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BULGARIA / BULGARIE

| MPLEMENTATION IN BULGARIA OF THE RECOMMENDATION 137/20080N POPULATION
LEVEL MANAGEMENT OF LARGE CARNIVORE POPULATIONS

BROWN BEAR
General information

One of the best brown bear habitats in Europe @ratéd in Bulgaria. They are situated in the
mountain massifs — Rhodopes, Stara planina, Rita, ®/itosha. The size of the bear population is
assessed of being 550-700 samples.

Legal status

Until 1992 the bear had been a game species. Bgr@rd023 dated 31.12.1992 of the Ministry
of environment and water the species has beenrddcfaotected, in compliance with the Nature
protection act. This status has been kept algo tife Biodiversity act has passed in 2002.

The following is prohbited for the species: Allrfag of intentional catch or killing of samples by
using any instruments, tools and methods; Chase distdirbance, especially during the breeding
periods, raising youngsters, hibernation and migmat Destruction or collecting eggs, including
cases, when they have been abandoned; destruatEmaging or shifting nests; Damaging or
destruction of breeding places, places for rest &edping during migration; Taking of samples
found dead; Possession, breeding, transportatiapp#g, trade and offering for sell or exchange of
samples taken from the nature; Taxidermy, possessekposure to the public, transportation, export,
trade and offer for sell or exchange of taxidedrsamples.

Exceptions from the imposed bans are allowed eaibedor bears in the following cases: In
favor of the protection of species from the wildrdl and fauna and for conservation of nature
habitats; For prevention from serious damage ofiagtures, cattle, forests, rivers, breeding ponds,
game farms and other properties; Under reasonsrimhgry public interest, including such of social
or economic character or consisting in exceptibnévourable consequences for the environment;
For the aims of the scientific investigations andu@ation, under introduction or secondary
introduction of species and artificial plant culiion

The Habitat directive requires a strict protectiointhe species and declaration of special
protected areas for conservation of its habitats.

The main habitats of the bear in Bulgaria are idetlin the NATURA 2000 ecological network.
For the purposes of protection of the habitats taednanagement of the NATURA 2000 a mapping
and determination of their environmental statusaisied out in the frame of project under Operation
Programme Environment (2007-2013). The acquiredrintion will be used for elaboration of
management plans of the NATURA 2000 sites, popuiatof the species as well as for regulation of
the investment projects therein.

Measurects undertaken for protection and decreainghe conflicts
e The species is protected according to the Biodityeast

* The habitats of the species are included into lgrgéected areas such as the national and nature
parks, which in turn are part of the NATURA 200@legical network

e Object of protection are also the biocorridors, remting the main species habitats in Stara
Planina, Rila, Pirin and Rhodope.

< An action plan for the species is elaborated, wiidetermines the main measures and activities
for protection of the bear population.

e Projects are implemented, aiming the following:
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- giving training to the concerned parties for ovenowg the conflicts between the large
carnivores/bear and the people
- increasing the public knowledge about the bear
- prevention from attacs (electric shepherd)
- monitoring of the population aiming adequate meastor its management
- creation of databases for the species
Policy regarding the species

The bear is a large carnivore, which habitates hethtories with no settlements, (such as
national parks), and also regions where peopledne there is economic activity. Therefore MOEW
is searching for a balance between the protectidcheospecies and the development of the regions
where it is found, aiming a balanced policy, whiglo enable the species conservation and decgepasin
the conflicts with the people.

Regulative mechanisms are envisaged when it makdsdubles

¢ Indemnity — MOEW pays yearly 30 — 50 000 Iv. cormgsdions for losses, caused by bears to
apiaries, cattle and agricultures

e Shouting of trouble bears (meat-eating bears, cn stithout fear of people)

« Relocation of samples from regions with high nurskbarbears to the such having good habitats,
but with lower numbers

* Regulation/decreasing the numbers by shootingdniumber of species.

Over the last years with permits issued under ttee@ions from the bans, introduced by the
Biodiversity Act, have been shooted 2-4 bear f@rye order to control the sise population.

Damages from bears

Since 2007, in complience with the Act for Huntingd Game Protetion, the indemnity for
damages caused by bear is paid by Ministry of enwirent and water. The total amount of the paid
damages is as follows: 2007 — 7 700 Iv.; 2008 9@2Ilv.; 2009 — 53 000 Iv..

The registered damages have been caused on apcats and agricultures. Over the years an
increasing of the registered damages is observbithws due to the better knowledgeability of the
people regarding the possibility to get indemniyweell as to the elucidatory campaign, aiming bette
coexistence between people and the bear in thercbatutated redions.

Bear — man conflicta

Generally the bear avoids any contact with the hun@ver the last years no case has been
registered when a bear had attacked a human widmutause. The analysis of the conflicts shows
that the attacks of the bears have been in cases thk human had not considered the peculiarifies o
the species or had ignored elementry rules, whieh reecessary under coexistence in common
territories, which in turn provokes changes in lledaviour of the bears. Most frequently it ocdors
cases of the following:

e unprotected objects, where the bear can easilydfifubd:
- racks for game or storehouses with food for feedimge.
- unfenced and unprotected apiaries
- unfenced corrals, cattle-shed, places for reposieeotattle
- cattle left without shepherd and unguarded by sbeptiogs during pasture
- fruit-tree gardens or plantations with berry cudtur

* hunting, when a strong disturbance arrises in thatats due to people, shooting and hunting
dogs, thus the bear takes behaviour of selfdefe3weh cases are 2(3) when a bear attacks people
during hunting.
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« Defence of youngsters upon meeting people or duapooper behaviour of people regarding the
youngsters, which the bear cinsiders as direcathre

During 2010 for a short period there were two agetd, caused by bear thus a man has been
killed and another one has been injured.

The Ministry of environment and water estimates dhiging problem as a very serios and the
Regional Inspectorate of environement and water,atiministration oExecutive Forestry Agency,
NGO'’s (including hunters) and scientist have bemwolived for its overcoming.

There were given permits for the shooting of twarsewhich have done the incidents and these
were implemented. In addition to the purpose ofuctidn of the brown bear population at the
conflicted area (Smolyan region), there were gitleee more permits for shooting of brown bears,
also permits for capture, marking, and possiblecaion to suitable regions. It was adopted and
starting implemerntion of a package of measures, which have to eraurean security in the region.
This package of measures include preventive messpireviding of electric fences, creating of "bear
emergency team"”, purchase of bear pepper spraaanglof phototraps on key locations, increased
monitoring, application of complementary methods fideterming population size, providing
information on that what is the proper human betragt the brown bear's habitat and brown bear
public knowledge inredng.

Management and conservation of the populations

The population principle is applied for the consgion and managament of the bear in Bulgaria.
The most important condition is to protect and @intain the quality of the habitats, avoiding their
fragmentation by insureing links through the ecwaj corridors, including in the transbordering
aspect and decreasing the conflict with the huréth the participation of consultants from: Alertis
fund for bear and nature conservation, EuropearwBr8ear Specialist Group, Large Carnivore
Initiative for Europe (LCIE), Brown Bear IUCN Grougpnd all interested parties in Bulgaria, an
Action Plan has been elaborated for the brown eBulgaria. Under the application of the Action
Plan, the Ministry of environment and water colledtes with NGO’s and scientists from Bulgarian
Academy of sciences. Joint projects with organaretifrom Greece and Italy are carried out. Good
contacts on regional level are maintained throhghBalkan network for the large carnivores.

