténcountry and its key breeding sites and
clarify the threats for the species survival in dauia;

BSPB/BIRDLIFE BULGARIA conducted a mapping of theebding Ferruginous Duck in
fishponds in 1997 as part of an European actiarotiect data on the fishponds used by the
species and also on the Duck’s ecology;

BSPB/BIRDLIFE BULGARIA implemented a project in 1®J%or elaboration of census and
monitoring technique of the breeding Ferruginousk? in Bulgaria;

The Ministry of Environment and Waters funded ajgrbfor identification and application of
priority measures for the conservation of the Irgddtagle. The Project was implemented by
a coalition of conservation NGOs coordinated byBS&B/BIRDLIFE BULGARIA;

The wintering and breeding population of the Pyghormorant in Bulgaria has been regularly
and strictly monitored by the BSPB/BIRDLIFE BULGARENd Green Balkans. Permanent
activities have been going on for reducing the poay, shooting and disturbance of the
species by both of these NGOs;

BSPB/BIRDLIFE BULGARIA organised a National Roundallle for discussions of the
Conservation of the Pygmy Cormorant with respedhtdamages that fishponds do suffer
from the species. Specialist from the Ministry ajrigulture and fish farms took part in the
workshop;
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Within the framework of the Bulgarian-Swiss Biodisgy Program BSPB/BIRDLIFE
BULGARIA has set up a Nature Conservation CentehénEastern Rhodope mountain. One
of the main activities of the Center are directedthe artificial feeding, monitoring and
protection of the Cinereous Vulture in Bulgariam@ar activities are developed by the Green
Balkans in the region. Active cooperation and ergeaof information is going on with
specialist working on the same problems on therctioie of the border in Greece;

Special project has started as part of the Bulge®iaiss Biodiversity Program for stimulation of
the livestock growing in the Eastern Rhodope mdaoréa a source for improving the food
resources for the Cinereous Vulture in the regbriarm with native breeds of sheep has
been launched and native shepherd dog are beieg frige to the shepherds in the region in
order to prevent the laying of poisons for the veshin the region and thus exposing to the
risk of poisoning the vultures;

The artificial nest platform for Dalmatian Pelicams Srebarna Biosphere Reserve has been
enlarged to stimulate the nesting of the birdston i

PuBLIC AWARENESS ACTIONS AND INITIATIVES

The Second meeting of the Goose Specialists Worldngup of Wetlands International took
place in February 1998 in Bulgaria. It was co-oiged on behalf of Wetland International
by the Bulgarian Society for the Protection of Bir@ulgarian Ministry of Environment and
Waters and the Bulgaria-Swiss Biodiversity ConsegowmaProgram. Most of the discussions
were focused on the work on the Globally Threate®yeecies and hunting problems;

A National Inventory of the Important Bird Areas Bulgaria was published in 1997 by the
Bulgarian Society for the Protection of Birds ahd Ministry of Environment and Waters. It
is an important policy and conservation tool and ook was launched and officially
presented in various regions in the country inniigito IBAs. In these presentation active
participants were representatioves of the locgiéntorates of the Ministry of Environment
and Waters, Municipalities and BSPB/BIRDLIFE BULGKRocal structures;

Ministry of Environment and Waters has published 98 a book (checkllist and bibliography)
on the biodiversity of Srebarna Biosphere Reserve;

A monograph on the biodiversity of Shabla lake besn published in 1998 by the Ministry of
Environment and Waters and the Institute of Zoolagthe Bulgarian Academy of Sciences;

As part of the educational and public awarenesw/ities of the Bulgarian Society for the
Protection of Birds have been published and disteith the following materials:

. Poster of the Corncrake showing the distributiod emnservation needs of the species and sticker
of the Corncrake directed to hunters, farmersfatuded by BirdLife International and the Royal
Society for the Protection of Birds;

. A poster for conservation of the Pygmy Cormorarst ieen published by Green Balkans;

. Poster of the Cinereous Vulture, Imperial Eagle atier rare raptors in the Eastern Rhodopes as
aprt of the activities on the Bulgarian-Swiss Biasity Program;
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4. Poster and sticker of the Lesser White-fronted @®aslsowing extensive information about the
species. This materials were funded by the Dutchidtty of Agriculture and the Norwegian
Ornithological Society and versions of it were psiftbd by BSPB/BIRDLIFE BULGARIA for
other BirdLife Partners in Hungarian, Russian, EiglKazachi, Rumanian etc;

5. Sticker focused on the conservation of Red BreaStsase in Bulgaria,;

6. Poster-leaflet on the IBAs along the Danube Rivet the Globally Threatened Species occurring
in them, funded by the Regional Environmental CefatieCentral and Eastern Europe - Sofia;

7. Leaflet on the Pygmy Cormorant in Bulgaria - itstdbution, conservation and problems;

8. Booklet on how to cope with the problems causethdrpns and cormorants in fishponds without
shooting and killing the birds. This booklet wasrtpaf the BSPB/BIRDLIFE BULGARIA
activities for conservation of the Pygmy CormoranBulgaria.

The activities reported here present the strongnintand will of the Bulgarian Conservation
Community to continue and complete its obligatiomgonserving the Globally Threatened Species
and their habitats in Bulgaria despite the diffido&nsition period. We all hope that all this wbk
result of the joined efforts of the Governmentadl &on Governmental Organizations with the help
and support of foreign and international organtai and institutions who want to give their
contribution to the preservation of one of the fpa’'s richest Biodiversity.
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FINLAND / FINLANDE

Conservation activities for the Lesser White-frontel Goose (Anser erythropus) in
Finland and international activities carried out by Finnish partners

1. PROJECT ORGANISATION
1.1 Lesser White-fronted Goose (LWfG) projecVBWF Finland 1983

In Finland, LWfG was protected by a statute as &gen 1969 - more than two decades after the
population crash. A protection group for LWfG wasmed by Finnish WWF in 1983. Since then, the
Finnish LWfG working group has e.g. interviewedndger herders and hikers visiting the potential
breeding areas, monitored the staging geese durmigigation, made extensive surveys in Lapland and
carried out a lot of research work on the biologWfG. Information about the alarming situation of
the LWfG has been distributed to authorities, orgmtions and journals concerning with ornithology,
hunting and conservation in Europe and north-wasfetia. In 1997-1999, the LWfG team of WWF
Finland consisted of ca 30 members, with delegatefie Ministry of Environment, two regional
Environmental Centres, BirdLife Finland, Forest &watk Service and Hunters” Central Organisation
in addition to several volunteer activists. Theugrdnas an official status as an adviser of the $ttiyi

of the Environment Finland concerning conservatibthe LWfG. The main part of the activities of
the Finnish LWfG project in 1984-1998 has been &dchdby the Finnish Ministry of Environment,
WWF Finland and WWF Sweden / WWF Arctic programrbat the major part of the vast work
carried out by the Finnish LWfG working group haeb done by the expert volunteers without any
salaries.

1.2.  Anser erythropus Life/Nature project of Finlah

In the years 1997-1999, the major part of the LWt@servation activities in Finland is carried oyt b
the Finnish LWfG Life-Nature project supported byr&pean Union (EU). The aim of the project is to
save the Lesser White-fronted Goose populationishealbse to extinction in the EU with the last few
pairs breeding in Finland and Sweden. The key nustho the project are revealing the partly
unknown breeding, migration time staging and wintgareas by satellite tracking, and improving the
conservation in these areas.

The partners of the LWfG Life project Finland afdorthern Lapland District for Wilderness
Management (Metsahallitus, Yla-Lapin luonnonhoib@g) North Ostrobothnia Regional Environment
Centre (Pohjois-Pohjanmaan ymparistokeskus), HarmegioRal Environment Centre (Hameen
ymparistokeskus), Lapland Regional Environment fEeiftapin ymparistékeskus), West Finland
Regional Environment Centre (Lansi-Suomen ympdeegkus), Hunters” Central Organisation
(Metsastajain keskusjarjestt) and WWF Finland (WSWemen rahasto).

1.3.  Wetlands International Lesser White-fronted @se Task Force (Working Team)
International co-operation especially with NorwegisSwedish and Russian colleagues is well

established, and the Finnish LWfG working group has delegates in the Wetlands International
LWfG conservation team (since 1999 “Task Force").

2. OBJECTIVES (A), ACTIVITIES (B) AND RESULTS (C)
2.1.
a. To gain accurate information of migration routes aintering areas of the LWfG.

- to tag LWf Geese with satellite transmitters aalbur-rings in Siberia and Nordic countries
- to reveal staging and wintering areas still éhgantly known in the Western Palearctic
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Survey / satellite tagging effort on breeding ar@asnish Lapland (1985-)1994-1998, Taimyr
Peninsula 1997-98, Yamal peninsula 1996-98)

Autumn and spring monitoring in NW Kazahstan (19988)

Migration route from Finland via NW Russia to NW Zé&hstan revealed. Migration route
from Yamal to NW Kazahstan and W Kazahstan revedigration route from Taimyr to N
Kazahstan and the NW part of the Caspian Sea mexedl number of staging places and
roosting lakes in Kazahstan reveled.

To estimate the world population, population patteand trend of the LWfG and establish a
monitoring program that can be carried out with erate costs.

to follow-up numbers of migrating LWfG on the Botan Bay coast, Estonia, Kazahstan and
Varangerfjord (N Norway) and (more irregularly) assess numbers of the LWfG at Kanin
peninsula (NW Russia), Hungary, Greece and eveng@astern part population).

Bothnian Bay coast monitored 1985-1998 (a declineca 50 percents), Estonia monitoring
established in 1998, Kazahstan monitored 1986-1328angerfjord 1985-1988, Kanin
peninsula visited in 1996 (ca 100 LWfG e.g. Finniglour-ringed individuals found, a
protected area established in 1998 by the Russidngpgary visited in 1992, Greece visited in
winter 1996-1997 and 1998-1999 (in co-operatiorhlie Greek LWfG project and Finnish
and Greek universities). Surveys in Chinese wintpareas supported 1997-1998, participated
February 1999.

The world (winter) population (of all age classeah now be quite accurately estimated as
22 000-30 000 individuals.
To improve public awareness of the endangeredsstdttne LWfG specially among hunters

Awarenesscampaign (newspaper articles, printing of brochungosters and stickers, to
distribute information articles etc.)

A great number of publications (e.g. in 1998 2Apchures, press releases (e.g. in 1998
published in tens of newspapres) and informaticstgye have been produced.

To intensify protection of the LWfG in all breedingaging and wintering areas

to make initiatives of intensified protection tgeNordic countries Kazakhstan and China
Finnish staging areas were included in the Nat@@0Zetwork. A protected area has been
established in Kanin peninsula, NW Russia (seecR.Zhe work of NW Kazahstan hunting
inspection organisation has been supported. Nemotsa with local authorities e.g. in
Kazahstan. The official protection of the LWfG wik confirmed in near future in Kazahstan.

To collect biological data relevant for conservatimology of the LWfG

(Other) study work is carried out in connectionhagibpulation surveys. Subjects and material
for gradute works is offered to university students
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C. Studies have been carried out e.g. on:

- migration patterns (satellite telemetry)

- genetic population structure of the world populated the LWfG using DNA-techniques (a
dissertation work will be completed 1999-2000) atabd and feather material

- habitat selection and diet in breeding and stagimgnds (two graduate works completed)

- -impact of environmental factors (phenology, abunt#aof predators and alternative prey) on
gosling production

- age structure of different sub-populations

- behaviour

- timing of the moult

- identification of goslings of different ages (inptaity and in field)

2.6.

a. To build a network of specialists and activistsalhcountries hosting breeding, staging or
wintering Lesser White-fronted Geese.

b. Implemented in Nordic and international level.

C. Nordic co-operation established in 1988. Wetlandgerhational LWfG Task Force
established in 1995 has representatives from Hinlalorway, Sweden, Russia, Kazahstan,
Hungary, Japan, China and the Netherlands (Wetlando-ordinator). Co-operation partners
exist also e.g. in Greece, Estonia, Azerbaijanldriakgistan.

3. THE MATTERS WHERE URGENT ACTION IS REQUIRED

The following list consists of matters that may shea intervention or financial support by the Calnc
of Europe and EU:

Establishing hunting-free zones and zones wherehathan activities are prohibited during the
autmumn staging time are needed on Bothnian Bagt¢&& corner of the isle of Hailuoto being the
most important and problematic one) and VarangetfiNorway (especially the isle of Skjdholm), but
the efforts have faced quite a serious resistriatenal pressure is needed to solve the probl&hmes.
contetions should be sent to the Finnish and Naoamegpvernment.

The newly-established protected area in Kanin memen(NW Russia) needs to be surveyed from time
to time to confirm that the protection really isantion. Contacts to the govenrment of Arhangelsk
oblast and the autonoumous area of Nenets landhéntown of Narajanmar) could be useful
acknowledging the great effectiveness of theseamiagtion in establishing the protected area only
one year after the reveal of the Kanin peninsiuflgisg area of the LW{G.

The decision of Greece to protect all geese shioglldcknowledged, but more effort should be put to
realize this, because according to very recentregens hunting (of also geese) is going on abEvr
delta, which is the most important and in many gehe only wintering quarter of the Lesser White-
fronted Goose in Europe. According to new obseovatica 25 percents of the geese in this area have
lost pieces of their wing feathers and this is hyadie to shot-gun shooting.

One LWIG satellite-transmitter tagged in Siberist lsummer was shot SW of the capital of Kazahstan
in November and its mate a little later in DagesRunssia, on the NW coast of the Caspian Sea, again
indicating the exteremely high hunting pressurehenLWfG along the Siberia - Caspian Sea flyway.
The most important LWfG roosting lakes should Hestainto account in international conservation
projects (UNEP, WWF international etc.) concerniigzahstan and neighbouring areas. The
international community should also pay attenti@n the resources of the hunting inspection
organisation working quite effectively at leasiNkV Kazahstan but suffering lack of money and fuel.
NW Kazahstan is also visted by European huntingdtsuthat rent (probably also goose roting) lakes
and probably hunt also in reed zones and in watarevhunting of local people is prohibited. The
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privatisation of land and lakes has also broughtenaxtivities and more disturbance to some of the
most important LWfG roosting lakes. One way to ioy@w LWfG (and other) conservation could be to
purchase the key areas and form protected areas.

The situation in Azerbaijan, that has been hostimgmportant part of the wintering LWfG population

in Western Palearctic, is far more worse than izafatan. The nature reserve system seems to be
paractically collapsed and goose shooting is gom@ven at Kizil-Agatch, the most important LWfG
area. An international attention and contact cdwidg some progress.

China is in winter-time hosting roughly (at leaste half of the world population of the Lesser Whit
fronted Goose, most of them concentrating to a @mingrea of Eastern Dongting Lake nature reserve
in Hunan province. The major threat to the LWfGhis area is illegal poisoning that cannot at the
moment be stopped or effectively limited by thaffsof the nature reserve. International support is
needed e.g. to supply the staff with better comiation including cars or motorbikes and telephones
or walkie-talkies. Also the status of the LWfG isclear among the protected species. The LWFG
should be included in list “A" of the most effeatly protected species. At the moment it is missing
even from the list “B“, which includes such specassthe many times more numerous White-fronted
Goose Anser albifrony. Some Chinese scientists interprete this soltG was considered a sub-
species of the White-fronted Goose, but it is @smmmon opinion that the White-front is protected
but the Lesser White-front not! The final goal mbstincluding of the LWfG to the highest rank of
protected species (list A) that will mean protettédso outside nature reserves.
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FRANCE
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GREECE / GRECE

Progress report on the implementation of the Recomandation Nos. 48 and 60 of the Standing
Committee of the Bern Convention on the conservatio of the European globally threatened
birds

by Demetra SPALA, Ministry of the Environment, RiaJs Planning and Public Works,
Environmental Planning Division, Natural Environnmdanagement Section

This progress report covers the period 1997-199Btha relevant activities undertaken in Greece,
with regard to those species occurring in Gredasur, out of twenty three species, of the Rec. Blo 4
do not occur in Greece, namely:

Marmaronetta angustirostris Crex crex
Acrocephalus palludicula Otis tarda

l. GENERAL MEASURES
1 Hunting is prohibited with regard to all speciesyered by the Rec. No 48.
2. Mid-winter counts, for all the water-fowl (migmat species) have been carried out since

1982, by the Ministry of Agriculture, the Hellen@rnithological Society, the Hellenic Society for
the Protection of Nature and the Greek Ringing f@git cooperation with Wetlands International.

3. For all Ramsar sites, legal conservation and gemant measures are at the final stage of
elaboration.
4, Operation of Information Centres, of the Ministifythe Environment, is an ongoing activity,

through Contractual Management Agreements signedthey Ministries of the Environment,
Agriculture and the relevant Local Authorities, fmomoting nature conservation awareness. In the
same framework technical works have been constidotenature conservation purposes.

