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POSITION STATEMENT OF THE ASSOCIATION RUDAMINA COMMUNITY ON THE OUTCOMES
OF THE MEDIATION PROCEDURE IN THE FRAME OF COMPLAINT No. 2013/5

Dr. Ramiinas Valiokas, Association Rudamina Community

October 30, 2015

SUMMARY

The Association Rudamina Community (hereafter the Complainant) highly appreciates the efforts
undertaken by the Standing Committee, the acting Mediator Prof. Michael Usher and the Council of
Europe in order to attempt to resolve the potential impacts of the emerging large infrastructural
corridor in the Polish-Lithuanian border area on a number of species and habitats protected by the
Bern Convention (hereafter the Convention). It also welcomes the demonstrated collaboration of the
Lithuanian authorities, facilitating at least the mediation procedure itself. However, having analyzed
the Visit Report by the Mediator, the Draft Recommendations prepared for the 35" Standing
Committee meeting, as well as bearing in mind the recent facts about the development of the projects
under dispute and about the actual conservation status of the endangered species in Lithuania, the
Communicant concludes that the outcomes of the Mediation procedure in no way can form a
firm and reliable base for mitigating the caused negative impacts and the long-term threats for
the species protected by the Bern Convention and other treaties. The scale of the infrastructures,
the fundamental mistakes in choosing the location and technology (as proved by the available
scientific literature) and poor operational capacity, continuous transparency issues of the responsible
authorities cannot be compensated by several measures preliminary agreed in the Mediation exercise.
Contrary, the Complainant regrets to state that the approval of the actions already undertaken by the
Lithuanian authorities will program further irreparable damages to the protected species (including at
least 25 birds, 8 amphibians and 1 reptile species) and their habitats in this unique part of the
biodiversity heritage landscape of Europe. Thus, the Complaint firmly maintains its position
presented in the original complaint No. 2013/5 and its subsequent amendments.

This Position statement was prepared based on consulting Complainant’s experts (listed in the
Mediation documents) and on the decisions of the Board of the Association Rudamina Community
adopted on the 28" of October, 2015.

IMPACTS ON CONVENTION-PROTECTED BIRDS

The Complaint states that the overhead power line (hereafter OHL) will damage the birdlife in the
following adjacent Natura 2000 sites: LTALYB003, LTALYBO001, LTLAZ0010, PLH200007, and,
possibly, LTKALBOO1. The lists of the protected bird species occurring in those sites are well
documented and published, e.g. in the official Natura 2000 databases. Moreover, throughout the
process of complaint consideration, the Complainant has put forward evidences showing the
abundance of the Convention-protected species also right in the OHL corridor, thus confirming its
original purpose, as designated in the valid spatial planning documents - an ecological framework
interconnecting the important protected sites. The presence of some of these species now is
recognized by the authorities via the draft agreement under the Mediation procedure. Unfortunately,
the Complainant has learned that throughout the Mediation procedure the Lithuanian
authorities further provided misleading information about the actual number of the affected
species. For example, when visiting the Zuvintas Lake UNESCO-protected bird reserve, the Director
of the Reserve explicitly stated that neither protected swan species are found in that Reserve, nor they
would migrate along the migratory corridor now intersected by the new OHL (on top of the existing
110 kV OHLs). However, having checked the data published by the Zuvintas Reserve', the
Complainant has found that accumulations of Cygnus cygnus and Cygnus columbianus have been

! Annual Zuvintas Reserve reports and reports on observation of rare birds, Pranaitis et al., 2011-2013 (copies
available).
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regularly registered during migrations in the Reserve. Moreover, since 2011 Cygnus cygnus has been
observed as a breading species in the Zuvintas Lake itself. As in the nearby LTALYBO0OI the
accumulations of these species are one of the largest in Lithuania, it is obvious that the OHL corridor
buildup now poses serious dangers to the protected swans due to their regular transit flights/feeding in
the so-called Sudovian Great Lake System.

While one cannot rely on the information provided by the authorities (see above), the

Complainant at the present has no capacity perform an independent detailed investigation on the
affected avifauna, on such a scale. Nevertheless, the Complainant can state the following:

The number of Convention-protected bird species that are affected by the new OHL and the
infrastructure corridor build-up is at least 25 as judged from the published data (Annex I).
These are all medium-sized or large birds, which encounter high/very high risks to be killed by

The OHL has been built and the gas pipeline is being planned, with all awareness of the
authorities, directly in one of the largest accumulations of the protected avifauna in
Lithuania: Bern Convention species like Grus grus (up to 2.700 birds in the fields where the
infrastructure now is built), Ciconia ciconia (90 juveniles each year in the Zuvintas Reserve
only), also migrating birds (including Branta leucopsis) protected under the Bonn Convention (up
to ~12.000 of geese/season registered). The OHL not only causes high risks of killing these birds
but also it expels them from their natural habitats/feeding areas. The populations of certain
species will be likely continuously depleted because of the existence of “hot spots”, i.e. attractive
habitats in the broad impact zone of the OHL, and also by disturbance of the ecological balance,

1.