List of most important projects related to the spets:

«  Conservation of the Brown Bear in Bulgaria and RBallPeninsula and decreesing of the conflict
“predator — man” (serie of 3 projects), 1995-1999

. Trans-European Network for Wilde Life; Brown Bearrldel species for Balkan Green Belt,
EURNATURE 2009

«  Human dimension analysis of the attitude towards$e2004-2007
e Preparation for elaboration of the Brown Bear Agtitlan in Bulgaria, PIN- MATRA 2005-2006

e Elaboration of the Brown Bear Action Plan in Bulgar PIN- MATRA 2006-2008
http://www.bearbg.com

. Study of the Brown Bear moving zones- DBU, FZS 260811, LIFE EX-TRA 2009 -2112

. Improving the conditions for large carnivore consgion — a transfer of best practices” — EX-
TRA LIFEO7NAT/IT/0005081.2009-03.2018ttp://www.lifextra.it/

*  Conservation of the Wild Goat and Brown Bear in dawia (out of the National Parks) -
implementation of the Action Plans components, OPIB301-75-495, 2010-2012
http://ope.moew.government.bg/bg/projects/projeeaitieid/3/id/263/region_id/0/district_id/0/ye
ar/O/project_beneficiary type id/0

« Decreasing the threats for the Brown Bear andatstats through applying measures, part of the
specie’s Action plan, with the participation of &ocommunities and support by the national
public, 2010nttp://crossculturaltrainingbulgaria.com/projectsh

August 2010
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CROATIA / CROATIE

REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATION No. 137(2008)

The Republic of Croatia developed and adopted memagt plans for all three large carnivore
species — grey wolf, brown bear and eurasian lyn2004 and 2005. Wolf and lynx management
plans were prepared in cooperation with all staldgrs through joint workshops. Participants from
Slovenia and Bosnia and Herzegovina were also wedbln that process (from Slovenia: Slovenian
Forest Service and Biotechnical Faculty — Ljubljafram Bosnia and Herzegovina: Herzegovian
Forestry Enterprise). The plans include activiteesnprove cooperation with neighboring countries.

Revised Brown Bear Management Plan was adopte@®08.2Adoption of new Wolf and Lynx
Management plans is in process. Those were alqmme through cooperation with stakeholders,
including several participants from Slovenia andsfa and Herzegovina (from Slovenia:
Biotechnical Faculty - Ljublijana and Slovenian Ftr&ervice; from Bosnia and Herzegovina:
Federal Ministry for Agriculture, Water Managememtd Forestry, Herzegovian Forestry Enterprise
and NGO "Juznjéko plavo nebo” from Trebinje).

Cooperation with the Republic of Slovenia

Cooperation with the Republic of Slovenia is adwah@and continuous, both on the level of
relevant ministries as well as on the level of ei{peientific institutions.

In 2007 Croatian Ministry of Culture organized aatiieg with counterpart Slovenian Ministry of
the Environment and Spatial Planning, as well dgeroinstitutions involved in large carnivore
management and conservation, to discuss currentiast and future joint work. Organization of
another meeting on this issue has been agreee (oganized by Slovenian Ministry).

Proposal of common strategy for joint managemenyrof population was developed within the
joint Slovenian — Croatian transboundary projecaficed through INTERREG IIl ATransboundary
cooperation in management, conservation and reseafcthe Dinaric lynx population —Dinafis
implemented in 2007 and 2008 (www.dinaris.org). Elrategy was developed usi@gidelines for
population level management plans for large carréggrepared by the Large Carnivore Initiative for
Europe under the contract with the European Comoms3 he implementation of the strategy has not
started.

In March 2010 the Croatian Ministry of Culture ongaed joint meeting with the Slovenian
Ministry of the Environment and Spatial Planningliscuss several nature protection issues, inajudin
conservation of large carnivores.

Cooperation and information flow between Croatiad &lovenian experts is ongoing. Croatian
experts participate in implementation of the SloariConservation and surveillance of conservation
status of wolf (Canis lupus) population projéahded through LIFE.

Cooperation with Bosnia and Herzegovina

Cooperation with Bosnia in Herzegovina is in thiah stage, due to the fact that Bosnia and
Herzegovina just recently become a party to then Bamvention.

Small meeting on transboundary conservation andagement of large carnivores was organized
in Sarajevo in 2010 in the scope of the projdiilding capacity to meet the challenges of mitiel
democracy: the case of conserving species withstranndary populations”implemented by
Norwegian Institute for Nature Research - NINA iooperation with several partners, including
Croatian Veterinary Faculty. It was agreed to orz@mra larger meeting on that topic by the end of
2010.

DIRECTOR : Kornelija Pintari ¢
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CzECH REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE

| MPLEMENTATION OF RECOMMENDATION NO. 137/20080N POPULATION LEVEL
MANAGEMENT OF LARGE CARNIVORE POPULATIONS

Progress in the Conservation of Large Carnivores
in the Czech Republic (2006-2010)

by Tereza Minarikova

Agency for Nature Conservation and Landscape Ptimeof the Czech Republic, Nuselska 34, Prahal, 1
00, Czech Republie-mait tereza.minarikova@nature.cz

The Convention on the Conservation of European Mélcand Natural Habitats - Standing
Committee issued the Recommendation No. 137 (2008)e Standing Committee, adopted on 27
November 2008, on population level managementrgklaarnivore populations. It recommends that
contracting parties to the Convention should rexsa® cooperation with neighbouring states in view
of adopting harmonized policies towards managermgahared populations of large carnivores (LC),
taking into account the best practice in the fafldlC populations' management.

The progress in this area should be mentionedundeparate topics:
1. National management plan

Firstly, as the most important action — a natidlahagement Plan for Large Carnivores in the
Czech Republic is under preparation. The Managelamt has been prepared by a number of authors
under the coordination of the Department of Spesietion Plans of the ANCLP. The management
plan will be submitted to the Ministry of the Emmiiment by the end of 2010. After the Ministry‘s
approval it is supposed to be a legally binding (fature conservation administration bodies) concep
of LC’s conservation in the Czech Republic. Theopa measure of the proposed Management Plan is
an extensive educational campaign, which shouldgmo at three different levels at the same time
(local, regional, national level). The goal of tkempaign is a sound change in public opinion of LC
and, as a result, lowering the pressure of illégaiting on LC’s populations. Related measures shoul
make the system of solving damages caused by LG raffective - they should improve the
cooperation of nature conservation with the Paditthe Czech Republic while solving cases of illega
hunting, and should also help develop an internatioross-border cooperation regarding monitoring
and conservation of LC with neighboring countriessential part of the Management Plan is also
regular monitoring of populations and research aftain aspects of their biology and role in the
ecosystem. The Management Plan is proposed fai@dpef 10 years (2011-2020).