5. The use of poisoned baits has been totally baringuhrallel to other actions undertaken by
the Ministry of Agriculture, the Hunters Associatity NGO'’s, Scientists towards related wild life
management issues (in the bird important areas),atternatives for the prevention of damages
against the animal raising activity and the apigelt as well as, for legal aspects of compensation
cases of damage.

Il. SPECIES ORIENTED ACTIVITIES
1. Oxyura lencocephaldWhite headed duck)

The key site for this species is the southeasterngb the Vistonis lake (SPA, candidate Natura®00
and Ramsar site) and in 1997 2,300 individuals Hmen recorded. Some individuals are found in
the near by area of Ismaris and Kerkini lakes, Whize also designated as SPA, Candidate
Natura 2000 and Ramsar sites.

It is unknown if the population is coming from Teskor Russia. The Hellenic Ornithological Society
with the financial support of the Dutch NGO «Yogaithermg» has started, since October, 1998 field
work and public awareness activities aiming at:

- the inventory (twice/week) of the species range

- the behavioural and feeding patterns of the speci

- the assessment of the main threats

- the awareness of the local population and huotethe species’ habitat requirements
- the elaboration of conservation proposals
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2. Falco naumanii (Lesser Kestrel)

This species has its main range area in Thes<aéatal Continental Greece) where the estimated
population, by the Hellenic Ornithological Societybetween 2,500-3,000 pairs.

The designation of protected area, as suggesteitiebyespective Birdlife Action Plan, seems no
realistic taking into consideration that the maésting and feeding habitats of this species are
respectively, houses in residential areas andagrecultural cultivated land. The review of the
Important Bird Areas List, carried out by the Halke Ornithological Society, has brought to the
attention of Competent National Authorities for smteration, 6 areas (not fully agricultural) in
which the species occur.

3. Aquila heliacea(lmperial Eagle)

On the basis of the survey of the Hellenic Ornibigatal Society (September 1997) mostly unmature
individuals, coming from the northern countriese gisiting Greece and the wintering areas are the
Evros, Axios and Kalamas deltas,, as well as thekikielake and Missolonghi lagoon. All these
areas are SPA, Candidate Natura 2000 and Ramghrtie exception of Kalamas delta) sites.

During migration, this species has been obsemédttloponese and in some Aegean Sea islands.

The main threats against this species are thegmdategradation due to the agriculture and forestry
intensification, the reduction in low land forestsd wetland areas. lllegal hunting and the use of
poisoned baits (not permitted now), are listednasdther threats.

Main attention has been given by the Hellenic Goldgical Society in carrying out field work
(1997) in the mountainous area «Tsamanta-FiliakesfRakovouni and Megali Rahi», a border area
to Albania in the Epirus Region.

This area is ideal for raptors in general andrguerial eagle. Two adult individuals have beeoegn
observed on 8April 1997. The reasons for this single obsepmatiould be attributed to:

- extended range area of the species northern,llbanf or southern to Kalamas delta
(Greece); i.e an area out of the observation field.

- the birds’ disturbance during breeding has reduib no new attempt for breeding in this
particular area

- detrimental effect of poisoned baits.

On the basis of the forementioned survey potemtting areas have been estimated which are
considered significant for wintering.

4. Aegypius monachus €inereous vulture

The population of cinereous vulture in the Dadiee$d Area (SPA, candidate Natura 2000 site) in
Thrace, Northern - Eastern Greece, has increasgad20 individuals in 1979 to about 100 individuals
now, as a result of succesful conservation action.

In this field the Ministry of the Environment hagwtloped a productive cooperation with the
Ministry of Agriculture, Prefectural and Local Auttities and NGO'’s, namely WWF-Greece, with
regard to active management, including:
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- Implementation of species recovery plan

- Completion of integrated management environmestatly for the raptors, amphibian,
reptiles and the wooded area, in the frame of aNAT(E.U.) funded project (1993-1196).

- Elaboration of nature conservation oriented fonegsnagement plan, whilst the nesting sites
are strictly protected.

- Monitoring and wardening of the all raptor specpopulation; in this frame in 1998, 19
breeding pairs have been recorded, out of whictpaixs have failed while the other 13 pairs, had
successful breeding with fledglings.

- Construction of technical works, including a Nifiormation Center, and the labelling of the
protected area.

- Operation and monitoring of feeding places. Bbgithe period 1.7.98 up to 31.12.98, on a
daily observation basis, 68 individuals have bemored as maximum.

- Operation of the ECOTOURISTIC INFORMATION Centeiith a full range of information,
awareness and environmental education activities)ed by WWF-Greece.

- Voluntary contribution of NGO’s (WWF-Greece) tmrést-fire combat precautionary
schemes, during summer.

- Elaboration of the final legal arrangement (ileraft of Presidential Decree) for the
establishment of the National Park in the area eorex, in accordance to the provisions of Law
1650/1986 on the Protection of the Environment

6. Numenius tenuirostrigSlender billed curlew)

A multinational partner project (1996-1998) hasrbearried out, with the cooperation of the Ministry
of Agriculture, the Hellenic Ornithological Societhe Greek Biotope - Wetland Center and Face, in
six areas, namely Evros delta, Porto Lagos lagdomps delta, Ismaris lake, Amvrakikos Gulf,
Kalamas delta which have been designated SPA, datediNatura 2000 and Ramsar (with the
exception of Kalamas delta) sites.

The main fields oACTIVITIES of the project were:

- Monitoring of the population study on the migoatiand emigration patterns.

- Technical proposal for conservation measures @megaration of the appropriate legal
provisions, with target groups (hunters, farmergj lcal services.

- Experimental satellite tracking, in one site offerkini) on curlews, but not on the slender
billed curlews.

- Information, education, public awareness.

The preparation of the final report is under pregrand following that a post report, to the Bern
Convention, will be submitted.

However, some key project activities are brieflgganted:
I. Regular monitoring of migrating/wintering shore birds in key sitesduring the period 1%

March - 18" May and 18 August to 15 October. In this context census, on a week basis
has been carried out for all the Waders (migratspgcies.
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ii. Identification of management measures for increasigp the carrying capacity of key sites
for the shore birds and in particular for slendded curlew. In this context priority
measures have been identified and implemented én Blwros delta area, namely the
restoration of drained Drana lagoon and the cowfrthe overgrazing.

iii. Identification of proposals of legal protection meaures,for the Axios and Evros deltas
cases, which will be included in the current orwdtiese areas.

iv. Enforcement of existing legal measuresyith regard hunting activities.

V. Public Awareness Activities for the dessimination of the results of the prbjand the
general information within this in 5 language vers brochure (Greek, Italian, Russian,
French, English) has been prepared and widelyiloliséd.

Workshops for informing hunters have been organizitl regard general information on the species
range and habitat requirements. Production andhditon of information material for informed and
general public are also listed in the relevanivaes.

i. Establishing liaison with the Life Project in Greee for the Pygmycormorant and the
Lesser White Fronted Goose - and carrying out comfreld work/surveys, exchange of
information.

ii. Establishing liaison with International Conventions namely with the Bonn Convention,
participating in the relevant Slender-billed Cuvel8eminar, organized in Moscow in 1997.

iii. Ecological Studiesfor the

. Analysis of extinction risks or the basis it curanformation and available stochastic
models, further evaluation of extinction risks

. Determination of ecological constraints

. Definition of study protocols for habitat selectiand feeding ecology data

It is worthwhile to note, that during the projee8@ecords of th&lumerius tenuirostris, taking into
consideration that the last four years there aterexords for elsewhere in the world, except for
Greece.

7. Pelecanus crispugDalmatian pelican)

Long conservation efforts have been invested iedtsites (all are SPA, candidate Natura 2000 and
Ramsar sites) in Greece, nam#lgrkini lake (wintering site),Prespes lake(breeding site-largest
colony over the world) andmvrakikos Gulf (breeding site).

Ringing is carried out in Amvrakikos Gulf and Presgakes and population dynamics as well for
these two sites.

For all three sites legal conservation measurethtoestablishment of National Parks, are at the fi
stage.

7.1.a In Amvrakikos Gulf a LIFE-project (1999-2002) for the «ConservationAdgement of
Amvrakikos Wetlands» has been recently approvedth Yégard to théelecanus crispusand other
five aufauna species tlspecific project objectivesare:

- Restoration a appropriate abiotic conditions ahdbitat structure in 3 lagoons (Rodia,
Logarou, Tsoukalio).
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- Restoration of appropriate habitat structure arshland, water grassland and woodland for
the benefit ofAgthya nyroca, Butarus stellaris, Aquilla clangaquiila prmavina, Phalacrocorax
pygmeus.

- Conservation and long-term increase ofPeéecanus crispugopulation

- Effective safeguarding of the site against illegetivities and reduction of disturbance to
priority bird species

- Increase the appreciation of the local commusiiee the site, in conservation values and the
potential economic benefit from the sustainableaigbe area.

Actions and meangnvolved in achieving the above mentioned objedtiaee:

- Construction and operation of sluices and ditcfascontrolled freshwater input to the three
lagoons; water quality and vegetation monitorindprafting of the Water Management Plan.
Collaboration with Fishermen cooperatives

- Creation of artificial islets foPelecanus crispudreeding; Wardening of the colonies
throughout the breeding period; Burying of 12 &helectricity power lines underground

- Development and enforcement of a surveillancersehon the site in collaboration of the
Forestry Service and other Prefectural Authoritieg)lic Awareness campaign

- Operation of two Visitor Centres Organizationgofded tours of selected spots of the area;
Organization of workshops and technical meetings

b. In the frame of the Contractual Management Agradmeee point 1.3 of this report)
awareness activities are planned (e.g. 26 infoonatieetings with the local communities).

The Information Centre, at Koprena, has been eedifpr a public tele-observation (Video-picture)
of the breeding colony at Salaora.

C. The Hellenic Ornithological Society, has run ajpcd on «Bird Conservation in the
Amvrakikos». Wardening of the Dalmatian pelicaadaing colony, monitoring of the foraging and
roosting sites, public awareness activity, arentlaén activities of this project.

Conclusions have been drawn for the causes ofrdatige to the breeding activity, the distributién o
disturbance incidence during the day and the bngeseason and proposals have been formulated
with regard the wardening and conservation measure

7.2.  ForKerkini, with regard to the Reccomendation No 60, pointGtéece is asked to monitor
water level fluctuation in Lake Kerkini in order emsure appropriate water levels during the period
March-August (a maximum water level of not morentf& m.a.s.| was suggested in the relevant
Action Plan).

The approved environmental condition No 30 (Joimiserial Decision No 81457/23.8.1995) for the
anti-flooding technical works for the upper and évstream of the Strymon river, the Kerkini lake
and the torrents of the Serres plain area, theatiparof the technical works and the conservatibn o
the Kerkini lake ecosystem, states that the uppemlevel of Kerkini lake is fixed to 36 m.a.s.l
provided that the realization of approved works rfegtoration and conservation of the lakes’ forest
ecosystem.

The Strymon river, is a transboundary river, whosgor catchment area lies within Bulgaria. The
river's upper reaches flow the Kerkini lake whitbie river's lower reaches flow from the lake,
through the Serres plain area to the Strymonikd$ Gu
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The above mentioned environmental condition No i80¢urrently under a status of suspension,
according to the relevant Decision of the authatifzirector General of the Environment (No
65829/6.5.1999).

This suspension has been decided upon the purposa foverall estimation of the optimum lake

water level (a.s.l) on the basis of ecologicaletrdt, in the context of the water management ef th

existing water resources, the sediment flow of Skrigmon river related to the international aspects
of the transboundary river. This estimation iseptpd by August 1999, so that to proceed for the re
examination of the conditions confronting the tlsmf the Kerkini lake as well.

8. Larus audouinii (Audouin’s gull)

Greece holds the largest populationLafus audouinii in Eastern Mediterranean, according to the
existing information through the extensive worklod Hellenic Ornithological Society (H.O.S) in the
Aegean (started in 1995 with private funds contihire 1996 with funds of the Ministry of the
Environment and from 1996-1999, with the LIFE PecbjeConservation of Larus audouinii in
Greece»).

The project covers five candidate Natura 2000 ges of which three are SPA’ also) in the Aegean
sea and more precisely in the area of the Kitlsland, the Northern Dodecanese islands, the
Southern Aegean rocky islets complex, the Nortierorgos island. Furthermore, the Northen and
Eastern Aegean area as well as the Central andhé&auDodecanese islands area are covered by a
H.O.S self funded project for Larus audouinii.

In the final project report the complete picture e species demographic data, range, threats,
conservation measures, will be presented. Howageneral presentation follows, on the basis of the
current information.

It seems that the species population ranges betWw@®&900 pairs. The birds breed almost
exclusively on uninhabited islets, which are clesdarger inhabited islands. The exact number of
colonies is no easily defined, because birds ugealhnge nesting site from year to year. Based on
the information and data gathered during the lastyears, 25 dinstict colonies are registeredthnd
birds have nested in 45 dinstict islets. There esandications for slight local increase of the
population; however to a large extent, such are@mee is owned only to a better field work coverage.
As so far, there is not evidence that the specdiesds outside the Aegean Sea, but it is likely dmat

or two small colonies exist in Western Greece.

It is very likely that the species is affected hg fish stocks depletion. At the same time it nah
exploit the discarded fish, by trawlers, due to ¢bepetition, with the extremely abundant. Yelow -
legged Gulls Larus cachinans. The latter seent®ta competitor for nesting sites, at least onlloca
scale. Predation on eggs and chocks, by Yelloegged Gulls and Hoode GrowW&orvus corone
comix occur but is not known how significant it is. Bdikely it affects more the heavily disturbed
colonies. Natural predation on juvenily individsiainainly by Peregrine Falcorfsalco peregrinus
can be very serious at a local scale. Grazingnersiets is also a problem, but from the pointiefv

of presence - disturbance of shepherds and dogs.

With respect to the conservation action, the ongdiifie-project is targeting to the protection oéth
colonies, in two main areas, i.e. the Northern s Dodecanesses and the Southern Cyclades and
Kithera areas). It includes, in total 8 colonies aip to 300 pairs.

Conservation action comprises at the present, guhia project’s execution, wardening, sorting-out
disturbance problems (e.g. with sepherds, fishernmurist organizations) and public awareness,
which is extremely important (focusing on revealthg importance of the uninhabited islets for this
species).
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For all the five Natura 2000 sites Specific Envirental Studies are carried out, as requested by Law
1650/1986, for the justification of the appropris¢gal conservation measures (connected also with
tourism and fishing activities) in view of the dstahment of protected areas.

9. Phalacrocorax PygmaeudsPygmy cormorant)
Anser erythopugLesser white fronted goose)

A LIFE project (1996-1999) on the conservation dfie¢se two species in Greece with positive side
effect on the protection oBrana rutficolis (Red-breasted goose) is carried out by the Helleni
Ornithological Society, and WWEF-Greece with the iactsupport of the Ministries of the
Environment and Agriculture.

The project covers 10 key sites (SPAs, candidateTBRRA 2000 and Ramsar sites), namely:
Kalamas delta, Prespa lakes, Petron lake, Kadtk& Axios delta, Kerkini lake, Nestos delta, Port
Lagos lagoon, Ismaris lake and Evros delta.

The main ACTION FIELDS of the project, are: surveillance, wardening -hwitolunteers’
participation, public information/awareness immeglitechnical conservation measures, elaboration
of National Action Plan and of the appropriate legmservation measures based on the results of the
field work of the project, pending of course theafireport, we have a clear picture, as follows:

9.1 Phalacrocorax pygmaeus

i. Population range in Greece and for each relatethmeetirea

ii. Population distribution in feeding resting (durithg wintering period) and breedings
iii. Identification of feeding, breeding and winteringes

iv. Threats and limiting factors

The maximum wintering population (major part of theropean breeding population) in the Greek
wetlands for the period 1997-1998 was 38, 917 idd&ls. The Pygmy cormorants are gradually
arriving in Greece, in October for the winteringipd and are starting to leave in April. Wintering

population, figures in each wetland as percentdgieeatotal wintering population are:

Evros delta (69.4% - 76.9%), Axios delta (17%-18),/%ikra Prespa lake (9.3%-10.9%), Kerkini
lake (6.8%) and complex of Vistonis lake - Port@asa lagoon and Ismaris laek (6.2%-6.8%). In the
Kastoria lake area less 700 individuals have waderhilst in the Petron lake area the relevantrégu
ranged between 7-37 individuals

The breeding population ranged in 1987 ranged i@871Between 1250-1310 pairs and in 1998
between 1170-1230 pairs. The greater part iseelea Mikra Prespa lake (730-780 for 1997 and
650-700 in 1998). In Kerkini lake 500 pairs (19998) have breeded, whilst in the Petron lake 15-
30 paris have breeded,

Ringing has been applied in 42 juvenile individual the Kerkini lake.

The assessment of the threats and problems hasledwbe nature of the problems and has oriented
the elaboration of the conservation measures.