OHLs, see Haas et al.?
2.

e.g. via increased predation levels (Haas et al.)
3.

The fundamental mistakes in planning and the technology of the LitPol Link power line
cannot be efficiently mitigated by the proposed compensational measures, see Table 1 below.
Birds migrating at night and those flying between feeding and resting areas are in particular risk,
with estimates like 500 casualties per kilometer of power line and year (Haas et al.). Even
assuming the proposed flight diverters in certain shorter sections would reduce collisions by 50 to
85%, the whole disputed 30 km-long section of the creates a large risk zone as it stretches across
habitats and migration routes of at least 25 protected and vulnerable bird species. Moreover, the
recent literature indicates that installed warning devices lose their efficiency due to the corona
discharge, ice formation, service works, etc. Spiral vibration dampers are not recommended for
use on transmission phase conductors with voltage >230 kV because of corona effects.® As
summarized, by Haas et al., “warning provisions are inevitably less effective than the removal of
the neutral cable high above the conductor cables”.

Table 1 Critical risks of powerlines on birds, the case of LitPol Link

Type of risk/recommended measure” LitPol Link “solution”

“High losses reported where power lines cut across
flyways and migration corridors, such as river valleys
and valleys between mountains.”

In the disputed area, the OHL crosses 3 migratory
corridors (along water systems) of
national/international importance.

“Multi-level arrangements lead to highest risks”,
instead single-level arrangement of the high-voltage
conductor cables, without a dangerous neutral cable
should be used.

Outdated multilevel 400 kV OHL technology with the
shield cables on-top was chosen, an arrangement that
together with the existing 110 kV OHLs forms literally
fences across the migratory corridors and habitats.

“For numerous medium-sized and large birds, such as
Storks, Eagles, Vultures, other Raptors, Owls,
Ravens, Bustards, Rails and Waders, electrocution
and collision are one of the main mortality factors.”

The area chosen for the OHL is the preferred area for
this class of birds, with at least 25 species under the
Bern Convention.

2 Haas et al., Protecting Birds from Powerlines, Council of Europe Publishing, Strasbourg, 2005.

% Avian Power Line Interaction Committee (APLIC); Reducing Avian Collisions with Power Lines: The State of
the Art in 2012; Edison Electric Institute and APLIC. Washington, D.C., 2012.

* Dr. Markus Nipkow (NABU-BirdLife Germany), Impacts of power lines on bird populations in Europe,
Renewables Grid Initiative workshop June 16, 2011, Glasgow, UK (a PPT copy available).
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“When above-ground powerlines cut across open
landscape, staging and wintering habitats may be
reduced in availability and quality for birds.”

The OHL passes right across the documented
accumulation spots of cranes, gees and waterfowl.

The amount of casualties is the highest on important
bird areas, e.g. the NATURA 2000 network.

The OHL intersects the Doviné river basin, a well-
researched ecosystem that comprises the UNESCO-
protected Zuvintas Lake bird reserve (LTALYBO003)
and sites LTALYB001, LTLAZ0010. In certain
sections the OHL is built as close as 200 m away from
the official border of the Natura 2000 sites.

“Landscape planning, SEA and EIA: Examination of
different strategic and routing alternatives, in order to
avoid fragmentation of landscape and/or negative
impacts e.g. on the NATURA 2000 network”

The performed SEA and EIA procedures were of poor
quality, conducted without including realistic
alternatives, without public participation and they are
being disputed in the framework of the complaint

under the Aarhus Convention. The OHL adversely
fragments the ecological framework, migratory
corridors, habitats and the traditional mosaic-like
landscapes. An alternative route identified by the
Complainant and independent experts would allow for
grouping the OHL with the other existing/planned
infrastructures. Notably, the very recently approved
plan for the gas pipeline opens for even further
fragmentation and larger cumulative negative effects.

Underground cables The identified partial undergrounding technology of
high voltage AC lines, successfully used, for example,
in Denmark, has been rejected by the project

developers and the authorities.