2. Monitoring

The ANCLP is in charge of monitoring the statusarties and trends in selected habitats and
their types and populations of the specially prizéavildlife species in the Czech Republic. It lsoa
responsible for performing duties of Article 17 ld&bitats Directive to report the state of annexed
phenomena (including LC). The regular monitoringL@¥’s populations includes winter counting
(snow tracking) in the areas of National Park (MRY Protected Landscape Area (PLA) Sumava,
Planicky eben and Prachaticko, Military area Boletice, P&sky les, PLA Blansky les,
Novohradské hory, Klatovsko and DomaZlicko, PLAekhéky, PLA Bilé Karpaty, National Nature
Reserve (NNR) Kralicky Siznik, Military area Libava, Military area HradiS{Doupovské hory),
Krudné hory and gathering of all available dataooaurrence. There is one ongoing radio telemetry
project of NP Sumava and NP Bayerischer Wald, fedwmn Eurasian lynx_gnx lyny in the area of
Sumava/Bayerischerwald Mts. Also, the radio teleynptoject focused on Eurasian lyrixyfix lyny
and Brown beardrsus arcto¥in PLA Beskydy is under preparation of the ANCLP.
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3. Migration corridors’ protection

Large mammals’ migration corridors exist at Eurapéavel. Their adequate management and
protection requires international cooperation. fR@¢his need for action, the ANCLP organized a two-
day workshop together with the Silva Tarouca Ingtifor Landscape and Ornamental Gardening and
Evernia Ltd. The event brought together a numberctdrs coming from nature protection authorities,
national park administrations, scientific instituts and private planning offices. The aim of the
meeting was to present and discuss the currem sfawildlife corridor planning in Austria (Upper
Austria), the Czech Republic, Germany (Bavaria)laRd and Slovakia. Speakers informed about
national or regional planning concepts of migratianridors and about scientific results and methods
of detecting the spatial behaviour of red deer,fywollynx. On the second day the participants drew
conclusions about a common future strategy of désjy connecting and maintaining wildlife
corridors across Central Europe (at this point 2¢rEurope only means the area covered by the
participating countries). As the approaches ofidorrdelineation are quite similar in the respeetiv
countries, their interconnection is possible. Tsagublic awareness and to jointly enforce legal
protection across Central Europe, the involvedracigreed on a common transnational map of large
mammals migration corridors together with a scfentpaper, which will be published in the
following months.

4. Cross-border cooperation on LC’s protection

Experts from the Czech Republic, Germany, Austnd Slovakia are members of the CELTIC
group. The goal of the CELTIC group is to connéet Bavarian-Bohemian lynx population with the
autochtonous Carpathian lynx population, thereloyigieg the long-term survival of this endangered
cat species in Middle Europe.

Recently, a bilateral meeting between the ANCLP @ SR has taken place. One of the main
issues of the meeting was an improvement in theselporder cooperation on wolf protection. Wolf is
a strictly protected wildlife species in the Czdbpublic, whereas in Slovakia it is a hunted animal
Therefore, there is a long term pressure from thec@ side to enlarge the area of the full proteatio
wolf all along the Czech-Slovak border. The disausshould continue at the next meeting organized
by the Czech Ministry of the Environment.

REFERENCES
Ministry of the Environmenhttp://www.mzp.cz
ANCLP http://www.nature.cz
Management Plan for LC in the Czech Repubttp://www.zachranneprogramy.cz
Monitoring and reporting under article 17. HabirGZ http://www.biomonitoring.cz
CELTIC http://www.lynx-celtic.eu
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ESTONIA / ESTONIE

NATIONAL REPORT OF ESTONIA ON THE BERN CONVENTION
STANDING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION NoO. 137(2008)
ON POPULATION LEVEL MANAGEMENT OF LARGE CARNIVORE POPULATIONS

Authority concerned

Ministry of the Environment

Nature Conservation Department
Narva mnt 7a

Tallinn

Estonia

Tel: +372 6262900

Fax: +372 6262901

E-mail: merike.linnamagi@envir.ee

Noting that Estonian large carnivores are part gfgér population shared with bordering
countries we are co-operating with neighboring ¢oes to better manage the shared populations. The
main actions have been if this field:

Workshops to share the knowledge

In the frame of 7 Baltic Theriological Conference in“3October 2008 a workshop named
~Population Level Management of Large CarnivoreBaitic Region. The Lynx in Baltic Region®
was held. The representatives of research, comémmvand state institutions from Estonia, Latvia,
Lithuania, Poland and Russia were present to acketenand share their knowledge. Chair of the
workshop was John Linnell (LCIE).

Research

Brown bear genetic studies have been initiatechénarea comprising the whole Baltic Region.
Several papers are published.

Lynx genetic studies are initiated. So far one pap@ublished comprising Polish, Latvian and
Estonian populations. More papers are in progress.

Wolf genetic studies are initiated. Two papers reigg wolf-dog hybrids using DNA samples
from Estonia, Latvia and Poland are in progress.

Monitoring

Regular data flow between state institutions ofokist and Latvia are established regarding
monitoring of wolf and lynx. Genetic monitoring dEstonian and Latvian common wolf population
is in state of implementation.

National management plan

Estonia will update the national action plan fornagement of Large Carnivores in 2011. The
recommendations of Guidelines will be adopted.

Status of Large Carnivore populations

Estonian wolf, lynx and brown bear populations @garded to be in good state. Annual game
monitoring report with English summary and figuaesl charts is available as a pdf fail:
http://www.keskkonnainfo.ee/failid/ULUKITE SEIREARANNE 2010.pdf

Person compiling the report:

Peep Mannil
Department of Wildlife Monitoring
Estonian Environment Information Centre
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EUROPEAN COMMISSION / COMMISSION EUROPEENNE

FoLLow -up OF RECOMMENDATION NoO.137(2008)
ON POPULATION LEVEL MANAGEMENT OF LARGE CARNIVORE POPULATION

DG ENV, Bruxelles, 24 June 2010-06-24

The Commission developed (through the Large Caraivaitiative for Europe - LCIE) the
"Guidelines for Population Level Management Plans foLarge Carnivores" and recommended
them to Member States, by letter of 1.7.2008

Similarly to what happens with all other guidancewments, the Commission did not set up any
reporting system on the implementation of such &linds (which are not legally binding) and did not
impose any reporting obligations to the Member &taT herefore the Commission does not receive
any report by Member States on how they are imphtimg these guidelines.

After the development of the Guidelines (and itsoramendation to Member States by the
Commission), they were presented at the Bern CdmorerStanding Committee meeting on 27
November 2008. The Bern Convention Standing Coramittas "endorsed" such guidelines and
recommended them to the Contracting Parties (Re@dation 137 (2008)).

The Commission has continued to promote these Gueseto the Member States. The
information has been provided to t@e-ordination Group for Biodiversity and Nature (CGBN):

Information from the 6 "CGBN meeting (16/10/2009)

Activity #13 - Implementation of the Guidelines fétopulation Level Management Plans for Large
Carnivores

As communicated during theé"4neeting of the Coordination Group on Biodiversityd Nature
(CGBN) on 12 February 2009, a Working Group on Véslhas been established with the purpose of
providing a platform to discuss and share expedsnon the practical implementation of the
"Guidelines on the population level management plamslarge carnivorey in relation to wolf
issues.