The main problems are:

- Degradation of riparian/lake shoreforests, due to sand taking, illegal tree cuttingtional
animal grazing,

- Disturbance, due to illegal hunting frequent human presencéhe nearby feeding sites,
angling in certain areas, fishing (some times dl¢@ctivities close to breeding sites, as welbiad
watching visits near the breeding sites.
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- Reduction in feeding sitesdue to landfilling and technical works

- Changes in the hydrological regimedue to temporal intermitent river water flow besawf
dams, lake water level drop (Petron lake), seemiatrusion (Ismaris lake) irrational water resmg
use, water pollution, burning of thickets of reeds.

The NATIONAL ACTION PLAN, as the component of théHE PROJECT, is based on the relevant
Birdlife Action Plan.

It comprises comprehensive list of actions andvdigs for each of the 10 wetland sites in thedfiel
of:

- Policy and legislation related inter alia sustainable economic activities with regard the
species conservation needs

- Monitoring and research
- Species and its related habitats conservation messu
- Information and awareness

Meanwhile, during the period 1996-1999 non-recgrtiotope management oriented technical works
have been completed in all the project area; suaksare tree planting (riparian forests), creatbn
feeding sites, reed bed management, riparian forestagement, fencing, installation of Pygmy
cormorants nests.

9.2 ANSER ERYTHROPUS

Following the same principles for the field work, the frame of the Life project, we have now
knowledge on the wintering population, the feedamy wintering habitat requirements and the
population distribution in the wintering and feeglsites and the main pressures/threats.

With regard to the winter population counts, in Ker lake 270 individuals have been recorded in
1998, in Evros delta two records have been repantd®98 and lastly in Ismaris lake - the maximum
recorder figure for 1998-1999 is 910 individuals.

In all three wetland areas the feeding sites haenbdentified. The main problem of these areas,
with regard to species conservation are:

- Decrease in feeding areaslue to reduction at grass medows,

- Disturbance, due to illegal hunting, visitors and in few cgsdeliberate disturbance caused
by the farmers

The elaborated National Action Plan comprises psafsofor:

. Inventory of the damages caused by geese in geartadevelopment of a compensation
scheme for the farmers.

. Development of international cooperation for promgtthe species monitoring and
conservation

. Grass meadow management

. Monitoring in the main wintering sites

The realization of conservation measures is foreseehe frame of the ™ Community Structural
Fund - 2000-2006.
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HUNGARY / HONGRIE

Department of Zoology
NATURE CONSERVATION BUREAU
MINISTRY FOR ENVIRONMENT

H-1121 Budapest, Koltd u. 21. Telefon: +(36 1) 8857 Fax: +(36 1) 395-7458

Biennial Report (1997-1998) to the Bern Convention
Compiled by Dr Gabor Magyar

RECOMMENDATION NoO. 48 (adopted on 26 January 1996) on the conservatioaf
European globally threatened birds

Carrying out national action plans on European alglihreatened birds

Although no published national action plans exsstyat for globally threatened species in Hungary,
there are ongoing programs by official nature coratén authorities and preference is given also to
grant applications (by the Central Environment Fuaithing at the protection programs of these
species. BirdLife Hungary has also set priorityhi® conservation of these species.

Numenius tenuirostris

Although an annual vagrant these days only, miggafiocks of Curlews are surveyed for this
species. Recent sightings were almost exclusivelgrotected sites. Attempts have been made to put
Viragoskut fishpond under legal protection as ratg\site for Pygmy Cormorant (possible nesting),
Lesser White-fronted Goose (annual autumn stagiogrgl) and Slender-billed Curlew (two of the
recent records were on this fishponds). Parts @fpthnd system has been annected to the Hortobagy
National Park in 1998.

Phalacrocorax pygmeus

Survey for the breeding population (35 nests foimdl998 on Hortobagy fishponds, one pair
breeding probably in Kis-Balaton). For the preventof accidental killing of this species and of
Glossy lbises, eradication by shooting of Cormaasprohibited on the Hortobagy-fishponds. Nests
and food supply for the species are in a favourabd¢us on these fishponds. The population is
steadily increasing.

Aquila heliaca

Annual survey of nesting birds (53 pairs in 1998)roduction of insulation coats to traverses of
medium voltage electric power lines, introductioh astificial nests, re-introduction of Shushlik

(Spermophilus citellysas main prey item to areas it had became extqwdrding of those nests

exposed to disturbance.

Otis tarda

Bird census on lekking grounds in spring (ca. 1B80@s in 1998, stable). Ploughing of snow in the
winter, planting rape on important areas as maimntevifeed, prevention of cutting grass during the
incubation period, saving eggs from deserted nastk artificial incubation in the Great Bustard
repatriation centre, subsidies to farmers, dissatiin of information on importance of bustard
protection.
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Acrocephalus paludicola

Annual survey of singing males (637 in 1998, stigadcreasing), proper area management practices
(cutting and harvest of grass with no disturbaodaréeding birds in the area).

Crex crex
Regional surveys of the species based on callagsndistribution of brochures to farmers on prope
practices (grass harvest e.g.) to prevent or &t leanimize damage to nests (run by BirdLife

Hungary).

Oxyura leucocephala,Pelecanus crispus, Anser ergipus, Branta ruficollis, Aegypius monachus,
Falco naumanni

These species are stragglers or accidentals in d&funghey are strictly protected by national law,

their hunting, deliberate killing or collectionfisrbidden. Records of occurrance are collectechiy t
Hungarian Checklist and Rarities Committee of BifelHungary.

RECOMMENDATION NoO. 60 (adopted on 5 December 1997) on the implementati of the
action plans for globally threatened birds in Europe

1. include key sites for the relevant species

Protected areashave been designated to Slender-billed Curlewo(aksw one in 1998), Pygmy
Cormorant (all of the nesting birds), Red-breadBambse (most of observations inside protected
areas), Lesser White-fronted Goose (majority withimotected areas, but also new one in 1998:
Viragoskut fishponds), Imperial Eagle, Great Bu$tahquatic Warbler (almost exclusively iside
protected areas), Corncrake.

Parts of Hortobagy is listed &amsar siteproviding nesting habitat for Pygmy Cormorant dod
Aquatic Warbler, and staging ground for Lesser hibnted Gooose, Red-breasted Goose (many of
recent Hungarian records of Slender-billed Curlavesfrom Ramsar sites also).

Hungary is one of the accession countries applyargEU membership. Before joining the EU,
Hungary has to designa&pecial Protection Areafor the protection of Pygmy Cormorant, Lesser
White-fronted Goose, Imperial Eagle, Great Bustdtguatic Warbler, Corncrake. The survey has
been started for designating those sites.

2. promote collaboration with the relevant NGOs

Although no published action plans exist for thepecies yet, protection programmes for Imperial
Eagle, Great Bustard and Corncrake are ongoing donabined effort of the Nature Conservation
Bureau of the Ministry for Environment, its regibnational park directorates and BirdLife Hungary.

It involves annual census of Imperial Eagle andaGRustard, survey on potential threats to nests,
and for the Great Bustard habitat management (piaggof snow in the winter, planting rape on
important areas as main winter feed, preventiooutting grass during the incubation period, saving
eggs from deserted nests and artificial incubatioime Great Bustard Repatriation Centre, subsidies
to farmers, dissemination of information on impana of bustard protection etc.) for Imperial Eagle
and other endangered raptor species introductiamsafation coats to traverses of pylons of medium
voltage electric power lines, artificial nests, imgoduction of Sushlik $permophilus citellys
guarding of those nests exposed to disturbance.
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For Aquatic Warbler habitat management is carriedby the Hortobagy National Park (the species
breeds almost exclusively inside the boundariege@HNP), but activists of NGOs help in the annual
survey of singing males.

3. promote appropriate agricultural policies

Agricultural practices play a relevant role in thetection of Corncrake and Great Bustard (other
birds, Aquatic Warbler, Red-breasted Gosse, Lasggte-fronted Goose breed or stage on migration
mostly in protected areas).

Brochures are distributed to farmers involved bsdBife Hungary how to prevent damage of nests of
the two species. Subsidies were paid to those farméling to produce rape in SE Hungary by
BirdLife Hungary from a grant received from the @ahEnvironment Fund.

BirdLife Hungary and RSPB have set up a Land Stdsldp Advisory Service from a Phare
Partnership Programme in order to better protepbhtant Bird Areas in Hungary.

4, enforce existing hunting and conservation retgpria

All relevant species are strictly protected in Haryg A brochure had been published to Hungarian,
and in four different languages (German, EnglistenEh, Italian) to foreign hunters about how to
hunt in Hungary (identification key to huntable sjgs, hunting seasons, legislation etc.) and is
distributed to hunters free of charge.

Imperial Eagle (Aquila heliacd)

20. to ensure the reduction of mortality from alectition by power lines

The majority of casualties are caused by electrocwif medium power electric lines. About 15% of

traverses of such power pylons are insulated ingdogn predominantly in areas of nesting

endangered raptors (Saker Falcon, Imperial Eaglg, é¢herefore threat is diminished in the most
exposed areas. The program has been continuedepsodepends on the funds available for the
purpose.

RECOMMENDATION No. 61 (adopted on 5 December 1997) on the conservation thfe
White-headed Duck(Oxyura leucocephalpn

The White-headed Duck is extinct as a breedingispdoom Hungary since 1960. Even records of
accidentals were missing in some years. In receatsystragglers were reported annually during
migration or wintering.

There is only one verified record of Ruddy Duékxyura jamaicens)sin Hungary: March 2, 1997
Hortobagy, fishponds

The number of stragglers of Ruddy Duck is not etgmbdo increase, and is very unlikely that
breeding will ever occur. Since at the moment Whi#aded Ducks do not breed in Hungary either
(the closest breeding birds are more than a 100@way from Hungary), a danger for crossbreeding
between the two species in Hungary is negligable.

Actions for eradication of the species

At the moment the role of Hungary is to build afbufzone between the eastern breeding range of
White-headed Duck and the range of the introduaguliation of Ruddy Duck, i.e. to play role in
preventing Ruddy Ducks to reach the Middle Easufaijon of White-headed Duck.
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The Ruddy Duck is not protected in Hungary by ratoconservation law. In case individual(s) of
Ruddy Duck will be staging in Hungary, attemptslwié made for their capture or eradication by
shooting (when hunting season will be declaredhe(@bserved individual disappeared by the time it
was reported, thus no action for taking it out fritvea wild was possible.)
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ITALY /ITALIE
Implementation of Bird Action Plans

Referring to your invitation to the next meetingtioé Group of Experts on Conservation of Birds due
for May 18-19 in Strasbourg, we are sorry to inforou that italian expert are not partecipating, due
to the coincidence of other internatioanl engagdmen

Nevertheless we want to forward you our remarks iafarmations concerning this Action Plans
related to Key species given to us by our experts.

Italy hosts relevant populations of the followinmesies:

Lesser Kestrel it. name: grillaio +alco naumanni

Projects of public awareness for the conservatfdahis species have been realised within LIFEyItal
has instituted some Special Protection Zones (&e&)e of them covering nearly completely the
areal of distribution of the main nesting colonésl feeding ground in Puglia and Basilicata. NGO
involved LIPU.

Corncrake— it. name: Re di QuaglieGrex crex
The monitoring of this species is partially follodvdy the faunistic observatory of Udine (Friuli
Venezia Giulia) and by LIPU.

Slender billed curlew- it. name: Chiurlottello Numenius tenuirostris

This species appears during the migration periodsame wetzones of Puglia and Tuscany in
relatively relevant numbers in respect of the olensrld population. A tentative campaign of
protection was organised at local level in 1997e Torpo Forestale dello Stato (CFS) is conducting
an action anti poaching in Saline of MargheritaSdivoia. More action is needed to search more
co-operation and engagements of local authorities.

Audouin’s Gull — it. name: Gabbiano corsd-arus audouinii

Recent institution of Arcipelago Toscano NationarkPand Maddalena National Park has given a
relevant contribution to the species conservafi@lationship with Larus cachinnans (Gabbiano reale
mediterraneo) should be better studied.

All these species, for the moment, are lackingtsgonal action plan. However an increasing number
of ZPS is foreseen within the framework of implemagion of Directive 79/409. Actually the ZPS'’s
are 202 for a total surface of 800,000. As farh@sActions Plans presented within the framework of
the Bern Convention and Directive UE 79/409 theolmement of our country concerns five species
(Bittern, Ferrugineous Duck, Lammergeier, Bonnglitagle, Little Bustard).

Further information will be given soon on thesecspg within the framework of Ornis Committee.
Best regards

DIRECTOR OF DIVISION li
(Dott. Alessandro Russi)
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LUXEMBOURG

RECOMMANDATION N ° 48 du Comité permanent, adoptée le 26 janvier 199&ur la
conservation des oiseaux d’Europe mondialement meoés

Les plans d'action sur les oiseaux mondialementat@&sn en Europe se portent sur 24 espéces,
une seulement présente au Luxembo@gex crex en tant que migrateur.

Le Rale des Gené{€rex crex)niche a travers toute I'Europe et hiverne pratigeiet toujours er
Afrique tropicale. Entre 1970 et 1990, une nettgregésion de 50 % de la population
malheureusement été constatée sur I'ensemble deopE, notamment en Grande-Bretagne,
Irlande, en Belgique, en Hollande et au Grand-Dutth&éuxembourg. Au Luxembourg, la populati
encore existante est évaluée a moins de 25 % ldedeel 970. Avant 1960, le rale des genéts avali
entendu sur quelque 14 sites différents au Grarth®wu Luxembourg. En juin 1979, 5 ma
chantaient sur un pré de fauche prés de la loaditéentange.

Sur le plan national, le Roeserbann (une partiéagsaine alluviale de I'Alzette supérieurg est
d’'une importance capitale, vu qu'’il s'agit de I'goe site luxembourgeois, ou un a deux m;
chanteurs sont recensés chaque année.
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1. Début 1999, la «Vallée supérieure de I'Alzette» aédésignée comme zone de protection
spéciale oiseaux au titre de la directive «communéaire Oiseaux» (désignation le

18 janvier 1999).

Description scientifique du site:

Le site s’étend sur 6 communes du Grand-Duché dierbourg et comprend essentiellemen
plaine alluviale de I'Alzette supérieure (avant gmtrée dans le grés du Luxembourg) entre lessy
d’Esch-sur-I'Alzette et Luxembourg, ainsi que leengs d'embouchures des afflueritéess,
Diddelenger Bach, Kaylbach

Cette plaine alluviale de I'Alzette est caractéis€tuellement par son cours d’eau canalisé, d&
sur plusieurs trongons en bordure de la plaine. fidesés ou anciens canaux de moulin draif
I'ensemble du site. De grandes surfaces sont égalednainées par un réseau de tuyaux souterr
Ponctuellement subsistent des vestiges des fomsatiaturelles originelles, a savtiino-Ulmion,

les Nanocyperion, les Bidentetalia, le Phragmities, Molinietalia

Le niveau de la nappe phréatique est fort bas, gtéant une exploitation intensive des prairies
paturages d'avril & octobre. Sur les couches génleg repose une couche d'alluvions pouy
atteindre une épaisseur de 4 a 5 métres. La sétditimense poursuit de nos jours par les inondat
périodiques. Les alluvions sont composées de shbtest d’argiles.

Le niveau est fonction de la profondeur de la celptperméable sous-jacente ainsi que par le ni
des eaux de 'Alzette. En période de hautes ptétipns, le niveau de la nappe peut monter jus
la surface du sol et méme la dépasser. Les solappés sur les alluvions font partie des gle
l'influence permanente de I'eau entraine une maeavaération. Toutefois, aprés un drainage effic
les alluvions fournissent des terres agricolediésrgrace a leur teneur en argile.

L’occupation des sols est essentiellement agrieslec dans la plaine de I'Alzette une prédoming
des prés et paturages (bien que la culture decogimence a s’y développer). Les flancs des coll
adjacentes sont pris par les labours. Le pourcerdadgoréts est extrémement faible (moins de 3
Néanmoins, la zone est en partie structurée pahales, des allées de peupliers et par la végeét
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Importance du site pour la conservation de I'espediype d’habitat visé a I'échelle régionale
nationale et communautaire

Le caractére humide des prairies entraine une giigefloristique et faunistique et toute la plaine
constitue un biotope important pour de hombreuspsaes de I'avifaune, notamment pour le rale|des
genéts(Crex crex)une espece de I'annexe 1 de la Directive Oiseldlais des espéces telles que le
pipit farlouse(Anthus pratensis)la Bergeronnette printanié{®lotacilla flava) et le traquet tarier
(Saxicola rubetra)sont des espéces typiques des grandes étenduebagbée ou des prairies et
paturages plus ou moins humides.