CONSERVATION STATUS OF EMYS ORBICULARIS

The European pond turtle population in Lithuania is estimated up to be up to 400. It is mainly
found in three herpetological reserves: Kuciuliské, Juodabalé and Stracitinai. These reserves were
founded based on many years research by Mr. Evaldas Snieskus, who has been also entrusted by the
Complainant to assess the newly discovered habitats described in the complaint. His conclusion, as
submitted to the Standing Committee in 2014, was that the whole of the collected data allows to state
that i) Emys orbicularis has been living in the disputed area, a population that could be up to several
tens of individuals; ii) this is an extremely good habitat, due to the unique geomorphology of the
terrain, links with other populations via the Lake Galadusys (PLH200007) and restricted human
activity, at least till the infrastructure corridor buildup; iii) the OHL pylons have been built
(disassembled and re-built again during 2015!) in the confirmed nesting sites.

The Complainant has stated that the EIA report was of unacceptable quality as to its reliability
about Emys orbicularis in the OHL construction zone, opinion supported not only by Evaldas
Snieskus, but also by other experts (copies of correspondence available). The authorities deliberately
neglected the information submitted to the Complainant already in 2011, they made obstacles to the
Complainant to make an independent scientific survey by rejecting its application, and issued the
permissions for the OHL construction. In the end, they informed the Convention Bureau about an own
survey, trying to show it as an independent one, although the assigned Lithuanian Fund for Nature
(hereafter LFN) was in a conflict of interests because at the same time being hired by the OHL
construction company to perform ecological supervision of works (see also below).

Through the Mediation procedure, including the field visit to the habitat/nesting spots now
occupied by the OHL construction, the Complainant has collected the following new information:

1. The survey by the authorities, as suspected, was methodologically incorrect, e.g. due to a low

probability to catch the pond turtles by traps in a habitat very rich in food.

2. There are indications that current conservation/management programs for Emys orbicularis

conducted by the LFN and authorities in the established herpetological reserves have serious
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issues, including cases of pond turtles freezing in winter due to improper excavation of ponds,
making them “natural-like”, unnecessary cutting of trees, etc.

3. The LFN has been engaged in collecting the pond turtle eggs in the Stracitinai herpetological
reserve for state/EU-funded artificial breeding programs, whereas the reserve itself has been
demolished and the turtles have been Killed by large scale excavation of gravel by a private
company.

To verify the latter case, the Complainant has already visited the Stracitinai reserve, contacted
experts and the local people. The situation is shocking as it turns out that the authorities since around
2008 have been permitting industrial activities right in the area with the important population of the
pond turtle (Annex I1). The excavation has seriously damaged the hydrological regime of the habitat (a
lake) to the extent that water runs into the excavation site, and pond turtles are also found there, with
cases of the heavy machinery Kkilling them, or transporting away with the excavated sand.
Furthermore, it has turned out that another lake, called Zervynas, also a part of the Stacitinai
herpetological reserve was removed from the Natura 2000 network in 2009. This decision by the
Minister of Environment Gediminas Kazlauskas (also responsible for permitting the OHL) was vividly
commented in the main Lithuanian newspapers as a corrupt one, suspecting the Minister favoring the
interests of influential business people considering to construct residential houses on Lake Zervynas.

Moreover, very recently the Complainant has learned that large-scale excavation of gravel and
sand has been carried out also on the immediate border of the Kuéiuliské herpetological reserve
(Annex II). In the area under the present complaint, the same activities have been going on also
outside the village of Rudamina, in the spot where the pond turtles have been regularly found by the
local people.

The above findings indicate that the Lithuanian authorities have been incapable to assure
proper protection of the European pond turtle in the framework of the Convention and the valid
EU legislation. The officially registered main herpetological reserves have been systematically
degraded, with the authorities clearly serving the interests of private business. In this perspective, it
turns out that the pond turtle habitats discovered by the Complainant, till recently, have been the best
preserved natural ones in Lithuania. However, the OHL construction and the upcoming buildup of the
gas pipeline will irreparably damage this area, unique not only in Lithuania, but also in the Northern
horizon of Emys orbicularis.

ATTITUDE BY THE LITHUANIAN AUTHORITIES IN THE CONTEXT OF THE MEDIATION
PROCEDURE

The Mediation procedure was proposed by the Standing Committee on the 34" meeting,
December 2-5, 2014. The Complainant has to point out that since then there have been no slightest
indications of changing the attitude of the authorities and the LitPol Link project developers toward
conservation of species and their habitats in the OHL construction zone.

