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ALBANIA / ALBANIE
BIENNIAL REPORT (2009-2010)

COMPETENT AUTHORITIES TO GRANT EXCEPTIONS:

Biodiversity Directorate

General Directorate of Policies

Ministry of Environment, Forests and Water Administration
Address: Rruga e Durresit, No.27,

Tirana- ALBANIA

Albania after the entering into force of the Stahbiion and Association Agreement (SAA)
Agreement in April 2008, during this biennium apgplito the EU to get the candidate status.

In this context the priority as stated also in frevious biannual report continued to be the
transposition of the Eldcquisinto the national legislation.

So for the first time in Albania a dedicated Lawrt'@unting” was elaborated and approved on
11.3.2010, no. 10253. This Law fully endorses thegiples of the European Charter on Hunting and
Biodiversity. A number of by-laws related to theplementation of the Bern Convention in Albania
were also elaborated, such as:

- Government Decree (Decision of the Council of Miis) “On the determination of the hunting
season in the Republic of Albania”, no. 553, datad20210;

- Government Decree (Decision of the Council of Migmis) “On the approval of the list of wild
fauna species object of hunting”, no. 546, dat&d?010;

- Government Decree (Decision of the Council of Mimis) “On the approval of hunting tariffs”,
no. 700, dated 13.8.2010.

As regards species protection during 2010 in cladaboration with MEDASSET the action
plan for the conservation of sea turtles and thafitats in Albania was drafted.

EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPEC IES
(Appendix 1):

There were no exceptions made for the biennium -20TA.0 concerning strictly protected flora
species in Albania.

EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY:

According to the provisions of the Law “On the prtion of wild fauna”, no. 10006, dated
23.10.2008 and the new Law no. 10253, dated 1118.20n hunting”, falconry is not allowed in
Albania.

However, this kind of hunting is never been pradiin Albania, due to the absence of tradition
and conditions as well.

EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (APPENDIX 1ID:

Name of the species Exceptions made
Name No. of No. of Action Reason Means Impact on
of licences individuals permitted (itov) of population
species (when (atof) killing/
practical) capture
Protected 1 1ind. per c iv nets Not detrimental
fauna species species

present in Albania
(PPNEA/CORA research/2009 ref.)
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Protected 1 1ind. per c iv nets Not detrimental
bat species species

present in Albania

(Sachanowitz, K./Eurobats research project/Apriy-2010)

EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND KILLING
SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV:

According to the provisions of Law on hunting asliwaes Law on wild fauna protection,
prohibited means of capture and killing as listedhie Bern Convention are addressed directly by the
means of a separate dedicated Article stated aditpted means of capture and killing”.

For the biennium 2009-2010 there were no exceptiwade referring to this issue.

However there have been a number of reports ondbef illegal means of capture and killing of
migratory birds noted during the hunting seasoAllmania, manly by foreign hunters. The Forestry
Police has identified 16 such cases that were eckaby fines as determined by the Law “On
hunting”.

Report compiled by:

Biodiversity Directorate

General Directorate of Policies

Ministry of Environment, Forests and Water Admirasibn
Tirana

ALBANIA
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AUSTRIA / AUTRICHE

BIENNAL REPORT
2009 -2010

AUSTRIA

COMPETENT AUTHORITIES TO GRANT EXCEPTIONS

The departments of the provincial governments aeddistrict administration authorities of the
federal provincies.

EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPEC IES

Name of the species  Number of licenses Number of Reasons for issuing Impact on
specimens of licenses population
Carex secalina 1 - A none
Dracocephalum ruyschiana 4 - A none
Liparis loeselii 4 - A none
Physoplexis comosa 1 - A none

EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA SPEC IES
(APPENDIX I1)

Name of No. of No. of Action Reason Means Impact on
species licences individuals permitted (itov) of population
(when (atof) killing/
practical) capture

Chiroptera 11 - c, d (\AV hand, net none
Microchiroptera 8 - c, d [, IV net none
Ursus arctos 1 1 c, d I, IV trap none
Lutra lutra 2 15 c,df [, IV trap none
Felis silvestris 1 - f v trap none
Spermohilus citellus 1 10 c v trap none
Reptilia 3 - c, d I, IV hand none
Lacerta agilis 2 30 c v hand none
Lacerta viridis 1 10 c v hand none
Podacris muralis 1 50 c \% hand none
Zamenis longissimus1 22 c v hand none
Amphibia 10 - c, d [, IV hand none
Salamandra atra 2 - c v hand none
Triturus carnifex 1 - c \% hand none
Triturus dobrogicus 3 - c Y hand none
Rana arvalis 1 - c v hand none
Rana dalmatina 1 - c v hand none
Rana sp. 1 160 c \Y hand none
Bombina bombina 1 200-300 c v hand none

1 5 c v hand none

2 - c v hand none
Bombina variegata 1 200-300 c \% hand none

1 5 c v hand none

2 - C v hand none
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Hyla arborea 3
Pelobates fuscus 3
Bufo viridis 3
Lepidoptera 22
Parnassius apollo 1
Odonata 5

Osmoderma eremita 1

- c v
- v
- c v
- a,cd v
- v
- a, cd v
- v

hand
hand
hand
hand
hand
hand
hand

none
none
none
none
none
none
none

EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (APPENDIX III)

Name of the species

Exceptions made

Castor fiber

Soricidae

Gliridae

Zootoca vivipara

Reptilia

Natrix natrix

Amphibia

Salamandra salamadra
Triturus alpestris

Triturus vulgaris
Thymallus thymallus
Coregonus lavaretus
Rutilus frisii

Decapoda
Austropotamobius torrentium
Margaritifera margaritifera

v

v
v

v
v,V
\%
v,V

v

\%

\%

\%

v

v

v

v
v
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CYPRUS / CHYPRE

REPUBLIC OF CYPRUS
MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE, NATURAL RESOURCES
AND THE ENVIRONMENT
Biennial Report of the Republic of Cyprus (2009 - @10)

Prepared by Environment Department, Ministry ofidgiture, Natural Resources and Environment
October 2012

1. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPEC IES
(ART.5- APPENDIX I)

No exceptions granted

2. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA SPEC IES (
ART.6- APPENDIX II)

No exceptions granted
3. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY
No exceptions granted

4. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (ART.7 -
APPENDIX Il1)

Name of the species No of individuals involved Exceptions made Impact on the
population

Gyps fulvus Total 9

7 Vultures at the FD enclosure/vulture at the Restat are part of a European-funded
project and will be released when adapted to looabitions. Birds will be kept in other
enclosures as well for acclimatization. Birds thave been in the enclosure for years will
be evaluated and if found fit for release they Wélreleased in the wild(iv)

2 at the Limassol zoo. Birds at Limassol zoo hasenbthere for decades and are present

for educational reasons (iv).
Ovis gmelini ophion Total 24

17 at the FD and 7 in a private bird Park at Peddiuflons are kept exclusively for
display purposes. Both at the State enclosure (&awand private bird Par (Pegeia,
Pafos) serve to show the largest terrestrial mamumédue to Cyprus (iv).

Impact on population: none

5. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND
KILLING SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX II

No exceptions granted
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DENMARK / DANEMARK
1. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPEC IES

Name of

the species

Number of Number of
licences specimens
(when
practical)

Reasons for

issuing of
licences

Impact on
population

2. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA S PECIES

(APPENDIX II)
Name of No. of No. of Action Reason Means Impact on
species licences individuals permitted (itov) of population
(when (atof) killing/
practical) capture
Pelobates 3 30 adult, iv n.a. +
fuscus 30.000 eggs
Bufo 4 10 adult iv n.a. +
calamita 100 larvae
60.000 eggs
Hyla arborea 1 40 eggs iv n.a. +
Bombina 3 10 adult iv n.a. +
bombina 18.000 eggs
Triturus 2 10 adults iv n.a. +
cristatus 30 larvae
Lacerta agilis 1 10 adults iv n.a. 0
Rana 1 100 larvae iv n.a. 0
dalmatia
Zamanis 2 28 adults tradé 0
situla
Emys o. 1 25 adults trade n.a. 0
orbicularis
Timon 1 10 adults tradé +
Lepidus
Bufo viridis 2 11 adults iv 0
50 larvae
Rana 3 190 adults iv
temporaria

1

B — for exploitation
C — for other overriding public interest (which?)

