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ARMÉNIA / ARMÉNIE 

 

1. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPECIES 

(ART. 5 - APPENDIX I) 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 

9, i. to v.)
1
 

Impact on population 

 

Canis lupus  100 

individuels 

 No 

   Sus scrofa  
10 individuels 

 

 No 

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

 
Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

  Not included Red Book of Animals Republic of Armenia  

Canis lupus 

Sus scrofa 

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions have 

been fulfilled 

  

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place under 

which exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved 

 

  

Justification for 

derogation for a species 

in an unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative effects 

and compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

  

Comments/notes   

 

                                                 
1
 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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In accordance with the order of The Minister of Nature Protection of RA  about amateur hunting 

permission in the hunting lands of RA territory /excepting Specially Protected Nature Areas/ during 

2011-2012 years 

 
2011 2012 

Amateur hunting Amateur hunting 

Name of the species 
Number of individuals 

 
Name of the species 

Number of 

individuals  

 

Coturnix coturnix 45000 Coturnix coturnix 35000 

Columba palumbus, 

 Columba oenas, 

 Streptopelia turtur 

 

4500 

 

Columba palumbus, 

 Columba oenas, 

 Streptopelia turtur 

 

9500 

Alectoris chuker 2000 

 

Alectoris chuker 1500 

Charadiiformes  /excepting  species 

including Armenian Red Data Book/ 

2000 

 

Charadiiformes  /excepting  

species included Armenian Red 

Data Book/ 

1500 

Alauda arvensis, 

 Melanocorypha calandra 

2000 

 

Alauda arvensis, Melanocorypha 

calandra 

1500 

Sturnus vulgaris 2000 

 

Sturnus vulgaris 1500 

Turdus merula,  

Turdus piralis 

2000 

 

Turdus merula  

Turdus piralis 

1500 

Anas platyrhynchos 

Aythya ferina,  

Anas crecca  

Anas querquedula  

Fulica atra 

Gallinula chloropus 

12000 

 

Anas platyrhynchos 

Aythya ferina,  

Anas crecca  

Anas querquedula  

Fulica atra 

Gallinula chloropus 

7000 

Pica pica 2000 

 

Pica pica 2000 

Corbus corone 2000 Corbus corone 2000 

Sus scrofa  10 Sus scrofa  10 

Lepus europaeus 300 Lepus europaeus 300 

Vulpes vulpes 1000 Vulpes vulpes 300 

  Canis lupus  100 

  Canis aureus 200 

 

2011 2012 

Industrial hunting Industrial hunting 

Astacus leptodactylus 1066540 tons Carassius auratus   100 tons  

  Cyprinus carpio     50 tons  

  Astacus leptodactylus 2000 tons  
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In 2011-2012 there was given the following Plants permission for NAS Institute of Botany 

science research and other users in the Republic of Armenia 

 
Abies alba Mill. Viburnum lantana 

Acer campestre Onobrychis subacaulis 

Achillea millefolium L Trymus kotschyanus 

Adonis aestivalis L. Chardinia orientalis 

Aesculus hippocastanum L. Galinsoga parviflora  

Aethusa cynapium Scrophularia orientalis 

Agrimonia eupatoria L. Aegilops cylindrica 

Agropyron repens (L.) Beauv.  Cirsium vulgare /Savi/ Ten.  

Ajuga glabra C.Presl  Acer ibericum  

Alcea rugosa  Papaver orientale 

Alchemilla vulgaris L.. Lepidium vesicarium  

Alhagi pseudoalhagi (Bieb.) Desv Prangos ferulacea 

Alisma gramineum Trifolium spadiceum 

Allium aucheri Trifolium tumens 

Allium jajlae Caltha palustris 

Allium materculae Consolida orientalis 

Allium paradoxum Ranunculus arvensis 

Althaea officinalis L. Verbena officinalis L 

Amaranthus retroflexus L.  Onobrychis petraea 

Anchus arvensis (L.) Bieb. Rhynchocorys orientalis 

Androsaceae septentrionalis L Medicago truncatula 

Anthriscus cerefolium Scrophularia rupestris 

Anthriscus sylvestris Veronica gentianoides 

Archangelica officinalis (Moench.) Hoffm. Cirsium vulgare  

Arctium lappa L. Leontodon hispidus  

Artemisia absinthium L.. Mentha longifolia 

Artemisia fragrans Anemone fasciculate 

Artemisia vulgaris L. Medicago rigidula 

Arum maculatum L. Aegilops biuncialis 

Asparagus officinalis L. Trifolium strepens 

Asperula setosa Jaub. et Spach  Acer negundo 

Astragalus dasyanthus Pall. Alcea tabrisiana 

Astragalus microcephalus Willd. Doronicum oblongifolium 

Astrodaucus orientalis Valerianella dentata 

Ballota nigra L. Xanthium spinosum 

Barbarea vulgaris R.Br. Descurainia sophia  

Berberis vulgaris L. Alopecurus textilis 

Berberis vulgaris L. Valerianella uncinata 

Betonica officinalis L. Cardaria draba 

Betula pendula Roth. Anthemis cotula 

Bryonia alba L. Trifolium trichocephalum 

Bryonia alba Լ. Ambrosia artemisiifolia 

Bupleurum rotundifolium L. Centaurea iberica 

Capparis spinosa L Galinsoga ciliate  

Capsella bursa-pastoris (L.) Medik. Trifolium medium 

Caragana grandiflora DC. Pimpinella anthriscoides 

Carduus natans L. Hordeum bulbosum  

Centaurea cyanus L. Centaurea behen 
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Centaurium erythraea Rafn. Acanthophyllum mucronatum 

Cephalaria gigantea (Ledeb.)Bob. Chenopodium botrys 

Chamenerion angustifolium (L.) Scop Geranium tuberosum  

Chelidonium majus L.  Matricaria matricarioides  

Cichorium intybus L.  Chaerophyllum bulbosum 

Cirsium aduncum Lecanora allophana 

Cirsium vulgare Ten. Xanthium italicum 

Cnicus Bidens tripartita L.benedictus L. Henrardia persica  

Conium maculatum L Leucanthemum vulgare  

Conium maculatum L. Anthemis triumfettii 

Convolvulus arvensis L. Solidago virgaurea 

Cotinus coggygria Scop. Aegilops truncialis 

Cousinia macroptera Physcia adscendens 

Cousinia purpurea Rhizocarpon geographicum 

Crambe juncea Bieb Lepidium ruderale  

Crataegus orientalis Pall. Populus alba 

Crataegus oxyacantha f.splendes C.K.Schnein Campanula crispa 

Cuscuta europaea L. Cerastium purpurascens 

Cynoglossum officinale L Rumex crispus 

Daphne mezereum L. Centaurea pseudoscabiosa 

Datura stramonium L. Cirsium arvense  

Daucus carota L. Marrubium vulgare L.  

Dianthus orientalis Adams. Taeniatherum crinitum 

Diphelypaea coccinea Nicolson Cardaria boissieri 

Dryopteris filix-mas (L.)Schott Alhagi pstudoalhagi (Bieb.) Desv 

Echinops orientalis Koeleria kurdika 

Echinops pungens Sesleria phleoides 

Echium vulgare L. Crataegus sanguinea Pall.  

Ephedra procera Fisch et C.A.Mey. Onobrychis michauxii 

Epilobium parviflorum Alopecurus armenus 

Equisetum arvense L.  Camelina laxa 

Eremostachys laciniata Xanthoparmelia pulla 

Erigeron canadensis L. Prunus divaricata 

Eryngium campestre L. Agropyron desertorum 

Erysimum diffusum Enth. Conyza canadensis  

Euphorbia villosa Waldst. Helianthus tuberosus  

Euphrasia officinalis auct. Trifolium canescens 

Filipendula hexapetala Gilib Medicago minima  

Filipendula ulmaria (L.) Maxim. Impatiens grandulifolia  

Fragaria vesca L. Erigeron acer  

Fumaria officinalis L.  Jurinea blanda 

Galium verum L. Sedum caucasicum 

Gentiana cruciata L. Trifolium caucasicum 

Geranium ruprechtii Grossh. Taraxacum officenale   Wigg. 

Glechoma hederacea L. Arctium palladinii 

Glycyrhiza glabra L. Tripleurospermum transcaucasicum 

Hedera helix L. Ailanthus altissima  

Helichrysum plicatum  Caloplaca cerina 

Helichrysum rubicundum (C.Koch) Bornm. Verbascum georgicum 

Helleborus caucasicus A. Br. Robinia pseudoacacia 

Heracleum chorodanum Heracleum antasiaticum  



 - 7 – T-PVS/Inf (2013) 30 

 

 
Herniaria glabra L. Trifolium phleoides 

Hippopae rhamnoides L. Sonchus oleraceus 

Humulus lupulus L. Chaerophyllum aureum 

Hyoscyamus niger L. Zygophyllum fabago 

Hypericum perforatum L. Eremopyrum triticeum  

Inula helenium L. Circaea luteliana  

Iris imbricata  Lecanora cenisia 

Juniperus communis L. Rhamnus cathartica L. 

Lamium album L. Salix caprea 

Lemna minor L. Aegilops triaristata 

Leonurus cardiaca L. Onopordum armenum 

Ligusticum alatum Pipthatherum holciforme 

Linaria vulgaris (L.) Mill.  Lepidium latifolium  

Lithospermum officinale L. Sanicula europaea 

Lycopus europaeus L. Astragalus calycinus 

Malva neglecta Wallr. Urtica dioica L. 

Marrubium vulgare L. Medicago lupulina  

Medicago cocrulea Less. in Ledeb Glycyrrhiza glabra L.  

Melilotus officinalis Pall. Cirsium anatolicum  

Melissa officinalis L. Poterium polygamum 

Mentha arvensis L.. Gleditschia triacanthos  

Myosotis arvensis (L.) Hill. Scabiosa argentea 

Nasturtium officinale R.Br. Crupina vulgaris  

Ononis arvensis L. Agropyrum repens (L.) Beauv 

Onopordum acanthium L. Elymus caucasicees  

Orchis mascula L.  Centaurea solstitialis 

Orchis mascula L.  Tanates minima 

Origanum vulgare L. Cirsium incanum  

Padus racemosa (Lam.) Gilib. Hordeum brevisubulatum  

Papaver bracteatum Festuca sclerophylla 

Papaver fugax Koeleria albovii 

Peganum harmala L. Cephalaria gigantean (Ledeb.) Bobr 

Phlomis tuberose L Erodium cicutarium  

Picea abies (L.) Karst. Allochrusa versicolor 

Pinus kochiana Klotzsh Polygonum alpinum 

Pinus sylvesris L. Silene compacta 

Pinus sylvestris L. Acantholepis orientalis 

Plantago major L.  Astragalus robustus 

Poligonum aviculare L. Trifolium aureum 

Poligonum hydropiper L. Iva xanthifolia  

Polygala amara L. Galega officinalis L.  

Polygonatum odoratum (Mill.) Druce. Medicago sativa 

Polygonum aviculare L. Ferula rigidula  

Polygonum hydropiper L. Lactuca georgica 

Polygonum persicaria L. Chondrilla juncea  

Populus nigra L. Eremopyrum bonaepartis  

Populus tremula L. Cerasus incana 

Populus tremula L. Trifolium campestre 

Potentila anserina L Capsella bursa-pastoris(L.)Medik 

Potentilla anseriana L. Lavathera thuringiaca  

Primula veris L.  Conringia planisiliqua 
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Prunella vulgaris L. Reseda lutea 

Prunus spinosa L. Salix caprea 

Pulmonaria dacica Simonk Picris hieracioides 

Pulmonaria dacica Simonk. Papaver commutatum 

Pulsatila albana Bercht. et Presl. Medicago papillosa  

Quercus robur L. Tripleurospermum caucasicum 

Rhynchocorys orientalis Sigesbeckia orientalis 

Robinia pseudacacia L. Acroptilon repens  

Rosa canina L. Althaea armeniaca 

Rosa majalis Herrm Melica atropatana 

Rubia tinctorum L.  Lythrum salicaria  

Rubus caesius L. Psephellus dealbatus 

Rubus idaeus  L. Stachys  inflata 

Rumex  confertus, crispus L. Trifolium tragiferum 

Rumex crispus L. Verbascum laxum 

Salix alba L. Euphirasia officinalis auct.  

Salix excelsa Silybum marianum 

Salvia limbata Physcia biziana 

Sambucus ebulus L. Bidens tripartitա L. 

Sambucus nigra L. Artemisia vulgaris 

Sanguisorba officinalis L. Hyosciamus reticulatus  

Scrofularia  chrysantha Jaub.et Spach. Trifolium repens 

Scrophularia  chrysantha Jaub.et Spach. Alliaria petiolata 

Scrophularia  nodosa L. Scandix stellata 

Scutellaria orientalis L. Xanthogalum purpurascens 

Sideritis montanum Rhizoplaca chrysoleuca 

Silybum marianum (L.) Gaertn. Aegilops columnaris 

Solanum dulcamara L. Herniaria glabra L.  

Sophora japonica L. Helichrysum arenarium  

Sorbus aucuparia L. Aegilops tauschii 

Stachys sylvaticum Xantoria elegans   

Stellaria graminea L. Daphne transcaucasica 

Symphytum officinale L. Teucrium chamaedrys 

Tamus communis L. Elymus caninus  

Tanacetum vulgare L. Alkanna orientalis 

Taraxacum officinale Wigg. Tanacetum parthenium 

Thalictrum minus L. Centaurea diffusa 

Thlaspi arvense L.  Papaver macrostomum 

Thlaspi arvense L. Hieracium piosella 

Thymus serpyllum L. Eremopyrum orientale  

Tilia cordata Mill. Seseli peucedanoides 

Tribulus terrestris L.  Clematis orientalis  

Tribulus terrestris L. Zygophyllum atripicoides 

Trifolium pratense L. Hablitzia tamnoides  

Tussilago farfara L.  Arabis caucasica 

Ulmus foliacea Gilib.  Sphaerophysa salsula 

Urtica dioica  L. Heracleum trachyloma  

Vaccinium myrtillus L.  Hippomarathum microcarpum 

Valeriana officinalis L. Carduus hamulosus 

Valerianella coronata Lepidium draba 

Veratrum album L. Euphorbia seguieriana  
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Verbascum thapsus L.  Heracleum sosnowskyi  

Veronica orientale (L.) All. Rhamnus pallasii 

Viburnum opulus L.  Astragalus szovitsii 

Viburnum prunifolium L. Nigella arvensis 

Viola canina L. Euclidium syriacum  

Viola odorata L. Eremopyrum distans  

Viscum album L. Trifolium ambiguum 

Xanthium strumarium L.  Cirsium congestum  
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CZECH REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE 

 
B I E N N I A L  R E P O R T  2 0 1 1  –  2 0 1 2   

C Z E C H  R E P U B L I C  

Martin Strnad
1 

and Alena Kubánková
2 

 

1 – Nature Conservation Agency of the Czech Republic; 2 – Ministry of the Environment of 

the Czech Republic 

 

Introduction 

Legislation 

Nature and landscape protection in the Czech Republic is ensured by the Act of the Czech 

National Council No. 114/1992 Coll., on the Nature and Landscape Protection, as amended. The Act 

is based on the approach that not only specially protected parts of nature should be conserved for the 

future but that it is also important to maintain basic natural processes in the landscape, stressing both 

diversity and stability of various biological systems. The species protection is covered by the 

Section 56 of the Act on the Nature and Landscape Protection. The provisions of the Section specify 

reasons and conditions for permitting the exemptions from prohibitions for the protected plant and 

animal species. The Section 5a of the Act is focused on the Protection of Wild Birds and lists activities 

prohibited in relation to wild birds protection and the Section 5b sets conditions under which the 

responsible authority can issue a derogation. This applies for all wild birds species in the Czech 

Republic. The last amendment of the Act was adopted in the year 2009 and therefore the Act has 

remained in full compliance with the Bern Convention since last reporting period (for more details on 

the legislation see the previous biennial reports). 

The Decree of the Ministry of the Environment of the Czech Republic No. 395/1992 Coll., as 

amended, aims the implementation of the above mentioned Act. The Annex of the Decree lists the 

specially protected species of wild fauna and flora into three categories: i) critically endangered; ii) 

severely endangered; iii) endangered species. 

Data collection 

At the 31
st
 meeting of the Standing Committee of the Bern Convention the updated model form 

for biennial reports was adopted. Pursuant to the conclusions of the Standing Committee of the Bern 

Convention the EU Member states are allowed to use reports elaborated according to the provisions of 

the Birds and Habitats Directives for the purposes of the biennial report under the Bern Convention in 

order to decrease reporting burden and streamline the reporting obligations. Therefore the report of the 

Czech Republic does not contain tables of exemptions concerning fauna and flora species which are 

reported under the Birds and Habitats Directives. 

The data on the exemptions and derogations were gathered by the Ministry of the Environment 

from the competent nature protection authorities as follows: 

- Administrations of the protected areas (Nature Conservation Agency) granting exemptions and 

derogation pursuant to the provision of the Section 5b within the area of Landscape Protected 

Areas and National Parks 

- Regional nature protection authorities granting exemptions and derogation pursuant to the 

provision of the Section 5b within their administrative district 

- Municipality nature protection authorities granting derogations pursuant to the provision of the 

Section 5b of the Act in their administrative district 
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Data concerning birds of prey and owls bred in captivity in period 2011 -2012 (Tab. 3. falconry) 

were obtained from the CITES Scientific Authority. 

Data (Tab. 3) were collected from the Central CITES Register (official national electronic 

database) and also from Yearbooks of the Czech and Slovak zoological gardens. Data from CITES 

Register show number of CITES EC certificates issued for commercial purposes for birds bred in 

captivity according to art. 8 of Council Regulation no. 338/97 and do not reflect total number of 

specimens kept in captivity of bellow mentioned species. Due to imperfection in central evidence of 

all exemptions issued for breeding and also for keeping of injured and disabled birds from the wild by 

regional authorities the report does not contain complete data on total number of all specimens kept in 

captivity (wild incl. handicaps and captive bred).  

Table 3. Exemptions concerning falconry (birds of prey and owls bred for commercial purposes 

or in zoos, data taken from the CITES Scientific Authority).  

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Accipiter gentilis 

 

  

Number of birds in captivity:  56 

  

Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  

  

Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 1800 - 2500 breeding pairs
**  

Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  

Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities 

  

Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

  

NAME OF SPECIES: Accipiter nisus  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  26 

  

Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  

  

Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 3500 – 4500 breeding pairs
**

  

Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  

Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation  

  

Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

  

  

NAME OF SPECIES: Aegolius funereus  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  33 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 
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captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 1500 – 2000 breeding pairs

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities 

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

  

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Aquila heliaca  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  2 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity   

0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  

  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 1-2 breeding pairs 

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: none  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Aquila nipalensis  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  6 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity   

0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  

  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): no breeding pair 

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: none  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 
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NAME OF SPECIES: Aquila chrysaetos  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  63 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity   

0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  

  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): no breeding pair 

** 
(2013 – one breeding pair 

originated from reintroduction). 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: none  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Aquila pomarina 

 

Number of birds in captivity: 1 

  

Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

  

100 % reared in captivity   

0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  

  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): no breeding pair 

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: none  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

  

  

NAME OF SPECIES: Asio otus 6 

  

Number of birds in captivity:   
  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 4 000 – 8000 breeding pairs

** 
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Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown   
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 
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NAME OF SPECIES: Athene noctua 

 

  

Number of birds in captivity: 174 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 250 – 500 breeding pairs

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Bubo bubo 

 

  

Number of birds in captivity:  64 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 600 – 900 breeding pairs

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Buteo buteo 

 

  

Number of birds in captivity:  8 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 11 000 – 14 000 breeding pairs

** 
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Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Buteo rufinus 

 

  

Number of birds in captivity:  1 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): no breeding pair

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Falco columbarius  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  6 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): no breeding pair

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Falco cherrug  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  170 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 
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the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 8 – 15 

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Falco peregrinus  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  263 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 20 – 25 

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Falco tinnunculus  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  85 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 9 000 – 13 000 

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Glaucidium passerinum  

Number of birds in captivity: 18 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % captured from the wild in the 

State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds or imprints)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 1 200 – 2 000 

** 



T-PVS/Inf (2013) 30 - 18 - 

 

 
 

Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown 

 

Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities 

 

Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

 

 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Gypaetus barbatus  

Number of birds in captivity: 6 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % captured from the wild in the 

State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds or imprints)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): no breeding pair

** 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: none  
 

Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities 
 

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate.  