On 24 September 2009 the first meeting of the Whgyksroup on Wolves took place.
The meeting focused on two main topics:

- Coexistence with livestock breeding: preventiod anitigation of damages

- Assessing the favourable conservation status/ébves

On the first point representatives from Bulgariaarfee and Spain presented their experiences
with measures to prevent/mitigate livestock damalggswolves. As regards the second point, a
presentation was made by an expert, based on ¢benmeendations of the Guidelines for Population
Level Management Plans for Large Carnivores. Framckeltaly have also presented their cooperation
and activities in dealing with the shared Alpindfwpmpulation.

A questionnaire related to the above points hadh lméeulated to CGBN members before the
meeting in order to collect information on the drfnt situations and approaches in the Member
States. A presentation was made on the main fisdimg the basis of the replies received.

Information from the 8""CGBN meeting (22/06/10)

Activity #13 - Implementation of the Guidelines fétopulation Level Management Plans for Large
Carnivores

On 17 May 2010 the second meeting of the Workingu@ron Wolves took place.

1 The Guidelines and the Note to the EU MenStates can be found on:

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/conservispmties/carnivores/index_en.htm
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The meeting focused on the following topics:
- Coexistence of large carnivores and livestocle thirey:

Prevention and mitigation of damages; compensatiodamages; experiences from LIFE
project COEX; funding opportunities under the Ewap Agricultural Fund for Rural
Development; rules and policy related to agricalturState Aids (recent case
Germany/Saxony).

- Poaching and poisoning:

Experience from LIFE project Antidoto; discussixthange of information on national
activities regarding poaching.

- Use of derogations under art. 16 Habitats Divecti
Presentation of experience in France.

Finally the members of the working group were iegito submit proposals and ideas by mid June
2010, regarding possible future activity of theugro
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FRANCE / FRANCE

NOTE AU SECRETARIAT DE LA CONVENTION DE BERNE
SUR LA MISE EN (EUVRE DE LA RECOMMANDATION N°137(2008 ;GESTION DES GRANDS
CARNIVORES A L’ECHELLE DES POPULATIONS )
JUILLET 2010

Espéces concernées :

Le loup (France / ltalie / Suisse ; France/ Espdgatlogne)
Le Lynx (France / Suisse)

L’ours (France / Espagne / Andorre)

LE LOUP

Cette espéce fait I'objet d’'un plan national d'antiet d’'un suivi démographique rigoureux
reposant sur un réseau de plus de 1200 membresis#ger une équipe scientifique de 'ONCFS.

Les collaborations transfrontalieres engagéeslesrduivantes :

- Protocole italo-franco-suisse pour la gestion die population de loups des Alpes de
I'Ouest

Considérant que la population de loups située deti@iémont italien, la Suisse et les Alpes
frangaises constitue une entité biologique distincune population est un continuum d’individus
reproducteurs a distance de dispersion usuelle étapt donné les grandes capacités de déplacement
de cette espéce, wprotocole de collaboration italo-francosuisse pdargestion du loup dans les
Alpes »a été signé, par les trois Etats, le 13 juillet®200

Ce protocole engage les trois Etats signataires a :

» organiser des rencontres officielles périodiquésedas pays favorisant les échanges,

A\

créer un comité permanent pour la gestion du laus des Alpes,

» mettre sur pied un groupe technique constitué decbleurs et d’experts pour seconder ce comité
permanent.

Il favorise également :

» des échanges efficaces de publications et d'infaoms (techniques, administratives et
réglementaires),

» des échanges de personnel pour favoriser lestastile recherche,

A\

I'adhésion aux programmes de conservation darmoless frontalieres,

» linformation au préalable et une communicationgtante et rapide des éventuels prélevements
effectués ou a effectuer.

Le Comité permanent formé de représentants destéatnationales a été constitué et s’est réuni
pour la premiére fois en décembre 2007 a Turinx@gaupes technigues, portant respectivement sur
I'organisation de la prévention des dommages avage et sur le suivi, scientifique de la poputatio
de loups ont été créés.

Dans le domaine du suivi transfrontalier de la pajien de loups, les actions envisagées sont :
» I'harmonisation des critéres utilisés pour valilbsrrelevés d’'indices de présence

» la mise en commun des méthodes et bases de dagérégijues
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» la définition d’'une évaluation commune du statutl@eopulation de loups dans les Alpes de
I'Ouest.

Dans le domaine de la prévention et de l'indemigeatles dommages, il est prévu, dans un
premier temps, I'élaboration d’un bilan commun aeituation dans les trois pays, et la propositien
pistes de travail pour améliorer les dispositifisints.

- Coopération transfrontaliére dans les Pyrénées

Une coordination scientifique et technique a étéengéin oeuvre par 'ONCFS depuis la détection
en 1999 d'indices confirmant la présence de loupsgihe italienne dans les Pyrénées-Orientales.
Elle porte sur le recueil d’indices, les analyséndgiques, l'installation du réseau et formation
d’agents. Afin de compléter ce dispositif de sulai DIREN Midi- Pyrénées a élargi dés 2006 a la
problématique « loup » le Pble de compétencesrégimmal et interdépartemental des services et
établissements publics de I'Etat concernant le ramgne ours dans les Pyrénées.

Depuis 2004, la présence de loups de lignée itadiem été confirmée a la frontiére avec les
Pyrénées Orientales (Sierra del cadi) en Catalegne plan de mesures d'aides et de compensations
des dommages mis en place dans cette province a Auite de cette annonce, des échanges
d’'informations de terrain sur le loup et des foriowed relatives a I'expérience frangaise ont été
organisés a l'initiative de 'ONCFS.

Dans la continuité des axes de travail définis darsDéclaration d’intention entre la Ministre de
I'Ecologie et du développement durable de la Régublfrancaise, le Ministre de I'Agriculture et du
patrimoine naturel de la principauté d’Andorre at Ministre de I'environnement du royaume
d’Espagne pour une coopération relative a la coatien de I'ours brun dans les Pyrénées ainsi qu'a
d’autres espéces d’intérét commun », le 22 juin620@ protocole institutionnel de coopération et de
suivi portant sur le loup entre la France, 'Espaghla principauté d’Andorre permettrait de stioet
et de pérenniser les échanges techniques traraiferatdéja engagés dans ce domaine.

- Etat des collaborations techniques
» mise a jour de la carte de présence des meuteeslgir la zone F/I/CH ; en cours

» mise a jour du graphique d'évolution des nombres mdeutes dans chaque pays et
transfrontaliéres ; en cours

» mise en commun des ressources génétiques : precédustandardisation en cours entre les 4
laboratoires de référence impliqués (F/I/CH/Cataéogspagnole)

Suivi transfrontalier des meutes de loups

NB/ packs = at least 1M + 1 F during two consecutiv e winters or
breeding evidence

35 4
30 4

25 4

OTOTAL |
OTOTAL TR

10 B L
i :zaﬁﬂH

92- 93- 94- 95- 96- 97- 98- 99- 00- 01- 02- 03- 04- 05- 06- 07- 08-
93 94 95 96 97 98 99 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09

Winter

20 4

Number of packs
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LE LYNX

Cette espece fait I'objet d’un suivi démographigig@ureux reposant sur un réseau de plus de
100 membres et organisé par une équipe scientiflguU®NCFS.