A — for research/education/repopulation or reidtiction
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3. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY
4. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (APPENDIX III) >
Name of the species Exceptions made

5. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND
KILLING SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV

Name No. of No. of Reasons Method Impact on
of licences specimens used population
species

2 Trade of live animals in captivity.

® Trade of live animals in captivity.

* Trade of live animals in captivity.

° If exceptions concern the prohibited means ofwapand killing for Appendix Il species, use the
form 2.4 on Appendix IV.
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ESTONIA / ESTONIE

1. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA S PECIES
(ART. 5 - APPENDIX I)

Name of the No. of specimens No. of Reasons for issuing of | Impact on population
species involved (when licences| licences (art. 9, i. to \)
practical)

Where appropriate, please add a text providingimétion 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

2. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA S PECIES
(ART. 6 - APPENDIX II)

Name of the species No. of | Authorise| No.of | Reasons for Impact on population
specimens d action | licences | issuing of
involved (when| (art. 6, a. licences (art.
practical) to f.)’ 9,i.tov.}
Bufo calamita 2010 20 C 1 iv none
Canis lupus 2009 108 a 140 i, il Population slightly
decreasing
Canis lupus 2010 125 a 135 ii, iii Population stable
Ursus arctos 2009 45 a 60 ii Population stable
Ursus arctos 2010 57 a 60 ii Population stable
Branta leucopsis 2009 1085 a 1085 ii none
Branta leucopsis 2010 2887 a 2887 ii

i.: protection of flora /fauna

ii.. prevention of serious damage to crops, liwekt forests, fisheries, water and other formsropprty
iii.: in the interests of public health and safetly safety or other overriding public interestdich?)
iv.: for research / education / repopulation heiduction / necessary breeding

v.: judicious exploitation of certain wild plantssmall numbers and under certain conditions

A: Deliberate killing

: Deliberate damage to or destruction of breedingesting sites

: Deliberate capture and keeping

: Deliberate disturbance of wild fauna

: Deliberate destruction or taking of eggs

: Possession and internal trade

: protection of flora /fauna

.. prevention of serious damage to crops, liwekt forests, fisheries, water and other formsropprty
ii.. in the interests of public health and safety safety or other overriding public interestdich?)

v.: for research / education / repopulation hteiduction / necessary breeding

v.: judicious exploitation of certain wild plantssmall numbers and under certain conditions

—~ TmOoOOw
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Where appropriate, please add a text providingimétion on:

Information on the
conservation status of
the derogated species

Bufo calamita is in Il protective category in Estn Species is in unfavourab
conservation status.

Canis lupus and Ursus arctos — species are naqgpeok but population is closely
surveyed and managed according to large carnivoenagement plans,.

Populations are in favourable conservation status.
Branta leucopsis is in Il protective category ist&hia. 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

Bufo calamita — 20 juveniles were captured to tere@eserve population t
maintain genetic variability, carry out breeding artificial conditions and ge
material for future reintroductions to increase ylagion number.

Canis lupus — derogation is granted to decreasagaino livestock and in the in

the interests of public health and safety

Ursus arctos — derogation is granted to decreasmgka to crops, livestock and

other forms of property.
Branta leucopsis — derogation is granted to deerdamage to crops.

The controls involved

Surveillance is carried bytEnvironmental Inspectorate.

Justification for
derogation for a species
in an unfavourable
conservation status

B. calamita — derogation is granted to creatervespopulation and
population size in source population.

Alternative solutions
considered and
scientific data to
compare them

Damage to crops by B. leucopsis, damage to liegshy C. lupus and U.arctop

and damage to beehives by U. arctos is compenbgtsite.

B. calamita egg-strings are hatched and tadpotesrgto metamorphosis in semi

artificial conditions in wild (in predation free gas), this has been not sufficie
to increase the population, so reserve populatiorartificial conditions was
created.

Results of derogations
(e.g. Cumulative effects
and compensation
measures where
relevant)

Canis lupus, Ursus arctos, Branta leucopsis — ffecteon population size
Trouble specimens are removed, compensations retheeconflict between
farmers and these species.

Comments/notes

3.

EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY

For each species used in falconry, state (useaaaesheet for each species):

O

increase

T-PVS/Inf (2012) 16

Name of species:

of the Convention)

No. of birds in captivity (after entry i

Origin of birds:

wild in the State

% captured from the

% imported

% reared in captivity

State)

Estimated population in the wild (in th

D

each year

No. of birds captured from the wild

of origin)

No. of birds imported (specify country|

Means authorised for capture

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

-12 -

1y °
Name of the | No. of individuals Exception made Reasons for Impact on the
species involved (when issuing of population
practical) licences (art. 9, i.
to v.)"°

Where appropriate, please add a text providingimétion on:

Information on the conservation status of the dated
species
The authority empowered to declare that the cookti
have been fulfilled
Conditions of risk and the circumstances and tine ti
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 scientificadat
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 No. of No. of | Reasons| Method Impact on the population
species specimens | licences| (art. 8, a. used?
(when to e.}!
practical)

o Kindly note that exceptions to species listedAppendix Il concern only those captured or killeding

indiscriminate means of capture or killing and articular methods specified in Appendix 1V.

i.: protection of flora /fauna

ii.: prevention of serious damage to crops, livekt forests, fisheries, water and other formsropprty
iii.: in the interests of public health and safediy safety or other overriding public interestdich?)

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

v.: judicious exploitation of certain wild plantssmall numbers and under certain conditions

A. Protection of flora and fauna

B. To prevent serious damage to crops, livestamkests, fisheries, water and other forms of progpert
C. In the interests of public health and safety safety / overriding public interests

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

E. Taking, keeping or other judicious exploitatmfircertain wild animals and plants in small nunsbend under
certain conditions (see art. 8)

12 Choose from article 8 : 1 to 18 — See for refeegrages 6-7 of this document

11
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NORWAY / NORVEGE

BIENNIAL REPORT FROM NORWAY
2009-2010

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION ON THE CONSERVATIN OF
EUROPEAN WILDLIFE AND NATURAL HABITATS

Submitted by the Norwegian Directorate for Naturangdgement, P.O. Box 5672 Sluppen,
NO-7485 Trondheim, Norway.

Norway signed the Convention on"6f September 1979, it was ratified on"2f May 1986
and it entered into force ori' bf September 1986.

|. GENERAL COMMENTS ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CO NVENTION

Norwegian reservations
No new reservations or exceptions have been madihyay during the reporting period.

1. Norway ratified the Bern Convention on 27 May 1986th a reservation with respect to the
prohibition listed in Appendix IV on the use of Sesmtomatic weapons capable of holding more
than two rounds of ammunitions for hunting of tleldwing species included in Appendix Il
Red DeelCervus elaphysRoe Deefapreolus capreoluand Mooselces alces.

2. This reservation applies furthermore to the afssemi-automatic weapons used for sealing and
whaling, conducted in accordance with Norwegiarslawd regulations.

3. Following the decision of the Standing Committee include several Cetacean species in
Appendix Il of the Convention in December 1987, Way made reservations regarding six of the
species. The reservations were withdrawn for tisf@ecies in 1989: Pilot Whal8lobicephala
melaena Bottle-nosed Whalélyperoodon rostratusind Sowerby’s Beaked Whalesoplodon
bidens The reservation is maintained for the followihgee species: Killer Whal@rcinus orca
White-sided Dolphin Lagenorhynchus acutusnd White-beaked DolphirLagenorhynchus
albirostris.

4. Norway made a reservation in April 1996 regagdihe reclassification of Narwallonodon
monocerosand Fin WhaleBalaenoptera physalusom Appendix Il to 1l. Norway’s view on
these two species is thus for the time being baped their former listing in Appendix IlI of the
Convention.

