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The national scale

All mainland European countries now have wolves,
some with large numbers (e.g. Bulgaria, Greece,

Italy, Poland, Romania, Spain, and Ukraine have
more than 1000 individuals)



Populations
(only permanent presence):

i | Alpine

B Battic

- Carpathian
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NW Iberia
- Scandinavian
Country / region:
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Wolf
populations in

Europe
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WOLF POPULATIONS OF EUROPE

LCIE

Population Estimate
in 2011
Iberian 2200-2500
Western
Central Alps 280
I 600-800
peninsula
Dinaric — Balkan  ¢. 3900
Carpathian 3000
Baltic 870-1400
Karelian 150-165
Scandinavian 260-330
Central Europe 36 packs
+ 5 pairs
Europe
EU

LCIE LCIE IUCN
Estimate in Estimate Red List
2016-7 Assess .

2500 2550¢ Near Threat. V-V

420-550 c. 1900t Near Threat. \Y;
1100-2400 2388t Near Threat. IV

c. 4000 5000—5599 Least Conc. V-V

3460-3840 c. 45001 Least Conc. Vv
1713-2240 c. 25001 Least Conc. V

c. 200 290t(750 Near Threat. V-V

with Russia)

c. 430 5501 Vulnerable \Y,
780-1030 c. 18501 Near Threat. IV
c.17,000 c.21,500 Least Concern

13-14,000 c.19,000 Least Concern



WOLF POPULATIONS OF EUROPE

LCIE LCIE LCIE IUCN HD
Population Estimate  Estimatein  Estimate Red List App
in 2011 2016-7 Assess .
Iberian 2200-2500 2500 2550 Near Thra 0 V-V
Western
GenralAlDs 280 420-550 c. 1908 \‘\005“ S \
feelen 600-800  1100-2 N\?:‘ \\\G?' v
peninsula \( 0? 0 V\P‘
Dinaric — Balkan  c¢. 3907 “S\“ S P“ _cast Conc. V-V
Carpathian “ 0\\]E N\sev‘ -oU0 Least Conc. vV
Baltic G?‘EP‘ .‘E “\) 240 c. 2500 Least Conc. V
Karelian “\N\p‘ _ c. 200 290 (750 Near Threat. V-V
ES with Russia)
Scandinavian 260-330 c. 430 550 Vulnerable IV
Central Europe 36 packs  780-1030 c. 1850  Near Threat. v
+ 5 pairs
Europe c.17,000 c.21,500 Least Concern
EU 13-14,000 ¢.19,000 Least Concern
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Wolf trends

eGeneral Increase In
numbers and ranges of
wolves:

In the last decade only,
the wolf range in Europe

Increased by over - :

11
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Main Causes of Wolf Increase

Disentangling the relative weight of each factor
in quantitative and objective way is impossible

» Changes in land use patterns
» Increase in wild prey

» Natural recovery (high growth
rate and long dispersal)

» Legislation (EU and national)

» Changes in human attitudes (?!)
> Protected areas?

12
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characterised by an average density of
90 persons/km’Bll« NS il
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Anoldand
never solved .
problem...

Losses can be substantial (about ,
with a few countries suffering disproportionally
such as France, Croatia, Italy, Greece, Lithuania,
Norway, Turkiye), especially on sheep, semi
domestic reindeer and, locally, dogs.



FRANCE - 2021
3700 attacks - 12000 sheep killed

1250

Number of attacks to flocks (wolves - France)
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Habitats
Directive

Despite the existence of two pan European bodies - management
scales for both conservation planning and assessment have

remained at national (or sub-national) scales.




Fragmentation of management policies

EU-level tools for transboundary cooperation
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Agreement to participate in the EU Platform on Coexistence between People and Large Carnivores
In recognilion of Lhe challenges arising from the conservation of large camivores in the Eurapean Union, the European Commission has established a Large Carnivore Initiative. Following discussions with stakeholders, it has been decided ta

establish & dedicated EU Platferm on Large Carnivores in order to provide a framewaork for structured dialogue among stakehalders on the issues arising from co-existence of people and large carnivare, This will be a valuntary grouping af
maln stakeholder organizations with an interest in large carmivare issuas. The species af concern are the brown bear, L woll, the Eurasian by and Lhe wolver lighly endangered urian lynx s not part of Uhis iniliztive

The missian of the platfarm is to PROMOTE WAYS AND MEANS TO MINIMIZE, AND WHEREVER POSSIBLE FIND SOLUTIONS TO, CONFLICTS BETWEEN HUMAN INTERESTS AND THE PRESENCE OF LARGE CARNIVORE
SPECIES, BY EXCHANGING KNOWLEDGE AND BY WCRKING TOGETHER IN AN OPEN-ENDED, CONSTRUCTIVE AND MUTUALLY RESPECTFUL WAY.

o biaroreire i F e e Lage Carsivares i

The organizations listed below agree to the follawing core principles:

1 Working within the CU legal memework: The £U's Habitats Direstive (92/43/FEC) is the averarching legal instrument far the conservation and sustainable monagement of Large Carnivore species ot o favourable conservation status in
the FI1
Esuring (e nesessacy knewlsdge base: Any mancgement af largs corniverss must be determined on the basis of sourd scientific evidence using best availeble and reliobie dta.
Recognition of socio-sconomis mud cullurel considecations ani cobcers: HImen sacierias iave the fght 1 use thair natirol resources onl preserve cultural heeiiage in o sustoinable vray within multfunctiona! landscopes, of which
targe carivnres are ar integral part. The contribution of econoemic wctivities o the valves of those fandscupes s Lo b recognised. The aeed to ensure publle safety should aiso be recopiised
Soluliuns to coullivts Mrough wonstuctive dialogne anoug. skehelders: Fnaing sehimians arising from toaficts with farge cormivores and factiitating human-large carmivore coesistence fs best ochieved thiough constructive dilogue
amang key stokenalders at (veal, notional und EU Jevels, These solutions should be adaoted to fecal and regional conditions.,
Eagagement jn wans boundary conperation; The wost majority of the papulations of farge earnivare species in the £U kave ronges thol eross natlone borders. Therefore aational solutions wil not work in lsofation without meaniagiul
stokehoider dinlogue involving (rons-boundory cooperation wiihin the LU, and where aporagriate, with reighbouring countries, toking fnto account, infer alis, the Guidelines jor Papuiction teve! Mfanagement Pians for Large
£ornivares.

Guidelines for Population
Level Management Plans
for Large Carnivores

Contract ne. 070501 2005424162 MAR B2

The undersigning organizatians comimit themselvzs o the EU Platfnm un Large Carnivores. by doing so, they undertake to work together ta find salutians ta canflicts arising fram the coexissenta af humans and larga carnivares by
1] sharing Uheir experiences and sxpertise in addressing the challenges of human and large-carnivore cosistence; 2) listening to, and discussing other stakchalders' expericnces and views;
3] engaging in dizlogue for consensus soeking and accepting that solutions may at times involve compromi 4] bRing opRn ta arcent examples of gaod pracrices for successhl cosxistance at humans and larzs camivares;
5| expressing willingness to transter and test those sxamples of good practices; 5) ensuring their capacity to fully engage in the work of the platforn

oJ. Linngll et al.

Final Oraft 11" 2ol 2007

Bernard Laze, President
€IC ~The International Counc
for Game and Wildlite Conservation
~—————
Cex
Giller L e Turckhein, Presicient
FACF - The Furopean Federation of
Assuciations for Hunting and Canservation

Pekka Pesonen, Sherclary Gen
COPA-COGFCA
European Famners and European Agri conperalives

(\{ p e
Wt fMAd
Anne O3, Director

ive of Finnish and Suedish
Reindeer herders

Christoph Biiren, Fresident
FLO - Furopean Landowners” Organization

Luc Bas, Directar
IUCH- Intematianal Unlen for Conservatisn
of Nature, Furapean Union Represantative Office

> Brussels, 10 june 2014 \]Q
o /i ;{Z ?i

Thamas Hansson, Fresident
EURGPARE Federation

e gile

Tony Long, Director
WWE World Wide Fund for Nalure
European Palicy Offic2

1 would ke to convey my appreciation for and extend my warm cungratuliticns W the oiganiastions listed above on by signalure of Uhis important Agreement, which | wholeheartedly welcome. This represents a major step forward in the
EU Large Carnivare Initiative, which the Commission has promoted far the past twa years, and is the fruit of pur jaint sﬂnrr_:m address issues arising from tha humans and iiores in the FUin spirit of

coaperation and dizlogue. / é?
P Janee Pototnik
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Wolf recovery: a cautionary note

Current wolf management systems in Europe have
not secured stability of wolf-human relationship

Current positive trend Is not guaranteed

20
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The first evidence of hybridization in Italy, 1975




Some pics of anomalous phenotypes

Bulgaria




Wolves and hybrids

 Generally less than 5% with isolated
events
 Locally up to 75%, e.g. Grosseto (ltaly)




Border fences
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The impact of border fences

DISRUPT:
- Home ranges
- Hunting
- Dispersal
- Population dynamlcs demography, genetlcs and somal
- Death ' - g i
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Can wolf recovery in Europe be considered
a management success?

Broad conclusions:

& o
L

* Itis hardly a success. It is rather a lucky coincidence
of biological and historical factors

gy

: .. S
 All major conservation ISSues arg

solved (often not even approa

ot satisfactorily

)

e The current positive trend can easily be reversed




Concluding remarks 1

High diversity of monitoring appréaches and field
methods (individual animals, packs, territories, partial
vs. total surveys, use of snow-tracking or genetics
and/or capture/recapture techniques)

High heterogenel ¢
BUT

the conservation status at E8ropean scale Is
undeniably positive




Concluding remarks 2

* The lack of any formal agreements. among some
neighboring countries and the resulting responsibility
being limited to the national level creates the paradox
that wolf management must be carried out as If In
Europe there were as many independent wolf
populations as the number of countries

.

» The outcome of this situation isMbat several small
countries have small numbe® of wolves

requiring full protection even though there is a
continuous distribution of wolf populations in the
neighboring countries




Concluding remarks 3

 Despite the obvious benefits of the population level
approach, no neighboring Europ€an countries have
so far engaged In a formal institutional action plan
for a shared population

i

» Requests to manage a local/natiggal population
counting on the continuity withSs€ighboring
countries, but without formall{ engaging in a

common action plan, are not acceptable
because the impact of management decisions at local
level would necessarily reverberate on the whole
population.




Concluding remarks 4

Four emerging threats:

_ (=
« Border and veterinary fences

+ Status of wolves in the Balkans

« Wolf-dog hybridization

 Social conflicts surrounding wolves being used In

political struggles




Large Carnivore
Initiative for Europe

&

L CIE mission: 3

§

v
IUCN/SSC Specialist Group

“To maintain and restore,

, vViable populations of large
carnivores as an integral part of the
ecosystems and landscapes across Europe”

(www.lIcie.org)
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