2. Projet de revalorisation écologique de la Vallésupérieure de I'Alzette

En vue de coordonner les activités et de motiveralgtorités locales, le Luxembourg a préparé en
1998 un projet pour la «Revalorisation écologigadadVallée supérieure de I'Alzette». Un dossier de
candidature a été proposé dans le cadre du progradiaides financieres de la Communauté
LIFE 98. Ce projet LIFE-Réale des genéts constitusra priorité pour la protection de la nature au
Luxembourg pendant les prochaines années. Ledolwijues se promettent une amélioration nette
de I'habitat pour le Réale des genéts ainsi que pounbre d’oiseaux nicheurs des prairies humides.
Le projet, d'une envergure de 227 millions, est@par la Fondation &flef fir d’Natur, fondation qui
vient de féter avec succes son 15e anniversaiest Boutenu par le ministére de I'Environnement, |
ministere de I'Agriculture ainsi que par toutes EEmmunes concernées : Hesperange, Roeser,
Bettembourg, Schifflange et Mondercange.
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MOLDOVA

prepared by lon BEJENARU, Deputy Head, Environmdntpact and Nature Conservation Division

The implementation of Bird Action Plans in RepulticMoldova has been made through following
actions:

1.

Was elaborated the legislative acts:

“The Law on state natural protected areas fund'ctiincluded the Lists of the all protected
species, inclusively 89 birds species, which aeeghrt of the 11l category of IUCN natural
protected areas. In Red Book of Moldova has bednded 39 birds species.

All protected species was classificated in 8 IUGItegory.
The IUCN protected areas category and the IUCNeptetl species category are an
indispensable part of the Law on state naturaleptetd areas fund of the Republic of

Moldova.

Decision of the Government of the Republic of Maldaegarding the Red Book of the
Republic of Moldova.

Regulation of the rare species, that are exposedatger and vulnerable species in the
Republic of Moldova.

For protection of the natural habitats of the binds organised 3 protected areas along of the
Prut River of which area is 7.855 ha.

All that actions covered partially the Recommermlai 48, 60, 61 and 62 of the Standing
Committee.

In the future for more detailed information it isa@ssary to study all aspects of this problem
by a special Project.



- 59 - T-PVS/Birds (99) 11

PORTUGAL

PORTUGAL MAINLAND
by Mércia Pinto, Instituto da Conservacao da Nanare

Lesser Kestrel(Falco naumanni)
Monitoring and research

The Portuguese population is regularly monitoredtesil994. The studies and programs developed
include productivity assessment of 3 colonies (blart Belver and Messejana), ringing program,
interspecific competition studies and diet studies.

In the last 4 years the Portuguese population megdastable, with local colony increasing (Castro
Verde) and decreasing (Mértola).

Species and habitat protection

Conservation measures have been carried out in ebthe major colonies of the species in Portugal,
particularly:

Mértola (50-60 couples — 1998). Colony inside Parque MNatdo Vale do Guadiana. Several
conservation actions carried out by this NaturakRacluding: Habitat management, availability of
artificial nests, control of interspecific competit with Jackdaws, recovery of injured nestlings. |
this colony, the majority of the nests are locdtethe S. Francisco Convent, where the owners have
carried out in the last years, and nowadays inabolation with ICN, appreciable conservation
efforts.

Recently (2-3 years ago) an artificial tower waditba Convento de S. Francisco with support from
international NGO'’s.

Castro Verdd50-60 couples — 1998). At least seven colonipsnted. Also a Zonal Programme is in
operation under European Union Regulation 2078/@#f (©f the area is already submitted by local
farmers).

Conservation measures taken by Portuguese NGO LRjd para a Proteccdo da Natureza) under
Life/Nature Fund and technically supported by theqBe Natural do Vale do Guadiana include:

® construction of two artificial towers for Lesserdeels
* Maintenance of old buildings that support colonies
* Opening of new nest holes

* Habitat management

Messejang40 couples). Colony also inside the Castro Vesile Few conservation actions taken
including nest opening and monitoring.

Evora (10-15 couples). Local conservation actions takgnNGO LPN-Alentejo and including
opening of new nests, restoration of old buildiagsgl availability of artificial nests. This areanist
included in any of the SPA’s designated by Portulfiire recovery works are expected in the future
through colaboration between LPN — Alentejo andjBaNatural do Vale do Guadiana.

Campo Maior Major survey of the area expected in 1999 (tccéeied out by Parque Natural da
Serra de S. Mamede) in order to achieve the presauis of the species.
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Matters where urgent action is required:

¢ Establishment of a legal protection to all colonigth more than 10 couples.

* Rehabilitation of potential hunting areas in Méatolland use modification through Reg.
2080/92/CE is changing hunting areas leading tadygtivity loss of Mértola colony).

e Achievement of a management plan for the Evorampglavhere is expected a great land use
transformation through irrigation (this area hadeyal protection status).

* Achievement of a management plan for the Messejeol@ny in order to allow the
compatibilization between the projected highwaypéoted to pass nearby the colony) and the
actual land use.

¢ Restoration work in the buildings that support tdodonies (specially Messejana), nest opening
and disponibilization of artificial nests.

Bonelli's Eagle (Hieraaetus fasciatus)
Population situation

The last estimates indicate 82 to 100 pairs of BisEagles in Portugal in the mid-nineties (Paketa
al. in press.). We believe that the national poputati mainly stable, although locally the species
shows trends of regression or increment.

Monitoring of the breeding situation

In order to obtain information about the breedingcess of the Bonelli's Eagle in Portugal, its
breeding have been monitored in two areas: NortlaabkCentral East of the country.

From 40% to 50% of the national population is eated to breed in these two areas of the
distribution range (see Monteigt al. in press., Pacheat al in press.).

Creation of new protected areas

In 1998 the Douro Internacional Natural Park wasated (Decreto Reg. 8/98 de 11 de Maio). In this
new protected area breed 13 to 14 pairs of Bonddliigle (Monteiro 1996), a species that already
benefits from management measures applied. In eaarghe creation of a new protected area in a
region, generally dominated as Tejo Internacioinahe Central East part of the country.

Food availability recovery

Considering that in the Northeast of Portugal thectes seems to show a relatively low breeding
success, two projects are being developed witlaitheof recovering some of their preys.

Through the recovery and the restock of the trawlti constructions for the production of Rock Dove
Columba livig is claimed to recover one the main prey of thedlds Eagle in the region. According
to this project in course, launched in 1997, theralready a restock of a quite significant numtfer
traditional dovecote (95), that until then were ralimed. The introduced Rock Dove and the
recovered structures are submitted to a periodiitasg control.

For the recovery of the Rabb@®ryctolagus cuniculusand Red-legged Partridgilectoris rufa
populations some protocols are in phase of elaiboréetween the Douro Internacional Natural Park
(ICN) and some Game Reserves in the Northeasteotdluntry. In this way measures that aim a
correct management of the habitat and the huntoityitees are going to be applied in order to
increase the population effective of those pregigse
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Other projects still in course aim to recover theradance of Rabbits in other areas, having as the
main objective the conservation of other threatespeties. Nevertheless, these actions will probably
have positive consequences in the breeding suotéss local pairs.

Evaluation of the impact of the electrocution ie thedium tension electric network

The electrocution in poles of the electric eneliged is recognised as one of the main threatseto th
European populations of Bonelli's Eagle. In Portubare is still the need of identifying the most
dangerous poles of the electric network for thioa

In the Northeast of the country a project was sthrecently with the aim of identifying the lindmat
cause the major mortalities in this and other ttereed species. This information seems essential in
the support of proposals that aim the diminishihths mortality factor.

Environmental education

The environmental awareness and education of thedrese population is, in general, considered as
very low. One of the most evident demonstrationshi situation is the illegal shooting of birds of
prey by hunters and Game Reserves guards. At tay tiee impact of this mortality factor in the
national population of Bonelli's Eagle can only dieninished through much more environmental
awareness of local populations, as well as thraughorous inspection system of the most important
areas for this species.

Almost all of the Portuguese Protected Areas, itiqadar the Douro Internacional Natural Park, have
accomplished several sessions of environmentalesgas in schools, trying to educate the younger
levels of the society for the importance that bwliprey constitute in the ecosystems.

Surveillance

Inside the Portuguese Protected Areas, and pamtiguh the Northwest of Portugal, some systematic
vigilance actions have been undertaken in the ase#se occupied nests of Bonelli's Eagles. These
activities, starting in the 1997's breeding seasim, to assure low disturbance of the pairs and to
prevent nest taking.

Legislation

One of the major factors of disturbance in the muogiortant breeding areas of Bonelli's Eagles -
Northeast of Portugal - is undoubtedly the riverigation in the Douro river.

In order to conciliate the conservation of thistoapwith other interests, namely tourism and
traditional and sport fishing, is actually in coeithe elaboration of a document for the regulatibn
the navigation in that water course.

Cinereous Vulture (Aegypius monachus)
Breeding population

After being considered extinct as a breeding speaie Portugal, the first breeding attempt of
Cinereous Vulture occurred in 1996 in two differantas: Eastern Alentejo and Malcata Mountains
Nature Reserve. These breeding attempts took plaaificial nest platforms set up as an actioanpl
aiming the re-establishment of the species in tirtuBuese territory. In both areas eggs were latd b
no chicks were raised.
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To date there are no records of subsequent breattgmgpts in Portugal, most probably due to human
disturbance and inadequate habitat managementgesdn the Malcata Mountains Reserve there are
strong evidences of human disturbance, which ireslthe destruction of the nest contents, and
caused the breeding failure in 1996.

Limiting factors

The lack of additional breeding attempts is mdsdlli related to forestation activities, which atfet
large areas and represented an important sourdestafbance. Nonetheless, the Institute of Nature
Conservation is very committed to control the emgslimiting factors, in order to encourage natural
re-colonisation. Given that the forestation adigthave stopped, it will be possible to ensure an
adequate protection of the Cinereous Vulture, sspkdally to reach our main objective: the re-
establishment of the Cinereous breeding populatidtortugal.

Food availability

In the Malcata Mountains Nature Reserve there rigsnaing project aiming the Rabk@rictolagus
cunniculusrecovery, that surely will benefict the Cinere®usgture.

Also a great effort has been made to increase éwadability, by means of insuring the supply oé th
“vulture feeding stations”.

Environmental Education

In a general way, most of the environmental edanas accomplished by national protected areas. It
focus the importance of the conservation of natume the need to protect the birds of prey and their
habitats.

Great Bustard (Otis tarda)
Monitoring and research

The most important Great Bustard site in Portugaini Castro Verde, where 60% of the national
population is estimated to breed. Monitoring anchueh counts have been carried out ensuring
accurate data on numbers and population trends birgrhave remained stable. It is in preparation a
national census for the year 2000.

Habitat use and selection are being studied inr@aserde. Monitoring of the effects of habitat
protection measures have been carried out.

Species and habitat protection

In Castro Verde, the Great Bustard has benefitea fgri-environmental measures in the framework
of the EU Common Agriculture Policy. It includedaad management program with incentives to
farmers in the way to preserve traditional landsufsvourable to the species. In this area the
afforestation is conditioned. Grazing levels ontpes lands and the use of agrochemicals are
regulated. The timing of agricultural practices baen adapted according to the breeding cycleeof th
species. A LIFE project coordinated by ttiga da Proteccédo da Naturezsrunning.

Environmental Education
In Castro Verde site several educational actions Heeen carried out by NGOs for local people.

Specific campaigns providing information on thelbgical characteristics of the Great Bustard and
the importance of preserving the species have tmeele for farmers associations and schools.
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Urgent actions

The main Great Bustard sites should be consideedSRA under the EU Birds Directive
(79/409/CEE). Some of the main sites including Carkfaior, Mourdo/Moura/Barrancos and Castro
Verde are considered by the Portuguese Administrafor eventual designation as SPA. The
appropriate management must be ensured in theimpsttant Great Bustard areas.

Little Bustard (Tetrax tetrax)
Monitoring and research

Habitat use and selection are being studied in @akgior (north Alentejo) and Castro Verde (south
Alentejo). Monitoring of the effects of habitat peotion measures has been carried out. A national
census has been recently organized for the yed. 200

Species and habitat protection and Environmentaldation

As for the Great Bustard, the Little Bustard in €@@ad/erde has benefited from agri-environmental
measures in the framework of EU Common Agricultacdicy and the same educational actions have
been carried out by NGOs for local people.

Urgent actions

Some of the main Little Bustard sites including @anMaior, Mourdo/Moura/Barrancos, Castro
Verde and Vale do Guadiana are now considered byPthrtuguese Administration for eventual
designation as SPA under the EU Birds Directivd4@9/CEE). All these sites shoul benefit of an
appropriate management plan.
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REGIAO AUTONOMA DA M ADEIRA
Freira Conservation Project

This Freira Conservation Project kept their workhwthe two threatenedPterodromasof the
archipelago. The more relevant work was done vi#Pt madeira The key points were:

The University of Manchester started in depth workthe rat populations in the area with funding
from a PNM, through a LIFE project.

Cats continued to be a serious problem and thoegbral were trapped, one cat managed to kill and
eat an adult petrel above the “Main Ledge”. Thisof particular concern as the loss of an adult
breeding bird may have serious consequences duattire of the colony.

These last years Eco-tourism started to becomejar rppoblem and large groups of people were
found in the breeding area at night

The start of the 1998 breeding season auguredwitilla high occupancy of nests, but final results
were very disappointing, for no obvious reason.ly@nchicks fledged and it was only possible to
ring three of these. The fourth chick was in teega burrow.

Night trips to the display areas were carried ot hird calls noted, but no birds were trappechin t
nets. Early in the season three birds were caugtiher nests on the “Main Ledge”. One was a
recapture and the other two were new birds.

Population models were used to analyse data cetldzy the FCP over the previous 12 years. The
results were discussed at a meeting in Decembdadeira.

In December 1998 a one-day meeting was held inlaindRSPB helped fund travel and hotel costs.
The meeting was given considerable cover by ladalision and press and proved to be very useful.
The day following the meeting the FCP arrangedetd firip to the Bugio with the help of the
Portuguese Airforce who provided free transpotheir Puma helicopter.

As a result of the pressure brought on the Govenhimg the FCP and the PNM an announcement, in
the press, was made in late March 1999, statingitthwauld now be forbidden to visit the breeding
area of Zino's Petrel at night, unless accompahied warden. This should help the FCP.

Madeira Laurel Pigeon
In what regards policy, legislation and habitattsge protection, the Madeira Natural Park increased
the protection status of some key areas. The ptpgrwork that made these changes possible was

funded by a Life Program.

Contact with local farmers has been maintained as @l as the efforts to change people’s attitude
towards the Madeira Laurel Pigeon. Many educationatampaigns were carried out.

After a long period of experiments many scaringidey and “protection nets” (physical barriers)
were made available, freely, to the farmers. Thiggrlammes were funded by Life project.

In what regards monitoring and research, with timel§ of a Life programme the investigations on the
ecology and biology of this species was intensified
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SENEGAL

REPUBLIQUE DU SENEGAL N°

MINISTERE DE L'ENVIRONNEMENT
ET DE
LA PROTECTION DE LA NATURE

Tél.: (221) 824 42 21
Fax: (221) 825 23 99

Email: dpn@telecomplus.sn
B.P. 5135- DAKAR-Fann

Objet: Rapport biennal sur I'application des plans d@at sur les oiseaux

En réponse a votre courrier du 3 mars 1999, veridléments essentiels a retenir pour le Sénégal
dans le cadre de la mise en application des recoofamians n°48, 60, 61 et 62.

Parmi les especes mentionnées dans l'annexe dectammandation n°48, deux espéces sont
intéressées par le territoire du Sénégal : il s'dglLarus audouiniet duFalco naumaniiCependant,
le Sénégal n’apparait pas dans les pays mentiéniaéecommandation n° 60.

A I'heure actuelle, aucun plan national spécifiguees deux especes n’existe et n'est envisagé. En
fait, outre la protection et 'aménagement desr@pat 4 réserves totalisant 8% du territoire matio

le Sénégal s'attache principalement a la sauvegdete zones humides, en particulier celles
accueillant des populations significatives d’oisedieau.

C’est dans ce contexte que chaque année les démmers d'oiseaux d’'eau couvrent une grande
part des zones humides. Ainsi en janvier 1999, ¢ee340 goélands d’Audouin ont été dénombrés sur
les bancs sableux du Sine Saloum. Ceux-ci sorgéssiians la Réserve de la Biosphére du delta du
Saloum (RBDS), pour laquelle la Direction des P&taionaux et 'UICN ceuvrent (dans le cadre du
Programme Zones Humides de I'UICN) a I'élaboratium plan de gestion intégré, visant a concilier
exploitation des ressources et préservation dotiversité.

La zone terrestre de cette RBDS offre égalemegraleds espaces d'accueil Balco naumanij, tout
comme la zone du Ferlo, ou s’étend la Réserve wiegefdu Ferlo Nord sur plus de 600.000 ha. Un
plan de gestion intégré de cette réserve viented@aborer et est en cours de mise en ceuvre, avec
I'appui de le coopération Danoise (DANIDA).