5. In April 1991 Norway made a partial reservatisith respect to Bryophytes listed in the
Appendix concerning species protection. This agptie all Appendix | species occuring in
Norway. To our present knowledge these are thewviatig eight speciesScapania massalongi,
Atractylocarpus alpinus, Buxbaumia viridis, Cynotiom suecicum, Dicranum viride,
Drepanocladus vernicosus, Meesia longisata Orthotrichum rogeriHowever, the reservation
does not cover obligations contained in other Aesif the Convention, such as the obligations
following from Article 4, 8 1: "Each Contracting Ry shall take appropriate and necessary
legislative and administrative measures to enfweeobnservation of the habitats of wild flora and
fauna species, especially those specified in thpeAgdices | and Il, and the conservation of
endangered natural habitats.” In other words, Ngrdid not object to ensuring habitats of the
Bryophyte species included in Appendix |, but didt intend to adopt legislative species
protection measures.

However, all the mentioned moss species were iedud the list of protected species by Royal
Decree in 2005.

6. Following the decisions of the Standing Comreiti@ December 1996 Norway made an
objection in March 1997 regarding the inclusionRifeum rhaponticurm Appendix | of the
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Convention. This species is now regarded as intediun Norway and from Norway’s point of
view inclusion in Appendix | of this species isdanflict with Article 11-2b of the Convention,
which call for the strict control of non-native gpes. However, the objection does not imply any
change in the present management practice congdimsspecies.

Norway also made a statement concerning the irdion regarding the inclusion of marine
species in the Appendices after the Standing Cot@eniheeting in December 1996: Concerning
the adopted list of marine species in Appendiceanid Ill, Norway understands that these
listings only apply to the geographical area of Mediterranean Sea, as it is reflected in Article
1.1 of the Convention for the protection of the MarEnvironment and Coastal region of the
Mediterranean adopted in Barcelona off E8bruary 1976 and amended off ©§June 1995.

7. Following the decisions of the Standing Committee December 1997 Norway made an
objection in February 1998 regarding the inclusibiracocephalum ruyschiana Appendix |
of the Convention. Since this species was congideather common in its range in Norway a
strict protection of this species under the obiayat given by the Convention was not considered
relevant since Appendix | species primarily shchddegarded as endangered or vulnerable.

However, Norway supports the idea of listing potiales with unfavourable conservation status
in parts of the distribution area.

However, Dracocephalus ruyschianavas included in the list of protected species loydR
Decree in 2005.

Geographical coverage

At the time of ratification Norway made a declavatito the Secretary General of the Council of
Europe stating that the Convention shall apphh#dontinental territory of the Kingdom of Norway.
With respect to the territories in Svalbard and Bayen, the Government of Norway will promote
national policies for the conservation of wild tioand fauna and natural habitats in accordance with
the provisions of the Convention, with a resernvatiorespect of the conservation and management of
the population of Arctic FoAlopex lagopuin Svalbard.

An in-depth study on the implementation of the Gamtion in Norway and the other Nordic
countries was presented to thé"Ideeting of the Standing Committee, cf “Implemeintatof the
Bern Convention. Nordic Countries: Norway.” Reptorthe Council of Europe by Cyrille de Klemm,
T-PVS (99) 20 rev. of 22 November 1999, and aldalipned in "Nature and Environment”, no 103,
February 2000.

The new nature diversity act of 2009

The new act on nature diversity was approved bytiriament on 19June 2009 (no. 100). This
act replace or partly replace a number of othes @cg. the Nature Conservation, the Wildlife Abg
Act on Freshwater fish and Salmonids). The maingiples of the new act are to protect biological,
geological and landscape diversity and ecologicatgsses through conservation and sustainable use
(section 1). It places a general duty of care fosattors (section 6). Other key concepts are
‘environmental principles’ such as the precautignarinciple, the ecosystem approach and the
polluter pays principle (section 9,10, 11). The rast broadens the scope of protection of specific
natural habitats, so called ‘selected habitat tyfsesction 52). Identified and appointed habitgiey
will be subject to regulations. A similar regimeimroduced for species, so called ‘priority spscie
and their natural habitats’ (section 23). For ivasalien species a new regulation is still under
production.

General information on the new act:

http://www.regjeringen.no/en/dep/md/press-centeg@releases/2009/new-nature-diversity-
act.html?id=553630

Summary of proposition to the Parliament:
http://www.regjeringen.no/pages/2265991/PDFS/OTB20090052000EN_PDFS.pdf

The Nature Diversity Act in English:

http://www.regjeringen.no/en/doc/Laws/Acts/natureedsity-act.html?id=570549
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As a result of the new act and section 23 on ‘gyicspecies’ 8 species were approved with
separate regulations for each species by Royald@emm & of May 2011. These are deemed to be the
first in a series of expected priority species. Bippointed species werAnser erythropus, Limosa
limosa, Cicindela maritima, Osmoderma eremita, fB&olides orion, Dracocephalum ruyschiana,
Herminium monorchiandCephalanthera rubra

Action plans

The Directorate for Nature Management has by 2@himated 120 species for development and
implementation of action plans. In the period 2@03-0 action plans for the following species have
been publishedAlopex lagopugsee DN-report 2-3003 and later updatésiser erythropugsee DN-
report 2-2009 and 4-2011 in EnglisParnassius mnemosyiigee DN-report 3-2010Rana lessonae
(see DN-report 2-20067}riturus cristatus(see DN-report 1-2008Frex crex(see DN-report 3-2008),
Margaritifera margaritifera (see DN-report 3-2006BBubo bubo(see DN-report 1-2009Emberiza
hortulana (see DN-report 5-2009)Cucujus cinnaberinugsee DN-report 4-2009)Cephalanthera
rubra (see DN-report 1-2006) andostera noltei(see DN-report 1-2010). New action plans in
preparation will include both species and speciess (eg bats).

Il. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING ARTICLES 5, 6, 7 AND 8
1. STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPECIES Y — APPENDIX |

In Norway the following Appendix | species occikster sibiricus(protected by Royal Decree 2
October 1981)Braya purpurascengand Oxytropis deflexassp.norvegica(both protected by Royal
Decree 25 January 1983Lypripedium calceolusand Platanthera obtusatassp oligantha (both
protected by Decree issued by the Directorate tauhé Management 1 June 1989).

A proposal to protect 52 species (43 vascular plant 9 invertebrates) from the Directorate for
Nature Management was approved by Royal Decreeeseber 21 2001. This new decree includes
all plant and invertebrate species on Appendixd kmot previously protected in Norway.

The new protection includes the following AppendtispeciesBotrychium simplex, Botrychium
matricariifolium, Botrychium multifidum, Luroniumatans, Silene furcatasp.angustiflora, Trisetum
subalpestre, Najas flexilis, Cypripedium calceol&atanthera obtusatassp. oligantha, Papaver
lapponicum, Polemonium boreadadSaxifragahirculus The older decrees dkster sibiricus Braya
purpurascensand Oxytropis deflexassp.norvegicais still in force. Liparis loeseliiis considered
extinct in Norway.

A proposal by the Directorate for Nature Managenmesented in June 2004 included species
protection ofDracocephalum ruyschiana) addition to eight Appendix | species of mosg thecur in
Norway: Scapania massalongi, Hamatocaulis vernicosus, Buxiviridis, Atractylocarpus alpinus,
Cynodontium suecicum, Dicranum viride, Meesia Isatfi and Orthotrichum rogeri All these
species were subsequently protected by Royal Decrdely 13 2005.

As a result of the acceptance of the biodiversitysee paragraph ) in 2009 and its section 23 on
‘priority species’ 8 species were approved withasafe regulations for each species by Royal Decree
on 5" of May 2011. These are deemed to be the first series of expected priority species. The
appointed flora species werBracocephalum ruyschiana, Herminium monorchil Cephalanthera
rubra.

YAl species names according to the taxonomy uséldeimppendices of the Convention.
Regulations and exceptions

The Directorate for nature management can as tmagesnent authority for the applicable acts
and regulations give conditional exemptions fotesztlon of protected species. As part of the ongoin
mapping of new localities the directorate has eraged amateurs and professionals alike to register
for permits to collect ia protected species.

The collections must be registered with scientifistitutions and limitations to the number of
samples that can be collected will be stated inpénit. Limitations aim to avoid threatening the
existence of local populations. On average thectbirate issues annually 1-5 exemptions from the
decree, normally with a time limit of one to thrgears. The exemptions are mostly issued to
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scientific institutions or consultants working ormpping programmes. Frequently the exemptions do
not result in collections of the protected species.

2. STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES — APPENDIX I

Specific regulations have been adopted for the vainaf individuals of wildlife species causing
damage to crops, livestock, forests, water or dibrens of property, or in the interest of publicatih
and safety. Generally, other solutions shall witreasonable limits have been pursued in order to
avoid damage, before permit is given to remove gutetd species. The Directorate for Nature
Management has issued a Decree dated 1 Septen@¥nilfich states that permits may be issued for
different species on three different managemergléevihese being municipality level, county level
and national level.

Nationwide protection of Appendix |1 species

A proposal on species protection in Norway adopitgdroyal Decree on December22001
include the following invertebrate Appendix Il spexLeucorrhinia albifrons, Leucorrhinia caudalis,
Leucorrhinia pectoralis, Parnassius apollo, Parnass mnemosyne, Coenonympha hero, Cucujus
cinnaberinusandDytiscus latissimus.

A proposal by the Directorate for Nature Managenmesented in June 2004 includes species
protection ofGraphoderus bilineatusyhich was subsequently protected by Royal Decregugn13’
2005.

After the rediscovery ofOsmoderma eremitan 2008, the species was given nationwide
protection by the Directorate for Nature ManagenmenAugust 22 2008.

As a result of the biodiversity act (see paragrmh 2009 and its section 23 on ‘priority species
8 species were approved with separate regulatimnsdch species by Royal Decree 8hob May
2011. These are deemed to be the first in a sefiegpected priority species. The appointed fauna
species wereAnser erythropus, Limosa limosa, Cicindela maritim@smoderma eremitand
Scolitantides orion.

Regulations and exemptions

Exemptions from the general protection of wildlife is possible under a differentiated
management regime according to species and level pétential damage. Generally applications
for exemptions for more numerous species is handledy the municipal level (1), while the
County Governor handles more sensitive species (d)he Directorate for nature management as
the national wildlife management authority handleghe most sensitive species (3).

1. Municipality based Wildlife Boards

The following Appendix Il species may be removegefmitted by the local Wildlife Board (one
in each municipality) if they are damaging woodenstructions, crops etc.: Green Woodpedkieus
virdis, Grey-headed WoodpeckBicus canusBlack Woodpeckebryocopus martiusGreat Spotted
Woodpecker Dendrocopos major,Greenfinch Carduelis chloris and YellowhammerEmberiza
citrinella.

2. County Governor

The County Governor may, when the following Appenidlispecies cause damage, issue permits
for removal: OtterLutra lutra, bats Microchiroptera, Mute SwaBygnus olor,Pink-footed Goose
Anser brachyrhyncysCommon TerrSterna hirundp Arctic Tern Sterna paradisagaGolden Eagle
Aquila chrysaetas Goshawk Accipiter gentilis and SparrowhawlAccipiter nisus However, the
Directorate has warned that bats are protectedshadld not be disturbed. To facilitate any issues
related to bats a system of advisors and assistarfuaded by the directorate. No known incidences
related to bats have been registered in the regopteriod.

3. The Directorate for Nature Management

The Directorate for Nature Management may, undetiqoéar circumstances, issue permits for
removal of protected wildlife, either when wildlilgauses damage or for scientific purposes. Such
permits have in the biennial period been issuedterfollowing Appendix Il species: Brown Bear
Ursus arctosWolverineGulo guloand WolfCanis lupugsee table 1)
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The Directorate for nature management issued dhJiie 2004 (no 913) a regulation for
handling of dead specimen of wildlife (ie those rfidudead). This regulation outlines national
regulations for taxidermists and it ia lists foriah species should be tagged and for which spédicies
is necessary to apply for a licence to keep. Tle requirement applies for 47 species (incl. bats,
carnivores and birds) and is made mandatory frofd 20f these 47 species it is necessary to register
ownership and tag 8 species back in time, ie oftispens.

Large carnivore management

Management of large carnivores in Norway is regaldty the Nature Diversity Act of 2009 and
the Wildlife Act of 1981. The Directorate for NatuManagement issued in 2005 a regulation on the
management of predators, including regulationsezrpwolverine, wolf, lynx and golden eagle. In
this regulation the Norwegian populations goalstdear, wolf, lynx, wolverine and golden eagle is
defined, which are the management authorities, givihg guidelines under which specific
circumstances killing of carnivores can be allowed.

Approximately 200 persons are engaged on a seabags to ia map and monitor the national
occurrence of carnivores, and to report on relevacidences involving carnivores in relation to
incidences with husbandry. Every incidence of deathjured husbandry is analysed, whether these
are killed by a large carnivore or by other causesural mortality, accidents etc) and registered i
database. Also an overview of dead carnivores egeged on different causes of mortality (natural,
licensed or quota hunted, accident, illegal or Qtieavailable from 1997 until now in this databas
E.g. through the use of GIS-technology the publiyy nter the database via a map of the country and
sample information from different levels (municipetdgional or national) as well as information on
single cases, see ‘rowviltportalen’ below. On thebpage of the national statistical agency (Stesisti
Norway) statistical information on the number ofidecarnivores can be found (both in English and
Norwegian), cfwww.ssb.no/rovdyravgpr www.ssb.no/englishThis statistics is based on different
calculations and includes also animals found deatlifal causes).

In 2007 the Directorate for Nature Management ogemevebsite called ‘Rowviltportalen’ (‘the
large carnivore gate’www.rowviltportalen.n®. The text is only in Norwegian. This website aimn
simplify access to information on the issue by ¢femeral public and others. The site ia publishes
interactive maps of sites with records of the flawge carnivores and maps on husbandry carcasses
found. The information also covers Golden Eaglee She gives information on national policy, on
population monitoring, gives oversight of meetiogsthe issue, media-clippings, specific information
on each species concerning its biology and hurgiagtices. The site gives overviews of all licenses
issued and the results of these. It is also agsiiag information of requirements for hunters, dod
registration of hunters, the most recent quotas;oiitains access to electronic application for
compensation for livestock or semi-domestic reinddid by large carnivores, and financial support
for preventive measures to avoid killing of hushgnetc. The site is regarded as a success and is
widely used.

Exceptionsfor threatened or vulnerable populations of species:

The Norwegian policy towards the large carnivosebdsed on the White Paper to the Parliament
no 15 (2003-04). The policy was debated againérRarliament in June 2010, and revised with minor
changes comparedto the White Paper of 2003-04.tlk@se species reference is also given to
"Recommendation no 59 (1997) on the drafting andl@mentation of Action Plans of wild fauna
species”, "Recommendation no 74 (1999) on the goatien of large carnivores”, "TRecommendation
no 82 (2000) on urgent measures concerning theemmatation of Action Plans for large carnivores
in Europe” and ‘Recommendation no 115 (2005) on twmservation and management of
transboundary populations of large carnivores.” deneral, Norway has accepted all the
recommendations from the Bern Convention regarldirge carnivores.

The number of individuals killed or found dead betthree species of large carnivores on
Appendix Il are listed in table 1. When it is agtegpon the Directorate for nature management
normally issues pending permits (licenses) for eéhgsecies, or if the population level within each
region is reached, the pending permits are issyesl Regional Board for large carnivores which has
the authority within the region. The County Govembave the authority to confirm the final permit,
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when it is deemed necessary. The number of permdingits issued will therefore normally be higher
than the number of actual animals felled.

Brown Bear Ursus arctos

For brown bear, see further information under Rewemdation no 10 (December 1988) in
chapter 11l below. In 2010 the national populatmunt 166 animals confirmed by DNA-analysis of
hair and scat samples collected during the season.

Wolverine Gulo gulo

For wolverine, reference is given to the Norwegtantributions to the "Final Draft Action Plan
for the Conservation of Wolvering&ulo gulo)in Europe” under the Bern Convention, cf T-PVS)(98
27 rev., Strasbourg, 21 January 1999 (cf also "iatamd Environment” no 115). In 2010 the national
population counted approximately 362 individuald &6 dens.

Wolf Canislupus

The population of Wolf is small and endangered amiy. However, there is a general provision
in the Nature Diversity Act for killing large caxmres when there is danger of a direct attack on
livestock. Norway has started applying a managemsgime for wolves that varies according to area.
In some parts the wolves will be protected andtireoparts sheep and reindeer production is given
priority. These management principles are alsotizexdt for brown bear and wolverine.