 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Gyps fulvus  

Number of birds in captivity: 5 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds or imprints)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): no breeding pair

** 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: none  
 

Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the 

regional nature conservation authorities 
 

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental 

Inspectorate. 
 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Haliaeetus albicilla  

Number of birds in captivity: 3 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
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0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds or imprints)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 40 – 60 breeding pairs

** 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
 

Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the 

regional nature conservation authorities 
 

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental 

Inspectorate. 
 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Milvus migrans  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  4 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds or imprints)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 40 – 60 breeding pairs

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities 

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Milvus milvus  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  1 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds or imprints)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 70 - 100 breeding pairs

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Neophron percnocterus  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  1 

  



T-PVS/Inf (2013) 30 - 20 - 

 

 
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in 

the State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds or imprints)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): no breeding pair

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: none  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Nyctea scandiaca  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  49 

  
Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in the 

State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds or imprints)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): no breeding pair

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: none  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities 

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Otus scops  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  35 

  

Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in the 

State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 0 – 4 breeding pair

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities 

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 



 - 21 – T-PVS/Inf (2013) 30 

 

 

  

  

NAME OF SPECIES: Strix aluco  

  

Number of birds in captivity: 27 

  

Origin of birds: 0 % 

captured 

from the 

wild in the 

State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 10 000 – 18 000 breeding pairs

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities  

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Strix uralensis  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  11 

  

Origin of birds: 0 % captured 

from the 

wild in the 

State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 25 – 40 breeding pairs

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
  
Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities 

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

 

NAME OF SPECIES: Tyto alba  

  

Number of birds in captivity:  204 

  

Origin of birds: 0 % captured 

from the 

wild in the 

State 

100 % reared in captivity  
0 % from the wild (injured or disabled birds)  
  
Estimated population in the wild (in the State): 130 – 500  breeding pairs

** 
 

  
Number of birds captured from the wild each year: unknown  
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Means authorised for capture: The exemptions according to CITES regulation are issued by the regional 

nature conservation authorities 

  
Controls involved: The controls of keepers are carried out by the Czech Environmental Inspectorate. 

**
 - Šťastný, K., Bejček, V. and Hudec, K.(2006): Atlas hnízdního rozšíření ptáků v České republice [The Atlas 

of Breeding Birds in the Czech Republic]. Aventinum, Praha. 
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4. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND KILLING 

SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV 

 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

(when 

practical)  

No. of 

licences 

Reasons 

(art. 8, a. 

to e.)
2
 

Method 

used
3
 

Impact on the population 

      

      

      

      

      

 

                                                 
2
 A. Protection of flora and fauna 

B. To prevent serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

C. In the interests of public health and safety / air safety / overriding public interests 

D. For research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

E. Taking, keeping or other judicious exploitation of certain wild animals and plants in small numbers and under certain 

conditions (see art. 8) 
3 Choose from article 8 : 1 to 18 – See for reference pages 6-7 of this document 
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ESTONIA / ESTONIE 

 

EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPECIES (ART. 5 

- APPENDIX I) 
 

Name of the 

species 

No. of specimens 

involved (when 

practical) 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons for issuing of 

licences (art. 9, i. to 

v.)
4
 

Impact on population 

 

Thesium 

ebracteatum 

(2011) 

>10 seeds (2-3 

seed capsules) 
1 IV none 

Angelica 

palustris 
(2011) 

>10 seeds (seeds 

from 2 compound 
umbels) 

1 IV none 

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

 

Information on the 

conservation status of the 

derogated species 

 
Thesium ebracteatum – favourable conservation status 

Angelica palustris – unfavourable, inadequate conservation status 

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions have 

been fulfilled 

 Environmental Board 

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and the 

time and place under 

which exception where 

granted 

 Derogations were granted for research and education reasons, seeds 

will be sown in university botanical garden for research and education 

reasons. 

The controls involved 

 

 Surveillance is carried out by Environmental Inspectorate 

Justification for 

derogation for a species 

in an unfavourable 

conservation status 

 Risk of collecting small number of seeds, was assessed to be 

negligible. Adult plants and habitats were not harmed. 

Alternative solutions 

considered and scientific 

data to compare them 

 - 

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative effects 

and compensation 

measures where relevant) 

 No effect on population size 

Comments/notes   

 

                                                 
4
 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 



 - 25 – T-PVS/Inf (2013) 30 
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2. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES 

(ART. 6 - APPENDIX II) 
 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

Authorised 

action (art. 

6, a. to f.)
5
 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 

9, i. to v.)
6
 

Impact on 

population 

 

Cucujus 

cinnaberinus 

2011 

1 A 1 I, IV none 

Graphoderus 

bilineatus 2011 

34 A 1 I, IV none 

Osmoderma 

eremita 2012 

1 A 1 I, IV none 

Canis lupus 

2011 

154 A 168 II, III Population 

increasing 

Canis lupus 

2012 

78 A 99 II, III Population 

decreasing 

Ursus arctos 

2011 

53 A 65 II none 

Ursus arctos 

2012 

55 A 60 II none 

Branta 

leucopsis 2011 

2005 A 2005 II increasing 

Branta 

leucopsis 2012 

1112 A 1112 II stabile 

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

 
Cucujus cinnaberinus – unfavourable inadequate conservation status, 

species is legally protected 

Graphoderus bilineatus – favourable conservation status, species is legally 
protected 

                                                 
5
 A: Deliberate killing 

B: Deliberate damage to or destruction of breeding or resting sites 

C: Deliberate capture and keeping 

D: Deliberate disturbance of wild fauna 

E: Deliberate destruction or taking of eggs 

F: Possession and internal trade 
6
 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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Osmoderma eremita – unfavourable inadequate conservation status, 
species is legally protected 

Canis lupus and Ursus arctos – species are not protected but population is 

closely surveyed and managed according to large carnivore management 
plans. Populations are in favourable conservation status. 

Branta leucopsis is legally protected in Estonia. Population is increasing.  

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions 

have been fulfilled 

 Environmental Board 

 

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place 

under which 

exception where 

granted 

 Cucujus cinnaberinus: derogations were granted for protection of fauna 

and for research and education reasons. During species monitoring one 

specimen was killed in non discriminative trap. Gathered data will be used 

to improve habitat protection. 

Graphoderus bilineatus: derogations were granted for protection of fauna 

and for research and education reasons. During species monitoring 

specimen were killed in incorrectly placed non discriminative traps. 

Gathered data will be used to improve habitat protection. 

Osmoderma eremita: derogations were granted for protection of fauna and 

for research and education reasons. During species monitoring one 

specimen was killed in non discriminative trap in previously unknown 

locality. Gathered data will be used to improve habitat protection. 

Canis lupus – derogation is granted to decrease damage to livestock and in 

the in the interests of public health and safety  

Ursus arctos – derogation is granted to decrease damage to crops, 

livestock and other forms of property. 

Branta leucopsis – derogation is granted to decrease damage to crops. 

The controls involved  Surveillance is carried out by Environmental Inspectorate 

Justification for 

derogation for a 

species in an 

unfavourable 

conservation status 

 Cucujus cinnaberinus and Osmoderma eremita: derogation was granted 

for monitoring protected species with nondiscriminative traps to collect 

important data for habitat protection and species conservation reasons.  

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

 Damage to crops by B. leucopsis, damage to livestock by C. lupus and 

U.arctos and damage to beehives by U. arctos is compensated by state. 

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative 

effects and 

compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

 No effect on insects. 

Canis lupus, Ursus arctos, Branta leucopsis – no effect on population size. 

Trouble specimens are removed, compensations reduce the conflict 

between farmers and these species. 

Comments/notes   
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3. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 
For each species used in falconry, state (use a separate sheet for each species): 

 
Name of species:  

No. of birds in captivity (after 

entry into force of the Convention) 

 

 

Origin of birds:   

% captured from the  

wild in the State 

 

 

% imported  

% reared in captivity  

Estimated population in the wild (in 

the State) 

 

No. of birds captured from the wild 

each year 

 

No. of birds imported (specify 

country of origin) 

 

Means authorised for capture  

Controls involved  

 

Falconry is prohibited in Estonia 

(Law on Hunting Management, 2013). 

 

5. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (ART. 7  APPENDIX 

III)
7
 

 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

individuals 

involved (when 

practical) 

Exception made Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 9, 

i. to v.)
8
 

Impact on the 

population 

 

     

     

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

  

The authority 

empowered to declare 

  

                                                 
7 Kindly note that exceptions to species listed in Appendix III concern only those captured or killed using indiscriminate 

means of capture or killing and in particular methods specified in Appendix IV. 
8
 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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that the conditions 

have been fulfilled 

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place 

under which 

exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved   

Justification for 

derogation for a 

species in an 

unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative 

effects and 

compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

  

Comments/notes   

 

6. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND 

KILLING SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV 

 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

(when 

practical)  

No. of 

licences 

Reasons 

(art. 8, a. 

to e.)
9
 

Method 

used
10

 

Impact on the population 

      

      

      

      

      

      

                                                 
9
 A. Protection of flora and fauna 

B. To prevent serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

C. In the interests of public health and safety / air safety / overriding public interests 

D. For research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

E. Taking, keeping or other judicious exploitation of certain wild animals and plants in small numbers and under certain 

conditions (see art. 8) 
10 Choose from article 8 : 1 to 18 – See for reference pages 6-7 of this document 
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GEORGIA / GÉORGIE 

 
1. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPECIES 

(ART. 5 - APPENDIX I) 
 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 

9, i. to v.)
11

 

Impact on population 

 

None  

 

2. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES 

(ART. 6 - APPENDIX II) 
 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

Authorised 

action (art. 

6, a. to f.)
12

 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 

9, i. to v.)
13

 

Impact on 

population 

 

2012 year 

eptesicus 

serotinus 

7 C 

Capture of 

the 

specimens, 

after the 

research all 

individuals 

were 

released 

back to the 

nature 

Order of the 

Minister of 

Environment  

Protection   i-

165; 

27.01.2012- 

Scientific 

research 

regarding the 

rabies 

According to the 

scientists it’s 

unlikely that any 

negative impact 

took place during 

this research.  

myotis nattereri 3 

plecotus 

macrobullaris 

24 

myotis 

mystacinus 

2 

nyctalus leisleri 2 

nyctalus 

lasiopterus 

3 

                                                 
11

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
12

 A: Deliberate killing 

B: Deliberate damage to or destruction of breeding or resting sites 

C: Deliberate capture and keeping 

D: Deliberate disturbance of wild fauna 

E: Deliberate destruction or taking of eggs 

F: Possession and internal trade 
13

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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myotis 

mystacinus 

3 

plecotus auritus 6 

myotis blythi 1 

myotis 

emarginatus 

1 

rhinolophus 

ferrumequinum 

1 

 

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 
Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

 None of the species involved are included in the red-list of Georgia. However, 

considering the fact that we’re the party of EUROBATS and Bern convention, all 

bat species are under strict regime. Main threat for the bat populations is habitat 

destruction, caused by the big infrastructural projects. 

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions have 

been fulfilled 

 The Ministry of Environment and Natural Resources of Georgia 

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place under 

which exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved  National Environmental Inspection  is responsible for the control of the permit 

conditions 

Justification for 

derogation for a species 

in an unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative effects 

and compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

  

Comments/notes   

 

3. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 

For each species used in falconry, state (use a separate sheet for each species): 

 
Name of species: 

 

Falconry is not allowed in Georgia. In 2013 Georgia initiated new law, 

which will cover falconry issues. It’s supposed that new law on species 

and habitates will be adopted before July 2013 
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4. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (ART. 7  APPENDIX 

III)
14

 

 

Name of the 

species 

No. of individuals 

involved (when 

practical) 

Exception made Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 9, i. 

to v.)
15

 

Impact on the 

population 

 

Canis lupus  

(According to 

the reservation, 

Wolf is 

considered as a 

appendix III 

species) 

According to the 

reservation made 

by Georgia, wolf 

(Canis lupus) is 

considered as the 

species included 

in the appendix 

III 

A 

Permit issued to 

kill 90 individuals 

in 2011 year, and 

48 individuals in 

2012 year  

  to prevent serious 

damage to crops, 

livestock, forests, 

fisheries, water and 

other forms of 

property;  

  in the interests of 

public health and 

safety, air safety or 

other overriding 

public interests; 

These permits are 

issued according 

to the Ministerial 

order #247 on 

regulation of the 

wild animals. The 

order allows 

regulation of the 

number of 

individuals in 

case if they 

damage human 

health, crops or 

livestock. 

 

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

 
Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

 Latest research of the populations of wolf was held in 2012 in the frame of the 

National Monitoring System. Research was conducted by the Ilia state 

University, with the financial support of the state budget and GIZ (German 

International Cooperation Society). According to the research held, wolf 

population is not fragmented. It’s spread on the whole territory of Georgia and 

covers 56714 sq
2
. There are totally 1400-1500 individuals in whole country. 

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions have 

been fulfilled 

 The Ministry of Environment and Natural Resources of Georgia 

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place under 

which exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved  National Environmental Inspection  is responsible for the control of the permit 

conditions 

Justification for 

derogation for a species 

in an unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

  

                                                 
14 Kindly note that exceptions to species listed in Appendix III concern only those captured or killed using indiscriminate 

means of capture or killing and in particular methods specified in Appendix IV. 
15

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative effects 

and compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

  

Comments/notes   

 

5. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND 

KILLING SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV 

 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

(when 

practical)  

No. of 

licences 

Reasons 

(art. 8, a. 

to e.)
16

 

Method 

used
17

 

Impact on the population 

None 

 

 

  

                                                 
16

 A. Protection of flora and fauna 

B. To prevent serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

C. In the interests of public health and safety / air safety / overriding public interests 

D. For research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

E. Taking, keeping or other judicious exploitation of certain wild animals and plants in small numbers and under certain 

conditions (see art. 8) 
17 Choose from article 8 : 1 to 18 – See for reference pages 6-7 of this document 
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ICELAND / ISLANDE 

 
1. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPECIES 

(ART. 5 - APPENDIX I) 
 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons 

for issuing 

of licences 

(art. 9, i. to 

v.)
18

 

Impact on population 

 

NONE     

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

 

Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

  

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions 

have been fulfilled 

  

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place 

under which 

exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved 

 

  

Justification for 

derogation for a 

species in an 

unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative 

effects and 

compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

  

Comments/notes   

 

                                                 
18

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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2. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES 

(ART. 6 - APPENDIX II) 
 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

Authorised 

action (art. 

6, a. to f.)
19

 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 

9, i. to v.)
20

 

Impact on 

population 

 

      

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

  

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions 

have been fulfilled 

  

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place 

under which 

exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved   

Justification for 

derogation for a 

species in an 

unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative 

effects and 

compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

  

Comments/notes   

  

                                                 
19

 A: Deliberate killing 

B: Deliberate damage to or destruction of breeding or resting sites 

C: Deliberate capture and keeping 

D: Deliberate disturbance of wild fauna 

E: Deliberate destruction or taking of eggs 

F: Possession and internal trade 
20

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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3. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 

For each species used in falconry, state (use a separate sheet for each species): 

 

Name of species:  

No. of birds in captivity (after 

entry into force of the 

Convention) 

 

Origin of birds:   

% captured from the  

wild in the State 

 

% imported  

% reared in captivity  

Estimated population in the wild 

(in the State) 

 

No. of birds captured from the 

wild each year 

 

No. of birds imported (specify 

country of origin) 

 

Means authorised for capture  

Controls involved  

 

4. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (ART. 7  APPENDIX 

III)
21

 

 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

individuals 

involved (when 

practical) 

Exception made Reasons for issuing 

of licences (art. 9, i. 

to v.)
22

 

Impact on the 

population 

 

Fratercula arctica 100 8
th
 June 2009 Research purposes None 

Fratercula arctica 300 25
th
 June 2009 Research purposes None 

Turdus iliacus Not practical 8
th
 June 2011 Public health and 

safety (in food 

production) 

None 

Anser 

albifrons 

7 14
th
 September 

2011 

Research 

purposes 

None 

Branta 

bernicla 

7 14
th
 September 

2011 

Research 

purposes 

None 

 

                                                 
21 Kindly note that exceptions to species listed in Appendix III concern only those captured or killed using indiscriminate 

means of capture or killing and in particular methods specified in Appendix IV. 
22

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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T-PVS/Inf (2013) 30 - 40 - 

 

 
Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

  

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions 

have been fulfilled 

  

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place 

under which 

exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved   

Justification for 

derogation for a 

species in an 

unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative 

effects and 

compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

  

Comments/notes   

 

5. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND 

KILLING SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV 

 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

(when 

practical)  

No. of 

licences 

Reasons 

(art. 8, a. 

to e.)
23

 

Method 

used
24

 

Impact on the population 

      

      

      

 

                                                 
23

 A. Protection of flora and fauna 

B. To prevent serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

C. In the interests of public health and safety / air safety / overriding public interests 

D. For research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

E. Taking, keeping or other judicious exploitation of certain wild animals and plants in small numbers and under certain 

conditions (see art. 8) 
24 Choose from article 8 : 1 to 18 – See for reference pages 6-7 of this document 
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LIECHTENSTEIN / LIECHTENSTEIN 

 

BIENNIAL REPORT OF THE PRINCIPALITY OF LIECHTENSTEIN 

COVERING 2011-2012 

 

1. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPECIES 

(ART. 5 - APPENDIX I) 
 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons 

for issuing 

of licences 

(art. 9, i. to 

v.)
25

 

Impact on population 

 

- - - - - 

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

 

Information on the 

conservation status of the 

derogated species 

  

The authority empowered 

to declare that the 

conditions have been 

fulfilled 

  

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and the 

time and place under 

which exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved 

 

  

Justification for 

derogation for a species 

in an unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and scientific 

data to compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative effects 

and compensation 

measures where relevant) 

  

Comments/notes  No appendix I species were permitted to be collected in Liechtenstein. 

 

                                                 
25

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 



 - 43 – T-PVS/Inf (2013) 30 

 

 
  



T-PVS/Inf (2013) 30 - 44 - 

 

 

2. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES 

(ART. 6 - APPENDIX II) 
 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

Authorised 

action (art. 