Etat des collaborations techniques transfrontaliges
pas de collaboration formalisée avec la Suisseigt du lynx

échange informel d’'information relative a la présede I'espece entre F et CH

vV V V

pré-test de suivi transfrontalier commun (estimataes effectifs sur zone pilote par capture-
marquage-recapture visuelle et discrimination csaux sur les patterns de pelage) programmeé
pour début 2011.

» Echange standardisé de données de monitoring dasedte du programme SCALP (Status and
Conservation of Alpine Lynx Population. PILOTE Aryjiolinari, KORA- Suisse)

Suivi transfrontalier du Lynx dans les
Alpes (SCALP)

L’ OURS

Dans le prolongement des actions de conservatigagées depuis le début des années 1980, le
gouvernement francais a mis en place en 2006 un gdarestauration et de conservation de I'ours
brun dans les Pyrénées francaises couvrant ladeé@006/2009 (document consultable sur le site
dédié : www.ours.ecologie.gouv.frou figurent également les informations utiles mpappréhender
'ensemble de la politique gouvernementale en favée I'espece et du soutien aux activités
humaines).

La coordination de la mise en ceuvre des actiongstauration de I'ours brun a été confiée au
préfet de massif des Pyrénées ainsi qu'a la dinectgionale de I'environnement, de I'aménagement
et du logement (DREAL) de la région Midi-Pyrénées.
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Ce plan a été 'occasion de préciser les modadiéésollaboration transfrontaliére avec I'Espagne
et Andorre en vue d’'assurer sur I'ensemble du rhdasiiabilité a long terme de la population d'sur
bruns pyrénéens. Cette coopération internationéd¢eedepuis de nombreuses années dans le cadre du
suivi de la population d’ours dans les Pyrénées rabé a été renforcée et formalisée depuis 2006.
Cette collaboration permet a la France de se caowfiora la recommandation n°137 du Comité
Permanent de la Convention de Berne sur la gedésreffectifs des populations de grands carnivores.

Depuis début 2010, les actions définies dans Ie gearestauration continuent a étre mises en
ceuvre. A la suite de travaux d’évaluation des digii® existants ainsi que des travaux effectués au
sein du Groupe National Ours des Pyrénées (GNOT®) stratégie a long terme de conservation de
I'espéce est en cours d’élaboration.

1 — la formalisation de la collaboration transfrontliére

Les modalités de la collaboration ont été défipiasune déclaration d’intention, signée le 22 juin
2006, entre les ministres espagnol, andorran etcéia en charge de I'environnement. Cette
déclaration figure en piéce jointe a la présente nelle fixe les principes d’'une collaboratiofatiere
a la conservation de I'ours brun dans les Pyréaiss qu'a d’'autres especes d'intérét commun.

Cette déclaration met l'accent sur la nécessitéh ddahange d’informations techniques et
scientifiques relatives a la population ursine.eBtirévoit en outre le suivi coordonné des ours
introduits au cours des renforcements, la réducties facteurs de mortalité des animaux, la
participation des acteurs locaux dont dépend |lsewation de I'espéce, I'acceptation sociale de
I'ours, la prise en considération des exigencebedpece dans les activités sectorielles, la rétidin
d’études conjointes liées a la conservation deées.

Sur cette base, des réunions techniques sont eéganéntre les services des trois pays.
2 — la gestion de la population ursine pyrénéenneaésultats

Il est rappelé que la France dispose d’'une équppeialisée pour la mise en ceuvre du suivi des
ours bruns : I'équipe technique Ours, appartenahiOfice national de la chasse et de la faune
sauvage (ONCFS). Elle entretient d’étroites refetide travail avec les équipes techniques espagnole
et andorranes afin de parvenir a un suivi coordafeni@ population d’ours bruns.

a) Les opérations de suivi : le suivi direct et irett de la population d’ours bruns

Les opérations de réintroductions de 2006 ont petanremise a plat de tous les protocoles de
suivi indirect (détection par empreintes, poilnt@s etc ...) de part et d’autre de la frontierecave
I'objectif d’homogénéiser la pression d’observatairies méthodes d’investigation.

La fréequence des échanges de données issues dunglirigct est au moins mensuelle, voire
pluri-mensuelle pour 'ensemble de la chaine.

S’agissant du suivi direct des animaux, tous les oelachés en France en 2006 ( tous munis de
dispositifs permettant leur télédétection) sonspasau moins une fois en Espagne et deux d’entre eu
ont leur domaine vital de part et d'autre de lanfigre. C’est pourquoi les échanges d’informations
relatives a la localisation de ces animaux sorg fréquents, par mail ou par téléphone. Les
localisations effectives ont été transmises dajeulaée ou au plus tard dans la semaine.

b) Les analyses génétiques

L’équipe ours de I'ONCFS réalise 2 sessions d’aeslygénétiques par an avec le Laboratoire
d’Ecologie Alpine, situé prés de Grenoble dansuedidentifier les ours présents sur le massisain
gue d’'appréhender leurs déplacements.

Ce laboratoire réalise également les analysesigéeétrecueillis & partir d’échantillons recueillis
en Espagne et en Andorre; cette modalité de fometiment permet d’effectuer des analyses
comparables sur les 2 versants du massif.

Un laboratoire situé a Barcelone a effectué delyses génétiques pour la premiére fois courant
2009, avec une méthode dérivée et comparable aalysas francaises. Les résultats ont permis
d’identifier 2 ours non repérés en France en 2009.



T-PVS/Files (2010) 12 -16 -

Les laboratoires de Grenoble et de Barcelone dopeavoir continuer a travailler annuellement
avec des méthodes comparables.

¢) Le bilan annuel transfrontalier et autres réunits techniques

Le suivi annuel de la population d'ours sur le rifapgrénéen donne lieu a des échanges
techniques réguliers. Une réunion annuelle réuniss@nsemble des autonomies espagnoles
(Catalogne, Navarre, Aragon et Val d’Aran), 'Andoret la France est organisée a linitiative de
'ONCEFS. Cette rencontre permet de faire le bilari’dire de répartition de I'espéce et de détermine
le nombre d’ours détectés — au minimum — au coeitiladnée passée.

d) Synthése : statut de la population d’ours bruarts les Pyrénées en 2009

Les indices d’ours récoltés par les membres dud@eeirs Brun et nos collégues espagnols et
andorrans sur I'ensemble de la chaine des Pyrénéesurs de I'année 2009 ont permis de dresser un
état des lieux de la population. L'analyse desgmwéss simultanées éloignées, les analyses gérgtique
les mesures d’empreintes et les photos automatjupresettent d’estimer un effectif minimum pour la
population, ainsi que I'aire de répartition de jjese sur le massif.