Reference is given to the letter from the Diredmréor Nature Management to the Bern
Convention of 26 March 1999 on the protection @& Wolf in Norway, i.a describing the agreement
between the Swedish Environmental Protection Agearay the Norwegian Directorate for Nature
Management of 7 September 1998. Norway has alswilcoted to the "Final Draft Action Plan for
the Conservation of Wolvg€anis lupus)in Europe” under the Bern Convention, cf T-PVS)(28
rev., Strasbourg, 21 January 1999 (cf also "Natune: Environment” no 113).

The wolf population in Scandinavia is growing. 1012 the Norwegian population consisted of
33-35 individuals and 3 confirmed breeding. Themrev31l confirmed family packs of wolves in
Norway and Sweden in 2010; 3 of these family pasgkse entirely on the Norwegian side of the
border.

Table 1. Exceptions concerning brown bear, woher@md wolf as reported to the Directorate for

Nature Management for the hunting seasons (01.043312000-01, 2001-02, 2002-03, 2003-2004,
2004-2005, 2006-2007, 2007-2008, 2008-2009 and -2009. The numbers also contain specimens
killed by road accidents, natural deaths etc.

Species No. of Licence hunting
ind.
felled Lic. Felled
issued
Brown beatUrsus
arctos 7 - -
2000-2001 3 - -
2001-02 1 - -
2002-03 4 - -
2003-04 1 - -
2004-05 6 - -
2005-06 5 6 0
2006-07 12 15 3
2007-08 12 16 2
2008-09 18 18 9
2009-10
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WolverineGulo gulo

2000-01 43 44 31
2001-02 32 50 23
2002-03 34 42 28
2003-04 39 50 23
2004-05 49 60 21
2005-06 58 68 38
2006-07 79 91 40
2007-08 76 94 28
2008-09 90 89 35
2009-10 89 102 35
Wolf Canis lupus

2000-2001 17 - -
2001-02 2 - -
2002-03 5 - -
2003-04 5 -
2004-05 7 - -
2005-06 4 - -
2006-07 2 2 1
2007-08 5 4 2
2008-09 5 0 0
2009-10 8 4 2

Otter Lutralutra

The population of otter is estimated at 25.000-30.0ndividuals and the population is still
increasing in Norway. It is perceived as a commpeci&s along the coast and is also recolonizing
inland areas. The rise and spread of the populadases conflicts with the fish farming industripeT
increase in the population has also led to an asgef otters drowning in fishing gear or beindgkil
accidentally by cars. lllegal killing of otters &so known to occur. However, the death rate (both
illegal and caused by accidents etc) should beeperd as insignificant in relation to the overall
population and the demographic development.

Birds of prey

The numbers stated here for white-tailed eaglejegokagle and goshawk for the seasons 2003-
04, 2004-05, 2005-06, 2006-07, 2007-08, 2008-092449-10 are given in table 2. The numbers are
mostly birds found dead. The numbers are regarddubmmg in the lows. No licence for felling in the
reporting periods were given for these species. fi&ional populations of white-tailed eagle is
estimated at 3000 pairs, for golden eagle at 8%®-Jiairs and of goshawk at ca. 2000-2700 pairs.

Table 2. Numbers of goshawk, golden eagle and sdiltxl eagle reported as found dead for the
seasons 2003-04, 2004-05, 2005-06, 2006-07, 200ZamB-09 and 2009-10.

Species Total
number

GoshawkAccipiter gentilis

2003-04 44
2004-05 27
2005-06 15
2006-07 15
2007-08 9
2008-09 21

2009-10 26
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Golden eagléquila chrysaetos
2003-04 4
2004-05 12
2005-06 10
2006-07 14
2007-08 7
2008-09 8
2009-10 11
White-tailed eagleHaliaeetus

albicilla 26
2003-04 31
2004-05 43
2005-06 44
2006-07 26
2007-08 32
2008-09 19
2009-10

3. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY

Falconry is not allowed in Norway, two exceptioranh this prohibition were made in the period
2009 to 2010. This was in relation to short visgiated to production of a film.

4. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (APPENDIX 1l1)

The exploitation of all species originally listed Appendix Il is regulated, with fixed hunting
seasons for all of the species. For several spéeiaing and other forms of exploitation is only
allowed in some parts of the country, while thecég® may be totally protected in other parts.
Restrictions on hunting periods and geography aoeddd by the Directorate for Nature Management
and each hunting period now lasts for five yeartd amew revision. The revised hunting periods are
based on hunting statistics as well as scientificic and public advice. In addition the Directerat
may stop hunting of species totally or in geograptegions if the circumstances changes or
emergencies occur.

Exceptions from the ordinary hunting season magidoepted in order to avoid damage to crops,
livestock or reindeer husbandry. In most cases sxceptions require the prior grant of a permit
issued by either the local Wildlife Board in a muipality, the County Governor or the Directorate fo
Nature Management, cf also above under paragrdéph Appendix Il species).

Particularly for lynxLynx lynx Norway has applied a hunting quota system foh eainty, to
regulate the population and to prevent damagewastlick and reindeer husbandry. The quotas are
defined by the Directorate for Nature Managemenifdhe regional population level of lynx is
reached a Regional Board for large Carnivores htsodty to define the quota within the region. In
the season 2008-09 the quota for felling of Euragganx was 119, and 110 were actually felled. For
2009-10 the quota was 149 and 134 were felledOf©02he national population of lynx counted 441-
470 individuals and 75-80 family groups.

Table 3. Quota hunting concerning lynx for the seas2003-04, 2004-05, 2005-06, 2006-07, 2007-
08, 2008-09 and 2009-10. The total numbers alstatospecimens killed by road accidents, natural
deaths etc.
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Species Total Quota
number hunting

Lynx Lynx Quota Felled
lynx 48 50 35
2003-04 56 51 44
2004-05 52 48 40
2005-06 85 74 58
2006-07 104 96 90
2007-08 136 119 110
2008-09 147 149 134
2009-10

The Atlantic salmorSalmo salatis an Appendix Il species. As a measure to safajthreatened
strains of this species in particular watercoursesinly due to impact of the introduced parasite
Gyrodactylus salarisNorway has decided to apply treatment with thisgeous agent rotenone. The
Norwegian policy towards the use of this agenbisestore ecosystems that stand a risk of becoming
destroyed due to introduced species. Rotenonertesdithas mainly been applied in watercourses with
salmon stocks to eradica®yrodactylus salarisResearch has shown that there is no negativecimpa
on e.g the populations of the Pearl Muddakgaritifera margaritiferg another Appendix Il species,
from these rotenone treatments. Some lakes hawdatn treated with rotenone to try to eradicage th
European MinnowPhoxinus phoxinuBom areas where this species has been introduced.

A Norwegian case study dByrodactylus salarisvas worked out in 2000 and submitted to the
Convention on Biological Diversity in May 2001. Aal with an aluminium based solvent has proven
less toxic to non-target species and at the same highly effective against the parasite. It issthu
expected to become a more widespread method yetrs to come.

Protection of Appendix |11 species

On Appendix Il Norway holds three species: theslineater crayfishAstacus astacygshe pearl
mussel Margaritifera margaritifera and the leeciHirudo medicinalis The first two has a long
standing protection regime in Norway, while thecle&vas given a formal and total species protection
in Norway by Royal Decree on Decembef'2001.

5. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND
KILLING SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV

The only exception made for means of killing ascep in Appendix 1V, is the use of semi-
automatic weapons, cf the Norwegian reservatioreuhd-2 above. In addition, persons authorised
by the Directorate for nature management may usé mets or other nets, traps and tape recorders to
catch birds or other animals for scientific purmog$enging etc.). These birds or other animals are
normally released afterwards, and therefore the ofehese methods will not cause local
disappearance of or serious disturbance to popukaf a species as stated in Article 8. Obligatory
training programmes (2 different courses) with exdrave to be passed for persons to hold a license
for bird trapping and ringing. The same kind ofgmamme is applicable for bat handling and ringing.

lll. IMPLEMENTATION IN THE PERIOD 2000-2010 OF RESO LUTIONS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE

Resolution no 1 and recommendations no 14, 15 and lon habitat conservation:
Thematic county nature protection plans

A systematic conservation programme for differgqtes of natural habitats (thematic nature
protection plans), based on regional inventorieas wiitiated in Norway in the beginning of the
1970s. Regional (county) conservation plans forlamets (especially those important for waterfowl),
mires/bogs (primarily selected on botanical andrblgdjical criteria), broad-leaved forest (selected
mainly on botanical criteria) and important sealsiodonies were given priority. In 1985 inventories
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started in order to identify coniferous forests footection, and elaboration of conservation plans
coniferous forests have been given high prioritycsi 1988, when the recommendations from a
national task force on protection of coniferousftrwere presented.