6, a. to f.)
26

 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 

9, i. to v.)
27

 

Impact on 

population 

 

- - - - - - 

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

  

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions 

have been fulfilled 

  

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place 

under which 

exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved   

Justification for 

derogation for a 

species in an 

unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative 

effects and 

compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

  

Comments/notes  No appendix II species were hunted, captured or permitted to be killed in 

Liechtenstein. 

                                                 
26

 A: Deliberate killing 

B: Deliberate damage to or destruction of breeding or resting sites 

C: Deliberate capture and keeping 

D: Deliberate disturbance of wild fauna 

E: Deliberate destruction or taking of eggs 

F: Possession and internal trade 
27

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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3. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 
For each species used in falconry, state (use a separate sheet for each species): 

 

Name of species: Aquila chrysaetos 

No. of birds in captivity (after 

entry into force of the Convention) 

1 

Origin of birds:   

% captured from the  

wild in the State 

0 

% imported 100 

% reared in captivity 100 

Estimated population in the wild (in 

the State) 

1-2 breeding pairs 

No. of birds captured from the wild 

each year 

 

0 

No. of birds imported (specify 

country of origin) 

1 from Germany 

Means authorised for capture - 

Controls involved - 

 

EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 

For each species used in falconry, state (use a separate sheet for each species): 

 
Name of species: Aquila chrysaetos x Aquila nipalensis 
No. of birds in captivity (after 

entry into force of the Convention) 
1 

Origin of birds:   
% captured from the  

wild in the State 
0 

% imported 100 
% reared in captivity 100 

Estimated population in the wild (in 

the State) 
0 

No. of birds captured from the wild 

each year 
0 

No. of birds imported (specify 

country of origin) 
1 from Germany 

Means authorised for capture - 
Controls involved - 

 
EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 

For each species used in falconry, state (use a separate sheet for each species): 

 
Name of species: Buteo rufinus 

No. of birds in captivity (after 

entry into force of the Convention) 

1 

Origin of birds:   

% captured from the  0 
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wild in the State 

% imported 100 

% reared in captivity 100 

Estimated population in the wild (in 

the State) 

0 

No. of birds captured from the wild 

each year 

0 

No. of birds imported (specify 

country of origin) 

1 from Germany 

Means authorised for capture - 

Controls involved - 

 
EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 

For each species used in falconry, state (use a separate sheet for each species): 

 
Name of species: Corvus corax 

No. of birds in captivity (after 

entry into force of the Convention) 

1 

Origin of birds:   

% captured from the  

wild in the State 

0 

% imported 100 

% reared in captivity 100 

Estimated population in the wild (in 

the State) 

8-12 breeding grounds 

No. of birds captured from the wild 

each year 

0 

No. of birds imported (specify 

country of origin) 

1 from Germany 

Means authorised for capture - 

Controls involved - 

 
EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 

For each species used in falconry, state (use a separate sheet for each species): 

 
Name of species: Bubo bubo 

No. of birds in captivity (after 

entry into force of the Convention) 

1 

Origin of birds:   

% captured from the  

wild in the State 

0 

% imported 100 

% reared in captivity 100 

Estimated population in the wild (in 

the State) 

6-10 breeding pairs 

No. of birds captured from the wild 

each year 

0 

No. of birds imported (specify 

country of origin) 

1 from Germany 

Means authorised for capture - 

Controls involved - 
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EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 

For each species used in falconry, state (use a separate sheet for each species): 

 
Name of species: Bubo scandiacus (Bubo scandiaca, Nyctea scandiaca) 

No. of birds in captivity (after 

entry into force of the Convention) 

1 

Origin of birds:   

% captured from the  

wild in the State 

0 

% imported 100 

% reared in captivity 100 

Estimated population in the wild (in 

the State) 

0 

No. of birds captured from the wild 

each year 

0 

No. of birds imported (specify 

country of origin) 

1 from Germany 

Means authorised for capture - 

Controls involved - 

 
EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 

For each species used in falconry, state (use a separate sheet for each species): 

 
Name of species: Parabuteo unicinctus (Harris Hawk) 

No. of birds in captivity (after 

entry into force of the Convention) 

3 

Origin of birds:   

% captured from the  

wild in the State 

0 

% imported 100 

% reared in captivity 100 

Estimated population in the wild (in 

the State) 

0 

No. of birds captured from the wild 

each year 

0 

No. of birds imported (specify 

country of origin) 

3 from Germany 

Means authorised for capture - 

Controls involved - 

 
EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 

For each species used in falconry, state (use a separate sheet for each species): 

 
Name of species: Falco peregrinus 

No. of birds in captivity (after 

entry into force of the Convention) 

1 

Origin of birds:   

% captured from the  

wild in the State 

0 

% imported 100 
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% reared in captivity 100 
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Estimated population in the wild (in 

the State) 

1-2 breeding pairs 

No. of birds captured from the wild 

each year 

0 

No. of birds imported (specify 

country of origin) 

1 from Germany 

Means authorised for capture - 

Controls involved - 

 
EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 

For each species used in falconry, state (use a separate sheet for each species): 

 
Name of species: Falco cherrug 

No. of birds in captivity (after 

entry into force of the Convention) 

1 

Origin of birds:   

% captured from the  

wild in the State 

0 

% imported 100 

% reared in captivity 100 

Estimated population in the wild (in 

the State) 

0 

No. of birds captured from the wild 

each year 

0 

No. of birds imported (specify 

country of origin) 

1 from Germany 

Means authorised for capture - 

Controls involved - 

 

4. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (ART. 7  APPENDIX 

III)
28

 

 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

individuals 

involved (when 

practical) 

Exception made Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 9, 

i. to v.)
29

 

Impact on the 

population 

 

- - - - - 

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

  

The authority   

                                                 
28 Kindly note that exceptions to species listed in Appendix III concern only those captured or killed using indiscriminate 

means of capture or killing and in particular methods specified in Appendix IV. 
29

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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empowered to declare 

that the conditions 

have been fulfilled 

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place 

under which 

exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved   

Justification for 

derogation for a 

species in an 

unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative 

effects and 

compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

  

Comments/notes  No exceptions were made in Liechtenstein concerning the capture or 

killing of appendix III species using methods specified in appendix IV. 

 

5. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND 

KILLING SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV 

 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

(when 

practical)  

No. of 

licences 

Reasons 

(art. 8, a. 

to e.)
30

 

Method 

used
31

 

Impact on the population 

- - - - - - 

 

No animals were killed or captured in Liechtenstein with illegal methods specified in the 

appendix IV. 

 

  

                                                 
30

 A. Protection of flora and fauna 

B. To prevent serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

C. In the interests of public health and safety / air safety / overriding public interests 

D. For research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

E. Taking, keeping or other judicious exploitation of certain wild animals and plants in small numbers and under certain 

conditions (see art. 8) 
31 Choose from article 8 : 1 to 18 – See for reference pages 6-7 of this document 
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LEGALLY CAPTURED OR KILLED PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (ART. 7  

APPENDIX III) 

 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

individuals 

involved (when 

practical) 

Number of hunting 

licences issued by 

National Office of 

Environment 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 9, 

i. to v.)
32

 

Impact on the 

population 

 

Marmota 

marmota 

117 420 v none 

Capra ibex 5 420 v none 

Rupicapra 

rupicapra 

262 420 i, ii, v none 

Capreolus 

capreolus 

464 420 i, ii, v none 

Cervus elaphus 482 420 i, ii, iv, v none 

Meles meles 15 420 v none 

Anas 

platyrhynchos 

45 420 v none 

 

Comments/notes The hunting of the species listed above is regulated by the game law 

(LGBl. 1962, Nr. 4). It allows a sustainable exploitation, i.e. to maintain 

healthy population sizes and to avoid damage in protection forests. The 

game law also regulates to keep populations out of danger. , This includes 

close hunting seasons and other procedures as well as the possibility to 

prohibit the exploitation temporarily or locally to restore satisfactory 

population levels. The only allowed method to hunt animals is the use of 

deer rifles. 

In total 10 Cervus elaphus were caught and released for research, using 

selective life catch traps and stupefactive ammunition. The aim of the 

research project was to equip deer with radio transmitters to reconstruct 

migration routes. 

 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

individuals 

involved (when 

practical) 

Number of fishing 

licences issued by 

National Office of 

Environment 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 9, 

i. to v.)
 
 

Impact on the 

population 

 

Thymalus 

thymalus 

62 355 v none 

                                                 
32

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild animals in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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Coregonus sp. 25 355 v none 

 

Comments/notes The fishing of the species listed above is regulated by the law on fishery 

and fish protection for a wise exploitation (LGBl. 1990, Nr.44). The 

fishery law also regulates to keep populations out of danger. This includes 

close hunting seasons and other procedures as well as the possibility to 

prohibit the exploitation temporarily or locally to restore satisfactory 

population levels. The only allowed method to catch fishes is the use of 

fishing rods. 

 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

individuals 

involved (when 

practical) 

Number of catch 

licences issued by 

National Office of 

Environment 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 9, 

i. to v.)
 
 

Impact on the 

population 

 

Astacus 

astacus 

247 2 iv none 

 

Comments/notes The catch of the species listed above is also regulated by the law on 

fishery and fish protection. The catch and release of crustaceans is 

exclusively permitted to ensure that populations are kept out of danger 

and for research purposes. The only allowed method to catch crustaceans 

is the use of fish traps. 164 animals were caught to relocate them in order 

to prevent damage from the population because of a building project and 

the rest to survey the occurrence. All animals were released after the 

relocation and survey. 
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LITHUANIA / LITUANIE 

 

By the Ministry of Environment of the Republic of Lithuania 

 

1. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPECIES 

(ART. 5 - APPENDIX I) 

 
Name of the 

species 

 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons 

for issuing 

of licences 

(art. 9, i. to 

v.)1 

Impact on 

population 

 

Liparis loeselii 1 1 iv none 

Saxifraga hirculus 1 1 iv none 

Cypripedium 

calceolus 

1 1 iv none 

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

 

Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

 

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions 

have been fulfilled 

 

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place 

under which 

exception where granted 

 

The controls involved  

Justification for derogation for a 

species in an unfavourable 

conservation status 

 

Alternative solutions considered 

and scientific data to compare 

them 

 

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative effects and 

compensation measures where 

relevant) 

 

Comments/notes  

 
1 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 
iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.: judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
 

 

  



 - 55 – T-PVS/Inf (2013) 30 

 

 

2. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES 

(ART. 6 - APPENDIX II) 

 
Name of the 

species 

 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

Authorised 

action (art. 

6, a. to f.)2 

 

No. of 

licences 

 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 

9, i. to v.)3 

 

Impact on 

population 

 

Emys 

orbicularis 

30 D 1 iv (measured, 

marked and 

released) 

none 

Emys 

orbicularis 

74 E 1 iv (eggs were 

taken from the 

nests, 

artificialy 

hatched for 

further release 

in to the wild) 

none 

Hyla arborea 800 E 2 iv none 

Cucujus 

cinnaberinus 

4 A 1 iv none 

Dytiscus 

latissimus 

4 A 1 iv none 

Maculinea 

teleus 

2 A 1 iv none 

 

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

 

Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

 

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions 

have been fulfilled 

 

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place 

under which 

exception where 

granted 

 

The controls involved  

Justification for 

derogation for a 

species in an 

unfavourable 

conservation status 

 

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

 

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative 
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effects and 

compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

Comments/notes  

 
2 A: Deliberate killing 

B: Deliberate damage to or destruction of breeding or resting sites 

C: Deliberate capture and keeping 
D: Deliberate disturbance of wild fauna 

E: Deliberate destruction or taking of eggs 

F: Possession and internal trade 
3 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 
iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.: judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 

 

3. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 
No exceptions were made during 2011-2012 

 

4. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (ART. 7 

APPENDIX III)4 

 
No exceptions were made during 2011-2012 

 
4 Kindly note that exceptions to species listed in Appendix III concern only those captured or killed using 

indiscriminate means of capture or killing and in particular methods specified in Appendix IV. 

5 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.: judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 

 

5. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND 

KILLING SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV 

 
No exceptions were made during 2011-2012 
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MOROCCO / MAROC 

 

1. DEROGATIONS CONCERNANT DES ESPECES DE FLORE STRICTEMENT 

PROTEGEES 
 

Nom de l’espèce 

 

 

Nombre de 

permis 

délivrés 

Nombre 

Spécimens 

(si possible) 

 

Motif de 

délivrance de 

permis  

 

Impact  

sur la 

population 

Oléastres  1 indéterminé 

Prélèvement de 

feuilles et boutures 

pour étude 

scientifique  

Sans impact 

significatif 

Lichens  1 indéterminé 

Collecte 

d’échantillons pour 

identification 

Sans impact 

significatif 

Champignons 1 indéterminé 

Collecte 

d’échantillons pour 

étude scientifique 

Sans impact 

significatif 

 

2. DEROGATIONS CONCERNANT DES ESPECES DE FAUNE STRICTEMENT 

PROTEGEES (ANNEXE II) 

 

Nom de l’espèce 

 

 

Nombre 

de 

permis 

délivrés 

Nombre 

d’individus 

(si possible) 

 

Action 

autorisée (a 

à f) 

 

Motif 

(i à v) 

 

Moyen de 

mise à 

mort/ 

capture 

Impact  

sur la population 

Limicoles 

 
1 indéterminé 

(c) Capture 

pour 

baguage  

(iv) 

Recherche 

scientifique 

Filets 

Aucun 

Les oiseaux sont 

relâchés après 

baguage 

Ibis chauve 

 
1 indéterminé 

(c) Capture 

pour les 

équiper avec 

des 

émetteurs 

satellitaires 

(iv)suivi 

scientifique 

 

Filets 

Aucun 

Les oiseaux sont 

relâchés après 

baguage et 

équipements avec 

les émetteurs 

Passereaux 7 indéterminé 

(c) Capture 

pour 

baguage 

(iv) 

Recherche 

scientifique 

Filets 

Aucun 

Les oiseaux sont 

relâchés après 

baguage 

Chiroptères 3 indéterminé 
(c) Capture 

pour 

identificatio

(iv) 

Recherche 

scientifique 

filets 

Aucun 

Les individus sont 

relâchés après les 
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n,  mesures 

et marquage 

opérations 

d’identification et 

mesure 

Tortue grecque 1 indéterminé 

(c) Capture 

et 

prélèvement 

d’échantillon

s sanguins 

(iv) Etude 

morphologiq

ue et 

prélèvement 

d’échantillon

s sanguins 

- 

Aucun  

Les spécimens 

doivent être 

libérés aux points 

de leur capture 

Libellules : 

Onychogomphus 

forcipatus, 

Onychogomphus 

uncatus, Orthetrum 

coerulescens, 

Coenagrion 

mercuriale ; 

2 

Libellules : 

50 spécimens 

/espèce 

(c) Capture 

et 

prélèvement 

de tissus 

(iv) 

Recherche 

scientifique 

- 

Aucun  

Les spécimens 

doivent être 

libérés aux points 

de leur capture 

Poissons : espèces du 

genre Barbus  
1 40 spécimens 

(c) Capture 

et 

prélèvement 

de tissus 

(iv) 

Recherche 

scientifique 

Filets 

Aucun  

Les spécimens 

doivent être 

libérés aux points 

de leur capture 

Souris : deux espèces 

du genre Jaculus 
1 40 spécimens 

(c) Capture 

et 

prélèvement 

de tissus 

(iv) 

Recherche 

scientifique 

 

Pièges 

Sherman 

Aucun  

Les spécimens 

doivent être 

libérés aux points 

de leur capture 

Papillons 3 indéterminé 

(c) Capture 

et 

Prélèvement 

(iv) 

Recherche 

scientifique 

- 
Sans impact 

significatif 

Faucon crécerelle 1 indéterminé 

(c) Capture 

et 

prélèvement

s de tissus 

(iv) 

Recherche 

sur la 

phylogéogra

phie, la 

variabilité 

génétique et 

morphologiq

ue 

Pièges 

Aucun, les 

oiseaux sont 

relâchés après les 

opérations de 

prélèvement de 

tissus 

Faucon d’Eléonore 1 indéterminé 

(c) Capture 

pour 

baguage 

(iv) Suivi 

scientifique 
Pièges 

Aucun, les 

oiseaux sont 

relâchés après les 

opérations 

baguage 

Lézards 1 indéterminé 

(c) Capture 

pour 

prélèvement 

d’échantillon

s de sang, de 

fèces et de 

parasites 

(iv) 

Recherche 

scientifique 

Moyen de 

nœud 

coulant ou 

à la main 

Aucun, 

les individus 

capturés sont 

relâchés après 

l'opération de 

prise 
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d’échantillons 

Loutre 2 indéterminé 

(c) récolte 

des 

excréments 

iv) 

Recherche 

scientifique 

- Aucun 

Mammifères 2 indéterminé 

(c) observer 

et 

photographie

r le 

comporteme

nt des 

mammifères 

dans leur 

milieu 

naturel 

iv) 

Recherche 

scientifique 

Appareils 

photo 
Aucun 

Amphibiens et 

reptiles 
1 indéterminé 

(c) suivi 

bioacoustiqu

e et 

prélèvement 

de tissus 

(griffes) 

iv) 

Recherche 

scientifique 

radio-

pistage et 

enregistreu

rs 

bioacousti

ques 

Aucun 

les individus 

capturés sont 

relâchés après 

l'opération de 

prise 

d’échantillons 

Petits vertébrés 1 
5 individus 

par espèce 

(c) analyses 

et étude 

morphologiq

ue, 

génétique et 

mise en 

collection 

iv) 

Recherche 

scientifique 

- 
Sans impact 

significatif 

 

 

Les permis scientifiques sont délivrés par le Haut Commissariat aux Eaux et Forêts et à la Lutte Contre la 

Désertification 

Les services régionaux sont chargés de suivre de près les différentes opération et d’en faire rapport à la Direction de la 

Lutte Contre la Désertification et de la Protection de la Nature. 

 

3. DEROGATIONS CONCERNANT LA FAUCONNERIE 
 
Pour chaque espèce utilisée en fauconnerie, indiquez (en employant une feuille par espèce) : 

 

Nom de l'espèce : Les espèces les plus utilisées par les fauconniers au Maroc sont : le faucon de barbarie 

(Falco pelegrinoides), le faucon pèlerin (Falco peregrinus), le faucon lanier (Falco biarmicus) 

 

Nombre d'oiseaux tenus en captivité (après l'entrée en vigueur de la Convention) : 

 

Origine des oiseaux : 100% capturés à l'état sauvage dans le pays 

 

     % importés 

 

     % élevés en captivité 

 

Population sauvage estimée (dans le pays) : 
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Nombre d'oiseaux capturés à l'état sauvage chaque année : les captures sont autorisées uniquement pour les 

membres des associations des fauconniers et sur demande des présidents des associations des fauconniers. 

Chaque bénéficiaire ne peut prétendre à une autorisation de capture que s’il produit les justifications 

vétérinaires prouvant le décès ou la perte du faucon qu’il détient.  

Il est à signaler, qu’il existe au Maroc uniquement quatre associations des fauconniers et le nombre total des 

bénéficiaires des autorisations de détention d’un faucon est d’environ 25 fauconniers 

 

Nombre d'oiseaux importés (indiquez le pays d'origine) : 

 

Moyens de capture autorisés : Ces oiseaux sont capturés par des fauconniers spécialisés par des filets. Les 

espèces préférées sont, en général, âgées de 6 mois à un an, pour des raisons de dressage. 