1. There have been continuous cases of misconduct by the OHL construction companies. For
example, they were illegally excavating gravel (one officially confirmed case and more known by
the Complainant but neglected by the authorities), working in the environmentally sensitive spots
without building temporary access roads, demolishing protected forests, etc. This misconduct
culminated in April 2015, when a pylon collapsed in the vicinity of the Zuvintas Reserve killing a
worker. Through the latter sad case the public has been informed that there had been more serious
technical accidents with the pylons falling apart already during the construction. The owner of the
project AB LITGRID kept on insisting it has not known the actual situation on the construction
sites. The outcome of this public scandal was that about 30 pylons had to be completely
disassembled and rebuilt from the ground, mainly in the disputed environmentally sensitive area.
Notably, the owner of the project did not use this opportunity to change the pylon
construction to the more bird-friendly single-level arrangements. In the opinion of the
Complainant, the re-construction of the nearly-ready OHL has created even more damage to the
species and their habitats (for example, the Mediation procedure has revealed new facts about
demolition of small water bodies that had to be strictly protected, spill out of waist has been
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attested previously). Most likely, there are serious risks for new technical failures/accidents in the
future, as only 30 pylons out of 150 have been rebuilt in a hasty way to accomplish the project by
the financial deadlines set by the European Union funding schemes.

2. The authorities and the developers have been systematically restricting information to the
Complainant. For example, the Complainant requested technical documentation to be able to
verify the facts about illegal excavations along the OHL construction. Also, it encountered that
UAB Sweco Lietuva, the same consult company that conducted the disputed SEA and EIA
procedures has been in operation in the OHL construction as late as this year. In both cases, the
Complainant received no answers from the developers/authorities and had to approach a Member
of Parliament who finally gathered this information on its behalf.

3. The authorities have been providing incorrect information to the Bern Convention bodies.
In August 2015, the Complainant received from the Secretariat a document indicating that the
contract between the construction company and the LFN on the ecological supervision of OHL
construction works was made in mid-April 2014, or even later. However, in the report submitted
by the Lithuanian Government in November 2014 for the 34™ Standing Committed meeting there
is a statement: “Permission for forest cutting works were issued by the responsible institution
(State Forest Survey Service) and requires that the works should be in line with information
provided in the EIA report. Forest cutting is only allowed in places where the power line is
allowed to be built, where necessary cutting places has been investigated and described in
planning documentation as well as in the approved EIA report, and where no impact on the
protected species is foreseen. The works were carried out in late winter 2013 and early spring
2014, based on permission that was granted in December 2013 with validity for 12 months. The
LFN, as ecological supervisor, partially oversaw the cutting works. The LFN specialists
inspected the sites and no protected species in these areas were not found. The specific sequence
of forest cutting works were recorded (starting from March 2014) in the construction book, while
all ecological supervision activities were also recorded in a special journal." Thus, either the
Government made false statements that the works were properly supervised, or the LFN had got
engaged in the OHL project prior to the procurement of the ecological supervision services
(might be in violation with the public procurement procedures). Even if the latter was the case,
then the LFN would have been in a conflict of interests when it was suggested to the Convention
Bureau by the Lithuanian Government as an "independent™ organization to perform a survey on
protected species. Furthermore, the Lithuanian Government provided the Convention bodies with
misleading information about expanding the OHL route into an infrastructural corridor. In his
communication of September 4, 2013, the Deputy-Minister of Environment wrote: “It should be
noted that at this time there are no projects planned, which could be developed using the
engineering infrastructure corridor formed by the Power Line route. Applicant’s statement that
engineering infrastructure corridor formed by the Power Line automatically determines the rise
of other infrastructure objects at that place, regardless of the scale of the impact on the
environment, is groundless and unfounded.” Notably, the preparations for planning a powerful
gas interconnector were made already in 2012 (documents available). In the last Bureau Meeting
the Lithuanian authorities were requested to explain on that matter, however, to the best of
Complainant’s knowledge, no such explanations have been provided up to date. During the
Mediation procedure, the Complainant was informed that the EIA procedure for the gas pipeline
was concluded in September 2015.

4. The authorities did not comply with the formal Terms of Reference and the Ground Rules
of the Mediation procedure. The Complainant and the participants of the meeting in Rudamina
were very disappointed about the fact that the meeting was audio-recorded, in front of the leaders
of the Lithuanian delegation (a picture available). The statements of the members of the
Complainant and the public concerned were immediately published by the Lazdijai Municipality
Administration, with subsequent irreversible spreading into media. Newspapers also added
comments by the authorities (the Ministry of Energy and the National Committee for State
Defense), who depicted the Communicant in a negative way. Moreover, the Communicant
expresses its dissatisfaction that the Lithuanian delegation was largely over-represented not only
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in the visit in Rudamina but in the Mediation sessions themselves. Also, the Complainant has
found out that a member of the Lithuanian delegation, who was representing the State Service for
Protected Areas was in a conflict of interest: he was one of the co-authors of the disputed EIA
report, at that time being hired by the private consult companies of the Sweco Group. Moreover, a
close relative of the person in question is currently working for the same company at a high
position. This episode adds to the long list of cases of non-transparency and misconduct of the
Lithuanian authorities.