Le noyau occidental reste bien délimité avec 3 individus méles adujiessents dans les
Pyrénées-Atlantiques, I'Ouest des Hautes-Pyrédé&asest de I'Aragon et I'Est de la Navarre. Le
Béarn reste trés parcouru et les indices récoliéd'Guest des Hautes-Pyrénées depuis plusieurs
années confirment I'occupation de ce secteur.

Néré, Cannellito et Aspe-Ouest ont été identifiicg a des échantillons génétiques de poils ou
de crottes récoltés en France et en Espagne .

La zone couverte par ce noyau c6té francais repe€90 km?2 contre 1 150 km2 en 2008 et elle
atteint 1 000 kmz si on inclut le versant espagiwhoyau.

Dans la partie Ouest du noyau centro-oriental1l1 animaux ont pu étre individualisés, sur une
zone couvrant le Sud de la Haute-Garonne, 'OuedtAdiége et une grande partie de la Catalogne.
Le typage génétique a permis d’'identifier 8 oumtd2 exclusivement par nos homologues catalans.
S’ajoutent a cela Sarousse (équipée d’'un émettelad oursons de Hvala (non génotypés).

Ainsi, Hvala et ses 2 oursons (Nheu et Noisette)leR, Bambou, Pyros et Sarousse ont été
repérés sur le Massif de Melles (31) / Sentein €% Val d’Aran.

Caramelles et une de ses filles (probablement né@2) ont été repérées sur I'Est du Valier.
Enfin, 2 individus supplémentaires et différent$ éte génotypés en Catalogne par le laboratoire de
Barcelone, sans que I'on puisse connaitre leur. sexe

La zone prospectée sur le versant francais de zatie est de I'ordre de 600 kmz, répartis entre le
Sud de la Haute-Garonne et I'Ouest de I'Ariege p@ut penser que cette surface atteint 2 000 km2 en
incluant le versant espagnol.

Dans la partie Estdu noyau centro-oriental, 3 ours méles adultes ont été génotypés : Boutxy,
Balou et un nouvel individu dont la présence esthoe depuis 2005, mais qui n'avait jamais été
génotypé.

En 2009, ces 3 animaux couvrent une vaste zonerdied de 1 500 km? c6té frangais qui s’étend
du Vicdessos (Ariege) jusqu’au Pyrénées-OrientalebAude. Balou a exploré un domaine vital
nettement plus réduit que les années précédemtesam de 2 700 km2 en 2008 a moins de 400 km2 en
2009. Le noyau couvre probablement 2 000 km? egmterompte du versant espagnol.

Le suivi de la population ursine met donc en évigam effectif minimum de 17 ours pour
2009 de part et d'autre de la frontiere avec I'Espaglomt 12 ont été repérés coté francais. La zone
prospectée en 2009 par les ours en France attéemidp 3000 km? et 5 000 km? si on inclut le vetrsan
espagnol.

Dans la mesure ou les méthodes utilisées dansstouit de population animale sauvage ne
permettent pas un inventaire exhaustif, c’est bieeffectif minimum qui est donné. En effet, cersai
individus n’ont peut-étre pas été détectés et émgon de suivi doit encore gagner en homogeénéité
dans I'espace, a I'échelle de la chaine pyrénéenne.
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Documents joints (cf. fichier joint) :
- Carte de l'aire de répartition de I'espéce sunéssif pyrénéen.

- L’arbre généalogique avec les données disponibtasjour.

Carte de l'aire de répartition de I'espéce sur le rassif pyrénéen

'I/ AP
Légende :
DDépanementsfrangais y . o - .

Andorre Aire de répartition de I'ours brun dans les Pyrénées : année 2009

E Provinces espagnales

& Indices de présences "VRAP sur le massif OMGFSETO/ROBISIG OURS DDEA 09, 11, 31, B4, 65, 66, PIP — KT

Auteur - DECALULMYE. F ¢uin 2010) 4

| | Aire de répartition dans les Pyrénées Source : IGN BD CARTO 0 15 30
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L'arbre généalogique avec les données disponible<a jour

Légende souche hybride
souche pyrénéenne
souche slovéne

'I' : Individu dont la disparition est confirmée

*kkk%k
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GERMANY / ALLEMAGNE

In 2009 Germany began cooperating with Poland ertrdnsboundary management of the wolf
population in the border area between Germany astern Poland. A specialist working group was
established to carry out the tasks, and commernseeirk on 19 January 2010.

In the framework of the Alpine Convention, Germasyalso involved in the newly established
Platform "large carnivores and wild ungulates”, ethaims to defuse the tensions between the people
living in the Alpine region and the heavily protedtlarge predators wolf, bear and lynx which are
migrating to the region. At the XIConference of the countries represented in thénAlgonvention,
taking place in Brdo (Slovenia) in spring 2011, tRé&atform will present a concept for the
management of large carnivores in the Alpine region
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I TALY /I TALIE

ISPRA

Istituto Superiore per la Protezione
4 JC la Ricerca Ambientale

ITALIAN ACTIVITIES IN THE FIELD OF COOPERATION, INF  ORMATION
SHARING WITH NEIGHBOURING COUNTRIES AND HARMONISATI ON OF
NATIONAL ACTION PLANS ON THE CONSERVATION AND MANAG EMENT OF
TRANSBOUNDARY POPULATIONS OF LARGE CARNIVORES

In recent years ltaly has carried out significaragoams to improve the conservation of large
carnivores in the Alps, and the recent evidences i&covery of several species of carnivores in the
Alpine region are partly a result of these efforts.

Wolf (Canis lupug

The re-colonisation by the Wolf of the Alps hasibeapported by the species’ conservation efforts
carried on in Italy in the 70s and 80s. The Italticy for the conservation of this species hasnbe
formally described in a National Action Plan (Geasiv2001) developed by Istituto Nazionale per la
Fauna Selvatica (now ISPRA — Institute for Enviremtal Protection and Research), and adopted by
the Ministry of Environment.

The Italian policy for wolf conservation is basadafull protection regime; no individual has ever
been legally controlled in the country, and damageprevented and/or compensated. This
conservation policy brought the remnant Apenningutation to recover and expand, recolonizing the
Alpine region — from which the wolf had been exairgd in the second half of last century, in théyear
‘90s. At present about 17 packs are recorded iralpi@e region, with a positive trend of population
size.

In 2002 a national action plan for the conservatbrthe wolf has been produced, with specific
provisions for the Alpine region, imposing a stiiebtection regime on the species, and identifying
key measures to reduce conflicts with human amwithrough coordinated actions of damage
prevention and compensation.