 

Contrôles effectués : 

La législation nationale interdit la capture et la détention des faucons. Seuls certains fauconniers organisés en 

association sont autorisés à detenir un faucon par personne pour la pratique de la tradition de la faconnerie. 

Les contrôles sont éffectués par les agents chargés de la surveillance, la police de la chasse, les services des 

Eaux et Forêts que ce soit au niveau des sites de captures, point de contrôle sur les routes ou lors des 

manifestations culturelles de la fauconnerie 

 

4. DEROGATIONS CONCERNANT DES ESPECES DE FAUNE PROTEGEES 

(ANNEXE III)
33

 

 

Nom de l’espèce  Exceptions faites 

Néant  Néant 

 

5. DEROGATIONS CONCERNANT LES MOYENS DE CAPTURE ET DE MISE A 

MORT ENUMERES DANS L’ANNEXE IV 
 

Nom de 

l’espèce 

 Nombre 

de 

permis 

délivrés 

 Nombre de 

spécimens 

(approx.) 

 Motifs  Méthodes 

employées 

 Impact  

sur la 

population 

Néant  ……..  ……….  ……

… 

 ………..  ……… 

 
  

                                                 
33

  Si les dérogations concernent les moyens de capture et de mise à morts interdits (annexe IV), utilisez la 

page suivante. 
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NORWAY / NORVÈGE 

 

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION ON THE CONSERVATION OF 

EUROPEAN WILDLIFE AND NATURAL HABITATS 

 

I. GENERAL INFORMATION 

Date of the report: 18.10.2013 

Submitted by designated authority: the Norwegian Environment Agency, P.O. Box 5672 Sluppen, 

NO-7485 Trondheim, Norway. The Directorate for Nature Management changed its name to the 

Norwegian Environment Agency as of 1
st
 July 2013.  

Norway signed the Convention on 19
th
 of September 1979, it was ratified on 27

th
 of May 1986 

and it entered into force on 1
st
 of September 1986.  

Other biodiversity multilateral agreements that Norway has ratified:  

a. CBD 

b. CITES 

c. CMS 

d. CW- RAMSAR  

e. AEWA 

f. ACAP 

g. EUROBATS 

h. AEBOP 

II. GENERAL IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION 

The following White Paper to the Parliament on biodiversity describes national general 

objectives, management priorities and goals:  

http://www.regjeringen.no/nb/dep/md/dok/regpubl/stmeld/20002001/stmeld-nr-42-2000-2001-

.html?id=194978  

The nature diversity act of 2009 

The present act on nature diversity was approved by the Parliament on 19
th
 June 2009 (no. 100). 

This act replace or partly replace a number of other acts (e.g. the Nature Conservation Act, the 

Wildlife Act, the Act on Freshwater fish and Salmonids). The main principles of the new act are to 

protect biological, geological and landscape diversity and ecological processes through conservation 

and sustainable use (section 1). It places a general duty of care to all sectors (section 6). Other key 

concepts are ‘environmental principles’ such as the precautionary principle, the ecosystem approach 

and the polluter pays principle (section 9,10, 11). The new act broadens the scope of protection of 

specific natural habitats, so called ‘selected habitat types’ (section 52). Identified and appointed 

habitat types will be subject to regulations. A similar regime is introduced for species, so called 

‘priority species and their natural habitats’ (section 23). For invasive alien species a new regulation is 

still under production.  

General information on the new act: 

http://www.regjeringen.no/en/dep/md/press-centre/Press-releases/2009/new-nature-diversity-

act.html?id=553630 

Summary of proposition to the Parliament: 

http://www.regjeringen.no/pages/2265991/PDFS/OTP200820090052000EN_PDFS.pdf 

The Nature Diversity Act in English:  

http://www.regjeringen.no/en/doc/Laws/Acts/nature-diversity-act.html?id=570549  

http://www.regjeringen.no/nb/dep/md/dok/regpubl/stmeld/20002001/stmeld-nr-42-2000-2001-.html?id=194978
http://www.regjeringen.no/nb/dep/md/dok/regpubl/stmeld/20002001/stmeld-nr-42-2000-2001-.html?id=194978
http://www.regjeringen.no/en/dep/md/press-centre/Press-releases/2009/new-nature-diversity-act.html?id=553630
http://www.regjeringen.no/en/dep/md/press-centre/Press-releases/2009/new-nature-diversity-act.html?id=553630
http://www.regjeringen.no/pages/2265991/PDFS/OTP200820090052000EN_PDFS.pdf
http://www.regjeringen.no/en/doc/Laws/Acts/nature-diversity-act.html?id=570549
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As a result of section 23 on ‘priority species’ 8 species have so far been approved with separate 

regulations for each species by Royal Decree on 5
th
 of May 2011. These are deemed to be the first in a 

series of expected priority species. The appointed species were: Anser erythropus, Limosa limosa, 

Cicindela maritima, Osmoderma eremita, Scolitantides orion, Dracocephalum ruyschiana, 

Herminium monorchis and Cephalanthera rubra.  

Relevant policy and action plans for species and habitats 

The Directorate for Nature Management has by 2012 nominated >120 species for development 

and implementation of action plans. In the period 2003-2009 action plans for the following  species 

have been published: Arctic fox Alopex lagopus (see DN-report 2-3003 and later updates), Lesser 

white-fronted goose Anser erythropus (see DN-report 2-2009 and 4-2011 in English), Pool frog Rana 

lessonae (see DN-report 2-2006), Great crested newt Triturus cristatus (see DN-report 1-2008), 

Corncrake Crex crex (see DN-report 3-2008), Pearl mussel Margaritifera margaritifera (see DN-

report 3-2006), Eagle owl Bubo bubo (see DN-report 1-2009), Ortolan bunting Emberiza hortulana 

(see DN-report 5-2009), beetle Cucujus cinnaberinus (see DN-report 4-2009), Tiger beetle Cicindela 

maritima (see DN-report 3-2009), Slavonian grebe Podiceps auritus (see DN-report 7-2009) and Red 

helleborine  Cephalanthera rubra (see DN-report 1-2006) (all are available online).  The following 

action plans have been added in the period 2010-2012 (including ones for habitats and invasive alien 

species):   

Habitats:  

Calcareous lakes 

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/2475/DN-rapport-6-2011_nett.pdf  

Hay meadows 

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/95/DN_handlingsplan_2009-

6_nett%20(2).pdf  

Hollow oaks 

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/2762/DN-rapport-1-2012_nett.pdf  

Calcareous lime forests  

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/2550/DN-rapport-8-2011_nett.pdf  

Species: 

Osmoderma eremita 

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/2849/113608_DN_Rapport_2010_4_Eremi

tt.pdf  

Northern dragonhead Dracocephalum ruyschiana:  

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/2647/Rapport_2010_5_Dragehode_PR.pdf  

Clouded apollo Parnassius mnemosyne: 

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/1362/Rapport_3_2010_Mnemosyne.pdf  

Dwarf eelgrass Zostera noltei 

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/1192/Rapport_1_2010.pdf  

Invasive species:  

Invasive American mink Neovison vison  

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/2362/DN-rapport-5-2011_nett.pdf  

Raccoon dog Nyctereutes procyonoides 

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/19/Rapport_2008-2.pdf  

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/2475/DN-rapport-6-2011_nett.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/95/DN_handlingsplan_2009-6_nett%20(2).pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/95/DN_handlingsplan_2009-6_nett%20(2).pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/2762/DN-rapport-1-2012_nett.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/2550/DN-rapport-8-2011_nett.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/2849/113608_DN_Rapport_2010_4_Eremitt.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/2849/113608_DN_Rapport_2010_4_Eremitt.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/2647/Rapport_2010_5_Dragehode_PR.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/1362/Rapport_3_2010_Mnemosyne.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/1192/Rapport_1_2010.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/2362/DN-rapport-5-2011_nett.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/19/Rapport_2008-2.pdf
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Liming of freshwater 2011-2015 to combat acid precipitation: 

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/1949/DN-rapport-2-2011_nett.pdf  

Draft action plans have been published for the following habitats: 

Coastal heathlands 

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/51954/Kystlynghei-faggrunnlag-19-mars-

2012.pdf  

Zostera Zostera marina meadows 

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/51115/Horingsutkast---faggrunnlag-for-

alegraseng--16-12-2011v4.pdf &   

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/49704/Faggrunnlag-for-Alegras-Zostera-

marina-i-Norge.pdf  

Pollarded, coppiced and grazed woodlands  

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/51199/Hostingsskog-faggrunnlag-19-des-

2011.pdf  

Sandy areas 

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/49254/Fagrapport---Spesielle-

sandomrader.pdf   

Raised bogs  

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/51698/HogmyrrappBotSer2011.pdf  

Oceanic bogs  

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/rapporter/2750/rapport.pdf  

Follow-up of resolutions and recommendations  

Resolution no 5 (1998) concerning the rules for the network of areas of special conservation interest 

(Emerald Network): 

Norway initiated work to implement the Emerald Network in 2004. By 2010 the total number of 

nationally Protected Areas (PA) evaluated was 197. These cover about 22,500 km
2
 (2.250.000 ha) of 

the land area, (including freshwater), or about 45 % of the total area of national PAs in Norway. They 

also cover about 1,000 km
2
 of marine areas, and about 30 % of the total protected sea area. Since some 

of the PAs are aligned, or very close to each other, they have been proposed as single Emerald sites 

(ASCI). The number of ASCIs evaluated by now is thus 93. 36 out of 45 classified habitats have been 

considered relevant for Norway (cf T-PVS/Emerald (2007) 18). Concerning species 106 out of the 132 

are considered relevant for Norway.   

Resolution no 6 (1998) listing the species requiring specific habitat conservation measures: 

The Norwegian policy is generally based on the white paper ”Report to the Storting no 42 (2000-

01): Biological Diversity. Sector Responsibility and Coordination.” Furthermore, the Ministry of the 

Environment has initiated a nation-wide project on registration of biodiversity in the municipalities. 

This project has ended in a countrywide database (‘Nature base’) and this is continuously updated and 

an important tool for all planning activities. 

The Parliament in 2000 decided to establish a National Data Bank for Species (Norwegian 

Biodiversity Information Centre, www.biodiversity.no) concentrating primarily on red-listed species 

and alien species. The unit will be in charge of producing updates of the national red list and black 

lists for alien species through national expert committees. The first red list from the unit was published 

in 2006 and the most recent in 2010.The first black list from the unit was produced in 2007 and the 

second in 2012. The red list volumes contain both English and Norwegian text. An accompanying 

http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/attachment/1949/DN-rapport-2-2011_nett.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/51954/Kystlynghei-faggrunnlag-19-mars-2012.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/51954/Kystlynghei-faggrunnlag-19-mars-2012.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/51115/Horingsutkast---faggrunnlag-for-alegraseng--16-12-2011v4.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/51115/Horingsutkast---faggrunnlag-for-alegraseng--16-12-2011v4.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/49704/Faggrunnlag-for-Alegras-Zostera-marina-i-Norge.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/49704/Faggrunnlag-for-Alegras-Zostera-marina-i-Norge.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/51199/Hostingsskog-faggrunnlag-19-des-2011.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/51199/Hostingsskog-faggrunnlag-19-des-2011.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/49254/Fagrapport---Spesielle-sandomrader.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/49254/Fagrapport---Spesielle-sandomrader.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/multimedia/51698/HogmyrrappBotSer2011.pdf
http://www.miljødirektoratet.no/old/dirnat/rapporter/2750/rapport.pdf
http://www.biodiversity.no/
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volume to the 2010-list describes ‘Environmental Conditions and Impacts for Red List Species’.  All 

reports from the unit can be accessed via their web site.  

Recommendation no 10 (1988) concerning the protection of the Brown Bear Ursus arctos: 

The management of Brown Bear in Norway is generally in compliance with the ideas and 

proposals contained in this recommendation. A comprehensive plan for management of large 

carnivores, including the Brown Bear, was adopted by the Parliament in the spring of 2004 and 2011, 

cf the white paper ”Report to the Storting no 15 (2003-04): Large carnivorous in Norwegian wildlife” 

and Recommendation S. no 174 (2003-04) and a private member’s bill no 163 S (2010-11) to the 

Parliament. Reference is also given to the Norwegian contribution to the ”Final Draft Action Plan for 

Conservation of the Brown Bear (Ursus arctos) in Europe” under the Bern Convention, cf T-PVS (98) 

23 rev., Strasbourg, 21 January 1999 (cf also ”Nature and Environment” no 114). 

Recommendation no 17 (1989) on the protection of the Wolf Canis lupus in Europe: 

The ideas and proposals contained in this recommendation are, with a couple of exceptions, 

reflected in Norway's protection and management of its endangered Wolf population. The exceptions 

are the recommendations contained in § 4 and § 6 of the operational part of the recommendation, 

which are not considered to be relevant for Norwegian conditions. Reference is also given to 

document T-PVS (99) 49, and white paper ”Report to the Storting no 15 (2003-04): Large carnivorous 

in Norwegian wildlife” and Recommendation S. no 174 (2003-04) and a private member’s bill no 163 

S (2010-11) to the Parliament  for a more in depth review of the Norwegian management of the 

Norwegian-Swedish Wolf population, as well as further information given under chapter II.2 above. 

Recommendation no 18 (1989) on the protection of indigenous crayfish in Europe: 

The management of crayfish in Norway is fully in compliance with the recommendations adopted 

by the Standing Committee of the Convention. Everyone who wish to harvest crayfish today, need to 

have a specific licence.  

Recommendation no 20 (1991) on the protection of the European Lynx Lynx lynx: 

The management of European Lynx in Norway is generally in compliance with the 

recommendations adopted by the Standing Committee of the Convention, cf letter from the 

Directorate for Nature Management dated 3 May 1996, and white paper ”Report to the Storting no 15 

(2003-04): Large carnivorous in Norwegian wildlife” and Recommendation S. no 174 (2003-04) and a 

private member’s bill no 163 S (2010-11) to the Parliament  on the management of large carnivores, 

including European Lynx. Reference is also given to the ”Nature and Environment” no 112 on this 

species.   

Recommendation no 22 (1991) on the conservation of the Pearl Mussel Margaritifera margaritifera 

and other freshwater mussels (Unionidae), cf also Recommendation no 80 (2000) on the 

implementation of the Action Plan for the conservation of the pearl mussel (Margaritifera 

magaritifera): 

The management of Pearl Mussel in Norway is fully in compliance with the recommendations 

adopted by the Standing Committee of the Convention, as it is fully protected by the Act relating to 

Salmon- and Freshwater Fisheries. Following the recommendation no 80 Norway has intensified the 

efforts to study this species, aiming at increasing the knowledge of its biology and also aiming at 

developing a management strategy for the species. It is suggested that Norway holds more than 80% 

of the European population of this species. Norway is also continuing to add calcium to acidified 

watercourses and lakes, resulting in improved habitats for e.g the pearl mussel. An action plan was 

published in 2006 (see DN-report 2006-3).  

Recommendation no 48 (1996) on the conservation of European globally threatened birds, cf also 

Recommendation no 60 (1997) on the implementation of the Action Plans for globally threatened 

birds in Europe, and Recommendation no 75 (1999) on the implementation of new Action Plans for 

globally threatened birds in Europe, and Recommendation no 93 (2002) on the further implementation 
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of Action Plans for Globally threatened birds and on other issues of interest for bird conservation in 

the Convention’s range: 

Norway holds breeding populations of two of the species mentioned in the Appendix to 

Recommendations no 48 and no 60; Lesser White-fronted Goose Anser erythropus and Corncrake 

Crex crex. The Directorate for Nature Management and the Norwegian Ornithological Society (NOF) 

are responsible for a program that monitors the population development and breeding success of the 

Fennoscandian population of Lesser white-fronted geese. A satellite tracking study has also been 

accomplished in order to reveal the migratory routes, stopover sites on migration and wintering 

grounds for the species. The project involves several nations, i.e. Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, Finland, 

Russia, Hungary, Romania, Kazakhstan and Ukraine and is today coordinated by a full time officer 

placed in the AEWA Secretariat. See follow up of the AEWA International Single Species Action 

Plan for the lesser white-fronted goose and meetings of the international working group under the 

plan.  

Separate action plans have been published by the Directorate for nature management for 

Corncrake (DN-report 2008-3) and for Lesser white-fronted goose (DN-report 2009-2).  

A monitoring and management project for Corncrakes in Southern Norway is also established. 

Breeding Corncrakes are localised, and information on the sites is conveyed to local landowners. 

Mowing of the breeding meadows is recommended postponed. 

Recommendation no 75 specifically asks for National Action Plans for four species listed in the 

Appendix to the recommendation in coordination with the African-Eurasian Migratory Waterbirds 

Agreement (AEWA) under the Bonn Convention. One of these species is Steller’s Eider Polysticta 

stelleri, which is included in the ”Circumpolar Eider Conservation Strategy and Action Plan” under 

Conservation of Arctic Flora and Fauna (CAFF), issued in June 1997, and partly funded by the 

Directorate for Nature Management. This Strategy and Action Plan was implemented in the period 

2000-02 under CAFF. 

For other species covered by the Bern Conventuon Appendices, see under section II (‘General 

implementation of the Convention’ and paragraph ‘Relevant policy and action plans for species and 

habitats).  

Recommendation no 51 (1996) on action plans for invertebrate species in the Appendices of the 

Convention and Recommendation no 52 (1996) on habitat conservation for invertebrate species: 

Increasing knowledge and focus on rare invertebrate species over the last decade has resulted in 

both new species protection regimes and new protected sites. Different research programmes has been 

initiated and two examples are:  

Under the national programme for mapping and monitoring of biodiversity, the programme 

INVENT-ART is an example of reinforced nationwide mapping of rare or undiscovered insects. Some 

publicised results from this project (now in its third phase) can be seen at: 

http://www.artsdatabanken.no/Article.aspx?m=264&amid=8986   

The Norwegian Biodiversity Information Centre administer a nationwide Species-programme. 

Over the last years >500 new species to Norway has been described, of which 100 were new to 

science. Most of these are invertebrates. Results from ongoing initiatives under this programme can be 

seen at http://www.artsdatabanken.no/artArticle.aspx?m=224&amid=6052  

Recommendation no 53 (1996) on the conservation of European Otter Lutra lutra: 

A national monitoring programme and studies on the biology of this species have been performed 

by the Norwegian Institute for Nature Research. Among the conclusions are that this species is still 

increasing in Norway and are now re-colonising former areas in the southern and interior parts of the 

country. The total population is probably now between 20.000 and 30.000 individuals and increasing. 

(See also information on this species under chapter II.2 above.) 

http://www.artsdatabanken.no/Article.aspx?m=264&amid=8986
http://www.artsdatabanken.no/artArticle.aspx?m=224&amid=6052
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Recommendation no 57 (1997) on the introduction of organisms belonging to non-native species into 

the environment and Recommendation no 77 (1999) on the eradication of non-native terrestrial 

vertebrates: 

The official policy in Norway is fully in compliance with the recommendations adopted by the 

Standing Committee of the Convention. The 2009 Biodiversity Act has a separate chapter on this issue 

and a new regulation detailing use of these species will be issued. Of the species listed in the appendix 

to Recommendation no 77, only the American Mink (Neovison vison) is of major concern to Norway, 

although the Raccoon Dog (Nyctereutes procyonoides) might also become a growing problem in the 

NE part of the country. Both species may be hunted all year around in Norway. Implementation of 

national action plans against raccon dog (see Norwegian DN-report 2-2008) and mink (see DN-report 

5-2011) has started.  