In the reporting period work has been carried @uiniplement a national plan for marine
protected areas. This will ia concern coral reefsl apecial marine ecosystems, as well as
representative sites and particular sites for fiord fauna (cf the white paper Report to the Stgntio
43 (1998-99) on the Protection and Use of the Gb&stvironment).

By the end of 2010 the work 70 thematic county reforotection plans were finalized. The
Phase | plan for establishment of a network of femous nature reserves has been completed, as has
phase Il (additional coniferous forests). A phasesl currently running (an extension of the forest
protection scheme). It includes not only conifertargsts, but also other types of forested areas.

In addition to this a program for new national gadnd landscape protection areas are almost
completed. When this program is fulfilled it is eqgped to raise the percentage of Norway under
nature conservation protection to between16 and 17%

Preparation of a county conservation plan is a-toesuming process, including the following
steps:

» Systematic inventories and evaluation of sites dasescientific criteria

» The County Governor collects information on progsit names of landowners and other
formalities concerning sites of high conservatiatonity, and makes preliminary judgements
concerning conflicts with other interests

» The County Governor informs landowners, the muildiies and different agencies at the county
level about the conservation proposal

» These are given the opportunity to make prelimiranypments on the conservation proposals

» The County Governor elaborates a draft conservailan, which is sent to the Directorate for
Nature Management for technical/scientific approval

» The County Governor sends the proposal to landasyrganisations and municipalities at the
local level and agencies at the county level flormal hearing

» Landowners, municipalities and others at the It®atl give their written comments to the plan
» The County Governor makes his final proposal fooaservation plan

» The Directorate for Nature Management sends thetpl@rganisations, agencies and ministries at
the national level for comments

» The Directorate for Nature Management analysesdmements, finalises the conservation plan,
and presents its proposal to the Ministry of Envinent

» The Ministry of Environment presents the proposgaltie Government, and the Government
adopts the conservation plan through a Royal Decree

Following the legal establishment of protected araader the Nature Conservation Act, the
decision has to be published, the sites have tonaiked in the field, the question of possible
economic compensation to land owners has to bkeddthe land will normally still be owned by
private land owners), and management plans majaberated if necessary.

The total land area under legal protection incrédsmn 24.557 kmz2 (7.58 %) in 2000 to 26.298
km? (8.12 %) by 2002, to 47.143 k(?14.6%) by the end of 2008 and by the end of 2005 52.021
km2 (16,1%). Table 4 gives the status for areaeptamn in Norway by the end of 2010. The
conservation programme with the intent of a tothl16% terrestrial area under protection (incl
freshwater) has thus been achieved. Analysis oés@blished protection network and new goals for
terrestrial and marine protection will further inase the area under protection.

During the reporting period the Directorate for WatManagement has been working with a gap
analysis (evaluation) of terrestrial protected alieaNorway (finalized June 2010).
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In 2007 the Directorate for Nature Management idsueeport from The Norwegian Pilot Project

on Emerald Network (cf. final project report fromoiWway (T-PVS/Emerald (2007) 38 The Pilot

Project forms the basis for the second phase, whitte implementation of the Network itself. This

coordinated with the evaluation of protected areas.

Table 4. Number and area of protected areas in My

by the end of 2010

Type Number Area km’ Percentage of mainland
National park 33 29.960 9.3

Nature reserve 2009 5.333 1,7

Landscape protection 196 16.301 5

Other arv 427 0,1

Total 2.715 52.021 16.1

Other areas

In addition to the figures given in Table 2, appnoately 2.900km? of sea areas are protected (out
of ca. 90.000 krinside 12 nautical miles, and two areas (totabyering 63 km?) are protected
according to the Wildlife Act. Twenty-two areas g@retected according to the Svalbard Act (totalling
35.029 km?, equalling 65% of its land area). Of im&waters around Svalbard ca. % of the territorial
waters out to 12 nautical miles have been protecddedew act on the environment on Svalbard

entered into force on*uly 2002, cf. Svalbardmiljgloven.

Table 5. Number and areat protected areas in Svalbard by the

of 2010

Type Number Area km® Percentage of mainland
National park 7 14.487 23,7

Nature reserve 21 25.314 41,5

Other areas 1 14 0,02

Total 29 39.815 65,3%

Management of protected areas

The need for an improved overall strategy for manaant of protected areas in Norway led to
the establishment of a committee on protected aapdsa report published in 1989. The committee
formulated a general strategy for future manageroémirotected areas, and proposed some general
criteria for allocation of resources to managenaetbns.

The following general aims for management of pre@@reas have been adopted:
- Evaluate the needs for ecological management aciinoall protected areas

- Develop management plans for those areas wher@rcexttions are considered to be necessary,
or eventually only short notes concerning moreblstaareas
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- Make management plans realistic (scientificallypremmically and with respect to practical
implementation)

- Simplify/revise some existing (too ambitious) mag@gnt plans

- Implement long term ecological management in aesgmtative sample of sites, aimed at
maintaining a certain ecological condition

According to the regulations for each protectechdprotected under the Nature Conservation
Act), a management plan for the area may be deedlapd 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 conservations
2. Plan for utilisation, including
- arrangements for public access and information
- 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 anmoer of prioritised nature protected sites was
published in 1996, cf Report from the DirectoraieNature Management no 4. Further work to revise
a handbook for management of nature protectedw#ssnitiated, and a new version of the handbook
was published in the year 2000.

In 1998 an initiative was taken by the Ministry Bfivironment to delegate the management of
conserved areas to the municipal level in Norwayimy the reporting period all municipalities (450)
have been offered the possibility to take over easjbility for the management of protected areas. |
principle, this initiative covers all types of pegcted areas in Norway. In the early phase 16
municipalities with ca. 100 protected areas pauéited. This has now been replaced by a new
programme with participation of 70 municipalitidégunicipalities accepting the offer will be trained
to cope with the task. An evaluation of this wampteted in 2008.

The Norwegian policy regarding management of ptettareas and species is stated in the white
paper "Report to the Storting no 42 (2000-01): Bgital Diversity. Sector Responsibility and
Coordination.” Furthermore, the actual status @ ¢émvironment is updated in annual white papers
called "The National State of the Environment”, Bgport to the Storting no 24 (2000-2001) and no
26 (2006-2007): The Environmental Policy of the &wwnent and the State of the Environment in
Norway.

Furthermore, the Directorate for Nature Managentead issued a "National Master Plan for
Monitoring of Biological Diversity” (DN Report 1998, Trondheim (170 pp; ISBN: 82-7072-289-8)).
The Norway/UN-Trondheim Conference in Septemberd1l8&d as its main theme "The Ecosystem
Approach for Sustainable Use of Biological Diveysit

Based on a framework for monitoring of protectedaar outlined in 2006, the Directorate for
Nature Management in 2007 and 2008 has been womkitlg guidance on setting and assessing
conservation objectives. Conservation objectivesatneady being included as an important partlin al
new management plans.

A new act on nature diversity entered into forc2@®9 and replaced the Nature Conservation
Act when it comes to protection of areas and mamagé of protected areas.



- 25— T-PVS/Inf (2012) 16

In 2007 the Directorate for Nature Management idsaestrategy on funding of actions in
protected areas. In 2007 the Ministry of Environtrisgued a national strategy on alien species,avher
the need for actions in protected areas is higtdigh

The Norwegian policy regarding management of ptettareas and species is stated in the white
paper "Report to the Storting no 42 (2000-01): Bgital Diversity. Sector Responsibility and
Coordination.” Furthermore, the actual status @ ¢émvironment is updated in annual white papers
called "The National State of the Environment”, &gport to the Storting no 24 (2000-2001): The
Environmental Policy of the Government and theeStditthe Environment in Norway.