Brown bear (Ursus arcto$

Currently the bear population in the Italian Celn#dps is made up of about 35 individuals, and the
species has occasionally reappeared in Switzeraadnany and western Austria. These positive data
are largely the result of the successful reintréidncprogram carried on in the Italian Central Alps
where 10 bears have been released between 19Z98ad

The reintroduction project “Life Ursus” was promotby the Adamello Brenta Nature Park in
collaboration with the Autonomous Province of Tmerand the National Wildlife Insitute (now
ISPRA); to date it represents the most importamseovation project ever realised in the Alps for
bears, made necessary as the only way of safeggatite last group of bears present in the area.
Although the number of bears is growing constarllig, conservation of this small population remains
precarious, considering the limited number of iidlixals it comprises and the isolation from the
Dinaric-Balkan area, which to date has not alloaey gene-flow between the two populations.

In order to support the ongoing recovery of thevBrdear in the Italian Alps, to reduce conflict
between bear and man and to promote a positivieidstiin terms of public opinion regarding the
species, the Ministry of Environment, ISPRA, an@ tompetent local authorities (Autonomous
Province of Trento, Autonomous Province of Bolzakoiuli Venezia Giulia Region, Lombardia
Region, Veneto Region), have signed an agreememthinh they undertake to collaborate in the
drawing up of an “Interregional Action Plan for t@@nservation of the Brown Bear in the Central-
Eastern Alps" (PACOBACE). The Action Plan has beleawn up with the coordination of the
Autonomous Province of Trento and the scientifipeswision of ISPRA. The document has been
ratified by all the signatory authorities and faliy adopted by the Ministry of the Environment.
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The document is aimed at assisting local governsnemtthe alpine region by promoting
coordination between authorities, simplifying pgeses for authorisation in relation to differerticac
for the management of the bear, identifying roled eesponsibilities in relation to the question and
making the best use of the resources necessatlydaoealisation of activities for the managememt an
conservation of the species. It meets the obligatiarising from the Habitat Directive and the Bern
Convention. Considering that the territory of threvn bear in the Alps stretches out over an area
covering more than one country, the Action Plarluiles a commitment to extend the collaboration
between the authorities assisting in the drawim@ifuthis plan to neighbouring countries, in ortter
promote the standardisation of policy for the covastion of the species on a cross-frontier scale.

Lynx (Lynx lynx)

The lynx is only present anecdotically in Italydamo reproduction has been ascertained in recent
times. The estimated number of individuals in thentry is below 20.

Efforts toward an international coordination

Since 2007 an Alpine international standing conemifior the management of the wolf in the Alps
has been established, through a memorandum of stadding among lItaly, France and Switzerland.
An opening meeting has been organised in Piednitaty, and in that occasion several technical
working groups have been formed, with the aim «fugimg an exchange of technical and scientific
information. Since then, the working groups haveintagned a transparent and constant
communication, that has permitted to produce tramstary estimates of population size, but also to
exchange data on the policies of damage preveatiohcompensation. The exchange of monitoring
data is coordinated for Italy by Centro Conservagi@® Gestione Grandi Carnivori (Parco Alpi
Marittime).

Regarding the Brown bear, it must be stressed ttimtreintroduction launched in 1999 was
preceded by a consultation with neighbouring caestrthat were asked to provide comments and
opinions on the program. After the release phasesscompleted, Italy promoted the establishment of
coordination mechanisms with the other countriethefareas. A first meeting was held in Trento in
2006, and a bilateral meeting with the Sloveniath@uities on the management of the bear was held
in Udine in November 2006.

Also following the conclusions of these events,eeting on the management of the Brown bear in
the Alpine region was held in Chur (Switzerland)2®07, and after that, it was decided to launch a
Platform on large carnivores and wild ungulates @1—- Wildlife and Society), that has been
formally established under the Alpine Convention.

Aim of the initiative is to facilitate the coexisige of large carnivores and people in the Alpine
region, by encouraging effective and harmonisedagament strategies among the countries of the
Alps. The Platform has met twice in 2010, in Liextstein and Austria. First task of the platform is
the collection of basic information on the popwas of large carnivores, the management strategies,
and the main gaps. For this aim, a questionnaisebban circulated to the interested parties, atal da
are being analysed.

Regarding the Lynx, in 2008 a radio-marked indigldentered in Trentino from Switzerland. An
informal but effective coordination and collabooatihas been established between the competent
institutions of the two countries, and the animas ltonstantly been monitored during its presence in
Italy, in strict contact with Swiss experts. Thanaal has been recaptured in spring of this year to
substitute the collar before the batteries expired.
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LATVIA /LETTONIE

RECOMMENDATION NO 137(2008)ON POPULATION LEVEL MANAGEMENT OF LARGE
CARNIVORES POPULATION .

1. Here is good cooperation in expert level betweetvida Lithuania and Estonia on shared
populations of large carnivores, less contacts @aperation with Russia and Belarus experts.
Workshop on possibility of population based manag@nplans was organized for Latvian and
Estonian stakeholders in Riga in the frame of Etfjkeacarnivores’ management project.

2. National management plans for large carnivores wdopted by Minister of Environment order:
Lynx lynxmanagement plan 13 November 2007;
Canis lupusnanagement plan 21 November 2008;

Ursus arctognanagement plan 23 July 2009
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MoLDOVA / MOLDOVA

In Moldova live 13 species of carnivores, includidgf the family Canidae, 9 — the Mustelidae
family and one species of family Felidae.

Six species of carnivores have been included inBuak of Moldova.
Large carnivores are missing from the fauna ofépaiblic.

Currently wolf only temporarily is visiting the cotry. Wolf's stationing in Moldova is hampered
by lack of food source in nature and inconveniashagng reproduction.
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SERBIA / SERBIE

REPORT ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATION No 137(2008)0N
POPULATION LEVEL MANAGEMENT OF LARGE CARNIVORE POPULATION IN THE ~ REPUBLIC
OF SERBIA

Regarding the implementation of the Recommendalion137 (2008) on population
level management of large carnivore populationess\projects have been started and are in
progress in this field, and to make efforts to nimbithe necessary resources concerning
monitoring and research and management of langeévoae population in Serbia.

1. The Current Legal Framework

* The National Strategy on Sustainable Developm&008-2017)

e The National Environmental Protection Programn@(22019)

* The Law on Nature Protection established by thédPaent of the Republic of Serbia, in 2009.
e The Animal Welfare Law established by the Parlianwérihe Republic of Serbia, in 2009.

* The Law on Forestry established by the Parliamétiteorepublic of Serbia, in 2010.

* The Law on wild fauna and hunting established ey Btarliament of the Republic of Serbia, in
2010.

« The Rulebook on criteria for selecting of habitgids including lists of priority natural habitat
types and measures for their conservation estadlibly the Ministry of environment and spatial
planning, 28 May 2010. (harmonized with EU Habitat DirectivedaBern Convention)

* Rulebook on establishment and protection of spiotected and protected wild flora and fauna
and fungi established by the Ministry of environmemd spatial planning and Ministry of
agriculture, forestry and water managemefit-&bruary 2010.

According the Bern Convention, following stratedmcuments as an Action Plans elaborated on
behalf of the Republic of Serbia and are in pragmeestablishing

» Action Plan for Conservation of the Brown Belrgus arcto},
* Action Plan for Conservation of the Gray Wdalfghis lupuyand
* Action Plan for Conservation of the Lynkynx lyny species in the Republic of Serbia

The strategic plans for conservation of large ivares in Serbia mostly include three parts
developed in great detail. The first part explaims bionomy and ecology of large carnivores. The
second part shows the history of presence, prestat#, status and population trends, ecological
characteristics, relationship with humans, damagesed by large carnivores. The last chapter
includes the proposal of necessary measurementhargiidelines for protection and conservation of
populations and their habitats.