Recommendation no 58 (1997) on the reintroduction of organisms belonging to wild species and on 

restocking and reinforcing populations of such organisms in the environment: 

A small number of recovery projects have been undertaken, particularly on threatened bird 

species. Some have been concluded some years ago with positive results, e.g the re-introduction 

projects in collaboration with Sweden dealing with Falco peregrinus (see under chapter II.2 above) 

and Bubo bubo, and in collaboration with Scotland dealing with Haliaetus albicilla. An example of 

collaborative efforts between Norway and Sweden on mammals has been the re-introduction efforts of 

Otter Lutra lutra into Sweden based on Norwegian animals. This programme has been ceased due to 

high levels of mortality at the release sites. In 2010 and 2011 we saw the first attempts to support the 

wild population of Lesser White-fronted Goose by release of young birds at a staging site.  

In 1999 the Directorate for Nature Management (DN) ordered the development of a Status Report 

and Action Plan on the highly endangered Scandinavian population of Arctic Fox Alopex lagopus. 

During the year 2000 a recovery project to strengthen the population of the Arctic Fox on the 

Norwegian mainland, involving breeding in captivity, was established. No specimen were caught 

during 2000, but in 2001 six juvenile Arctic Foxes were caught for this recovery project. An official 

Action Plan for the Arctic Fox was published in 2003 (cf DN-report 2003-2). In the following years 

the programme has been perceived as a success and involves several different elements, ia breeding, 

re-introduction, feeding and culling of red fox as a competitor. The species was listed as CR in the 

national red list of 2010. The population numbers today less than 100 adults in Norway. A breeding 

facility was established in 2005. More than 200 pups have been bred at this facility, and 160 of these 

released into the wild. These pups have themselves been breeding in 2010 and 2011. A record number 

of pups (271) were born in 2011.   

Recommendation no 92 (2002) on sixteen new action plans for most threatened birds on the 

Convention area:   

The recommendation concerns two species in Norway: Gyr falcon and white-tailed sea eagle. The 

former species has been under a nationwide programme of monitoring for the last two decades. 

Norway contributes with eaglets within reintroduction programmes in Scotland and Ireland. The 

national population of sea eagle now counts above 5000 individuals. The gyr falcon population in 

Norway is stable and it also forms part of a national monitoring programme.  

Recommendation no 99 (2003) on the European strategy on invasive alien species   

Norway has published a national strategy on IAS, and continues to develop sectoral policies. 

Norway has been active in the collaboration with Convention activities and inter alia North European 

countries, cf. www.nobanis.org The Directorate for nature management has established a team 

focussing on the issue and commissioned a number of research projects on mapping and eradicating 

IAS. The national threatened species unit was commissioned a task to produce a method to collect and 

analyse information on IAS. This task culminated in a ‘black list’ on IAS published in May 2007, cf. 

http://www.artsdatabanken.no/Article.aspx?m=172&amid=2581 

http://www.nobanis.org/
http://www.artsdatabanken.no/Article.aspx?m=172&amid=2581
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A collaboration project with the directorate has been initiated with the union for horticulturalists 

in Norway and another project together with the union for zoo-traders in Norway. Both projects aims 

to disseminate information on the risks with alien species and information on current legislation.  

Recommendation no 103 (2004) on five new action plans for most threatened birds in the 

Convention’s area   

In Norway the recommendation concerns great snipe. This species has been surveyed nationwide 

and Norway has been leading in the European work in developing an action plan for the species. The 

Norwegian population is the highest in Western Europe and new breeding sites are still being 

uncovered. Much scientific studies have been conducted on this species during the last decades.  

Recommendation no 109 (2004) on minimizing adverse effects of wind power generation on wildlife   

Norway supported the proposed guidelines for development of wind power and how 

environmental issues should be integrated in the planning. The guidelines on national coordination has 

now been implemented to a larger extent than in the initial phase of wind mill development. Norway 

has in 2006 accepted an invitation from the Convention to evaluate the process concerning wind mill 

development on Smøla. A major research programme running in the period 2007-2011 on the conflicts 

with migratory species has been initiated and concluded in 2011.     

Recommendation no 110 (2004) on minimising adverse effects of above ground electricity 

transmission facilities (power lines) on birds   

Already in the 1980ies it was conducted studies on the impact of transmission lines on wildlife in 

general. The knowledge of how these lines influence inter alia bird population is thus quite good. The 

recommendations from these studies have been made available to the responsible institutions. The 

recommendation from the Convention and inter alia from the CMS has also been forwarded is 

continuously implemented on new power lines and when old ones are replaced. A national programme 

on mitigation was concluded in 2011 and a new programme for concrete mitigation initiated for eagle 

owl.  

Recommendation no 115 (2005) on the conservation and management of transboundary populations 

of large carnivores   

In Norway this particularly applies to the common wolf population with Sweden. This population 

is managed inter alia through a very close cooperation with the neighbouring country. Updated 

information on the Scandinavian population and on research cooperation can be found on the web:  

http://www.rovdata.no (in Norwegian) and  (in English).  

Recommendation no 125 (2007) on trade in invasive and potentially invasive species in Europe 

In 2007 a national strategy for alien species was signed by 11 Ministries. The strategy lays the 

foundation for how each sector handles the issue. Involvement of the private sector has been another 

approach, involving in particular the zoo-traders and the horticultural enterprises. A  national advisory 

group on aliens species was established in 2007 and major tasks have been to implement action plans 

and to finance research. One such action plan is the one for raccoon dog (see Directorate for nature 

management report 2008-2). Norway established a new national nature diversity act in 2009. This act 

emphasises the need to use ia risk analysis as a fundamental prerequisite before importing alien 

species. It is expected that a new regulation enters into force in 2013 regulating all import of alien 

species, except vascular plants.  

Recommendation no 134 (2008) on the European code of conduct on horticulture and invasive alien 

plants 

See comments under rec. no 125. A collaborating partnership has been initiated with the private 

sector to implement the code of conduct in the horticultural business.  

Recommendation 135 (2008) on addressing the impact of climate change on biodiversity 

In 2007 the Directorate for nature management issued a report on climate change adaption in 

nature management (see report 2007-2b: Climate change – Nature Management Measures). 

http://www.rovdata.no/
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Recommendations from this report has been followed up by integrating  climate change aspects in 

biodiversity management, e.g in protected area management, combating alien species, semi natural 

ecosystem management, water management plans. Further development of biodiversity monitoring 

programmes is also strongly focused, with the terrestrial monitoring program having undergone 

evaluation with regard to CC effects, and the freshwater and marine monitoring programs being under 

evaluation. Climate change effects on biodiversity are focused in the research programme 

NORKLIMA (2004-2013), see 

www.forskningsradet.no/.../Satellite?...norklima%2FHovedsidemal.  An assessment of climate change 

effects on nature and society in the north (NorACIA), focussing on different sectors, including 

biodiversity was published in 2010 (start 2006), and specific vulnerability analyses for the effects of 

CC on cultural landscapes, on freshwater systems and on sea shores in Norway has been undertaken. 

A Norwegian climate change adaption committee was appointed in December 2008 to analyse risks, 

vulnerability and adaptation for different sectors, including natural environment. The work ended in A 

Norwegian Official Report (NOU 2010-10) submitted on 15 Nov. 2010. Particular focus has in 2010 

and 2011 been on addressing the indirect effects of CC – e.g. potential effects on biodiversity from 

mitigation measures. In 2011 the Norwegian Directorate for Nature evaluated the potential conflicts 

with biodiversity of a list of 202 possible mitigation measures suggested by an official commission. 

Recommendation no 138 (2008) on the European Strategy for plant conservation  

Norway has in 2006 started a programme to develop action plans and fund the approved action 

plans. The first plant species to get its action plan was the red hellebore (see DN-report 2006-1) and 

Zostera noltei (see DN-report 2010-1). New action plans for other plant species are under development 

(Herminium monorchis and Dracocephalus ruyschiana). The hellebore, Herminium and 

Dracocephalus were all appointed as ‘priority species’ in 2010 with individual set of regulations 

applicable and management regimes established.  

Recommendation no 139 on the control of the raccoon dog  

Norway has established a national action plan aiming to eradicate and hinder establishment of this 

species, cf DN-report 2008-2.  

Recommendation no 144 (2009) on the wind park in Smøla (Norway) and other wind farm 

developments in Norway 

Norway has funded an international research programme on the impacts of windturbines in 

general and with the Smøla plant as an example (see http://www.cedren.no/Projects/BirdWind.aspx).  

The results of the first years 2007-2010 can be found in NINA report 620 (see 

http://www.nina.no/archive/nina/PppBasePdf/rapport/2010/620.pdf ). Norway also acted as a host for 

an international windturbine conference in 2011 on ia mitigation techniques. The results from this 

programme will contribute to future windturbine development in Norway. A new research programme 

called INTACT on avoidance techniques for existing windfarms and birds has been initiated in 2013, 

see press release  http://www.statkraft.com/presscentre/news/painting-wind-turbines-at-smola.aspx  

III. HABITAT CONSERVATION 

Resolution no 1 and recommendations no 14, 15 and 16 on habitat conservation: 

Thematic county nature protection plans 

A systematic conservation programme for different types of natural habitats (thematic nature 

protection plans), based on regional inventories, was initiated in Norway in the beginning of the 

1970s. Regional (county) conservation plans for wetlands (especially those important for waterfowl), 

mires/bogs (primarily selected on botanical and hydrological criteria), broad-leaved forest (selected 

mainly on botanical criteria) and important seabird colonies were given priority. In 1985 inventories 

started in order to identify coniferous forests for protection, and elaboration of conservation plans for 

coniferous forests have been given high priority since 1988, when the recommendations from a 

national task force on protection of coniferous forest were presented. 

http://www.forskningsradet.no/.../Satellite?...norklima%2FHovedsidemal
http://www.regjeringen.no/nb/dep/md/dok/nou-er/2010/nou-2010-10.html?id=624355
http://www.cedren.no/Projects/BirdWind.aspx
http://www.nina.no/archive/nina/PppBasePdf/rapport/2010/620.pdf
http://www.statkraft.com/presscentre/news/painting-wind-turbines-at-smola.aspx
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In the reporting period work has continued to implement a national plan for marine protected 

areas. This will ia concern coral reefs and special marine ecosystems, as well as representative sites 

and particular sites for flora and fauna (cf the white paper Report to the Storting no 43 (1998-99) on 

the Protection and Use of the Coastal Environment). If all 36 proposed sites were to be protected these 

would constitute 10% of territorial waters and 0,5% of EEZ. The hearing process for many new 

marine sites for protection fully started in 2012. Through the mapping program MAREANO a number 

of interesting sites have been uncovered, see http://www.mareano.no/ Hitherto 9 cold water coral reefs 

have been protected in Norway. These cover an area of 2.4445km2. In addition a ban on bottom trawl 

has been implemented at 46 sites. More information on coral reefs can be found at http://www.imr.no/ 

Recently three new marine and large reserves were established in Norway (out of a series of coming 

marine reserves): Færder national park, Hvaler national park (both in outer Oslofjord) and 

Tauterryggen nature reserve (inside Trondheimsfjord).   

By the end of 2010 the work 70 thematic county nature protection plans were finalized. The 

Phase I plan for establishment of a network of coniferous nature reserves has been completed, as has 

phase II (additional coniferous forests). A phase III is currently running (an extension of the forest 

protection scheme). It includes not only coniferous forests, but also other types of forested areas. In 

addition to this a program for new national parks and landscape protection areas are almost completed. 

When this program is fulfilled it is expected to raise the percentage of mainland Norway under nature 

conservation protection to well above 17%. Information on establishment of protected sites in Norway 

can be found at http://www.miljostatus.no/Tema/Naturmangfold/Vernet-natur/  

Preparation of a county conservation plan is a time-consuming process, including the following 

steps: 

1. Systematic inventories and evaluation of sites based on scientific criteria 

2. The County Governor collects information on properties, names of landowners and other 

formalities concerning sites of high conservation priority, and makes preliminary judgements 

concerning conflicts with other interests 

3. The County Governor informs landowners, the municipalities and different agencies at the county 

level about the conservation proposal 

4. These are given the opportunity to make preliminary comments on the conservation proposals 

5. The County Governor elaborates a draft conservation plan, which is sent to the Directorate for 

Nature Management for technical/scientific approval 

6. The County Governor sends the proposal to landowners, organisations and municipalities at the 

local level and agencies at the county level for a formal hearing 

7. Landowners, municipalities and others at the local level give their written comments to the plan 

8. The County Governor makes his final proposal for a conservation plan 

9. The Directorate for Nature Management sends the plan to organisations, agencies and ministries 

at the national level for comments 

10. The Directorate for Nature Management analyses the comments, finalises the conservation plan, 

and presents its proposal to the Ministry of Environment 

11. The Ministry of Environment presents the proposal to the Government, and the Government 

adopts the conservation plan through a Royal Decree. 

Following the legal establishment of protected areas under the Biodiversity Act, the decision has 

to be published, the sites have to be marked in the field, the question of possible economic 

compensation to land owners has to be settled (the land will normally still be owned by private land 

owners), and management plans may be elaborated if necessary. 

The total land area under legal protection increased from 24.557 km² (7.58 %) in 2000 to 26.298 

km² (8.12 %) by 2002, to 47.143 km
2 

(14.6%) by the end of 2008, by the end of 2010 it was 52.021 

http://www.mareano.no/
http://www.imr.no/
http://www.miljostatus.no/Tema/Naturmangfold/Vernet-natur/
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km2 (16,1%) and by the end of 2011 this had increased to 54.400km2 (16,8%).  Table 1 gives the 

status for area protection in Norway by the end of 2012. The conservation programme with the intent 

of a total of 16% terrestrial area under protection (incl freshwater) has thus been achieved. Analysis of 

the established protection network and new goals for terrestrial and marine protection will however 

further increase the area under protection.  

Norwegian Nature Research Institute has published a gap analysis of terrestrial protected areas in 

Norway, cf report http://www.nina.no/archive/nina/PppBasePdf/rapport/2010/535.pdf  

Emerald Network  

Norway initiated work to implement the Emerald Network in 2004. In February 2013 the 

Norwegian Ministry of Environment made a proposal to the Council of Europe, for 636 sites as 

potential for the Emerald Network (containing 833 reserves, covering 43.000 km2). This proposal 

marked the beginning of Phase II, according to the calendar (T-PVS/PA(2010)08revE) for Emerald 

Network. The total area of these sites is approximately 43.000 km2, mostly terrestrial and freshwater 

area. The first national biogeographic seminar was arranged in Trondheim (Norway) last June. The 

conclusions from the seminar shows that most species and habitats require additional sites and better 

documentation. An evaluation process to fill-in these gaps has been taken. A final proposal from 

Norway is supposed to be delivered by the end of 2014.  

 

Table 1. Number and area of protected areas in Norway 

by the end of 2012 

 

 

 

Type Number Area km
2 

Percentage of mainland 

National park 36 31.317 9.7 

Nature reserve 2051 5.649 1,7 

Landscape 

protection  

202 17.322 5,4 

Other  473 390 0,1 

Total  2.762 54.678 16.9 

Other areas 

In addition approximately 2.900km² of sea areas are protected (out of ca. 90.000 km
2
 inside 12 

nautical miles, and two areas (totally covering 63 km²) are protected according to the Wildlife Act. 

Twenty-two areas are protected according to the Svalbard Act (totalling 35.029 km², equalling 65% of 

its land area), cf table 2. Of marine waters around Svalbard 87% of the territorial waters out to 12 

nautical miles have been protected. The act on the environment on Svalbard entered into force on 1
st
 

July 2002, cf. Svalbardmiljøloven.  

Regarding Jan Mayen, 375 km2 of the islands total of 377km2 have been established as a nature 

reserve. Of the territorial waters 99% have been protected as a nature reserve.  

 
Table 2. Number and area of protected areas in Svalbard by the end of 2012   

Type Number Area km
2 

Percentage of mainland 

National park 7 14.358 23,53 

Nature reserve 21 25.108,5 41,15 

Other areas 1 14 0,02 

Total 29 39.480 64,7% 

 
Transboundary/shared protected areas  

Norway has in collaboration with neighbouring nations established several transboundary 

protected sites. Examples of these are:  

http://www.nina.no/archive/nina/PppBasePdf/rapport/2010/535.pdf
https://wcd.coe.int/ViewDoc.jsp?Ref=T-PVS/PA%282010%2908&Language=lanEnglish&Ver=rev&Site=DG4-Nature&BackColorInternet=DBDCF2&BackColorIntranet=FDC864&BackColorLogged=FDC864
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1. Pasvik nature reserve: River/forest-system (Finnmark county), with protected area in the Russian 

Federation 

2. Øvre Anarjokka national park: Bogs/forest/water-system (Finnmark county) with proteted area in 

Finland 

3. Kvisleflået nature reserve: Bog/mire-system (Hedmark county) with protected area in Sweden 

4. Lundsneset nature reserve: Forest (Østfold county) with protected area in Sweden 

5. Hvaler national park: Marine (Østfold county) with protected area Sweden.  

In all 11 national parks in Norway have common borders with other protected areas in 

neighbouring countries. Several nature reserves also shares borders with Sweden, Finland and Russia.  

In addition to these transboundary sites, numerous other initiatives are ongoing concerning 

cooperation between neighbouring countries: 1) The Greenbelt of Fennoscandia (GBF) is an 

agreement between Finland, Russia and Norway signed in 2010 and intend to ecological connectivity 

and stimulate transboundary cooperation.  2) The Nordic-Baltic Wetlands Initiative (NorBalWet) is a 

regional initiative under the Ramsar Convention. The following countries are included: Denmark, 

Estonia, Finland, Greenland, Iceland, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway, Russia and Sweden. 3) Barents 

Protected Areas Network (BPAN) on common conservation challenges, including protection of key 

areas. 4) OSPAR on ecological network on marine protected sites. 5) Habitat Contact Forum network 

to evaluate needs for new protected areas in the region and on management of existing ones. Involves 

Finland, Sweden, Russia and Norway.  

 

Management of protected areas 

 

The need for an improved overall strategy for management of protected areas in Norway led to 

the establishment of a committee on protected areas and a report published in 1989. The committee 

formulated a general strategy for future management of protected areas, and proposed some general 

criteria for allocation of resources to management actions. 

The following general aims for management of protected areas have been adopted: 

- Evaluate the needs for ecological management actions in all protected areas 

- Develop management plans for those areas where certain actions are considered to be necessary, 

or eventually only short notes concerning more "stable" areas 

- Make management plans realistic (scientifically, economically and with respect to practical 

implementation) 

- Simplify/revise some existing (too ambitious) management plans 

- Implement long term ecological management in a representative sample of sites, aimed at 

maintaining a certain ecological condition 

According to the regulations for each protected area (protected under the Nature Conservation 

Act), a management plan for the area may be developed and adopted by the management authority. 