Ainsi le Sénégal ne dispose pas de plans d’actipésifiques mais il s’efforce d’assurer la protacti
des écosystéme sur prés de 8% du territoire, ceapiiibue largement a la sauvegarde des espaces
gui accueillent les espéces migratrices européennes
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SLOVAQUIE / SLOVAKIA

In 1997 development of action plans for protected birdscgs (according to the Recommendation
No. 48/1996)_startedo-ordinated by (1) the Slovak Environmental Age@entre for Nature and
Landscape Protectioand (2)_the Society for Protection of Birds in \&lkia (SOVS) The role of
SOVS was important not only for its expertise bisbawith respect to application of the BirdLife
program and procedures. Various experts partiajpate well, for example those working in the
Group of Protection of Birds of Prey and Owils.

In the first phase “selection” of species with hiigiternational priority has been done. 4 globally
endangered species (category SPEC 1) were “selectetis tarda, Aquila heliaca, Crex crex, Aythia
nyroca and 1 species from endangered species of Européamest (category SPEC 2) Aquila
pomarina.

Current state of the 5 action plasghe following:

* Otis tarda— ready

* Aquila heliaca— ready

* Crex crex— developed but not approved

* Aquila pomarina- developed but not approved
¢ Aythia nyroca- not developed.

By the end of 199% is our plan to finalise 3 later planned andtepare a technical publication for
all 5 above species.

The BirdLife International structuref action plans has been used — reviews, geogralpttope (with
respect of both “orographic” units and territoaministrative units of Slovakia), content, summary
introduction, background information (populationstdibution and size, life history, threats and
limiting factors), aims and objectives, literatuederences.

Along with preparation of the action plans sevenaasures for practical managememére
implemented during the specified period.

Otis tarda

Activities — research and monitoring of remainingpplation; protection of nesting sites including
alternative use of agricultural land in these sisegport of population during “non-nesting” pesod
and public awareness.

Bodies involved — Slovak Environmental Agency - €erfor Nature and Landscape Protection,
office in Bratislava; SOVS Vranov nad Topl'ou; tRannonian Association for Protection of Great
Bustard; local agricultural cooperatives, huntisgaxiation and border police.

Aquila heliaca

Activities — research and monitoring of nesting glagion, protection of nests and local management,
reduction of treats of losses (mainly with respgeatlectrical wires 22 kV); public awareness.

Bodies involved — Group for Protection of BirdsRrey and Owls; Slovak Environmental Agency -
Centre for Nature and Landscape Protection; SOWsgsfry bodies (state and private), local
agriculture cooperatives.
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Crex crex

Activities — research of nest distribution and pagan size, local management of pilot sites and
public awareness developed but not approved.

Bodies involved — SOVS, Slovak Environmental AgeneyCentre for Nature and Landscape
Protection, local agricultural cooperatives.

Aquila pomarina
Activities — research on population distributiordasize, site requirements.

Body involved — SOVS.

RECOMMENDATION 48/1996 (conservation of globally endangered spesief Europe)

From these species the following ones have beeorded and acceptedy the Fauna Commission
of the Slovak Ornithological Society:

Numenius tenuirostris, Pelecanus crispus, Phalamrax pygmaeus, Oxyura leucoce-phala, Branta
ruficollis, Anser erythropugwater bird¥, Aquila heliaca, Aegypius monachus, Falco nauna@tis
tarda, Acrocephalus paludicola, Crex crgier-restrial* birds).

The above species have also bested into the appendix of the Orderof the MoE on Protected
Plants, Protected Animals... which will come intodesince Julysi 1999.

In 1998 theRed List of Birds in Slovakia was developed (Kristin et al, 1998) containingyonl
nesting species. From species listed above theyhatacrocorax pygmaeus (NE), Aquila heliaca
(EN), Falco naumanni (EX), Otis tarda (CR), Acrdealps paludicola ((DD), Cres crex (LR).

Slovakia is not the ,area state” for the followisgecies Numenius tenuirostris, Pelecanus crispus,
Oxyura leucocephala, Anser erythropus, Aegypiusanbus, their occurrence is only occasional.

National action plansare (being) developed for Aquila heliaca, Otis éaadd Crex crex.

The list of IBAs (important birds areas) is being revised. Accordimghe List made in 1989 for
Czecho-Slovakia there were 18 IBAs in Slovakia,ber list consists of 32 sites (selected according
to the new BirdLife criteria). The revision was meatly the Society of the Birds Protection in
Slovakia (national NGO - partner of BirdLife Intational).

Management projectsto preserve the most endangered species AquilachgDtis tardaandCrex
crex are annually included into the plans of nature gutbn expert organization (the Slovak
Environmental Agency - Centre for Nature and LaagscProtection, the Administration of National
Parks of the Slovak Republic). Several o-ther tngtins cooperate - university, musea, research
institutes of the Slovak Aca-demy of Sciences, NG8SYV, SVODAS - Society for Protection and
Survey of Birds of Prey and Owls). Each year sllargie is done for nesting species.

Attention is paid as well to the promotion apdblic awareness for Aquila heliacafor example -
recently a short film has been prepared as wedixaghition presenting importance of this species in
ecosystem, dangers to its population and natiorégt to safe and promote existing population in
Slovakia.
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RECOMMENDATION 60/1997 (action plans for globally endangered spes of Europe)

Aquila heliacais the only listed species of above recommendat@avant for Slovakia. The
mortality caused by electrocution by power linek29 has been reduced by using plastic ,combs" to
the pylons both the new and reconstructed. Tlgisnieal measure prevents sitting birds to the most
dangerous pylons. Possibilities of using the nevdeh@f pylons have already been discussed with
the Slovak Energetic Company. Their are called ,R&L and are comparable to the Czech model
~PADAT".

Apart for this very important measure several digis for Aquila heliaca are promo-ted for research
and monitoring of nesting population, preservatbimdividuals nests and other ,local measures".

RECOMMENDATION 61/1997 Oxyura leucocephaln

Oxyura leucocephalds a ,non-nesting” species in Slovakia, occurrimgyooccasionally,Oxyura
jamaicensishas not been recorded in Slovakia. According to ourrent national legislation
introduction is allowed only on the basis of a grimpproval of a nature protection body. The new
order (mention above) will enable eradication oé-sges endangering natural ecosystems. Similar
measures need to be incorporated into the new talmunting and following orders.

RECOMMENDATION 62/1997is not relevant for Slovakia
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SWITZERLAND / SUISSE
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TURQUIE / TURKEY
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UKRAINE

In 1997-1998 following activities were done in Ukm®in the framework of Bird Action Plans:
National Action Plans:

Workshop on globally threatened bird species wakl he Kiev, 8-10 March 1998 where
38 participants representing UTOP (Ukrainian UrfmmBird Protection), Ministry for Environmental
Protection and Nuclear Safety of Ukraine (MEPNSPh)otected areas and other agencies had
discussed current status and conservation of thds in Ukraine. National Action Plans for
17 globally threatened species have been draftédhational working groups for these species were
established.

Survey and monitoring

- Biennial field survey of the Aquatic Warbler wasi§hed, number of the breeding population
was estimated, key breeding sites and threats identfied;

- One-year field survey of the Imperial Eagle wasduarted covering half of Ukraine territory,
breeding populations were estimated, and key aitdshreats identified;

- One year winter field survey of the Great Bustardswmplemented, state of wintering
populations was estimated, key sites and threats entified.

Legal species protection, including hunting control

Regulation on Hunting was amended to meet prowsafrthe Bern Convention. A Law of Ukraine

"On Accession of Ukraine to the Convention on thenszrvation of Migratory Species of Wild

Animals" was adopted by Verchovna Rada of Ukraimé® March 1999.

IBA work

102 IBAs were identified during field survey in 838997 of total square 24970 sqg. km covering 4 %

of the territory of Ukraine. These sites are pregb® be included in European IBA Book. During

field survey in 1998 more than 20 new IBAs werentifeed.

Public awareness/educational activity including iagng of promotional materials

UTOP issued several papers concerning mitigatiandifect hunting pressure on threatened species

and elaborated relevant recommendations. MEPNSUslated and issued Bern and Bonn

conventions in Ukrainian to get various ministragsd agencies, wide public aquatinted with these

international instruments for the conservationnifraals and birds in particular.

Other publicity materials include:

- black and white IBA newsletter (three issues peary800 copies);

- black and white regional reports ("Birds of Sumyioa” - 200 copies, "Slender-billed
Curlew in Ukraine and Russia" - 150 copies;

- black and white leaflet "Great Bustard conservatiodkraine" — 5000 copies.

Funding:

Activities were supported by:

- Vogelbescherming Nederland;
- MATRA Funds of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Théetherlands;
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- Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Management and Fehs, Directorate for Nature
Management through the PIN/MATRA Funds of the Mmyisof Foreign Affairs, The
Netherlands.

- Office of the Agricultural Counsellor of the Embgasd The Netherlands, Kyiv;

- Ecoagrofirm "Fauna", Ukraine

- UTOP (Ukrainian Union for Bird Conservation)

Arrangement of surveys, publications, seminarsraadtings were promoted by a lot of local
experts, scientists and organizations.

Recommendations:

Initiate preparation of the multinational Memorandof Co-operation for Great Bustard, Lesser White-
fronted Goose and Red-breasted Goose conservatwwiving Ukraine, Russia and other countries
concerned.
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APPENDIX 4

Y
Bird

INTERNATIONAI

Action implemented by the BirdLife International Partnership
on species for which an Action Plan has been publied

For each species the following information is given

Countriesnamed in the Species Action Plans
BirdLife International Partnerthat have been working on the species in theféastyears (included
also if no specific information available)

Priority Actions identified at Izmir (Turkey, 1998k in the report of the Workshop held in Turkey on
4 May 1997 Note that not all of the 23 species vieckided.

or

Priority Actions identified in the Action Plar{for those species that were not discussed atzthi
meeting)

Actions implemented.ist_of all known recent action (i.e. after the Izmir nkshop) undertaken by
Partners or in which Partners have been involved in

The paper lists only activities specifically addes on species and reflecting the priority actiti
identified in the SAPs. This list is not to be cioiesed complete, but gives an overview of the main
activities carried out by the BirdLife Partners.

Many BirdLife Partners are also working on IBAs amd the declaration of IBA as protected areas
thus positively affecting many species listed beldMany BirdLife International Partners are
implementing as well habitat management of sitemrerobbying on agricultural, hunting or land-use
planning issues that will result in habitat amedtan for many species. This has not been included
this paper.

Fea's Petrel 1E SAP published 1996

Countries Madeira, Azores (Portugal)

Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

Provide artificial burrows for breeding, Evaluake tefficiency of control programmes, Research, Gear
other potential breeding sites

Actions implemented

* RSPB funded an expedition to Cape Verde to sureaysHetrels ;
* Monitoring by Parque Natural da Madeira and Fr@€oaservation Project (Frank Zino)

Zino’s Petrel 1E SAP published 1996
Countries:Madeira (Portugal)

Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

LIFE project proposal, Search for unknown breediitgs, Increase on the field actions, Education
programme, Increase predator control.
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Actions implemented
* RSPB is financially supporting the Freira ConseéoratTeam (Frank Zino) to implement the
action plan (reduction of cats and rats, wardingreeding sites, survey, monitoring)

* RSPB funded an International Zino’s Petrel Workshmolpladeira in December 1998.

Pygmy Cormorant 2V SAP published 1996

Countries: Albania, Bulgaria, former Yugoslavia, Greece, Mnd, Romania, Russia, Macedonia,
Turkey, Ukraine and (Italy not included in the SA¥Rt now the species is regularly breeding).
BirdLife International Partner$10S, BSPB

Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

Increase law enforcement (Albania, Bulgaria, Greétengary, Romania and Turkey), Set-aside /
compensation scheme for fish ponds (Bulgaria anagiry), Monitor Great Cormorant culling where
PC is also present (Bulgaria, Greece, Hungary dowh&a), Education and awareness programmes
for fishermen, Inputs in the Great Cormorant mansggg plans developed under Bonn Convention
Actions implemented

* HOS, is running a LIFE project with WWF. The prdjeovers 10 sites. Actions include habitat
management and creation of new feeding sites (patdsig Axrios river) and monitoring. The
final aims are the protection of Lake Kerkini an#td Vistonis.

* Bulgarian National Action Plan for the species basn drafted by BSPB and will be endorsed by
the national government in September

* BSPB carried out a research on the ecology ofiheiss
* BSPB is monitoring and running surveys the spediespntact with HOS
* BSPB produced a manual for fish farmers

Dalmatian Pelican 1V SAP published 1996

Countries: Albania, Bulgaria, former Yugoslavia, Greece, Mmd, Romania, Russia, Macedonia,
Turkey and Ukraine

BirdLife International PartnerdOS, ROS, BSPB, MME, DHKD

Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

LIFE project (Greece) and similar activities (EUhdied) in neighbouring countries, Lake Kerkini
campaign, Protection of Black Sea wetlands (UkraRgssia), Law enforcement (Greece, Turkey),
Immediate action to stop disturbance at breedites simplementation of"2 Phase of PHARE
project at Karavasta lagoon (Albania), Building redst platform at Srebarna Reserve (Bulgaria),
Establishment of a Regional Working Group.

Actions implemented

* (HOS) Since 1985 colonies at Prespa Lake have tmeaitored by the Prespa Protection Society
and at Amvrakikos Lake by HOS. Monitoring and reskainvolves also Mr. Crivelli. The
breeding population is increasing.

¢ BirdLife International (with Dutch funds) has pradd a Poster on Endangered Species (incl.
DP) in Greece, Bulgarian, Romanian, and Hungarigréparation.

¢ DHKD carried out surveys on the species
* BSPB is monitoring the breeding, migrating and eiimig population of the species.

Lesser White Fronted Goose 1vVv SAP published 1996
Countries: Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, Finland, Germany, Greece,ngtuy, Kazakhstan, Lithuania,
Norway, Romania, Russia, Sweden, Turkey and Ukraine

BirdLife International Partner& OF, HOS, BSPB, UTOP, MME, RBCU
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Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

Forge closer link with Working Group, Research areding areas in Tamyr (Russia), Continue
satellite tracking (Norway, Finland), Improve caitron hunting (Ukraine, Russia, Azerbaijan,
Germany, Hungary, Greece, Bulgaria and Kazakhst8nojyeys at stopover and wintering sites
(Ukraine, Azerbaijan and Kazakhstan), Include thecges in the RDB (Ukraine)

Actions implemented

* BSPB Surveys in February 1998 (with NOF) and mamtpongoing

* BSPB and NOF, ROS, UTOP, MME, RBCU Poster and stekunded by BirdLife International

* NOF Satellite tracking, colour ringing, surveysoails Russia

* HOS is monitoring the species in three sites withanPygmy Cormorant LIFE projects.

Red Breasted Goose 1L SAP published 1996

Countries:Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, Greece, Kazakhstan, Romatigsia, Turkey, Ukraine

BirdLife International Partner0S, HOS, BSPB, MME, RSPB

Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

Implementation of management plans, Establish divgosity Centre (Bulgaria), Law enforcement

on hunting (Bulgaria, Romania, Ukraine, Kazakhst@reece and Russia), Environmental friendly

farming schemes (Romania, Bulgaria), ldentificatioin key staging areas (Russia, Ukraine and

Kazakhstan)

Actions implemented

* RSPB is funding PhD on wintering ecology of Reddsted Goose in Romania, carried out by
Dan Hulea at the University of East Anglia, UK

®* ROS is running a Pilot study on the Biology andtilisition of the Red-breasted Goose in
Romania (winter 1996/1997)

* ROS produced leaflets on the species

* Co-ordinated conservation actions, including Susvagd monitoring of wintering and migratory
birds by BSPB, ROS and Bulgarian-Swiss BiodiverBitgject

* (HOS) No specific actions taken, but the specidk beinefit from the LIFE project since it is
using the same areas as LWfG

¢ BirdLife International (Dutch funds) has produceBaster on Endangered Species (incl. RBG) in
Greece, Bulgarian, Romanian, and Hungarian in patioa.

* BSPB carried out a research on feeding ecologgegpecies.

Marbled Teal 1E SAP published 1996

Countries: Algeria, Azerbaijan, Egypt, Georgia, Israel, Letwan Morocco, Russia, Spain, Syria,
Tunisia, and Turkey.