According to strategic plans of large carnivorejesal projects have been developed, and are in
progress in Serbia:

e Population monitoring of brown bear (Ursus arctds/b8) in Serbia

e Development and application of priority measures gmotection of (Canis lupus L. 1758) in
Serbia

* Ecological-geographic aspectslgix lynxpopulation in Serbia
e Winter nutrition analyzing of wolf (Canis lupusl758) in Serbia
* Population monitoring of large carnivore in thetidnal Park Djerdap

» Population monitoring of brown bear in the NatioRakk Tara
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2. National observation and research activities afundamental base for population
monitoring of large carnivore:

The activities of the Ministry of Environment angbe®ial Planning of Serbia in the area of
protection and conservation of carnivores (beaif artd lynx) in Serbia

Three state institutions — Faculty of Biology of itkrsity of Belgrade, Museum of Natural
History in Belgrade and Institute for Biological $&arches “Sinisa Stankovic” and their relevant
experts joined their efforts into a synergic actionmid-2007 and, supported by the Ministry of
Environment and Spatial Planning of Serbia, dewediogtrategic plans for conservation of bear, wolf
and lynx in the Republic of Serbia. Recommendatwo#ained in the mentioned documents started
to be applied at the beginning of 2010 as a path®Ministry’s programme. Those activities meant
the initiation of projects aimed at improvementkoiowledge about population status, ecology and
economic-social importance of bear, wolf and lymSerbia.

The titles of the mentioned projects are:
1. Population monitoring of brown bear (Ursus arctds7b8) in Serbia

2. Development and application of priority measurespimtection of (Canis lupus L. 1758) in
Serbia

3. Ecological-geographic aspectslginx lynxpopulation in Serbia
These projects include the following specific acti
1. Satellite telemetry of bear and lynx examples irbBe

2. Development of techniques and methods to monitarsband lynxes’ movements and habitat
use

3. Development and application of methods and teclesigto identify, record and assess
damages made by wolves and other predators te,castiwell as development of preventive
and compensation measures

4. Synergic activities related to populations of caonés in Serbia that have complementary
parts in neighboring countries and countries inréggon

5. Publication of annual bulletin about knowledge anfbrmation gathered throughout the
project phases in order to inform public and pramstiatus, protection and conservation of
carnivore examples in Serbia

6. Preparation of translation and printing of a bodly (Dr Petar Kaczensky) about the
identification of predators of cattle and maintere&nf records on made damages

Expected results
1. Development of knowledge about population-ecoldgispects of carnivore species in Serbia

2. Development of measures for more appropriate ptiote@nd conservation of carnivore
examples in Serbia

3. Establishment of a system for determination of dggsamade by carnivores, and preventive
and compensation measures in Serbia

4. Transboundary cooperation with relevant institutioand organizations in neighboring
countries sharing the same carnivore populatiotis 8&rbia

5. Attracting the public attention to the problem ofistence, protection and conservation of
carnivores in Serbia and surrounding countries

3. Ongoing activities concerning policy and stratgy level

Towards harmonisation of the regulations in thearkthe nature protection and biodiversity, as
well as towards the implementation of the Recomragad No 137 (2008) and Bern Convention in a
whole, several important documents have been deedl and are in progress in this field.
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* The National Strategy for Sustainable Use of Natfeesources and Goods
* The National Strategy of Biodiversity Conservatand Action Plans

* The Rulebook on particular technical and technalalgsolutions which facilitate undisturbed and
safe communication of wild animals will be estatdid by the Ministry of Traffic and Ministry of
Mining and Energy and Ministry of Environment angg8al Planning.

e The Rulebook on hunting season of wild animalegened and fenced hunting ground will be
established by the Ministry of Agriculture, Fdrgsand Water Management and Ministry of
Environment and Spatial Planning

REFERENCES:
-Report on State of Environment in the RepubliSefbia-2009.

-Projects reports made by the Faculty of BiologyWfiversity of Belgrade, Museum of Natural
History in Belgrade and Institute for Biological $&&arches “Sinisa Stankovic”.

-Report by the Public Enterprise National Park Tag99.
-Report by the Public Enterprise National Park Bégr, 2009.

Prepared by Snezana Prokic,
Focal Point for Bern Convention Belgrade,*29une 2010.
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SLOVAKIA [/ SLOVAQUIE

NATIONAL REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATION 137/2008
DURING 2005-2010N THE SLovAK REPUBLIC

Prepared by Mr Michal Adamec, Mrs Lenka Vitekové &frs Michaela Mrazova,
State Nature Conservancy of Slovak Republic
and Mrs Jana DurkoSova, Ministry of the EnvironmeinBlovak Republic

Slovakia traditionally cooperates with neighboroauntries in the issue of nature protection (via
bilateral commission on cross-border cooperatiomeedly active for Poland, for Hungary and for
Ukraine), via cooperation between administrationgrotected sites and via some projects.

Two other examples of the international cooperatnay be mentioned. The first is within the EU
project on large carnivores. The European Commisagked the member states to organize “national
meetings” to discus the draft guidelines for popatalevel management plans for large carnivores in
Europe and there was a common meeting for bothSlineak Republic and the Czech Republic held
on February 1, 2008 in Bratislava.

Another example is from the EU accession processnwior Canis lupus2 protected areas
(neighboring the Czech Republic and Hungary) hheeathole-year protection regime.

Despite to these examples there is so far no constrategy to manage common populations
with neighboring countries.

The priority at the national level is mainly to impe the knowledge data base on the size and
structure of populations. Therefore in 2009 thetéStdature Conservancy of the Slovak Republic
(expert body of the Ministry) submitted the projéResearch and monitoring of population of large
carnivores and of the wildcat in Slovakithat should result in creating management plangifown
bear, wolf and wildcat within the whole areas andiieating action plans for brown bear, wolf and
wild cat within the european action plans. The &bjs to be completed in 2014 and includes closer
cooperation with 3 selected countries (Czech RépuBbland, Romania) in order to coordinate with
ongoing projects in EU member states. Namely viéh t

- Czech Republic is planned together with theirnagefor nature and landscape protection to
coordinate monitoring (according to good experienic€zech colleagues);

- Romanian nature protection institutions in theaaof BraSov (with dense population of brown
bear, synantropic behavious and frequent collisisith inhabitants) were contacted to plan the
meeting on practical presentation of bear managemen

- Poland — the cooperation with the institution tytist Nauk o Srodowisku Uniwersitetu
Jagiellonskiego in Krakowe is planned to coordinptejects on large carnivores management in
Poland and Slovakia, mainly for the neighboringtgcted areas (Tatransky narodny park in Slovakia
and Polish Tatrzansky park narodowy).

Details on the above project were provided withie European Diploma reporting obligation (for
the Poloniny National Park).