Such a management plan may include three main parts: 

1. Plan for ecological management, including 

- action plan for restoring ecological character 

- action plan for maintaining ecological character 

- action plan for enhancing ecological conservation aims 

2. Plan for utilisation, including 

- arrangements for public access and information 
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- arrangements for special groups of people 

- guidelines for the land owners use of the area 

3. Plan for wardening, including 

- agreements on wardening 

- instructions for wardens 

As a follow up of this work an action plan for a number of prioritised nature protected sites was 

published in 1996, cf Report from the Directorate for Nature Management no 4. Further work to revise 

a handbook for management of nature protected sites was initiated, and a new version of the handbook 

was published in the year 2000. 

In 1998 an initiative was taken by the Ministry of Environment to delegate the management of 

conserved areas to the municipal level in Norway. During the reporting period all municipalities (450) 

have been offered the possibility to take over responsibility for the management of protected areas. In 

principle, this initiative covers all types of protected areas in Norway. In the early phase 16 

municipalities with ca. 100 protected areas participated. This has now been replaced by a new 

programme with participation of 70 municipalities. Municipalities accepting the offer will be trained 

to cope with the task. An evaluation of this was completed in 2008.   

The Norwegian policy regarding management of protected areas and species is stated in the white 

paper ”Report to the Storting no 42 (2000-01): Biological Diversity. Sector Responsibility and 

Coordination.” Furthermore, the actual status of the environment is updated in annual white papers 

called ”The National State of the Environment”, e.g Report to the Storting no 24 (2000-2001) and no 

26 (2006-2007): The Environmental Policy of the Government and the State of the Environment in 

Norway.  

Furthermore, the Directorate for Nature Management has issued a ”National Master Plan for 

Monitoring of Biological Diversity” (DN Report 1998-1, Trondheim (170 pp; ISBN: 82-7072-289-8)). 

The Norway/UN-Trondheim Conference in September 1999 had as its main theme ”The Ecosystem 

Approach for Sustainable Use of Biological Diversity”. 

Based on a framework for monitoring of protected areas outlined in 2006, the Directorate for 

Nature Management in 2007 and 2008 has been working with guidance on setting and assessing 

conservation objectives. Conservation objectives are already being included as an important part in all 

new management plans.  

A new act on nature diversity entered into force in 2009 and replaced the Nature Conservation 

Act when it comes to protection of areas and management of protected areas. 

In 2007 the Directorate for Nature Management issued a strategy on funding of actions in 

protected areas. In 2007 the Ministry of Environment issued a national strategy on alien species, where 

the need for actions in protected areas is highlighted. 

The Norwegian policy regarding management of protected areas and species is stated in the white 

paper ”Report to the Storting no 42 (2000-01): Biological Diversity. Sector Responsibility and 

Coordination.” Furthermore, the actual status of the environment is updated in annual white papers 

called ”The National State of the Environment”, e.g Report to the Storting no 24 (2000-2001): The 

Environmental Policy of the Government and the State of the Environment in Norway.  

Protected sites under threat 

Some sites come under pressure from developers or other interests, and the Government may rule 

that these interests are overriding and of national importance, and may give exemptions from 

conservation regimes. At present the following important sites are under threat or developers have 

been given permission to interfere with the targets of the protection regime: 

Åkersvika nature reserve and Ramsar site (4 lane highway), Hedmark county 

Sørdalen forest nature reserve (high voltage line), Sogn og Fjordane county 
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Gimsøymyrene mire nature reserve (airport), Nordland county 

The Norwegian Nature Inspectorate 

The Norwegian Nature Inspectorate (SNO) is the national ranger organization and the national 

authority for nature supervision and inspection of the whole country, on both publicly owned and 

privately owned land. The organisation was set up in 1997, as a consequence of the Nature 

inspectorate Act passed by The Norwegian Parliament in 1996.  

SNO is organized as a specific part of The Norwegian Environment Agency, with special legal 

powers and tasks. It has a head office in Trondheim (29 persons) and a network of 60 local offices (97 

persons) across the country. The local offices are divided into 3 departments and 7 sections. 

SNO has a national responsibility for prevention and control of environmental crime, and co-

operates closely with the national and local police and other official and private organisations, such as 

the municipal committees that oversee grazing, hunting and fishing rights on common land, 

Norwegian Pollution Control Authority, Norwegian Coastguard Service and the Archipelago Service.  

SNO is also responsible for overseeing the national parks and protected areas, as well 

as conservation merits of national importance, such as endangered and vulnerable species and species 

where Norway has a special responsibility, e.g. the North Atlantic Salmon and the wild reindeer 

populations in the mountain areas of Southern Norway.    

Protection of water courses 

Conservation plans to protect specific watercourses from hydropower development have been 

approved by the Norwegian Parliament. The fourth conservation plan for the protection of 

watercourses was adopted in April 1993, resulting in a total of 341 watercourses being protected. To 

supplement these conservation plans a new supplementary plan was completed in 2005.  

IV. SPECIES CONSERVATION  

1. WILD FLORA SPECIES 
1)

 – APPENDIX I 

1)
All species names according to the taxonomy used in the Appendices of the Convention.  

 

By 2012 in Norway and Svalbard 3148 vascular plant species and subspecies have been 

registered. 2480 of these are recognized as species regularly occurring, of these 180 occur on 

Svalbard. Ca 1500 species are recognized as native plant species, and ca 1600 additional species are 

aliens. Of these 1355 have been evaluated for the red list and 369 are red listed. For bryophytes the 

number of species on the mainland is 1071 (1066 evaluated for the red list and 225 red listed). For 

lichens the figure is 1985 species (1267 evaluated for the red list and 267 red listed), and among fungi 

the number of evaluated species is 3010 (out of ca 7000 expected species) and 900 have been red 

listed.  

In Norway the following Appendix I species occur: Aster sibiricus (protected by Royal Decree 2 

October 1981), Braya purpurascens and Oxytropis deflexa ssp. norvegica (both protected by Royal 

Decree 25 January 1983), Cypripedium calceolus and Platanthera obtusata ssp. oligantha (both 

protected by Decree issued by the Directorate for Nature Management 1 June 1989). 

A proposal to protect 52 species (43 vascular plants and 9 invertebrates) from the Directorate for 

Nature Management was approved by Royal Decree on December 21
st
 2001. This new decree includes 

all plant and invertebrate species on Appendix I and II not previously protected in Norway. 

The new protection includes the following Appendix I species: Botrychium simplex, Botrychium 

matricariifolium, Botrychium multifidum, Luronium natans, Silene furcata ssp. angustiflora, Trisetum 

subalpestre, Najas flexilis, Cypripedium calceolus, Platanthera obtusata ssp. oligantha, Papaver 

lapponicum, Polemonium boreale and Saxifraga hirculus. The older decrees on Aster sibiricus, Braya 

purpurascens and Oxytropis deflexa ssp. norvegica is still in force. Liparis loeselii is considered 

extinct in Norway.  
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A proposal by the Directorate for Nature Management presented in June 2004 included species 

protection of Dracocephalum ruyschiana, in addition to eight Appendix I species of moss that occur in 

Norway: Scapania massalongi, Hamatocaulis vernicosus, Buxbaumia viridis, Atractylocarpus alpinus, 

Cynodontium suecicum, Dicranum viride, Meesia longiseta and Orthotrichum rogeri. All these 

species were subsequently protected by Royal Decree on July 13
th
 2005.  

As a result of the acceptance of the act on Biodiversity in 2009 and its section 23 on ‘priority 

species’ 8 species were approved with separate regulations for each species by Royal Decree on 5
th
 of 

May 2011. These are deemed to be the first in a series of expected priority species. The appointed 

flora species were: Dracocephalum ruyschiana, Herminium monorchis and Cephalanthera rubra.  

We refer to main section II. General implementation and section on ‘Relevant policy and action 

plans for species and habitats’ for activities related to monitoring and restoration of species included in 

Appendix I.  

Regulations and exceptions 

The Directorate for nature management can as the management authority for the applicable acts 

and regulations give conditional exemptions for collection of protected species. As part of the ongoing 

mapping of new localities the directorate has encouraged amateurs and professionals alike to register 

for permits to collect ia protected species.    

The collections must be registered with scientific institutions and limitations to the number of 

samples that can be collected will be stated in the permit. Limitations aim to avoid threatening  the 

existence of local populations. On average the directorate issues annually 1-5 exemptions from the 

decree, normally with a time limit of one to three years. The exemptions are mostly  issued to 

scientific institutions or consultants working on mapping programmes. Frequently the exemptions do 

not result in collections of the protected species.  

2. WILD FAUNA SPECIES – APPENDIX II 

By 2012 in Norway 248 bird species have been found breeding, and on Svalbard 49 species have 

been found. 58 bird species have been red listed on the mainland and for Svalbard 18. Among 

mammals the numbers are 91 species for both mainland Norway, the marine waters and Svalbard. Of 

these 24 have been red listed for the mainland and 3 for Svalbard. For butterflies 2208 species have 

been registered (of these 462 are red listed) and for crustaceans 1969 species (both for Norway and 

Svalbard combined) (of these 125 have been red listed).  Among molluscs 885 have been recorded and 

164 red listed.  

All wildlife in Norway (ie birds, mammals, reptiles and amphibians) have been protected since 

the adoption of the present wildlife act of 1981.  

Nationwide protection of Appendix II species 

A proposal on species protection in Norway adopted by Royal Decree on December 21
st
 2001 

include the following invertebrate Appendix II species: Leucorrhinia albifrons, Leucorrhinia caudalis, 

Leucorrhinia pectoralis, Parnassius apollo, Parnassius mnemosyne, Coenonympha hero, Cucujus 

cinnaberinus and Dytiscus latissimus.   

A proposal by the Directorate for Nature Management presented in June 2004 includes species 

protection of Graphoderus bilineatus, which was subsequently protected by Royal Decree on July 13
th

 

2005.  

After the rediscovery in Norway of Osmoderma eremita in 2008, the species was given 

nationwide protection by the Directorate for Nature Management on August 22
nd

 2008.   

As a result of the biodiversity act (see paragraph I) adopted  in 2009 and its section 23 on 

‘priority  species’ 8 species were approved with separate regulations for each species by Royal Decree 

on 5
th
 of May 2011. These are deemed to be the first in a series of expected priority species. The 

appointed fauna species were: Anser erythropus, Limosa limosa, Cicindela maritima, Osmoderma 

eremita and Scolitantides orion. 
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Regulations and exemptions 

Specific regulations have been adopted for the removal of individuals of wildlife species causing 

damage to crops, livestock, forests, water or other forms of property, or in the interest of public health 

and safety. Generally, other solutions shall within reasonable limits have been pursued in order to 

avoid damage, before permit is given to remove protected species. The Directorate for Nature 

Management has issued a Decree dated 1 September 1997, which states that permits may be issued for 

different species on three different management levels. These being municipality level, county level 

and national level.  

Exemptions from the general protection of wildlife is possible under a differentiated management 

regime according to species and level of potential damage. Generally applications for exemptions for 

more numerous species is handled by the municipal level (1), while the County Governor handles 

more sensitive species (2). The Directorate for nature management as the national wildlife 

management authority handles the most sensitive species (3).  

1. Municipality based Wildlife Boards 

The following Appendix II species may be removed if permitted by the local Wildlife Board (one 

in each municipality) if they are damaging wooden constructions, crops etc.: Green Woodpecker Picus 

virdis, Grey-headed Woodpecker Picus canus, Black Woodpecker Dryocopus martius, Great Spotted 

Woodpecker Dendrocopos major, Greenfinch Carduelis chloris and Yellowhammer Emberiza 

citrinella. 

2. County Governor 

The County Governor may, when the following Appendix II species cause damage, issue permits 

for removal: Otter Lutra lutra, bats Microchiroptera, Mute Swan Cygnus olor, Pink-footed Goose 

Anser brachyrhyncus, Common Tern Sterna hirundo, Arctic Tern Sterna paradisaea, Golden Eagle 

Aquila chrysaetos, Goshawk Accipiter gentilis and Sparrowhawk Accipiter nisus. However, the 

Directorate has warned that bats are protected and should not be disturbed. To facilitate any issues 

related to bats a system of advisors and assistance is funded by the directorate. No known incidences 

related to bats have been registered in the reporting period.  

3. The Directorate for Nature Management 

The Directorate for Nature Management may, under particular circumstances, issue permits for 

removal of protected wildlife, either when wildlife causes damage or for scientific purposes. Such 

permits have in the biennial period been issued for the following Appendix II species: Brown Bear 

Ursus arctos, Wolverine Gulo gulo and Wolf Canis lupus (see table 1) 

The Directorate for nature management issued on 18
th
 June 2004 (no 913) a regulation for 

handling of dead specimen of wildlife (ie those found dead). This regulation outlines national 

regulations for taxidermists and contain a list for which species should be tagged and for which 

species it is necessary to apply for a licence to keep. The last requirement applies for 47 species (incl. 

bats, carnivores and birds) and is made mandatory from 2004. Of these 47 species it is necessary to 

register ownership and tag 8 species back in time, ie old specimens.   

Large carnivore management 

Management of large carnivores in Norway is regulated by the Nature Diversity Act of 2009 and 

the Wildlife Act of 1981. The Directorate for Nature Management issued in 2005 a regulation on the 

management of predators, including regulations of bear, wolverine, wolf, lynx and golden eagle. In 

this regulation the Norwegian populations goals for bear, wolf, lynx, wolverine and golden eagle is 

defined, information on which are the management authorities, and guidelines under which specific 

circumstances killing of carnivores can be allowed.   

Approximately 200 persons (incl. rangers from the national nature inspectorate) are engaged on 

seasonal basis to ia map and monitor the national occurrence of carnivores, and to report on relevant 

incidences involving carnivores in relation to incidences with husbandry. Every incidence of dead or 

injured husbandry is  analysed, whether these are killed by a large carnivore or by other causes 
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(natural mortality, accidents etc) and thereafter registered in a database. Also an overview of dead 

carnivores  segregated on different causes of mortality (natural,  licensed or quota hunted, accident, 

illegal or other) is available from 1997 until present in this database. E.g. through the use of GIS-

technology the public may enter the database via a map of the country and sample information from 

different levels (municipal, regional or national) as well as information on single cases, see 

‘rovviltportalen’ below. On the webpage of the national statistical agency (Statistics Norway) 

statistical information on the number of dead carnivores can be found (both in English and 

Norwegian), cf www.ssb.no/rovdyravg or www.ssb.no/english This statistics is based on different 

calculations and includes also animals found dead caused by natural causes.   

In 2007 the Directorate for Nature Management opened a website called ‘Rovviltportalen’ (‘the 

large carnivore portal’) (www.rovviltportalen.no). The text is only in Norwegian. This website aim to 

simplify access to information on the issue by the general public and others. The site ia publishes 

interactive maps of sites with records of the four large carnivores and maps on husbandry carcasses 

found. The information also covers Golden Eagle. The site gives information on national policy, on 

population monitoring, gives oversight of meetings on the issue, media-clippings, specific information 

on each species concerning its biology and hunting practices. The site gives overviews of all licenses 

issued and the results of these. It is also a site giving information of requirements for hunters, and for 

registration of hunters, the most recent quotas, it contains access to electronic application for 

compensation for livestock or semi-domestic reindeer killed by large carnivores, and financial support 

for preventive measures to avoid killing of husbandry, etc. The site is regarded as a success and is 

widely used.  

Exceptions for threatened or vulnerable populations of species: 

The Norwegian policy towards the large carnivores is based on the White Paper to the Parliament 

no 15 (2003-04). The policy was debated again in the Parliament in June 2010, and revised with minor 

changes compared to the White Paper of 2003-04. For these species reference is also given to 

”Recommendation no 59 (1997) on the drafting and implementation of Action Plans of wild fauna 

species”, ”Recommendation no 74 (1999) on the conservation of large carnivores”, ”Recommendation 

no 82 (2000) on urgent measures concerning the implementation of Action Plans for large carnivores 

in Europe” and ‘Recommendation no 115 (2005) on the conservation and management of 

transboundary populations of large carnivores.’ In general, Norway has accepted all the 

recommendations from the Bern Convention regarding large carnivores.   

The number of individuals killed or found dead of the three species of large carnivores on 

Appendix II are listed in table 1. When it is agreed upon the Directorate for nature management 

normally issues pending permits (licenses) for offtake of these species, or if the population level 

within each region is reached, the pending permits are issued by a Regional Board for large carnivores 

which has the authority within the region. The County Governors have the authority to confirm the 

final permit, when it is deemed necessary. The number of pending permits issued will therefore 

normally be higher than the number of actual animals felled.  

- Brown Bear Ursus arctos   

For brown bear, see further information under Recommendation no 10 (December 1988) in 

section II. In 2012 the national population counted 137 animals as confirmed by DNA-analysis of hair 

and scat samples collected during the season. Exceptions reported is given in table 3.  

- Wolverine Gulo gulo 

For wolverine, reference is given to the Norwegian contributions to the ”Final Draft Action Plan 

for the Conservation of Wolverines (Gulo gulo) in Europe” under the Bern Convention, cf T-PVS (98) 

27 rev., Strasbourg, 21 January 1999 (cf also ”Nature and Environment” no 115). In 2012 the national 

population counted approximately 350 individuals and 44 dens. Exceptions reported is given in table 

3.  

- Wolf Canis lupus 

http://www.ssb.no/rovdyravg
http://www.ssb.no/english
http://www.rovviltportalen.no/
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The population of Wolf is small and endangered in Norway. However, there is a general 

provision in the Nature Diversity Act for killing large carnivores when there is danger of a direct 

attack on livestock. Norway has started applying a management regime for wolves that varies 

according to area. In some parts the wolves will be protected and in other parts sheep and reindeer 

production is given priority. These management principles are also practised for brown bear and 

wolverine. 

Reference is given to the letter from the Directorate for Nature Management to the Bern 

Convention of 26 March 1999 on the protection of the Wolf in Norway, i.a describing the agreement 

between the Swedish Environmental Protection Agency and the Norwegian Directorate for Nature 

Management of 7 September 1998. Norway has also contributed to the ”Final Draft Action Plan for 

the Conservation of Wolves (Canis lupus) in Europe” under the Bern Convention, cf T-PVS (98) 24 

rev., Strasbourg, 21 January 1999 (cf also ”Nature and Environment” no 113). 

The wolf population in Scandinavia is stable or growing. In 2012 the Norwegian population 

consisted of approximately 30 individuals and 3 confirmed breeding. There were 38 confirmed family 

packs of wolves in Norway and Sweden in 2012; 3 of these family packs were entirely on the 

Norwegian side of the border.  Exceptions reported is given in table 3.  
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Table 3. Exceptions concerning brown bear, wolverine and wolf as reported to the Directorate for Nature 

Management for the hunting seasons (01.04-31.03) 2000-01, 2001-02, 2002-03, 2003-2004, 2004-2005, 2006-

2007, 2007-2008, 2008-2009, 2009-2010, 2010-11 and 2011-2012. The numbers also contain specimens killed 

by road accidents, natural deaths etc.   