BirdLife International PartnerSEO, DHKD

Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

Permanent hunting ban at key sites (Spain, AzengiSatellite tracking experiment (Spain, Turkey),
More LIFE projects (Spain), Research (Spain, Turkbyprove monitoring and surveys (Azerbaijan,
Armenia, Georgia, Russia and Turkey), Preparatimhendorsement by local authorities of regional
recovery plans (Spain), Designation of all key siseprotected areas or SPAs (Azerbaijan, Russia,
Spain, Turkey), Designation of Akyatan as Ramsta Siurkey), Modify canals at El Hondo (Spain)
Actions implemented

® (actions by SEO) at El Hondo
¢ DHKD carried out surveys on the species
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White-headed Duck 1E SAP published 1996
Countries:Algeria, Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, Greece, Israel, RomaRussia, Spain, Tunisia, Turkey and
Ukraine — All EU country (Ruddy duck)

BirdLife International Partnerl*SPB, BSPB, LPO, LIPU, ROS, RBCU, SEO, DHKD, H®BJE
Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

Urgently start culling of Ruddy duck (UK, Franceem@any, Netherlands), Improve protection and
management of Budur Golu (Turkey), Monitoring am$earch at Lake Vistonis (Greece), Stop
construction of dyke at eastern part of Lake Vigd@reece), National surveys (Albania, Azerbaijan,
Armenia, Bulgaria, Greece, Romania, Russia, UkjaiNe reintroduction Programmes (all), Extend
borduaries of Budur Ramsar site (Turkey), Fastutatton of midwinter waterbird counts to national
focal point (Wetland International, WWT), Set up dag Group (East — West), Satellite tracking
(Turkey)

Actions implemented

* RSPB/BirdLife International produced lobbying vide@o Bulgarian, English, French, Italian,
Romanian, Russian, Spanish and Turkish.
* |obbying in the UK and on European level to solval& Duck problem;

* HOS run a small project has been funded by VBNLnfionitoring and a workshop (attended also
by Andy Green). HOS, WWF and RSPB sent a complaitdr to the EU for the conservation of
lake Vistonis.

* BirdLife International (Dutch funds) has produce&@ster on Endangered Species (incl. WHD)
in Greece, Bulgarian, Romanian, and Hungarian eépgration.

* LIPU has a breeding centre and is working on mamagé of two former breeding sites.
Reintroduction scheme postponed, but will orgaaiseorkshop on WhD

* DHKD carried out surveys on the species and pradiaggoster on the species.

* Budur Golu (Turkey) Ramsar site boundaries enlarged

® Swiss Authorities are considering to start cordrpkogram on ruddy duck and hybrids.
* BSPB is monitoring the wintering and migrating Isird

Cinereous Vulture 3V SAP published 1996

Countries Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, Croatt@ance, Georgia, Greece, Italy, Portugal,
Russia, Spain, FYR of Macedonia, Turkey and Ukraine

BirdLife International PartnerSEO, LIPU, RSPB, LPO, DHKD, BSPB

Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

Development of new forestry policies and legiskat{Greece, Spain, Turkey), Review and enforce
national legislation on shooting, disturbance anggning (Spain), Development of LIFE Projects
(Spain), Prevent Use of toxic chemicals for predatntrol (Spain, turkey), Intensive survey and
conservation project (Russia, Ukraine), Educatioruse of toxic chemicals for poisoning (Greece,
Spain, Turkey)

Actions implemented

® SEO large anti-poisoning campaign including a wiodgs

¢ LIPU involved in a anti poisoning campaign withithll&E project (by BVCF)

* LIFE project run by LPO/FIR for the reintroductiohthe species in central France

* BSPB, monitoring(in co-ordination with HOS) anddew station
* DHKD carried out surveys on the species

¢ Bulgarian National Action Plan for the species basn drafted by BSPB and will be endorsed by
the national government in September

* BSPB carried out a research on the ecology ofiheiss
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Imperial Eagle 1E SAP published 1996

Countries Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprusrnier Yugoslavia, Georgia, Greece,
Hungary, Moldova, Romania, Russia, Slovakia, Mao&ddJkraine.

BirdLife International PartnerMME, HOS DHKD, BSPB

Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

More surveys (Russia, Ukraine, Caucasian statescenttal Asia), Law enforcement (Bulgaria,
Greece, Ukraine, Russia), Prevent illegal tradev@ia, Russia, Kazakhstan), Protection of key
IBAs (Russia, Ukraine), Expand Zemplén protectedaa(Hungary), Development of sensitive
forestry policy (Hungary, Slovakia), Carry out ElAs forest road construction plans in key areas for
the species (All), Prevent disturbance to breedites (Albania, Greece), Public awareness campaign
targeted al legal officers dealing with cases tfgil shooting of trafficking (All), Insulation of
powerlines at key areas (Hungary, Slovakia), Temgoprotection of nest sites (Bulgaria), Improve
Working Group membership from (Ukraine and Russia)

Actions implemented

* Thereis a WG (co-ordinated by MME [Laszlo Haragpth
* International conference held in Budapest (MME).

* HOS A breeding pair was discovered in 1996 alorgy Aftbanian border. HOS undertook a
survey, but no nest was found in 1997

* DHKD carried out surveys on the species
* BSPB carried out a research on the distributionsaatlis and is monitoring the population

* RBCU carried out several surveys in Russia andemedfazakhstan in 1997 and 1998, doubling
the known numbers of nests, costs covered by Vegelierming Nederland

* UTOP carried out a survey in the eastern part afalgle in 1997, with several new nests being
identified; costs covered by Vogelbescherming Niather

Spanish Imperial Eagle 1E SAP published 1996

Countries Spain, (Portugal and Morocco)

BirdLife International PartnerSEO

Priority Actions identified in the SAP

Maintain an adequate area of protected habitattlier species, Identification, description and
modification of power-lines and further researchpdiy technical regulations concerning the
installation of high voltage powerlines, Includetire network of protected areas all known nesting
sites and draw up management plans for these, &ddavironmental Impact Assessment for any
project which might affect the Spanish Imperial EEdgabitat, Strict application of hunting legistat)
Where possible, temporal and spatial restrictionrabbit hunting, restrict quarrying and other
activities near nests to reduce human disturbahmzease rabbit population also by means of
restocking, Return any Spanish Imperial Eagle chitkthe wild, Carry out annual surveys of the
breeding population, Monitor tagged individuals, ior the use of poisoned baits and its impact on
the species.

Actions implemented

Lesser Kestrel 1 (V) SAP published 1996

Countries Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bosnia-HerzegoviBa)garia, Croatia, Czech rep., former

Yugoslavia, France, Greece, Hungary, ltaly, KaztdnsMoldova, Poland, Portugal, Romania,
Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Macedonia, Turkey, Utgaand others outside Europe

BirdLife International PartnerSEO, LIPU, HOS, LPO, DHKD, BSPB

Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

Law enforcement on nest site protection (Greeedy, ISpain), International LIFE project for habitat

conservation, public awareness and monitoring (§p&aiance, Italy and Greece), Implementation of
agri-environmental Regulation in main breeding ar¢8pain, Italy, Greece), Surveys (Albania,
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Bulgaria, Central Asia, Russia, Ukraine), Trainorgithologist for field identification (Ukraine),e®
up a Working Group (BirdLife International Secredaior Italy)
Actions implemented

* HOShave been working intensively on this species rgamthe core area (NW of Thessaloniki)
with RSPB funds. Nest boxes have been installeg¢anal activities carried out and a census
(resulting in some 3,000 pairs).

* Last year has been decided to establish a netwaivkelen the Partners, with Seo taking the lead,
but no action implemented so far.

* LIPU monitoring the most important colonies, susfelslobby work resulted in main feeding
areas 9and some urban colonies to be declared SPAs

* BirdLife International as agreed with SEO, LIPU, H@nd LPO to establish a network through
the exchange of info, updated data and materialymed.

®* SEO has a LIFE project o the species (Managemesteppe habitat)
* LPO/FIR has a LIFE project, implementing the SAP
* DHKD carried out surveys on the species

* Bulgarian National Action Plan for the species basn drafted by BSPB and will be endorsed by
the national government in September

* BSPB is monitoring the species

Corncrake 1vVv SAP published 1996

Countries:Austria, Belarus, Belgium, Bosnia-Herzegovina,dauia, Croatia, Czech Rep., Denmark,

Estonia, Croatia, Finland, France, Germany, Hundagand, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania,

Luxembourg, Moldova, Netherlands, Norway, PolandymBnia, Russia, former Yugoslavia,

Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland aile, UK

BirdLife International Partner®SPB, BSPB, LOB, OTOP, ROS, RBCUSO, SVS, LIPU, BirdLife

Austria, LPO, SVS

Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

Introduction of environmental friendly managemettteame (in Central Eastern European Countries),

Habitat conservation management (all countriesyn€ake Research Group should be made more

active (in CEECs), Lobby national governments oarBiMulti-country project (in CEECs)

Actions implemented

®* RSPB is funding the Corncrake Conservation Teamcésil998) with more than 100 experts.
There is a Website (www.lbv.de/crex)

* RSPB funded International Corncrake Workshop haldHilpoltstein, Germany, in September
1998. Proceedings in preparation (printed and aneéhpage); PR material in preparation; home
page designed;

* RSPB funded national surveys in Bulgaria, LatvislaRd, Romania and Russia;

* RSPB funded/is funding several studies on Habgataf Corncrake in Russia;

* RSPB is funding several research projects in a\fagding, ageing, sexing of Corncrakes);
* RSPB is funding small projects on habitat use aihGa@ke in Czech Republic and Slovenia;

* Corncrake Conservation Team is developing an Eamoggorncrake Monitoring Programme as
well as carrying out a study on age structure aihnG@ke populations in many countries; several
other small scale studies funded by RSPB,;

* RSPB funded masters thesis on “Population SizejthtaBelection and Population Trend of the
Corncrake in the Biebrza Valley, Northeast Poland”;

* RBNO has a LIFE projects on habitat managemerthiospecies
* LIPU leading a national working group.
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® SVS carried a research on the species, producedisinidbuted leaflets and cards with practical
instructions to farmers and Authorities and cardetian awareness campaign.

* BSPB is carrying out surveys and monitoring thecmseand produced a poster

Great bustard 1D SAP published 1996

Countries: Austria, Bulgaria, Croatia, Czech rep., Germanynghry, Italy, Moldova, Portugal,
Romania, Russia, Slovakia, Spain, Turkey, Ukrdioemer Yugoslavia

BirdLife International PartneyMME, SEO, DHKD, BSPB

Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

Legal protection of the species (Bulgaria, Spaiortigyal), Land-use policies and programmes
favouring the species (all countries), Carry ouémsive population surveys (Russia, Central Asia),
Initiate conservation projects (Bulgaria, Russi&rdihe), More SPAs designation (Spain), EIAs on
any development activities at key areas should takeonsideration needs of the species (All
countries), Set up a Working Group (BirdLife Intational to lead).

Actions implemented

* SEO has a LIFE projects o the species (Managenfietempe habitat)

* MME Monitoring of the population, working with faens to save nests, public awareness.
* DHKD carried out surveys on the species and pradiaggoster on the species.

* BSPB is monitoring the wintering population

* UTOP carried out a winter survey on Crimea, dusirfgch a wintering flock of several thousands
was discovered; survey being funded by Vogelbesaimgr Nederland

Houbara Bustard 3 (B) SAP published 1996

Countries Canary Islands (Spain)

BirdLife International Partners:

Priority Actions identified in the SAP

Adopt as royal decree of an updated recovery f@ahorce restrictions on vehicle use in key areas
and launch a public awareness campaign, Preveitahbiss, Purchase key areas, Continue research
and monitoring, Provide adequate legal protecti@gsignate additional SPAs, Encourage
management to benefit Houbaras under the EU agiieanmental regulation, Eradicate illegal
hunting, Avoid the use of key Houbara areas foitamf manoeuvres, Increase wardening

Actions implemented

® Canary island authorities have produced a SAP.

Slender billed Curlew 1 SAP published 1996
Countries:Albania, Algeria, Bulgaria, Croatia, Greece, Hungdran, ltaly, Kazakhstan, Morocco,
Romania, Russia, Spain, Tunisia, Turkey, Ukrainggoslavia

Co-ordinating PartneBirdLife International

BirdLife International Partner$10S, BSPB, RBCU, UTOP

Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

Legal protection of the species (Albania, Kazakimsttaly, Russia, Spain, Ukraine), More field
surveys (Russia), Continue testing satellite trattera on Whimbrels (Greece, Italy), Further
monitoring at key sites (Hungary, Italy, UkrainajsRia), Set up a Working Group using Wader Study
Group (BirdLife International to lead)

Actions implemented

¢ BirdLife European Division serving as secretariithe WG (CMS). Database and reference list
updated, identification of priority actions ongoing

* HOS involved in a LIFE project (it's over) co-ordiing field works.
* Field surveys in Russia, Kazakhstan, BSPB is aagrgensuses of the species in the IBAs
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Partners Member of the WG: ASPBM, BirdLife AustrBSPB, HOS, MME, LIPU, ROS, RBCU,
SEO, DHKD, UTOP

Audouin’s Gull 1L SAP published 1996

Countries Algeria, Cyprus, France, ltaly, Spain, Greecak&y, Tunisia

BirdLife International Partner$:IPU, HOS, SEO, DHKD

Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

Review marine policies (all countries), Safeguarctdlonies in E-Mediterranean (Greece, Turkey),
Ban all refuse tips on island and surrounding naaudlin the Aegean(Greece, Turkey), Set up a
Working Group (Spain to lead?)

Actions implemented

* Audouin’s Gull Conservation Team (chaired by LIPU)

® SEO monitoring the population in Ebro delta

* (HOS) LIFE funded research and monitoring in thegéem: very successful (the known
population raised from 60 to over 600 p.).

* HOS preparing a new LIFE application
* DHKD carried out surveys on the species

Madeira Laurel Pigeon

Columba trocaz 1V SAP published 1996
Countries:Madeira (Portugal)

BirdLife International PartnerSPEA

Priority Actions identified in the SAP

Establish a management plan for the Natural PaMaifeira, Seek funds from relevant international
organisations, Prevent illegal killing of Madeiraurel Pigeons, Promote the use of bird scarers to
reduce agricultural damages, Prevent further hialw$s through livestock grazing or fires, Identify
and protect new areas of laurel forst, Continueassh and monitoring of the population, Undertake
an education campaign to overcome the species utgip.

Actions implemented

* target species of SPEA, PR activities planned

Dark-tailed Pigeon

Columba bollii 1V SAP published 1996
Countries:Canary Islands (Spain)

BirdLife International PartnerSEO

Priority Actions identified at in the SAP

Avoid further damage to laurel forest for commerédaestry, Control illegal hunting, Carry out dlfu
census and initiate a monitoring programme, Inges#i factors affecting breeding performance,
Ensure adequate legal protection of the speciemlement a programme of alternatives to
commercial forestry, Promote restoration and exjpansf laurel forest, Purchase important sites,
Establish new hunting reserves, Undertake a pablireness campaign, Promote dialogue between
different bodies, train wardens.

Actions implemented

®* SEO has a LIFE project, management plan, eradicafipredators, awareness campaign
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White-tailed Laurel Pigeon

Columba junoniae 1V SAP published 1996
Countries:Canary Islands (Spain)

BirdLife International PartnerSEO

Priority Actions identified in the SAP

Avoid further damage to laurel forest for commerédaestry, Control illegal hunting, Carry out dlfu
census and initiate a monitoring programme, Ingasd factors affecting breeding performance,
Ensure adequate legal protection of the speciemlement a programme of alternatives to
commercial forestry, Promote restoration and exjpansf laurel forest, Purchase important sites,
Establish new hunting reserves, Undertake a pabliareness campaign, Promote dialogue between
different bodies, Train wardens.

Actions implemented

®* SEO has a LIFE project, management plan, eradicafipredators, awareness campaign

Aquatic warbler 1E SAP published 1996

Countries Belarus, Belgium, (France), Germany, Hungary viagtLithuania, Netherlands, Poland,
Russia, Ukraine and UK

BirdLife International PartneréAPB, OTOP, RSPB

Priority Actions identified at IzmifTurkey, 1997)

Carry out ore surveys (Russia, Ukraine), Protecind management of threatened mires (Ukraine,
Belarus), Introduction of low-intensity managemesgimes on floodplains (Poland, Belarus),

Actions implemented

* RSPB is funding the Aquatic Warbler Conservatioamgsince 1998) chaired by Martin Flade;

* RSPB funded International Aquatic Warbler WorkshoBrdowin, Germany in March 1998;
Proceedings and home page in preparation; extia &s‘Die Vogelwelt” in print;

®* RSPB is co-funding surveys in Belarus carried guABB;

* RSPB funded study on “Distribution, Number and HatbiSelection of Aquatic Warbler in
Poland” (carried out by OTOP);

¢ Study on breeding biology, feeding, habitat setextimonitoring supervised by RSPB;

®* RSPB is implementing and co-funding Darwin Projédanagement Planning for Conservation
of Fen Mire Biodiversity in Belarus”; target spexidquatic Warbler;

* Aquatic Warbler Conservation Team is developing dpean Aquatic Warbler Monitoring
Programme,;

* All potential sites in Ukraine have been surveygdJd OP in 1997 and 1998, surveys being paid
by Vogelbescherming Nederland, bringing the tataif 1-10 up to about 4000 signing males.