The Norwegian Nature | nspectorate

The Norwegian Nature Inspectorate (SNO) is theonati ranger organization and the national
authority for nature supervision and inspectiontted whole country, on both publicly owned and
privately owned land. The organisation was set mpl®97, as a consequence of the Nature
inspectorate Act passed by The Norwegian Parliainel®96.

SNO is organized as a specific part of The Direttoof Nature Management, with special legal
powers and tasks. It has a head office in Trondh@Bnpersons) and a network of 55 local offices
(110 persons) across the country. The local offmesdivided into 6 sections; National Parks and
Protected Areas Section (2), Coastal Areas Se¢BpnLarge Carnivores Section (1) and Nature
Interpretation (1).

SNO has a national responsibility for prevention aontrol of environmental crime, and co-
operates closely with the national and local padind other official and private organisations, sash
the municipal committees that oversee grazing, ingnand fishing rights on common land,
Norwegian Pollution Control Authority, Norwegian &iguard Service and the Archipelago Service.

SNO is also responsible for overseeingthe natiopatks and protected areas, as well
as conservation merits of national importance, askndangered and vulnerable species and species
where Norway has a special responsibility, e.g. Nogth Atlantic Salmon and the wild reindeer
populations in the mountain areas of Southern Ngrwa

Protection of water courses

Conservation plans to protect specific watercoufses hydropower development have been
approved by the Norwegian Parliament. The fourtmseovation plan for the protection of
watercourses was adopted in April 1993, resulting total of 341 watercourses being protected. To
supplement these conservation plans a new supptarnggrian was completed in 2005.

Resolution no 5 (1998) concerning the rules for theetwork of areas of special conservation
interest (Emerald Network):

Norway initiated work to implement the Emerald Netiwin 2004. By 2010 the total number of
nationally Protected Areas (PA) evaluated was T9igse cover about 22,500 ki{2.250.000 ha) of
the land area, (including freshwater), or abou®#bf the total area of national PAs in Norway. They
also cover about 1,000 Krof marine areas, and about 30 % of the total ptetesea area. Since some
of the PAs are aligned, or very close to each ofthery have been proposed as single Emerald sites
(ASCI). The number of ASClIs evaluated by now isstB3. 36 out of 45 classified habitats have been
considered relevant for Norway (cf T-PVS/Emerald(2) 18). Concerning species 106 out of the 132
are considered relevant for Norway.

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

The Norwegian policy is generally based on the evpaiper "Report to the Storting no 42 (2000-
01): Biological Diversity. Sector Responsibilityda@oordination.” Furthermore, the Ministry of the
Environment has initiated a nation-wide projectregistration of biodiversity in the municipalities.
This project has ended in a countrywide databaateifpasen).

The Parliament in 2000 decided to establish a Natidata Bank for Species (Norwegian
Biodiversity Information Centreyww.biodiversity.n9 concentrating primarily on red-listed species.
The unit will be in charge of producing updatestioé national red list through national expert
committees. The first red list from the unit wadlghed in 2006 and the second in 2010.The red list
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volumes contain both English and Norwegian text. @&ecompanying volume to the 2010-list
describes ‘Environmental Conditions and Impact$ed List Species’.

Recommendation no 10 (1988) concerning the proteati of the Brown BearUrsus arctos:

The management of Brown Bear in Norway is generallycompliance with the ideas and
proposals contained in this recommendation. A cemgnsive plan for management of large
carnivores, including the Brown Bear, was adoptgdhle Parliament in the spring of 2004 and 2011,
cf the white paper "Report to the Storting no 1602-04): Large carnivorous in Norwegian wildlife”
and Recommendation S. no 174 (2003-04) and a privegmber’s bill no 163 S (2010-11) to the
Parliament. Reference is also given to the Norwegantribution to the "Final Draft Action Plan for
Conservation of the Brown Be#drsus arctos)n Europe” under the Bern Convention, cf T-PVS)(98
23 rev., Strasbourg, 21 January 1999 (cf also "iaand Environment” no 114).

Recommendation no 17 (1989) on the protection oféhWolf Canislupusin Europe:

The ideas and proposals contained in this recomatiemdare, with a couple of exceptions,
reflected in Norway's protection and managemerntsaéndangered Wolf population. The exceptions
are the recommendations contained in § 4 and § tBefoperational part of the recommendation,
which are not considered to be relevant for Noramgconditions. Reference is also given to
document T-PVS (99) 49, and white paper "Repothé&Storting no 15 (2003-04): Large carnivorous
in Norwegian wildlife” and Recommendation S. no X2803-04) and a private member’s bill no 163
S (2010-11) to the Parliament for a more in dagtiew of the Norwegian management of the
Norwegian-Swedish Wolf population, as well as fartimformation given under chapter 1.2 above.

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

The management of crayfish in Norway is fully imnmg@iance with the recommendations adopted
by the Standing Committee of the Convention. Eveeyarho wish to harvest crayfish today, need to
have a specific licence.

Recommendation no 20 (1991) on the protection oféhlEuropean LynxLynx lynx:

The management of European Lynx in Norway is gdiyeraon compliance with the
recommendations adopted by the Standing Commitfe¢h@ Convention, cf letter from the
Directorate for Nature Management dated 3 May 1886, white paper "Report to the Storting no 15
(2003-04): Large carnivorous in Norwegian wildlifeld Recommendation S. no 174 (2003-04) and a
private member’s bill no 163 S (2010-11) to theliBarent on the management of large carnivores,
including European Lynx. Reference is also giverth® "Nature and Environment” no 112 on this
species. See further information on this specieleuohapter 11.4 above.

Recommendation no 22 (1991) on the conservation dhe Pearl Mussel Margaritifera
margaritifera and other freshwater mussels (Unionidae), cf alsRecommendation no 80 (2000)
on the implementation of the Action Plan for the coservation of the pearl musse(Margaritifera
magaritifera):

The management of Pearl Mussel in Norway is fullycompliance with the recommendations
adopted by the Standing Committee of the Convenaanit is fully protected by the Act relating to
Salmon- and Freshwater Fisheries. Following themeuendation no 80 Norway has intensified the
efforts to study this species, aiming at increadimg knowledge of its biology and also aiming at
developing a management strategy for the specieéssuggested that Norway holds more than 80%
of the European population of this species. Norigaglso continuing to add calcium to acidified
watercourses and lakes, resulting in improved h#bior e.g the pearl mussel. An action plan was
published in 2006 (see DN-report 2006-3).

Recommendation no 48 (1996) on the conservation Buropean globally threatened birds, cf
also Recommendation no 60 (1997) on the implementat of the Action Plans for globally
threatened birds in Europe, and Recommendation no% (1999) on the implementation of new
Action Plans for globally threatened birds in Europe, and Recommendation no 93 (2002) on the
further implementation of Action Plans for Globally threatened birds and on other issues of
interest for bird conservation in the Convention’srange:
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Norway holds breeding populations of two of the cspe mentioned in the Appendix to
Recommendations no 48 and no 60; Lesser Whiteddo@ooseAnser erythropusand Corncrake
Crex crex The Directorate for Nature Management, the Norarednstitute for Nature Research and
the Norwegian Ornithological Society (NOF) are wmsgible for a program that monitors the
population development and breeding success ofFdrnoscandian population of Lesser White-
fronted Geese. A satellite tracking study has hksen accomplished in order to reveal the migratory
routes, stopover sites on migration and winterirgugds for the species. The project involves sévera
nations, i.e. Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, Finland, Russlangary, Romania, Kazakhstan and Ukraine. See
separate action plans published by the Directdi@tenature management (DN-report 2008-3 for
corncrake and 2009-2 for lesser white-fronted gpose

A monitoring and management project for CorncrakeSouthern Norway is also established.
Breeding Corncrakes are localised, and informatianthe sites is conveyed to local landowners.
Mowing of the breeding meadows is recommended posigp.