 

Species No. of  

ind. 

felled 

Licence hunting 

 

Lic. issued Felled 

Brown bear Ursus arctos 

2000-2001 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2011-2012 

 

      7 

3 

1 

4 

1 

6 

4 

13 

12 

18 

10 

16 

 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

6 

15 

16 

18 

19 

27 

 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

0 

3 

2 

9 

3 

2 

    

Wolverine Gulo gulo 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2011-12 

 

43 

32 

34 

39 

50 

63 

79 

77 

90 

89 

105 

112 

 

44 

50 

42 

50 

60 

68 

91 

94 

89 

102 

119 

119 

 

31 

23 

28 

23 

21 

38 

40 

28 

35 

35 

37 

43 

Wolf Canis lupus 

2000-2001 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08  

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2011-12 

 

17 

2 

5 

5 

7 

5 

2 

5 

5 

8 

13 

9 

 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

2 

4 

0 

4 

9 

7 

 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

2 

0 

2 

4 

3 

 

Otter Lutra lutra 

The population of otter is estimated at 25.000-30.000 individuals and the population is stable in 

the major part of the distribution and increasing in southernmost parts of Norway. It is perceived as a 

common species along the coast and is also recolonizing inland areas. The rise and spread of the 

population causes conflicts with the fish farming industry. The increase in the population has also led 

to an increase of otters drowning in fishing gear or being killed accidentally by traffic. Illegal killing 

of otters is also known to occur. However, the death rate (both illegal and caused by accidents etc) 
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should be perceived as insignificant in relation to the overall population and the demographic 

development.  

 

Birds of prey 

The numbers stated here for white-tailed eagle, golden eagle and goshawk for the seasons 2003-

04, 2004-05, 2005-06, 2006-07, 2007-08, 2008-09, 2009-10, 2010-11 and 2011-12 are given in table 

4. The numbers are mostly birds found dead. The numbers are regarded as being in the lows. No 

licence for felling in the reporting periods were given for these species. The national populations of 

white-tailed eagle is estimated at 3000 pairs, for golden eagle at 850-1200 pairs and of goshawk at ca. 

2000-2700 pairs.  

Table 4. Numbers of goshawk, golden eagle and white-tailed eagle reported as found dead for the 

seasons 2003-04, 2004-05, 2005-06, 2006-07, 2007-08, 2008-09, 2009-10, 2010-11 and 2011-12.   

 

Species Total 

number 

Goshawk Accipiter gentilis  

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2011-12 

 

44 

27 

15 

15 

9 

21 

26 

20 

21 

Golden eagle Aquila chrysaetos  

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2011-12 

 

4 

12 

10 

14 

7 

8 

11 

14 

4 

White-tailed eagle  Haliaeetus 

albicilla 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2011-12 

 

26 

31 

43 

44 

26 

32 

19 

31 

32 

 

Exceptions concerning falconry 

Falconry is not allowed in Norway, none exceptions from this prohibition were made in the 

period 2011 to 2011.   
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3. PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (APPENDIX III) 

The exploitation of all species originally listed in Appendix III is regulated, with fixed hunting 

seasons for all of the species. For several species hunting and other forms of exploitation is only 

allowed in some parts of the country, while the species may be totally protected in other parts. 

Restrictions on hunting periods and geography are decided by the Directorate for Nature Management 

and each hunting period now lasts for five years until a new revision. The revised hunting periods are 

based on hunting statistics as well as scientific advice and public advice. In addition the Directorate 

may stop hunting of species totally or in geographic regions if the circumstances changes or 

emergencies occur. At present the following number of species can be hunted within their set hunting 

seasons: 21 mammal species (9 of these are aliens) and 38 bird species (6 of these are aliens).  

An extraordinary exemption for sami people have been granted by the Ministry of the 

Environment for two weeks spring hunt in May for goldeneye, mallard and scaup. The annual total 

bag quota is set at 150 birds and only sami people and those who apply for a licence can participate.   

Exceptions from the ordinary hunting season may be accepted in order to avoid damage to crops, 

livestock or reindeer husbandry. In most cases such exceptions require the prior grant of a permit 

issued by either the local Wildlife Board in a municipality, the County Governor or the Norwegian 

Environment Agency, cf also above under paragraph 2 (on Appendix II species). 

Particularly for lynx Lynx lynx, Norway has applied a hunting quota system for each county, to 

regulate the population and to prevent damage on livestock and reindeer husbandry, cf table 5. The 

quotas are defined by the Directorate for Nature Management or if the regional population level of 

lynx is reached a Regional Board for large Carnivores has authority to define the quota within the 

region.  In the season 2008-09 the quota for felling of European Lynx was 119, and 110 were actually 

felled. For 2009-10 the quota was 149 and 134 were felled. In 2010 the national population of lynx 

counted 441-470 individuals and 75-80 family groups.  

Table 5. Quota hunting concerning lynx for the seasons 2003-04, 2004-05, 2005-06, 2006-07, 2007-

08, 2008-09, 2009-10, 2010-11 and 2011-12. The total numbers also contain specimens killed by road 

accidents, natural deaths etc.  

 

Species Total 

number 

Quota 

hunting  

 

Lynx Lynx 

lynx 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

2006-07 

2007-08 

2008-09 

2009-10 

2010-11 

2011-12 

 

48 

56 

52 

85 

104 

136 

147 

157 

92 

Quota 

50 

51 

48 

74 

96 

119 

149 

175 

118 

Felled 

35 

44 

40 

58 

90 

110 

134 

136 

77 

 

The Atlantic salmon Salmo salar is an Appendix III species. As a measure to safeguard 

threatened strains of this species in particular watercourses, mainly due to impact of the introduced 

parasite Gyrodactylus salaris, Norway has decided to apply treatment with the poisonous agent 

rotenone. The Norwegian policy towards the use of this agent is to restore ecosystems that stand a risk 

of becoming destroyed due to introduced species. Rotenone treatment has mainly been applied in 

watercourses with salmon stocks to eradicate Gyrodactylus salaris. Research has shown that there is 

no negative impact on e.g the populations of the Pearl Mussel Margaritifera margaritifera, another 

Appendix III species, from these rotenone treatments. Some lakes have also been treated with rotenone 
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to try to eradicate the European Minnow Phoxinus phoxinus from areas where this species has been 

introduced. 

A Norwegian case study on Gyrodactylus salaris was worked out in 2000 and submitted to the 

Convention on Biological Diversity in May 2001. A trial with an aluminium based solvent has proven 

less toxic to non-target species and at the same time highly effective against the parasite. It is thus 

expected to become a more widespread method in the years to come.  
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Protection of Appendix III species 

On Appendix III Norway holds three species: the freshwater crayfish Astacus astacus, the pearl 

mussel Margaritifera margaritifera and the leech Hirudo medicinalis. The first two has a long 

standing protection regime in Norway, while the leech was given a formal and total species protection 

in Norway by Royal Decree on December 21
st
 2001.  

4. CONCERNING THE USE OF MEDTHODS FOR CAPTURE AND KILLING 

SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV 

The only general exception made for means of killing as specified in Appendix IV, is the use of 

semi-automatic weapons, cf the Norwegian reservation under I.1-2 above. In addition, persons 

authorised by the Directorate for nature management may use mist nets or other nets, traps and tape 

recorders to catch birds or other animals for scientific purposes (ringing etc.). These birds or other 

animals are normally released afterwards, and therefore the use of these methods will not cause local 

disappearance of or serious disturbance to populations of a species as stated in Article 8. Obligatory 

training programmes (2 different courses) with exams have to be passed for persons to hold a license 

for bird trapping and ringing. The same kind of programme is applicable for bat handling and ringing.  

5. SPECIES LISTED ON APPENDIX I, II AND III NOT HAVING LEGAL PROTECTION 

All of the species originally listed on these Appendices have legal protection as prescribed by the 

Convention.   

 

Cetaceans 

 

The small Cetacean species added to Appendix II by the decision of the Standing Committee in 

December 1987, are all protected under the Act relating to Sea Water Fisheries of 3 June 1983 

(including those species for which Norway has made reservations). 

 

Freshwater fish 

 

The taking of freshwater fishes listed in Appendix III is regulated under the Act Relating to 

Salmonids- and Freshwater Fish etc. (1992).  

VII. PUBLICATIONS/WEB 

We refer to lists of publications relating to management of species and habitats under section II 

(General implementation). Other publications of particular relevance are the national red lists and 

black list. The Norwegian Environment Agency regularly published updates on inventories concerning 

ia old growth forests, wetlands, hollow oaks, fungi habitats etc. A number of smaller brochures have 

been published in relation to advice on management of specific habitats.    

Red list for Ecosystems and Habitat Types in Norway (2011): 

http://www.artsdatabanken.no/Article.aspx?m=313&amid=11507  

National red list for threatened species (2010): 

http://www.beta.artsdatabanken.no/File/685/Norsk%20rødliste%20for%20arter  

Alien species in Norway, with black list (2012): 

http://www.beta.artsdatabanken.no/File/689/Alien%20species  

East-European program funded by ia Norway (cf European Economic Agency– EEA):  

http://www.envir.ee/1201254  

VIII. MEETINGS 

The Trondheim Conference is firmly established as a forum for debate on key issues of 

implementation of the Convention on Biodiversity (CBD). The meetings started in 1993 and is hosted 

http://www.artsdatabanken.no/Article.aspx?m=313&amid=11507
http://www.beta.artsdatabanken.no/File/685/Norsk%20rødliste%20for%20arter
http://www.beta.artsdatabanken.no/File/689/Alien%20species
http://www.envir.ee/1201254
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in Trondheim every three years, with the most recent in 2013. More info on the conference 

http://www.naturoppsyn.no/tk7  

Norway acted as a host for the 10
th
 Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Migratory 

Species (CMS) in Bergen in November 2011. 

http://www.cms.int/bodies/COP/cop10/resolutions_adopted/resolutions.htm  

A number of international working groups related to biodiversity MEAs have been hosted in 

Norway in the reporting period. These have been related to ia issues like CITES and introduction from 

the sea definition, Lesser White-fronted Goose conservation, and NorBalWet wetland conservation.  

EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING ARTICLES 4, 5, 6, 7 & 8 

a) General exceptions follow Norwegian reservations, cf: 

http://conventions.coe.int/Treaty/Commun/ListeDeclarations.asp?NT=104&CM=8&DF=&CL=E

NG&VL=1  

b) Individual exceptions: None that result in a generalised practice 

c) Individual exceptions concerning more than ten individuals, cf section IV of this report 

(concerning brown bear, wolf, wolverine, lynx, golden eagle, white-tailed eagle and goshawk) 

d) Individual exceptions concerning endangered or vulnerable populations, cf section IV of this 

report. General exceptions for mapping of biodiversity has been given to institutions: Norwegian 

Institute for Nature Research and biodiversity NGO (‘Sabima’). One individual researcher has 

also been granted licence to collect protected species outside protected areas.  

All collected specimens shall be included in scientific collections of public museums. 

Insignificant numbers of collected specimens of invertebrates or flora or invertebrates have been 

collected in the reporting period (<10 specimens).  

On national policy on derogations we refer to section II on general implementation (relating to 

carnivores).  

 

  

http://www.naturoppsyn.no/tk7
http://www.cms.int/bodies/COP/cop10/resolutions_adopted/resolutions.htm
http://conventions.coe.int/Treaty/Commun/ListeDeclarations.asp?NT=104&CM=8&DF=&CL=ENG&VL=1
http://conventions.coe.int/Treaty/Commun/ListeDeclarations.asp?NT=104&CM=8&DF=&CL=ENG&VL=1
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SERBIA / SERBIE 

 

THE BIENNIAL REPORT OF THE REPUBLIC OF SERBIA (2011-2012) 

 

MINISTRY OF ENERGY, DEVELOPMET AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

OF THE REPUBLIC OF SERBIA 

 
The Republic of Serbia is the contracting party to the Bern Convention since May 2008. 

Competent Authorities to Grant Exceptions: 

The Ministry of Energy, Development and Environmental Protection  of the Republic of Serbia 

according to conditions provided by the Institute for Nature Conservation of Serbia and the Provincial 

Institute for Nature Conservation in Vojvodina 

Data has been provided by the Ministry of Energy, Development and Environmental Protection of 

the Republic of Serbia and the Institute for Nature Conservation in Vojvodina. 

 

1. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPECIES 

(ART.5 – APPENDIX I) 

2011 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons 

for issuing 

of licences 

(art. 9, i. to 

v.)
1
 

Impact on population 

 

Paenia officinalis 18 1 
scientific 

research 
none 

Ramonda serbica 10 1 
scientific 

research 
none 

 
2012 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons 

for issuing 

of licences 

(art. 9, i. to 

v.)
1
 

Impact on population 

 

Paenia tenvifolia 3 1 scientific research none 

Ramonda serbica 10 1 scientific research none 

Marsilea quadrifolia 10 1 scientific research none 
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Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

 

Information on the conservation status 

of the derogated species 

Strictly protected  by the Rulebook on proclamation and 

protection of strictly protected and protected species of 

wild flora, fauna and fungi ("Official Gazette of RS", 

No 5/10) 

The authority empowered to declare that 

the conditions 

have been fulfilled 

The Ministry of Energy, Development and 

Environmental Protection  of the Republic of Serbia 

Conditions of risk and the circumstances 

and the time and place under which 

exception where granted 

 

The controls involved 
Environmental inspectors at the republic, regional or 

local level and hunting inspectors 

Justification for derogation for a species 

in an unfavourable conservation status 
 

Alternative solutions considered and 

scientific data to compare them 
 

Results of derogations (e.g. Cumulative 

effects and compensation measures 

where relevant) 

 

Comments/notes  

 
2. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES 

(ART. 6 - APPENDIX II) 
 
2011 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

Authorised 

action (art. 

6, a. to f.)
2
 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 

9, i. to v.)
3
 

Impact on 

population 

 

Ursus arctos 3  1 i/iv none 

Rhinolophus blastii 7  1 i/iv none 

Rhinolophus euryale 8  1 i/iv none 

Rhinolophus ferrumequinim 2  1 i/iv none 

Rhinolophus hipposideros 5  1 i/iv none 

Eptesicus serotius 3  1 i/iv none 

Miniopterus schreibersii 5  1 i/iv none 

Myotis myotis 12  1 i/iv none 

Nyctalus leisleri 14  1 i/iv none 

Nyctalus noctula 12  1 i/iv none 

Ardea purpurea 17  1 i/iv none 

Ardeola ralloides 32  1 i/iv none 

Egretta garzetta 11  1 i/iv none 

Ixobrychus minutus 5  1 i/iv none 

Nycticorax nycticorax 203  1 i/iv none 

Ciconia ciconia 11  1 i/iv none 

Ciconia nigra 25  1 i/iv none 
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Platea leucorodia 27  1 i/iv none 

Plegadis falcinellus 5  1 i/iv none 

Alcedo attis 7  1 i/iv none 

Coracias garrulus 287  1 i/iv none 

Merops apiaster 3  1 i/iv none 

Upopa epops 1  1 i/iv none 

Accipiter nisus 2  1 i/iv none 

Buteo buteo 9  1 i/iv none 

Gyps fulvus 30  1 i/iv none 

Haliaeetus albicilla 31  1 i/iv none 

Circaetus galicus 2  1 i/iv none 

Falco subbuteo 3  1 i/iv none 

Falco tinnunculus 152  1 i/iv none 

Falco vespeptinus 91  1 i/iv none 

Himantopus himantopus 8  1 i/iv none 

Recurvirostra avosseta 3  1 i/iv none 

Porzana porzana 1  1 i/iv none 

Emberiza citrinella 49  1 i/iv none 

Emberiza schoeniclus 49  1 i/iv none 

Carduelis cannabina 12  1 i/iv none 

Carduelis carduelis 171  1 i/iv none 

Carduelis chloris 177  1 i/iv none 

Carduelis spinus 50  1 i/iv none 

Coccothraustes 

coccothraustes 
38  1 i/iv none 

Loxia curvirostra 5  1 i/iv none 

Serinus serinus 61  1 i/iv none 

Delichon urbica 1  1 i/iv none 

Hirudo rustica 261  1 i/iv none 

Riparia riparia 444  1 i/iv none 

Lanius collurio 74  1 i/iv none 

Lanius excubitor 1  1 i/iv none 

Anthus compestris 1  1 i/iv none 

Anthus pratensis 4  1 i/iv none 

Anthus spinoletta 3  1 i/iv none 

Anthus trivalis 5  1 i/iv none 

Motacilla flava 20  1 i/iv none 

Ficedula albicollis 1  1 i/iv none 

Ficedula hypolevica 8  1 i/iv none 

Ficedula parva 1  1 i/iv none 

Muscicapa striata 15  1 i/iv none 

Aegihalos caudatus 63  1 i/iv none 

Parus ater 10  1 i/iv none 

Parus caeruleus 323  1 i/iv none 

Parus cristatus 1  1 i/iv none 

Parus major 1  1 i/iv none 

Parus montanus 12  1 i/iv none 

Parus palustris 38  1 i/iv none 
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Certhia brachydactyla 1  1 i/iv none 

Prudella modularis 11  1 i/iv none 

Sitta europaea 6  1 i/iv none 

Aerocephalus arundinaceus 208  1 i/iv none 

Aerocephalus palustris 99  1 i/iv none 

Aerocephalus schoenobaenus 1340  1 i/iv none 

Aerocephalus melonopogon 100  1 i/iv none 

Aerocephalus scirpaceus 1600  1 i/iv none 

Cettia cetti 1  1 i/iv none 

Hippolais icterina 11  1 i/iv none 

Locustella fluviatilis 1  1 i/iv none 

Locustella luscinioidaes 276  1 i/iv none 

Locustella naevia 2  1 i/iv none 

Phylloscopus collybita 114  1 i/iv none 

Phylloscopus sibilatrix 34  1 i/iv none 

Phylloscopus trochilus 29  1 i/iv none 

Regulus ignicapillus 4  1 i/iv none 

Regulus regulus 14  1 i/iv none 

Sylvia atricapilla 206  1 i/iv none 

Sylvia borin 66  1 i/iv none 

Sylvia communis 66  1 i/iv none 

Sylvia curruca 19  1 i/iv none 

Sylvia nisoria 7  1 i/iv none 

Erithacus rubecula 140  1 i/iv none 

Luscinia luscinia 14  1 i/iv none 

Luscinia megarhynchos 36  1 i/iv none 

Luscinia svecica 4  1 i/iv none 

Phoenicurus ochruros 25  1 i/iv none 

Phoenicurus phoenicurus 7  1 i/iv none 

Saxicola ruberta 9  1 i/iv none 

Saxicola torquatus 14  1 i/iv none 

Turdus torquatus 2  1 i/iv none 

Troglodytes troglodites 53  1 i/iv none 

Asio otus 167  1 i/iv none 

Asio flamens 2  1 i/iv none 

Athene noctua 12  1 i/iv none 

Bubo bubo 3  1 i/iv none 

Otus scops 6  1 i/iv none 

Strix aluco 37  1 i/iv none 

Tuto alba 5  1 i/iv none 

Dendrocopus major 10  1 i/iv none 

Dendrocopus medius 2  1 i/iv none 

Dendrocopus minor 3  1 i/iv none 

Dendrocopus syriacus 5  1 i/iv none 

Jynx torquilla 6  1 i/iv none 

Picus viridis 3  1 i/iv none 

Emus orbicularis 1  1 i/iv none 

Coronella austiaca 2  1 i/iv none 

Salamandra atra 2  1 i/iv none 
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Triturus karelinii 3  1 i/iv none 

Nyla arborea 4  1 i/iv none 

Maculinae arion 3  1 i/iv none 

 
2012 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

Authorised 

action (art. 