* RBCU carried out a survey in 1998 in western Ryssihout sites being identified, costs paid by
Vogelbescherming Nederland

Blue Chaffinch 1vVv SAP published 1996

Fringilla teydea

Countries Canary Islands (Spain)

BirdLife International Partners

Priority Actions identified in the SAP

Include the Blue Chaffinch in CITES, Ensure adeguaotection under the new Countryside Law

and Wildlife Protection Law, Complete the natioBsldangered Species List, Eradicate illegal trade,
Undertake habitat restoration, Prevent forest fi€entinue the current monitoring programme,

Continue / expand the current research programmaay Dp official Action Plan.
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Azore Bullfinch Not included in BIE SAP published D962
BirdLife International Partners

Priority Actions identified in the SAP
Control the expansion of exotic flora, Protect ancrease the population of the key food plants,

Promote the regeneration of laurel forest, Provédgplementary feeding, Continue population
monitoring.
Actions implemented

Umberto Gallo-Orsi
Wageningen, 12 May 1999
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APPENDIX 5

2
Bird

INTERNATIONAL

New Species Action Plans
developed by BirdLife International

Szabolcs Nagy
European Conservation Manager
BirdLife International

NTRODUCTION

The ultimate goal of conservation community is tevent extinctions. For species threatened across
their range, limited or local actions are unlikety be sufficiently strong or coherent to prevent
extinctions. It is therefore necessary to definsome detail specific actions, which are requied t
prevent further deterioration in their status, arnekre appropriate, to begin recovery.

The first set of action plans for 23 globally thiexsed birds were prepared by BirdLife International
and supported by the DG-XI of the European UnidmeyTwere endorsed by the Standing Committee
of the Convention on the Conservation of Europealdlif¢ and Natural Habitats and published by

the European Countil

SUMMARY OF THE ACTION PLANS

In 1996 the EU DG-XI has provided financial suppiant BirdLife International to develop action
plans for 8 species, which are globally threatemed/or regarded as priority species within the EU
(Table 1). The drafts for these 8 additional plahst are all EU Birds Directive Annex-l species,
were sent to the EU at the end of 1997 for endogsemr suggestions for amendments. So far the EU
did not reply, so we are speaking about real dredte today.

The process of development and the structure skthetion plans were the same as in the case of the
former 23 ones.

Each action plan was based on the inputs from &shop with participation of experts from the
European range states and 2-3 drafts were circuledea wide audience of the research and
conservation community (Table 2).

Each plan consists of three main sections. Paredlsdwith background information about status,
ecology, threats and current conservation measures.

! Heredia, B., Rose, L. and Painter, M. (19aeddbally threatened birds in Europe: action plastrasbourg:

Council of Europe.
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Table 3 provides a brief overview about the threditscting the eight species. It is important téeno
that food shortage and degradation or loss of thabitat, sometimes throughout their life cycle
threatens almost all species.

Persecution, illegal shooting and poaching have atsme effect on the majority of the species
concerned along with other form of human disturleanthese raise the question of the need of
legislation and law enforcement in most of the eastes.

It is also worth to point out the alarmingly huggpg in our knowledge about the location of keyssite
and about the population ecology and limiting fa@tccase of most of these threatened species.

Part 2 includes the aims and generic objectivethefplan. The objectives are grouped under the
following headings:

- policy and legislation;

- species and habitat protection;
- monitoring and research;

- public awareness.

Each objective is broken down into a series ofoastifollowed by a brief description. These actions
are generic and do not make reference to any pkaticountry or geographical region except special
cases. Each action is given a priority rating aticha-scale in which it ought to be carried out.

Table 4 provides a broad overview of recommendats@wation action for all the eight species.
They are mostly covered by species conservatioslémn in most of the range states, however
protection and appropriate management of the kg sleserve particular attention. Regarding the
fairly disperse character of these species batitegiation of their ecological requirements intbeut
policy sectors both on national and internatiorakl is also necessary.

Better monitoring and further ecological researcbheshese species are also needed to get more
information about the key areas, better understandf their population dynamics, limiting factors
and habitat requirements, but also to measureftbetigeness of conservation efforts.

DEVELOPMENT FURTHER PLANS

In 1998 The DGXI agreed to co-fund the preparaibmanagement documents (partly Action Plans
partly Management Statements) for most of the reim@i 16 species included in the list of the
priority birds according to the ORNIS Committee. tBg end of July the first draft documents will be
sent to the DGXI while the final draft will be prackd by the end of the year (Table 5).

For ten of these species Action Plans will be peedu- with the same structure as the previous 31 -
and for the remaining 6 only Management Planswhiatieal with some of the subspecies included in
the Annex 1. These will be short documents, 3-5epadargely ignoring details of ecology and
biology included in the comprehensive Action Plamst identifying and ranking threats and
conservation actions needed.
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Table 1 — Conservation status of the concerned spes

Species SPEC European Birds Bern Bonn
Threats Status Directive Convention Convention

Botaurus stellaris 3 V) I Il Il
Aythya nyroca 1 \% I 1] Il
Polysticta stelleri 1 v Il I
Gypaetus barbatus 3 E I Il Il
Aquila clanga 1 E I Il Il
Aquila pomarina 3 R I Il Il
Hieraaetus fasciatus 3 E I Il Il
Tetrax tetrax 2 V I Il

Table 2 — Key information on the eight draft actionplans

Species Compiler Date & venue of the workshop Part.
Botaurus stellaris P. Newbery, N. Schaffer, K. $mit 16-18 April 1996 20
(RSPB) Hippolstein, Bavaria
Aythya nyroca D. Callaghan (WWT) 3-13 October 1996 34
Szerencs, Hungary
Polysticta stelleri Stephan Pihl (Wetlands Int. 1-4 November 1996 23
Seaduck SG) Kurassaare, Estonia
Gypaetus barbatus R. & B. Heredia (MoE, Spain) §Décember 1996 30
Anso, Spain
Aquila clanga B. Meyburg (WWGBP), 14-18 November 1996 25

L. Haraszhy (MME), M. Strazds ~ Kemeri, Latvia
(LOB), N. Schaffer (RSPB)
Aquila pomarina B. Meyburg (WWGBP), 14-18 November 1996 37
L. Haraszhy (MME), M. Strazds = Kemeri, Latvia
(LOB), N. Schaffer (RSPB)
Hieraaetus fasciatus B. Arroyo, E. Ferreiro 3-luday 1997 27
Tetrax tetrax E. de Juana, C. Martinez 24-26 Janlee7 18

Table 3 — Threats identified in Species Action Plamn
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Table 4 — Proposed conservation actions

-02 -

<| Botaurus stellaris
<| Hieraaetus

Policy integration

Legal protection for the species

<| «| Gypaetus barbatug
fasciatu:
<| «| Tetrax tetrax

National recovery plan

Protection of key sites

AN

Appr. Management of key sites

<| <] «| «| «| Polysticta stelleri
<| <] <] «|<| Aquila clanga
<| <] <] «| «| Aquila pomarina

ASRR
AN

Prevent intr. non-native species

<| <] <] ¢| <]« Aythya nyroca

Prevent poisoning

AN

Supplementary feeding

AN

Provide artificial nests

Prevent electrocution

Guarding on sensitive sites

Reintroduction

AN
ASRYRAARN

Restoration of prey populations

Monitoring of populations

ASRYRAAN
AN

AN
ANERNERNENEN

Develop census techniques

Locate key areas

Carry out ecological researches

AR
AN

Investigate soc.-econ. factors

Education & public awareness

ASRR
AN

AN

AN

AN

AN

AN
ASERSRSRAN

Table 5 — Species Action Plan Update 3 May 1999

Species BirdLife 1% draft Workshop
Partner document
Sterna dougalli (Action Plan) RSPB Yes Miami, Hiiari{USA),
22-24 October 1998
Loxia scotica (AP) RSPB Yes
Falco biarmicus (AP) LIPU By end of July Italy, May June
Accipiter gentilis arrigonii LIPU By end of July No workshop
(Management Statement)
Alectoris graeca whitakeri LIPU By end of July No workshop
(MS)
Perdix perdix italica (MS) LIPU By end of July Navkshop
Phalacrocorax aristotelis SEO By end of July Mallorca (Spain), September
desmarestii (AP)
Puffinus yelkouan SEO By end of July Mallorca (Spain), first week of
mauretanicus (AP) September
Fulica cristata (AP) SEO By end of July Valencipd®), before the end of July
Porphyrio porphyrio (AP) SEO By end of July Valem¢Spain), before the end of July
Cursorius cursor (AP) SEO By end of July Canargza(n), before the end of July
Accipiter gentilis grantii (MS) SEO By end of July Canaries (Spain), before the end of July
Dendrocopos major SEO By end of July Canaries (Spain), before thecagraily
canariensis (MS)
Dendrocopos major tanneri SEO By end of July Canaries (Spain), before thecgridily
(MS)
Falco rusticolus (AP) BirdLife By the end of July Kilpisjarvi (Finland), 6-7 Mard999
Finland
Falco eleonorae (AP) HOS By the end of July Aeditand (Greece), 27-29 March
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APPENDIX 6

Recommendation
on the implementation of new action plans for glbthreatened birds in Europe

- Draft -

Draft Recommendation No. ... of the Standing Committe, adopted on ... 1999
on the implementation of new action plans for globidy threatened birds in Europe

The Standing Committee of the Convention on thes€omtion of European Wildlife and Natural
Habitats, acting under the terms of Article 14haf Convention;
Having regard to the aims of the Convention to eoreswild fauna and its natural habitats;

Recalling that Article 1, paragraph 2 of the Cormnrequires Parties to give particular emphasis t
the conservation of endangered and vulnerableegeci

Recalling their Recommendations No. 48 (1996) endbnservation of European globally threatened
birds, No. 60 (1997) on the implementation of théoms plans for globally threatened birds in E@;op
No. 61 (1997) on the conservation of the White-lrdaduck Oxyura leucocepha)aNo. 62 (1997) on
the conservation of regionally threatened birdh&éMacaronesian and Mediterranean regions;

Noting that a considerable number of bird specidsuoope have suffered a decreased in their numbers
a reduction in their geographical distribution ewé critically endangered populations;

Aware that the design and implementation of Regowians may be a useful tool to redress the
situation of European globally threatened birds anekcalling in this context
Recommendation No. 59 (1997) on the drafting anplementation of actions plans of wild fauna
species;

Desirous to increase co-ordination in the implemigon of the Bern Convention and the African-
Eurasian Migratory Waterbirds Agreement under tbarBConvention;

Referring to the Action Plans on European globiddigatened birds presented by BirdLife Internationa
Desirous to take prompt action for the conservatioBurope’s most threatened birds;
Recommends that Contracting Parties and obseatessb the Convention:

- carry out (or, if appropriate, reinforce) Nationattion Plans for the species listed in the
Appendix to the recommendation.
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Aythya nyroca
Polysticta stelleri
Aquila clanga

Aquila pomarina

-94 -

Appendix to Recommendation No. ...
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APPENDIX 7

The African-Eurasian Waterbird Agreement:
a must for concerted actions

NTRODUCTION

Throughout history migrating animals has been aearsal phenomenon. Many animals migrate in
response to biological requirements, such as thd twefind suitable location for breeding and raisi
their young, and to be in favourable areas for ifeedThe most well known group of species that
migrate are birds. In the region Eurasia-Africa iNest Palearctic Flyway is used by million of
waterbirds. During this migration these animals ssrgoolitical boundaries between nations:
boundaries that have no inherent meaning for watkybbut which have a dramatically influence on
their annual life cycle due to great differencest texist between countries among other things, in
conservation policy. Furthermore they are dependerihe specific sites they find at the end ofrthei
journey and along the flyway. Increasingly the blieg, staging or wintering sites are threatened by
man-made disturbances and habitat degradation. fkisg may fall victim to adverse natural
phenomena such as unfavourable climatic condigogsdrought or extended periods of snowfall and
frost.

When it was recognised, in the early eightiest thare is a need to have a legal instrument for
concerted conservation action especially for magsatwaterbird the preparation of the African-
Eurasian Waterbird started. After nearly ten yeddrdrafting and negotiation the Final Negotiation
Meeting to adopt the Agreement on the Conservatibi\frican-Eurasian Migratory Waterbirds
(AEWA) was held from 12-16 June 1995 in the Haguke(Netherlands). During this meeting the
Agreement was adopted by consensus.

1. HISTORICAL BACKGROUND OF THE AEWA

1979 In 1979 the Conservation of Migratory Species afdWAnimals (1979) was concluded in
Bonn (Germany) and came into force in 1983. Thel gdathis Convention, commonly
referred to the Bonn Convention, is to provide eowation for migratory terrestrial, marine
and avian species over the whole of their range.flihdamental principle of this Convention
is that Parties acknowledge the importance of nogyaspecies being conserved and that they
agreed to take action to this end and in partidhlarParties:

* shall endeavour to provide immediate protectiomfiigratory species which are included
in Appendix I. Appendix | list migratory species st are endangered.

* shall endeavour to conclude Agreements for migyaspecies included in Appendix II.
Appendix Il list migratory species which have arfawourable conservation status and
which require international agreements for themsawvation and management. as well as
those which have a conservation status which waidghificantly benefit from the
international co-operation that could be achiewedibinternational agreement.

The latter is the basis for drafting the Africanr&sian Waterbird Agreement. Agreements are
the primary tools for the implementation of the mgoal of the Bonn Convention, but at the
same time they are more specific than the Conwveritslf, involved more deliberately the
Range States of the species to be conserved amdsisr to put into practice than the whole
Bonn Convention.
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1994

1995

1996

2.

After the first Conference of the Parties of thenB Convention in 1985 , where it was
decided to prepare an Agreement for the WesteraRaic Anatidae, the Dutch Government
began developing a draft Western Palearctic Watérfagreement as part of its Western
Palearctic Flyway conservation programme.

The first consultative meeting of Range States BIAMA was held in Nairobi in June 1994,
The meeting strongly supported the concluding ofM& and consensus could be achieved
on almost all matters of substance.

In June 1995 the final negotiation meeting wasl relThe Hague. At this meeting sixty-four
Range States and the European Union were reprds&uaeeral Inter Governmental and Non
Governmental Organisations attended the negotiatieeting as observers. The Meeting
adopted by consensus the Agreement and acceptéd appireciation the offer of the

Government of the Kingdom of the Netherlands toeacDepositary and to provide, at its own
expense for the first three years from the datewhich the Agreement is opened for
signature, an Interim Secretariat and to host its¢ $ession of the Meeting of the Parties
following entry into force of the Agreement.

The Dutch Government, Ministry of Agricuture, NaguManagement and Fisheries,
Department of Nature Management, Division of In&ional Nature Management established
per 1 January 1996 the Interim Secretariat. Atfle secretary was appointed.

On 15 August 1996 AEWA has been opened for sigaaitithe Ministry of Foreign Affairs
of the Netherlands at The Hague.

THE AGREEMENT

AIM OF THE AGREEMENT

The African-Eurasian Waterbird Agreement is thetfiregional Agreement of a vast area of 60
million square kilometres (see Fig 1). It covers #ntire continent of Africa and Europe, as well as
parts of Asia and a few Arctic islands of NortheastCanada encompassing 116 Range States.

As mentioned in the introduction migratory watedsineed a kind of legal instrument to maintain
them in a favourable conservation status. The dilEAWA therefore is to create a legal basis for
concerted conservation and management policy biRémge States for migratory waterbird species.
In total 170 species of waterbird are covered by\xE

Fig 1: Map of the Agreement Area
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STRUCTURE OF THE AGREEMENT

The African-Eurasian Waterbird Agreement has twaspd@oth of which are legally binding:
* Firstly the Agreement text.
¢ Secondly an Action Plan (at present restrictecetsg, swans, ducks, spoonbills and storks).

Agreement text

The Agreement text describes the philosophy, Iégahework and provisions. In this part also the
two Fundamental Principles are mentioned namely:

1. Parties shall take co-ordinated measures to maimigratory waterbird species in a favourable
conservation status or to restore them to suchtasst

2. In implementing the measures of paragraph 1, Rastieuld take into account the precautionary
principle.

Based on the Fundamental Principles Parties shi# General Conservation Measures. These
measures include that Parties shall take measuo®rserve migratory waterbirds giving special

attention to endangered species as well as to thilBean unfavourable conservation status. Besides
General Conservation Measures Parties shall urkdedpecial action as mentioned in the Action

Plan.