ROLE OF THE REPUBLIC OF POLAND AND THE EUROPEAN UNION

The Complainant asked the 34™ Standing Committee to include the Republic of Poland into the
complaint. At the meeting the Polish representative objected that request, explaining that the Polish
part of the OHL does not interfere with the species protected in Lithuania. The Complainant does not
agree with such a position: i) the Polish Party rejected the invitation of the Lithuanian authorities to
participate in the EIA procedures in the transboundary context, thus it did not undertake available
administrative measures to mitigate the potential negative impacts of the Polish planning and
construction activities on the Convention-protected species and their habitats situated across the
border; ii) the Polish Party incorrectly informed that Standing Committee that the migrating birds such
as Grus grus fly across the border only at such an altitude that they would not collide with the Polish
OHL (a scientifically unreasoned statement). Moreover, the recent expansion of the OHL route into an
infrastructural corridor was initiated by the Polish developers and authorities, again, without
undertaking the available administrative measures to mitigate the negative impacts through the EIA,
planning and strategic alternative considerations in the transboundary context.

Finally, the set of collected documents and correspondence collected by the Complainant
indicates that the funding schemes by the European Union have been crucial in programming the
negative fate of the environmentally sensitive area in the Lithuanian-Polish borderland. The European
Commission has been funding the LitPol Link project under such conditions that it was financially
beneficial to the funded parties to complete the OHL on the designated schedules. This clearly
encouraged the Lithuanian (and Polish) authorities to ignore alternatives solutions, corrections and
amendments of the project. Moreover, very recently, the funding for the gas pipeline project has been
approved in ignorance of the serious environmental issues presented in this Complaint and also in the
Communication considered under the Aarhus Convention. Thus, the Complainant asks the Standing
Committee to include the Republic of Poland and the European Union in the present complaint.

Dr Ramiinas Valiokas,
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Annex 1

A CHECK LIST OF THE BIRDS OF THE ZUVINTAS BIOSPHERE RESERVE

Published by the Administration of the Zuvintas Biosphere Reserve. A Word version composed
from the original PDF version. The 25 bird species protected by the Bern Convention and most likely
to be affected by the LitPol Link OHL, are highlighted in yellow by the Complainant.