6, a. to f.)
2
 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 

9, i. to v.)
3
 

Impact on 

population 

  

Rhinolophus blastii 2  1 i/iv none 

Rhinolophus euryale 35  1 i/iv none 

Rhinolophus ferrumequinim 2  1 i/iv none 

Rhinolophus hipposideros 15  1 i/iv none 

Barbastella barbastellus 2  1 i/iv none 

Miniopterus schreibersii 11  1 i/iv none 

Myotis capaccinii 13  1 i/iv none 

Myotis daubentoni 1  1 i/iv none 

Myotis emorginatus 1  1 i/iv none 

Myotis myotis 2  1 i/iv none 

Myotis mystacinus 2  1 i/iv none 

Nyctalus noctula 8  1 i/iv none 

Pipistrellus kuhlii 25  1 i/iv none 

Plecotus austriacus 5  1 i/iv none 

Vespertilio muriuns 1  1 i/iv none 

Himantopus himantopus 1  1 i/iv none 

Tringa glareola 13  1 i/iv none 

Ardea purpurea 39  1 i/iv none 

Ixobrychus minutus 10  1 i/iv none 

Nycticorax nycticorax 34  1 i/iv none 

Ciconia ciconia 3  1 i/iv none 

Alcedo attis 5  1 i/iv none 

Coracias garrulus 280  1 i/iv none 

Merops apiaster 38  1 i/iv none 

Accipiter nisus 5  1 i/iv none 

Aquila helioca 1  1 i/iv none 

Buteo buteo 12  1 i/iv none 

Gyps fulvus 15  1 i/iv none 

Haliaeetus albicilla 20  1 i/iv none 

Circaetus galicus 1  1 i/iv none 

Circus aeroginosus 2  1 i/iv none 

Falco subbuteo 3  1 i/iv none 

Falco tinnunculus 70  1 i/iv none 

Falco vespertinus 7  1 i/iv none 

Porzana porzana 1  1 i/iv none 

Cinclus cinclus 1  1 i/iv none 

Emberiza cirlus 3  1 i/iv none 

Emberiza citrinella 5  1 i/iv none 

Emberiza schoeniclus 291  1 i/iv none 

Carduelis cannabina 22  1 i/iv none 

Carduelis carduelis 192  1 i/iv none 



T-PVS/Inf (2013) 30 - 90 - 

 

 
Carduelis chloris 246  1 i/iv none 

Carduelis spinus 12  1 i/iv none 

Coccothraustes 

coccothraustes 
41  1 i/iv none 

Serinus serinus 61  1 i/iv none 

Delichon urbica 198  1 i/iv none 

Lanius collurio 2  1 i/iv none 

Lanius excubitor 1  1 i/iv none 

Anthus compestris 1  1 i/iv none 

Anthus trivalis 53  1 i/iv none 

Motacilla flava 217  1 i/iv none 

Motacilla alba 2  1 i/iv none 

Motacilla cinerea 1  1 i/iv none 

Oriolus oriolus 8  1 i/iv none 

Aegihalos caudatus 143  1 i/iv none 

Parus ater 4  1 i/iv none 

Parus caeruleus 458  1 i/iv none 

Parus cristatus 2  1 i/iv none 

Parus lugobris 2  1 i/iv none 

Parus major 1048  1 i/iv none 

Parus palustris 20  1 i/iv none 

Prudella modularis 11  1 i/iv none 

Sitta europaea 11  1 i/iv none 

Aerocephalus arundinaceus 370  1 i/iv none 

Aerocephalus palustris 194  1 i/iv none 

Aerocephalus 

schoenobaenus 
1069  1 i/iv none 

Aerocephalus melonopogon 53  1 i/iv none 

Aerocephalus scirpaceus 2254  1 i/iv none 

Hippolais icterina 36  1 i/iv none 

Locustella fluviatilis 6  1 i/iv none 

Locustella luscinioidaes 393  1 i/iv none 

Locustella naevia 3  1 i/iv none 

Phylloscopus collybita 96  1 i/iv none 

Phylloscopus sibilatrix 171  1 i/iv none 

Phylloscopus trochilus 144  1 i/iv none 

Regulus ignicapillus 4  1 i/iv none 

Regulus regulus 2  1 i/iv none 

Sylvia atricapilla 1412  1 i/iv none 

Sylvia borin 348  1 i/iv none 

Sylvia communis 184  1 i/iv none 

Sylvia curruca 88  1 i/iv none 

Sylvia nisoria 10  1 i/iv none 

Erithacus rubecula 178  1 i/iv none 

Luscinia megarhynchos 95  1 i/iv none 

Luscinia svecica 11  1 i/iv none 

Phoenicurus ochruros 89  1 i/iv none 

Phoenicurus phoenicurus 8  1 i/iv none 

Saxicola ruberta 21  1 i/iv none 

Saxicola torquatus 23  1 i/iv none 

Turdus torquatus 6  1 i/iv none 

Asio otus 35  1 i/iv none 

Bubo bubo 3  1 i/iv none 

Otus scops 36  1 i/iv none 
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Strix aluco 15  1 i/iv none 

Strix uralensis 3  1 i/iv none 

Tuto alba 10  1 i/iv none 

Dendrocopus major 1  1 i/iv none 

Dendrocopus medius 1  1 i/iv none 

Dendrocopus minor 4  1 i/iv none 

Dendrocopus syriacus 11  1 i/iv none 

Jynx torquilla 5  1 i/iv none 

Picus viridis 6  1 i/iv none 

Natrix tessellata 17  1 i/iv none 

Triturus cristatus 10  1 i/iv none 

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

 

Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

Strictly protected or protected species by the Rulebook on proclamation 

and protection of strictly protected and protected species of wild flora, 

fauna and fungi ("Official Gazette of RS", No 5/10) 

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions 

have been fulfilled 

The Ministry of Energy, Development and Environmental Protection  of 

the Republic of Serbia 

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place 

under which 

exception where 

granted 

 

The controls involved 
Environmental inspectors at the republic, regional or local level and 

hunting inspectors 

Justification for 

derogation for a 

species in an 

unfavourable 

conservation status 

 

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

 

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative 

effects and 

compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

 

Comments/notes 

Amendments on the Rulebook on proclamation and protection of strictly 

protected and protected species of wild flora, fauna and fungi ("Official 

Gazette of RS", No 5/10) initiated by the Provincial Institute for Nature 

Conservation in Vojvodina regarding strict protection of Canis Lupus in 

all territory of Vojvodina including hunting ground Deliblatska pescara 

and Vrsacke planine.  
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Compensation for damages made by strictly protected species 

During year 2011 is was recorded seven cases of damages and destructions made by bears. 60   

beehives, frames, queen bees and honey combs were destroyed. A number of plum trees were 

damaged and one lamb and one cow we attacked and slaughtered by bears. 

During year 2012 it was recorder 19 cases of damages and destructions mainly made by bears. 30 

beehives, frames, queen bees and honey combs were destroyed. 11 sheep and one ram were 

slaughtered and a number of orchards with some 130 plum trees were badly damaged. Also some 30-

40 poplar trees were damaged by beavers, 18 beehives were damaged by woodpeckers and orchard 

with plum trees was damaged by ravens. 

According the commission established by the of Energy, Development and Environmental 

Protection for implementation and procedure for resolution of the applications of compensation for 

damages made of wild animals – strongly protected, the owners of beehives, orchards and cattle were 

all received the compensations. 

APPENDIX III)
4
 

 
2011 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

individuals 

involved (when 

practical) 

Exception made 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 9, 

i. to v.)
5
 

Impact on the 

population 

   

Martes foina 1  i/iv none 

Anas pelepone 1  i/iv none 

Ardea cinera 4  i/iv none 

Streptopelia turtus 1  i/iv none 

Coturnix coturnix 1  i/iv none 

Corvus frugilegus 1  i/iv none 

Corvus monedula 5  i/iv none 

Garrulus 

glandarius 
10  i/iv none 

Passer montanus 143  i/iv none 

Testudo hermanni 

Number of animals 

were marked and left 

in natura 

 i/iv none 

 
2012 
 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

individuals 

involved (when 

practical) 

Exception made 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 9, 

i. to v.)
5
 

Impact on the 

population 

 

Cygnus olor 65  i/iv none 

Larus cachinnaus 87  i/iv none 

Streptopelia 

decaocto 
12  i/iv none 

Passer montanus 350  i/iv none 

Phalacrocoxax 

carbo 
30  i/iv none 

Testudo hermanni 62  i/iv none 

Alburnoides 

bipunctatus 
1  i/iv none 

Aspius aspius 1  i/iv none 
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Chondrostoma 

nasus 
3  i/iv none 

Silurus glanis 7  i/iv none 

Testudo hermanni 62  i/iv none 

 
5. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND 

KILLING SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV 
 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

(when 

practical) 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons 

(art. 8, a. 

to e.)
6
 

Method 

used
7
 

Impact on the population 

 

Phalacrocorax carbo 30 1 
shutdown 

i/iv 
  

 

 

Belgrade, 25
th
 October 2013. 

 

Prepared by the  Unit for PA, Ecological Network and Appropriate Assessment 

in collaboration with Group fro Biodiversity and Provincial Institute for Nature Conservation in 

Vojvodina 

 

Snezana Prokic, Focal Point for Bern Convention 
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SWITZERLAND / SUISSE 

 
1. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPECIES 

(ART. 5 - APPENDIX I) 
 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 

9, i. to v.)
34

 

Impact on population 

 

     

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 

 
Information on the 

conservation status of the 

derogated species 

  

The authority empowered 

to declare that the 

conditions have been 

fulfilled 

  

Conditions of risk and the 

circumstances and the 

time and place under 

which exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved   

Justification for 

derogation for a species in 

an unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and scientific 

data to compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative effects 

and compensation 

measures where relevant) 

  

Comments/notes  Pas de dérogations en Suisse pendant la période 2011-2012 

 

  

                                                 
34

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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2. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES 

(ART. 6 - APPENDIX II) 
 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

involved 

(when 

practical) 

Authorised 

action (art. 

6, a. to f.)
35

 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 

9, i. to v.)
36

 

Impact on 

population 

 

      

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 
Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

  

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions have 

been fulfilled 

  

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place under 

which exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved   

Justification for 

derogation for a species 

in an unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative effects 

and compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

  

Comments/notes  Pas de dérogations en Suisse pendant la période 2011-2012 

  

                                                 
35

 A: Deliberate killing 

B: Deliberate damage to or destruction of breeding or resting sites 

C: Deliberate capture and keeping 

D: Deliberate disturbance of wild fauna 

E: Deliberate destruction or taking of eggs 

F: Possession and internal trade 
36

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 



T-PVS/Inf (2013) 30 - 96 - 

 

 

 

3. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 
For each species used in falconry, state (use a separate sheet for each species): 

 
Name of species: Divers 

No. of birds in captivity (after 

entry into force of the Convention) 

 

Origin of birds:   

% captured from the  

wild in the State 

- 

% imported - 

% reared in captivity 100 % 

Estimated population in the wild (in 

the State) 

 

No. of birds captured from the wild 

each year 

 

No. of birds imported (specify 

country of origin) 

 

Means authorised for capture  

Controls involved  

 
La fauconnerie est organisée au niveau cantonal. 

 

4. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (ART. 7  APPENDIX 

III)
37

 

 

Name of the 

species 

No. of individuals 

involved (when 

practical) 

Exception made Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 9, i. 

to v.)
38

 

Impact on the 

population 

 

Mergus 

merganser 

 divers
1
 ii aucun 

Ardea cinerea  divers
1
 ii aucun 

Phalacrocorax 

carbo 

 divers
2
 ii aucun 

 
1)

 Mergus merganser et Ardea cinerea sont des espèces protégées en Suisse. Les autorités cantonales 

peuvent délivrer des autorisations pour des tirs de régulation seulement si le dommage est établi et 

que d’autres mesures ne peuvent être appliquées. Le nombre d'autorisation délivrés n'est pas recensé 

au niveau fédéral. 

  

                                                 
37 Kindly note that exceptions to species listed in Appendix III concern only those captured or killed using indiscriminate 

means of capture or killing and in particular methods specified in Appendix IV. 
38

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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2)

 Le Cormoran (Phalacrocorax carbo) est une espèce chassable en Suisse.  

Dans le contexte de l'augmentation de la population nicheuse, une modification de l'Ordonnance 

sur la chasse a été introduite (Juin 2012)*.  

 Pour les autres espèces, voir la Statistique fédéral de la chasse: http://www.wild.unizh.ch/jagdst/ 

*Modification du 27.06.2012 de l'Ordonnance sur la chasse et la protection des mammifères et 

oiseaux sauvages (Ordonnance sur la chasse, OChP. RS 922.01):  

L'ordonnance élargit notamment les possibilités de régulation de la faune responsable de 

dommages importants ou de dangers considérables:  

Les cantons peuvent, avec l’assentiment préalable de l’OFEV, prendre des mesures temporaires 

visant la régulation de populations d’animaux protégés, lorsque, en dépit de mesures raisonnables 

prises pour empêcher les dommages, des animaux d’une espèce déterminée: […] causent d’importants 

dommages aux forêts, aux cultures ou aux animaux de rente, constituent une grave menace pour les 

zones habitées ou les bâtiments et installations d’intérêt public, causent des pertes sévères dans 

l’utilisation des régales cantonales de la chasse. 

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 
Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

  

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions have 

been fulfilled 

  

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place under 

which exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved   

Justification for 

derogation for a species 

in an unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative effects 

and compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

  

Comments/notes   

 

  

http://www.admin.ch/opc/fr/classified-compilation/19880042/index.html
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5. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND 

KILLING SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV 

 

Name of the 

species 

No. of 

specimens 

(when 

practical)  

No. of 

licences 

Reasons 

(art. 8, a. 

to e.)
39

 

Method 

used
40

 

Impact on the population 

Sus scrofa   B 7 aucun 

Oiseaux: divers 

espèces
1)

 

  D 10 aucun 

      

      

 
1)

 Les oiseaux ont été bagués et relâchés, mais pas tués.  

Contact en cas de questions: Station ornithologique suisse: http://www.vogelwarte.ch/  

 

 

  

                                                 
39

 A. Protection of flora and fauna 

B. To prevent serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

C. In the interests of public health and safety / air safety / overriding public interests 

D. For research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

E. Taking, keeping or other judicious exploitation of certain wild animals and plants in small numbers and under certain 

conditions (see art. 8) 
40 Choose from article 8 : 1 to 18 – See for reference pages 6-7 of this document 

http://www.vogelwarte.ch/home-fr.html


 - 99 – T-PVS/Inf (2013) 30 

 

 

“THE FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA” / L’”EX RÉPUBLIQUE 

YOUGOSLAVE DE MACÉDOINE” 

 

BIENNIAL REPORT OF THE REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA 

(2011 – 2012) 
 

 

1. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPECIES (ART. 5 
APPEN.I) 

 

Name of the species No. of 

specimens 

involved (when 

practical) 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licences (art. 9, 

i. to v.)
41

 

Impact on population 

 

/ / / / / 

     

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: / 

 
Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

  

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions have 

been fulfilled 

  

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place under 

which exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved   

Justification for 

derogation for a species 

in an unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative effects 

and compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

  

Comments/notes   
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 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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2. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (ART. 6 - 

APPENDIX II) 
 

Name of the species No. of speci-

mens involvd 

(when 

practical) 

Authorised 

action (art. 

6 a. to f.)
42

 

No. of 

licence

s 

Reasons for 

issuing of 

licen-ces (art.9 

i-v.)
43

 

Impact on 

population 

Accipiter gentilis 18 c 18 ii, iv L  

Anser erythropus 2 c 2 iv, v L  

Gallinago media 2 c 2 iv, v L  

Canis lupus 198 c 198 i, ii, iii L  

Felis silvestris 2 c 2 iv, v L  

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 
Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

  

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions have 

been fulfilled 

  

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place under 

which exception where 

granted 

  

The controls involved   

Justification for 

derogation for a species 

in an unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative effects 

and compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

  

Comments/notes   
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 A: Deliberate killing 

B: Deliberate damage to or destruction of breeding or resting sites 

C: Deliberate capture and keeping 

D: Deliberate disturbance of wild fauna 

E: Deliberate destruction or taking of eggs 

F: Possession and internal trade 
43

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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3. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY 

 
For each species used in falconry, state (use a separate sheet for each species): / 

 
Name of species:  

No. of birds in captivity (after entry 

into force of the Convention) 

 

Origin of birds:   

% captured from the  

wild in the State 

 

% imported  

% reared in captivity  

Estimated population in the wild (in the 

State) 

 

No. of birds captured from the wild 

each year 

 

No. of birds imported (specify country 

of origin) 

 

Means authorised for capture  

Controls involved  

 

4. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (ART. 7  APPENDIX III)
44

 

 

Name of the species No. of individuals 

involved (when 

practical) 

Exception made Reasons for issuing 

of licences          

(art. 9, i. to v.)
45

 

Impact on the 

population 

Ardea cinerea 4 MAFWE/SIFH iv, v  L 

Phalacrocorax carbo  4 MAFWE/SIFH ii, iv, v L 

Meles meles  2 MAFWE/SIFH iv, v L 

Martes martes  78 MAFWE/SIFH  i, ii  L 

Martes foina  82 MAFWE/SIFH  i, ii  L 

Mustela nivalis  2 MAFWE/SIFH  iv, v L 

Putorius putorius 2 MAFWE/SIFH  iv, v  L 

Vormela peregusna  2 MAFWE/SIFH  iv, v L 

 

Where appropriate, please add a text providing information on: 
Information on the 

conservation status of 

the derogated species 

  

The authority 

empowered to declare 

that the conditions have 

been fulfilled 

  

Conditions of risk and 

the circumstances and 

the time and place 

under which exception 

where granted 

  

                                                 
44 Kindly note that exceptions to species listed in Appendix III concern only those captured or killed using indiscriminate 

means of capture or killing and in particular methods specified in Appendix IV. 
45

 i.: protection of flora /fauna 

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, air safety or other overriding public interests (which?) 

iv.: for research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

v.:  judicious exploitation of certain wild plants in small numbers and under certain conditions 
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The controls involved   

Justification for 

derogation for a species 

in an unfavourable 

conservation status 

  

Alternative solutions 

considered and 

scientific data to 

compare them 

  

Results of derogations 

(e.g. Cumulative effects 

and compensation 

measures where 

relevant) 

  

Comments/notes   

 

5. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND 

KILLING SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV 

 
Name of the species No. of 

specimens 

(when 

practical 

No. of 

licences 

Reasons 

(art. 8, a. 

to e.)
46

 

Method used
47

 Impact on the population 

Accipiter gentilis 18 18 A 10 L  

Anser erythropus 2 2 D 10 L  

Gallinago media 2 2 D 10 L  

Canis lupus 198 198 B 14 L  

Felis silvestris 2 2 D 1 L  

Ardea cinerea 4 2 B 10 L 

Phalacrocorax carbo  4 2 B 1 L 

Meles meles  2 2 D 1 L 

Martes martes  78 78 B 14 L 

Martes foina  82 82 B 14 L 

Mustela nivalis  2 2 D 1 L 

Putorius putorius 2 2 D 1 L 

Vormela peregusna  2 2 D 1 L 
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 A. Protection of flora and fauna 

B. To prevent serious damage to crops, livestock, forests, fisheries, water and other forms of property 

C. In the interests of public health and safety / air safety / overriding public interests 

D. For research / education / repopulation / reintroduction / necessary breeding 

E. Taking, keeping or other judicious exploitation of certain wild animals and plants in small numbers and under certain 

conditions (see art. 8) 
47 Choose from article 8 : 1 to 18 – See for reference pages 6-7 of this document 