Action Plan

The second Part of the Agreement is the Action.Pliais Action Plan specifies actions which Parties
shall undertake in relation to priority species &siies, under the following headings, consistettit w
the general conservation measures:

a) species conservation;

b) habitat conservation;

¢) management of human activities;
d) research and monitoring;

e) education and information; and
f) implementation.

ad (a). Species conservation
The first group of actions is directed towards temservation of species. It provides for
legislation and law enforcement measures to be rtaddm by Parties, development of
programmes for emergency situation, both naturdl @aused by human activities, and the
development of International Species Conservatiamdfor all threatened and vulnerable
species of populations of waterbirds.

ad (b). Habitat conservation
The second group of activities concerns the ceasen of habitats and important sites.
Parties shall endeavour to continue establishingtepted areas and shall give special
protection to wetlands of international importan€arthermore they will endeavour to make
wise and sustainable use of all wetland, to avewgtadation or to restore or rehabilitate areas
that are important to populations.

ad (c) Management of humaactivities
The third group of activities is the managementhafman activities. One of the human
activities is hunting. Parties shall cooperage risuee that their hunting legislation imple-
ments the principle of sustainable use. In ordeadsess the annual harvest of populations



T-PVS (99) 23 - 98 -

Parties shall cooperage with a view to developingliable and harmonised system for the
collection of harvest data.

Eco-tourism is another kind of human activity thaty affect waterbird populations.
Therefore Parties shall encourage eco-tourism, evappropriate, but not in core zones or
protected areas.

ad (d)/ Research, monitoring, education, information anglamentation
(e)/ Besides the above mentioned groups ofitkes research and monitoring is very important.

(N Scientific research and monitoring of timeigratory waterbird population can reveal
population trends, point out priorities for proteat activities and discover the reasons for
unfavourable developments.

Education and information is also a must. Withthus kind of activities there will not be
public awareness of the importance of conservatiomigratory birds. In the long run this
will negatively influence the acceptance of all #utivities mentioned in the AEWA.

The Action Plan shall be reviewed at each ordis@gsion of the Meeting of the Parties. It is
foreseen that the AEWA will enter into force durit§99. Thus, the first Meeting of the
Parties will take place from 6-9 November at Capwii, South Africa.

CONCLUSION

Because Migrating Waterbirds Know no Boundariestfa conservation of these species there is a
need for an international approach on Flyway leVae African-Eurasian Waterbird Agreement is an
international legal instrument that could be usedaaool for concerted actions( e.g. research and
monitoring programmes). Actions that in the long will contribute to maintain or restore migratory
waterbird species in a favourable conservatioustat
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APPENDIX 8

Recommendation

of the Group of Experts on Conservation of Birds
to the Standing Committee of the Bern Convention

The Group of Experts on Conservation of Birds hld®" meeting in Strasbourg on 18-19 May 1999. On
this occasion, the Group decided to address a memwmiation to the Standing Committee of the Bern
Convention on initiatives to be taken by Contragtitarties for the conservation of biodiversity.

The Group invites the Contracting Parties and alesestates to the Convention:

- to sign and ratify the African-Eurasian Waterbirdgréement (AEWA) of the Convention on the
Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild AnimaBoan Convention);

- to take into consideration the Important Bird Aréd®As) and the relevant work carried out by
BirdLife International, in the setting up of the Erald Network;

- to consider the importance of establishing a EuaopBird Monitoring System as a basis for
biodiversity indicators of sustainability, as prepd by BirdLife International.
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APPENDIX 9

Y
Bird

INTERNATIONAL

Designation of Important Bird Areas for Natura 2000SPAs
and for Emerald Network
as contribution to the implementation of the Spece Action Plans

Szabolcs Nagy
BirdLife International

BACKGROUND

Some sites are exceptionally important for maimtginthe taxa dependent upon the habitats and
ecosystems in which they occur. Many species magfteetively saved by protection of the most

important sites. This fact is recognised by sevamtdrnational conventions (e.g. Ramsar, Bern
EMERALD Network) and also by the Natura 2000 initia of the European Union.

The Important Bird Area Programme of BirdLife Imational was launched to identify areas, which
hold internationally significant populations of omemore threatened or congregatory species.

Taken together, they form a coherent network thinougjthe species biogeographic distributions. The
IBA network may be considered as a minimum essetatiensure the survival of these species across
their ranges. These sites may include the best geanof the species’ natural habitat, or sites with
distinctively high numbers/densities. The conseqaenf the loss of any one of them may be
disproportionately large.

However the IBA criteria recognise, that not alesigs may be protected through a site-based
approach. Therefore, it needs to be combined waitiservation measures in the wider environment.

SITE SELECTION CRITERIA

The first European wide IBA inventory was compleiad1989 and published inifiportant Bird
Areas in Europ&(Grimmet & Jones 1989), which listed over 2,4@@s The European IBA Review
Project was launched as part of a Global IBA Pnogna on the BirdLife XXIVth World Conference
in Rosenheim in 1994. New criteria were develop&dof. 1995) to ensure coherence of criteria
throughout the world and incorporate bird conséovapriorites identified in:.

¢ Birds to Watch ZCollar et al. 1994) — globally threatened and ctse of Global Conservation
Concern;

* Birds in Europe(Tucker & Heath 1994) — Species of European Comsierv Concern (SPEC),
and

¢ Waterfowl Population Estimat€Rose & Scott 1994) — thresholds for waterbirds.
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The IBA site selection criteria recognise threelef international significance:

* global — Category A;
* regional — Category B;
® sub-regional — Category C.

Category A criteria

The aim of this category is to identify sites wiflobal importance for any one or a group of species
It includes four major subcategories:

Category Al — globally threatened species;
Category A2 — restricted range species;
Category A3 — biome-restricted assemblages;
Category A4 — congregations.

Category Al

This is the most relevant category for the impletagon of action plans iGlobally Threatened
Birds in EuropgHeredia et al. 1996).

The criterion for site selection: “the site regilydnolds significant numbers of globally threatened
species, or other species of global conservatiooen.”

This category refers to species globally threatenmig extinction, Conservation Dependent or Data
Deficient according to the new IUCN criteria foreatened status. All such species are listeRiriis
to Watch ZACollar et al. 1994).

Population size thresholds for site selection greed regionally on species by species basis ® tak
into account relevant features of the ecology ehesnd the reason(s) for decline.

In Europe this criterion is used to select sitasIpecies of European Conservation Concern (SPEC)
category 1 and all Near-Threatened species reguwadurring in Europe. It is 35 species in total.

Category A2

This category is devoted to restricted-range sgeeiteose breeding distributions define an Endemic
Bird Area or a Secondary Area. There are 15 réstlicange species, i.e. with world distribution of
less than 50.000 Kmin Europe. Almost all of these species fall iBBEC categories and can identify
IBAs under other criteria.

Category A3

This category is devoted to biome-restricted spgeassemblages, i.e. whose distributions largely or
wholly confined to one biome. In Europe the sitaldiges if it holds a significant component of the
group of species whose breeding distribution aigelst or wholly confined to one biome.

Category A4

This category applies to those species that ameevaible by congregation at vulnerable or sensitive

sites when breeding or wintering or while on passdgelection of globally important sites for
congregations is based on four criteria. A site opaglify on any of the four criteria listed below:
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i. if it holds, on a regular basis, at least 1% ofi@egbéographic population of a congregatory
waterbird species;

il. if it holds, on a regular basis, at least 1% ofdhabal population of a congregatory seabird or
terrestrial species;

iii. if it holds, on a regular basis, at least 20,00@evidrds or 10,000 pairs of seabirds of one or
more species;

iv. if it exceeds the thresholds set for migratory sgmeat bottleneck areas. In Europe it is set at
the level of 20,000 storks, raptors or cranes.

Category B

The aim of this category is to identify sites widgional (e.g. European) importance for any ona group
of species. It includes three major subcategories:

* Category B1 — congregations with regional imporéanc
* Category B2 — species with unfavourable consemagiatus in Europe;
¢ Category B3 — species with favourable conservattatus in Europe, but concentrated in Europe.

Category B1

This category is more or less the regional equintadé Category A4. A site may qualify on any of the
four criteria listed below:

i. if it holds, on a regular basis, at least 1% oflyavdly or other distinct population of a
congregatory waterbird species;
ii. if it holds, on a regular basis, at least 1% ofsdéirnct population of a seabird,
iii. if it holds, on a regular basis, at least 1% ofséirct population of other congregatory species;
iv. if it exceeds the thresholds set for migratory sgmeat bottleneck areas. In Europe it is set at
the level of over 5,000 storks or over 3,000 raptorcranes.

Category B2

The site is one of the ‘n’ most important ones e ttountry for a species with unfavourable
conservation status in Europe (SPEC 2-3), for whih site protection approach is thought to be
appropriate. The maximum of the sites per courstigeitermined by the minimum size of the national
population relative to the minimum estimate of thi@al European population.

A site-based approach would not be appropriateafbrspecies, since many of them is widely
dispersed at, at least, at part of its range. Hewaowards the edge of their distribution they may
occur in well-defined sites. To solve this probléme following guidelines were suggested: for each
country, holding at least 1% of the total Europg@apulation of a given SPEC 2 or 3, sites which
encompass at least 1% of the national populationldhe selected.

Category B3

The site is one of the ‘n’ most important ones I tcountry for a species with favourable
conservation status but concentrated in Europe f@mhich the site protection approach is thought
to be appropriate. The rules for this categorysargélar to the previous one.

Category C
The aim of this category is to identify areas whach important on sub-regional level. In Europis it

applied for the European Union taking into accotim close link between the IBAs and the
implementation of the EU Wild Birds Directive. Cgtey C includes sites in the European Union
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which have been designated as Special Protectaab ABPAS) or selected as candidate SPAs for their
ornithological importance. This encompass the fwilhg criteria:

1. The site regularly holds significant number of algllly threatened species, or other species of
Global Conservation Concern.

2.  The site is known to regularly hold at least 1%aoflyway or EU population total of a
threatened species.

3.  The site is known to regularly hold at least 1%nifratory species not considered threatened.

4.  The site is known to regularly hold at least 20@@aigratory waterbirds or 10,000 pairs of
migratory seabirds of one or more species.

5.  Site is a “bottleneck site” where at least 5,00frkst or at least 3,000 migratory raptors or
cranes regularly pass on spring or autumn migration

6. The site is one of the five most important ones iparticular European region for a given
species or subspecies considered threatened Eutiopean Union.

7. A site which has been designated as an SPA ortedlexs a candidate SPA based on
ornithological criteria in recognised use for idBmhg SPAs.

DESIGNATION OF SITES

For practical conservation, it is crucial to knowexe are the exact boundaries of a site. Theretore,
is encouraged to delineate IBAs on maps. For thipgse there are guidelines available:

* An IBA, as far as possible, should

i. be different in character or habitat or ornithot@giimportance from the surrounding area;
ii. exist as an actual or potential protected are wfitlvithout buffer zones, or be an area which
can be managed in some way for nature conservation;
iii. be self-sufficient area - alone or with other sieghich provides all the requirements of the
birds which use it during the time they present.

* Where extensive tracts of continuous habitat oweduch are important for birds, only character i.
and ii. apply. This definition is not applicablertogratory bottleneck sites.

* Practical considerations of how the best the sitey he conserved should be the foremost
consideration.

* Simple, conspicuous boundaries, such as roadssrixalway lines etc. may be used to delimit
site margins while features such as watershedshaiops may help in places where are no
obvious discontinuities. Boundaries of ownershipaso relevant.

* There are no fixed maxima or minima for IBAs. Theldgically sensible has to be tempered with
practical. Neither is there a definitive answehofv to treat cases where a number of small sites
neighbour each other. Whether these are best aopdich series of separate IBAs or one large
one containing areas lacking ornithological sigmifice will depend upon local conservation
realities. However, due to large home range ofshitBAs are usually larger than sites for other
taxa. IBAs may include areas which are importanfpfants or insect, but also may contain areas
less valuable from botanical or entomological poiniew.

| MPORTANT BIRD AREAS AND IMPLEMENTATION OF SPECIES ACTION PLANS

In Recommendations No. 48 and 60 of the Bern Quiwe have requested for the implementation
of the European Species Action Plans for the GlgbEireatened Species. Most of these plans call
for site protection measures (Table 1). Networlkkey areas sufficiently protected are identified as
crucial for the implementation of each action glaiihis requires significant efforts from each

country from the species’ range.
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Therefore it is worth to analyse how identificasoof IBAs can contribute to EMERALD and Natura
2000 Networks. It is important to emphasis heré¢ tfeny countries in Eastern Europe were now able
to fully participate in the review. This resulteda current number of slightly more than 3500 IBAs
that will be included in the review that will appes the end of 1999 (Heath etial.prep). Therefore
this inventory may significantly contribute to tidentification of sites for EMERALD and Natura
2000 Networks.

This potential will be demonstrated through exampta Pelecanus crispysOtis tarda Larus
audouiniiandAcrocephalus paludicola

Bern Convention and the Emerald Network

Recommendation No. 16 (1989) on “Areas of Specmhg@rvation Interest” (ASCI), the Standing
Committee to the Bern Convention recommended Rattidtake steps to designate Areas of Special
Conservation Interest to ensure that the necessahappropriate conservation measures are taken for
each area situated within their territory or untheir responsibility where area fits one or sevefal

the following conditions.:

a) it contributes substantially to the survival ofdatened species, endemic species, or any species
listed in Appendices | and Il of the convention;

b) it supports significant numbers of species in apaanf high species diversity or supports
important populations of one or more species;

c) it contains an important and/or representative $awijendangered habitat types;

d) it contains outstanding example of a particularitaaliype or a mosaic of different habitat
types;

e) itrepresents an important area for one or moreatogy species;

f) it otherwise contributes substantially to the aclieent of the objectives of the convention.”

The IBA Categories Al, A2 B2, B3, C1, C2 and Cedlerefer to point a) and b), the IBA Category
A3 on biome restricted assemblages relates to jpyjrand the IBA Categories A4, B1, C3-C5 refer
to point e) of the Recommendation No. 16.

Birds Directive and the Natura 2000 Network

Article 4 of the Birds Directive is the most relewgrovision for the protection of Important Bird
Areas within the EU. Article 4.1 requires:

“The species mentioned in Annex | shall be the extthpf special conservation measures concerning
their habitat in order to ensure their survival aeg@roduction in their area of distribution. [...]
Member States shall classify in particular the nsustable territories in number and size as special
protection areas for the conservation of these ispedaking into account their protection
requirements in their geographical sea and lana ateere this Directive applies.” What is below is
too much detail for a general talk on how it cowiork.

Sites fall into IBA Category C1, C2 and C6 can égarded as potential SPAs under the Article 4.1.

Additionally Article 4.2 requires similar measuries migratory species: “Member States shall take
similar measures for regularly occurring migratspgcies not listed in Annex |, bearing in mind thei

need for protection in the geographical sea and saaa where this Directive applies, as regards the
breeding, moulting and wintering areas, staginggakng their migration routes. [...] To this end

Member states shall pay particular attention topttegection of wetlands and particularly wetlanéls o

international importance.”

Categories C3, C4 and C5 can fulfil the requirementsite selection according to Article 4.2.
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However, it was explained above how each IBA Catgegelates to the ASCls and SPAs. The
BirdLife’'s IBA DataBase, when it will be complet&ill be able to:

® produce lists of IBAs which are particularly impamt for any species affected by the action
plans;

* identify where are gaps in the network of protectels for a particular species;

* show these on thematic maps using the GIS techyolog

* analyse threats in order to support further plagmfpolicy development and site management
actions, but may be also useful at the review ®@fSpecies Action Plans.

BirdLife International hopes that governments andtitutions responsible for the designation of
either Areas of Special Conservation Interest utderEMERALD Network or Special Protection
Areas under the Natura 2000 Network will find tH@AE a useful tool for their work. Data are
available at the national BirdLife Partners anddBife International would be happy to provide

further assistance.

Table 1 — References to designation of key sitestire Species Action Plans

Species

Cons. Objectives

Zino’s PetrelPterodroma madeira

Pygmy CormoranPhalacrocorax pygmeus 1.11,1.23,21
Dalmatian PelicafPelecanus crispus 1.1,2.1.12
Lesser White-fronted Googeaser erythropus 1.2,2.2
Red-brested Goo$ranta ruficollis 12,221
Marbled TeaMarmaronetta angustirostris 211,213
White-headed Duclxyura leucocephala 121,122,221
Cinereous Vulturdegypius monachus 2.1.1
Imperial EagleAquila heliaca 1.1.3,2.1.1
Spanish Imperial Eaglequila adalberti 2.1.2
Lesser KestreFalco naumanni 2.1
ConcrakeCrex crex 1.2.2,21.2
Great Bustardtis tarda 1.1.3
Houbara Bustar@€hlamydotis undulata 1.3
Slender-biller CurlevNumenius tenuirostris 114,211
Andouin’s GullLarus audouinii 13,211,231
Madeira Laurel Pigeo@olumba trocaz 2.2.1
Dark-tailed Laurel Pigeo@olumba bollii 1.1.1
White-tailed Laurel Pigeo@olumba junoniae 111
Aquatic WarblerAcrocephalus paludicola 211

Blue ChaffinchFringilla teydea 1.4

Azores BullfinchPyrrhula murina
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APPENDIX 10

BirdLife’s vision for the establishment of a European Bird Monitoring System
as a basis for biodiversity indicators of sustainabty

by Richard D. Gregory, Royal Society for the Pratecof Birds