ATIOMAL BNGLE .
ﬁ’”&!,’;,‘gﬂ‘“*” LETUNIZRAI e [s50. | white-miled Eagle Jiirinis erels B MW
1. [ Mute Swan GUIE nebyis BM 51. | ShorbHned Snake Eagie Gyvanedis v
T | Tundra Swan Mazo) quise T 52. | Weslem Marsh Hamer Mendnne linge EM
3. | Wiooper Saan GURE [EsTinmiE =TT 53. | Northem Harmier Javing lingg MW
4| Bean Goose ZATEnre 7355 W Falld Fares SiEnine knge H
5 | Greater White-fromi=d Bahahaks fass M| |52 | Momage's Hamer Figving Inge EM
Go0sE 55. | Morthem Goshawk istanagis B MW
Lesser While-Sronied Goose | Mazo) 235k H 56. | Eumsian Spamownawk FauSvanagis B M
5. | Greyby Goose Pilkoj Zasis BMW | |57. | Common Buzzaed Pagrastasis suoQis B MW
7. | Canada Goose Kanadin pemis ] 5. | Rougegged Surrard TULUDIESS SRS MW
B. | Bamack =o0se BafaskIG5E DEMRE MW 59. | Lesser Spotied Eage MaZasis ercls réimmygs BM
5. | Brant Goose Paprasio) bemike M B0. | Greafer Spofied Fagie Diictysis Srelfs reksnys VH
10. | Reg-breassd Goose FILESAEIE bemile v f1. | Seppe Eagle MEpainis ersis v
11. | Common Shelduck Linviné antis B M 62. | Goiden Eagie KiinuSs erpls M
12| Eurasian Wigeon g 1 £3. | Weslem Osprey Zuwininkas M
3. | Gadwal Pilkaj antis oM 64, | Common Kesire Sedsaualiz rB M
14. | Eurasian Teal Foadagahe imyicé BM B5. | Red-footed Faioon Raudonkofs salas M
15. | Mallamd Cudniyl andts B W B6. | Merlin Slartsaials AW
16. [ Mordhem Pintail Smailiausdegs anis [ G67. | Ewamsian Hobby Suetsaialis M
17. | Gamaney Dryzagalee ITyae BM Gyriakon Mecziokdins sakalas H
18. | Mordhem Shoveler SauksasEne s 8 M G8. | Pemegrine Falcon Saualas kzkvs M
15. | Fed-mested Pochard Salming antis v (69, | Waw Fal gasnaps vsee EM
M. | Common Podhard Fudagalvé ants BM 70. | Seoited Crake SNygTa BM
Fesmuginous Duck Fuugé H 1. | Liffie Crake Ficwine vEtE BM
1. | Tuled Duck Fuodudio) ants BM 72. | Com Crake Zrezie BM
22| Greater Scaup Ziloj antis L 73. | Commen Mocehen Mandring visse E MW
3. | Common Exder Paprasiof gaga v 74. | Eumsian Coot Laukys B MW
4. | Long-tailed Duck Leding antis v 75. | Common Crane Filkcii gerve BMAN
35, | Comimon Sookes Juodoj antis v 76. | ELmsan Oysmeacher Jursanee WV
26| Vehvet Scoter huodeguis M CR = y— ) v H
Z7. | Commen Gokeneye Kok _ L 78, | Liftie Ringed Plover Uipiris kirikas M
I8 | Smew Mazass danciasnapis M 79, | Eunpem GodenFiover | Dnine seikas EM
Fed-breasied Merganser '.'l:lJ:_r'lsu::r_\:;;::sua!}E H BI. | Grey Flover Jiitinis ek v
29, | Comimon Menganser Dy GENEISIWE. TS W B1. | Morhem Lapwing Pempe BN
30. | Hazel Grouse Jembe S| (82| Temminck's Stint Teminikn begikas M N
3._| Black Grouse Tefenanas BW B3. | Dunin JUCEKNS begikas B M
32, | Grey Parindge Kumpka BW TR caidukEs ‘B
33. | Common Cual Putpsie BM B5. | Jauk Snipe OZels nylSukas M
34. | Common Pheasant F.-’E(‘.H:’ill:l'lﬂSS"JIEl‘iS W B5. | common 5“‘* Pernano 0aRhs BN
Red-finated Loon Fudaiaiis naras H 87. | Great Snipe SHgys ‘B
25| Black hroaied Loon Joodaiaids naas =] B8. | Ewrmsian Woodcock Slanka EM
36. | Litle Grebe Mazass iagas BM Bo. | Back-iEied Godwl Paprasiasis gnoukas BM
37. | Great Crested Grebe A suciasis kragas B W 00, | Whimbrel Wituting iuinga M
33. | Red-necked Grebe Fudaiaids kragas BM 51. | Eumsian Curew Didzioi luiinga rB M
35, | Black-necied Grebe Jundakaids Kragas [ 52. | Spofted Redshank Tamsusis ilvias M
4. | Great Comorant Didysis kommoranas X 43. | Comman Redshani Favudoniogs Lilkas BM
41. [ Great Wit Pelican Foginis pelilaras V 84, | Marsh Sanapiper Kiddrinis Shikas v
47| Eurasian Bitiem Cidysis baublys B Mw_| [89. | Common Gresmhank ZalBkofS 1S M
13 | U= Bit=n Niarasiz DLy =17 55. | Gre=n Sanapiper Brasinis fivias BM
43 | GreatEgret Didy=is balass gamys M g7._{ ‘Wood Sandpiper Tiltis __ EM
45, | Grey Heron Pilkasis gamys e 58. | Common Sandpiper ‘:.'III'I"]_'IE:M.ES _ BM
45, | Black Siwk Jupdasis gandras BM 35._[ Red-necied Phalaops GlESRARE PlIIKES M
47| winite Storc Bafarsis gandras BM 100. | Pamshe Jasger Smalaunaegls plEskas Wl
Eurasian Spoonkil GITHNE E 101. | Long-taied Jeeger qaLodegis plésikas [
48. | European Honey Buzrzan Vapsvaedis BM 102 | Black-headed Gul %udynh'i_s ras BEM
[45. | Blackkis N0dass DS T 103. | Mew cull Pagrastasis kras B MW
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104. | Lesser Back-packsd Gull | Silknis ks M —
105. | European Heming Gull Sidatnis s rE MW | | 135 [ Cunnock Fapr. erskemitis BM
106. | Caspian Gul Kasoinis kiras MW 156, | Eurcpean Reon Liepsneie B
107. | Great Black-backed Gull | Bakuciasss kras [ 157. | Treusn Nighiingaike Fiptree [akzingaia BM
108. | Lime Gul NaZa s kiras BN | 158, | Bioetroal Mefynguride BM
105, | CaspanTem Piric fuveda ™ 150. | Black Redsr DAming EUgonundege BM
190, | Commen T e P B 160, | Comman Redstart Fap. raudonuodegd BM
111. [ Lisse Tem W ) 2 ™ 161. | Whinchat Kizie BM
112 | Wniskzred Tem Bahaskruoss fveda EM 162 | Morthem Whedear Kilfugrys BM
173, | Black Tem Juodo) Auvedia B 163, | Common Blackoind Jupdass stazdas B LW
113, | Wnhe-wing=d Tem Bahiaspameé Aveda BM 164. | Fieicare SMiGNE Siraaias B MW
115. | Commeon Fig=on Ugiiis Karvels BR 165, | Song Thnush Stramas gesmininkas BM
116. | Siock Dove Ubduicas ™ 166, { Regwing Eakomnuts srandas M
117 | Commen Wood Figeon e a0 167. | Mistle Thrush Amalinis sifazvias W
T1E. | Eurasan Collared Dove Fiinis pUrpiels BR 182 m Grasshopper Margasis Zogeis BM
115. [ European Turtis Dove Fapmsiass pupi: BM N T s ool =
20| commen Cucha Cogle ___ EM__| 970 | Saws viarmer Nenai Honsis BM
121, | iestem Bam O LiEpsnofty] peieda EE | 777 | Aquat: Warier TSk nendnnuks EW
e RO S Sk - 172 | Seage Wartkr Efere nenarruie EM
— — 173. | Biyth's Reed Warbler Soding nendiuE WH
1;: :a'ﬁ";ﬂc'“ ﬂ: P‘!E; E R 174, | Marsh Warbler Kandiné nendrnuks EM
= = 175. | Eurasian Fised Warbier Mo ke BM
125, | S Maza s apuokas BMW | N7e | Great Reed Warbler DidZicy kralle EM
7. |ETRNFER Baline peleda BMW | 577 ] icerne Warbler Faprasio) Banuke BM
128 | Boresl Qwl__ Luaite Y 176. | Barred Warbier Fabo) devynbals BN
125. | Burcpean Nightiar Letys BM 178. | Lesser Whitsthal Fikaj devynbake BM
130, | Common Satf DS G B 160. | Commen Whitegeoat Foudol devyriise BM
131. | Commen Kingésher Tulzys M 181. | Garden Warbler Soding deyTinalse BM
Eurcpean Roiler Zahamis H 162 | Eurasian Blackeap Juodagalg devynbalsé BM
132 | Eurssan Hoopoe KUkDEs ™ 183 | Yelow-browed Warbler GahonbaIve peciainga v
133. | Eurasian Wrymeck GlaZagalve BM 184. | Wiood Warbler Zaiioj pelalinda BM
134, | crey-headed Woodpecker | Pikoil meeta ER 185, Dﬂ:mr-:t' Crufchas Pikoj peainga. BM
135. | Eurcpean Green Zalioji meketz ER 186. | wiillow Warbler Ankstye]i inda BM
'.fmm ' 187. | Gokdaes] anﬁsmm B MW
136. | Biack Wood Juodoj mekta BR 182. | Spotied Fiycalcher Filkoj musinuks BM
137. m:tsmﬂmm Cvd. n:arg:sﬁ genys BUMW 185. ﬁ:eq-urgag!lm Fhysaicher r..l;;'gj' musnukE B
138. | Middie Spotied Woodpecker | Wid. margasis gemys BR 150 | Eurcpean Pied Flyoaicher | Mangaspame musinuee BM
135, | Lesser Spofied Woodpedier | MaZ margass gens BMW | [151. | Beanded Reeding Usuoloj Zyié B MW
140, | Whit=—backed Woodpecker | Balinugarts genys BR 152 | Long Bied Tit Iigaundege Tyke B LW
Eurasian Three-ioed Trigirsts genys H 153. | Marsh Tit Faprasio) pikaj Zyk B MW
Vipodpacker 154 | Wilow Tit SiEurne Do) Zye B W
141. [ Woodark Lyguie [ 195. | Eurcpean Crested Tit Kuodugioj Zyié B MW
142. | Eurasian Skylark DI Wieversys BM 196. | Coal Tit Jundo T B LW
143. [ Homed Lark Faguolasts iewersys W 157. | Eurasian Blue Tit Mehnoji 2vie B MW
144. [ Sand Martin Uniiné iregae 7 _ BM }: Emtrth.l"'ﬂ'ﬂ' [E:cnéfjizy,é g mﬂ
145. | Bam Swallow Selmening kregros BM . | Eurasian Naw ]
145. | Common House Martin Langiné knegzie BM 200 | Eurasian Treegesper Liputs B MW
147. | Tres Pipit Mizkinis ahiuias BM 20, | Eurasian Penduline Tit Femem B MW
148. [ Meadow Pt Piesins lahukas BM 2. | Eurasian Golden Ok Nolnge BM
145, [ Westem Yellow Wagtl Galonj e BM 203, | Feg-backed Shvie Paprsiol med=rké BM
150. | Citnne Wagkl Gelongalve e BM 204, | Lesser rey Shriks Juodalaids medsarke W
ey Wagail Kaliré kel H 205 | Great Grey Srrike Pigznic]l medsarke B MW
151_| Wihite Wagkail Baliojl kil BM 6. | Eurasian Jay FEkEEs B MW
152. | Bohemian Waxaing Sursis MW 207. | Eurasian Magpie Sana B MW
_153. | White-thrated Dipper andeninis sirazas v 208. | Spotied Mubzadier Resune B MW
154. [ Wirtier Ween Karetailé BMW | [208. [ westemn Jackdaw Kuosa ]
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210. | ook KOvas 1B MW
211. | Hooded Crow Pilinji vama B M
212. | Morhem Raven Franiys B MW
213. | Common Siaring Pagrasiasis Varmenas BMW
214. [ House Spamow Naminis DAiis BW
215. | Ewmsian Tree Sparmos Karkazaris B W
216. | Common Chaffinch Parasiass kkiis B MAY
217. | Brambling Siaures ioklis lill
218. | Eumpean Serin Sdikeiz M

219. | Eumpean Gresrdnch Zaluke B ATV
220. | Eumpean Gokdfinch Dagiis B M
221. | Eumsian Siskin Alk=ninuias B MW
222. | Commen Linnet Pawasass ol B MV
273, | Taile Zeflonsrams chyis M
224, | Common Redpol FParastasis GMeakas MW
225. | Ardic Redpoil Polianinis Cimiakas [

206, | Fied Crocshl EginG Eyaaenapis SN
237. | Common Rosedinch Raudengahee sniegena BM
228. | Ewasian Bullfinch Jundagalve sniegena B MW
220, | Hawfinch Sililas B AW
230. | Snow Bunting Enecsark MW
231 | Yelowhammer Getionoj starta B MW
232. | Oriian Bunting Sodiné starta W

233. | Common Resd Buning MNendnng sara BMMW
234, | Com Bunfing Filicji stana B

The Recording Area

Zuvintas Biosphere Reserve (Natura 2000 Site, Ramsar
Site) Bes adjacent to the towns Alytus and Mamampolé in the
Southem Lithuania. It covers te biggest Lithuanian wetand
area: raised bog, fen and the challow Lake.

The ligt inchudes all 243 spedes reconded on the ferritory of

Regerve since 1960.

Species recorded in an apparently wild ofate up to 1980 are

not aumberad

Status of species | ridies siatusas
B | Common breeding kird |/ jprasta perind

t8 | Rarely brecding bird/ retai perinti

Regular migrator [ migruojanti

Fegulary wintering bird/ Ziemojant

F.are or accidental wintering bird /refai Ziemojand

Vagrant (no more than 5 records) | uFkhystant

Hiztorical srecord before 1980 [ inykusi

= T|=|==|=

Mew record since 2011/ naujai aptkta po 2011

-10 -
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Annex 2
EXCAVATIONS OF GRAVEL AND SAND NEAR THE POND TURTLE HABITATS IN THE

HERPETOLOGICAL RESERVES IN LITHUANIA

’ [} Natura2000 viewer x 2SN
~{Close
W=

C'  [3 natura2000.eea.europa.eu/#
about Natura 2000

Natura 2000 Network Viewer

English ”

Picture 1. Orthophotograph of a part of the Stradiiinai herpetological reserve (the surroundings of
Margai Village) with the gravel excavation site next to it.
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Protected lake here, pond turtles have been found
in the excavation area, killed or transported with the sand

Picture 2. Excavation of gravel and sand in Margai Village, October 2015.
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CODE: LTLAZ0001
AREA: 146.4800 ha
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Picture 3. Orthophotograph of the Kuciuliské herpetological reserve with the excavation fields of
gravel and sand close to the protected habitat of the pond turtles.