Recommendation no 75 specifically asks for Nationghction Plans for four species listed in the
Appendix to the recommendation in coordination with the African-Eurasian Migratory
Waterbirds Agreement (AEWA) under the Bonn Conventbn. One of these species is Steller's
Eider Polysticta stelleri, which is included in the "Circumpolar Eider Consevation Strategy and
Action Plan” under Conservation of Arctic Flora and Fauna (CAFF), issued in June 1997, and
partly funded by the Directorate for Nature Managenent. This Strategy and Action Plan was
implemented in the period 2000-02 under CAFF.

Recommendation no 51 (1996) on action plans for ievtebrate species in the Appendices of the
Convention and Recommendation no 52 (1996) on habitconservation for invertebrate species:

Increasing knowledge and focus on rare invertelspéeies over the last decade has resulted in
both new species protection regimes and new peutesites. Different research programmes has been
initiated and two examples are:

Under the national programme for mapping and manigoof biodiversity, the programme
INVENT-ART is an example of reinforced nationwideypping of rare or undiscovered insects. Some
publicised results from this project (now in its irth phase) can be seen at:
http://www.artsdatabanken.no/Article.aspx?m=2648d+8086

The Norwegian Biodiversity Information Center adisiar a nationwide Species-programme.
Over the last two year 450 new species to Norwasy heen described, of which 100 were new to
science. Most of these are invertebrates. Regswolts dngoing initiatives under this programme can be
seen ahttp://www.artsdatabanken.no/artArticle.aspx?m=2aa8d=6052

Recommendation no 53 (1996) on the conservationBéiropean Otter Lutra lutra:

A national monitoring programme and studies onhbiileéogy of this species have been performed
by the Norwegian Institute for Nature Research. Agithe conclusions are that this species is still
increasing in Norway and are now re-colonising ferrareas in the southern and interior parts of the
country. The total population is probably now bedwe&0.000 and 30.000 individuals and increasing.
(See also information on this species under chapfeabove.)

Recommendation no 57 (1997) on the introduction afrganisms belonging to non-native species
into the environment and Recommendation no 77 (199%n the eradication of non-native
terrestrial vertebrates:

The official policy in Norway is fully in compliamcwith the recommendations adopted by the
Standing Committee of the Convention. The 2009 Bredity Act has a separate chapter on this issue
and a new regulation detailing use of these spedgiebe issued. Of the species listed in the apipen
to Recommendation no 77, only the American MiRkeovison vison)s of major concern to Norway,
although the Raccoon Ddfjlyctereutes procyonoides)ight also become a growing problem in the
NE part of the country. Both species may be humtégear around in Norway. Implementation of
national action plans against raccon dog (see NgiameDN-report 2-2008) and mink (see DN-report
5-2011) has started.
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Recommendation no 58 (1997) on the reintroductionf @rganisms belonging to wild species and
on restocking and reinforcing populations of such @anisms in the environment:

A small number of recovery projects have been ua#len, particularly on threatened bird
species. Some have been concluded some years #y@odgitive results, e.g the re-introduction
projects in collaboration with Sweden dealing wililco peregrinug(see under chapter 1.2 above)
and Bubo bubg and in collaboration with Scotland dealing witlaliaetus albicilla An example of
collaborative efforts between Norway and Swedemammals has been the re-introduction efforts of
Otter Lutra lutrainto Sweden based on Norwegian animals. This progra has been ceased due to
high levels of mortality at the release sites. dd@ and 2011 we saw the first attempts to suppert t
wild population of Lesser White-fronted Goose bigase of young birds at a staging site.

In 1999 the Directorate for Nature Management (@Xjered the development of a Status
Report and Action Plan on the highly endangeredh@ocavian population of Arctic Forlopex
lagopus During the year 2000 a recovery project to stifeeig the population of the Arctic Fox on the
Norwegian mainland, involving breeding in captiyitwas established. No specimen were caught
during 2000, but in 2001 six juvenile Arctic Foxasre caught for this recovery project. An official
Action Plan for the Arctic Fox was published in 20@f DN-report 2003-2). In the following years
the programme has been perceived as a succesavaives several different elements, ia breeding,
re-introduction, feeding and culling of red fox asompetitor. The species was listed as CR in the
national red list of 2010. The population numbedal less than 100 adults in Norway. A breeding
facility was established in 2005. More than 200pbpve been bred at this facility, and 160 of these
released into the wild. These pups have themséles breeding in 2010 and 2011. A record number
of pups (271) were born in 2011.

Recommendation no 92 (2002) on sixteen new actiotaps for most threatened birds on the
Convention area:

The recommendation concerns two species in Nor@gyfalcon and white-tailed sea eagle. The
former species has been under a nationwide progeawmimonitoring for the last two decades.
Norway contributes with eaglets within reintrodocti programmes in Scotland and Ireland. The
national population of sea eagle now counts ab@®@® Sndividuals. The gyr falcon population in
Norway is stable and it also forms part of a natlanonitoring programme.

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

Norway has published a national strategy on IAS] eontinues to develop sectoral policies.
Norway has been active in the collaboration witmmtion activities and inter alia North European
countries, cf.www.nobanis.orgThe Directorate for nature management has edtablisa team
focussing on the issue and commissioned a numbe¥sefirch projects on mapping and eradicating
IAS. The national threatened species unit was casioned a task to produce a method to collect and
analyse information on IAS. This task culminateditblack list’ on IAS published in May 2007, cf.
http://www.artsdatabanken.no/Article.aspx?m=172&r25681

A collaboration project with the directorate hagménitiated with the union for horticulturalists
in Norway and another project together with theoarfior zoo-traders in Norway. Both projects aims
to disseminate information on the risks with alspecies and information on current legislation.

Recommendation no 103 (2004) on five new action pi& for most threatened birds in the
Convention’s area

In Norway the recommendation concerns great siipis. species has been surveyed nationwide
and Norway has been leading in the European wodeweloping an action plan for the species. The
Norwegian population is the highest in Western Bar@and new breeding sites are still being
uncovered. Much scientific studies have been caieduan this species during the last decades.

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

Norway supported the proposed guidelines for deant of wind power and how
environmental issues should be integrated in therphg. The guidelines on national coordination has
now been implemented to a larger extent than irirtiti@l phase of wind mill development. Norway
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has in 2006 accepted an invitation from the Coriganb evaluate the process concerning wind mill
development on Smgla. A major research programmaing in the period 2007-2011 on the conflicts
with migratory species has been initiated and aafesd in 2011.

Recommendation no 110 (2004) on minimising adverseffects of above ground electricity
transmission facilities (power lines) on birds

Already in the 1980ies it was conducted studiethenmpact of transmission lines on wildlife in
general. The knowledge of how these lines influenter alia bird population is thus quite good. The
recommendations from these studies have been madalkde to the responsible institutions. The
recommendation from the Convention and inter atmfthe CMS has also been forwarded is
continuously implemented on new power lines andndid ones are replaced. A national programme
on mitigation was concluded in 2011 and a new @ogne for concrete mitigation initiated for eagle
owl.

Recommendation no 115 (2005) on the conservation cammanagement of transboundary
populations of large carnivores

In Norway this particularly applies to the commoalfapopulation with Sweden. This population
is managed inter alia through a very close coojmratith the neighbouring country. Updated
information on the Scandinavian population and esearch cooperation can be found on the web:
http://www.rovdata.ngin Norwegian) and (in English).

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

In 2007 a national strategy for alien species vigesl by 11 Ministries. The strategy lays the
foundation for how each sector handles the issuamitfement of the private sector has been another
approach, involving in particular the zoo-trademd ¢he horticultural enterprises. A national adws
group on aliens species was established in 200 ol tasks have been to implement action plans
and to finance research. One such action planeioite for raccoon dog (see Directorate for nature
management report 2008-2). Norway established anatiwnal nature diversity act in 2009. This act
emphasises the need to use ia risk analysis amdarfiental prerequisite before importing alien
species. It is expected that a new regulation entgo force in 2013 regulating all import of alien
species, except vascular plants.

Recommendation no 134 (2008) on the European codeamnduct on horticulture and invasive
alien plants

See comments under rec. no 125. A collaboratintheeship has been initiated with the private
sector to implement the code of conduct in theitwlttiral business.

Recommendation 135 (2008) on addressing the impaaftclimate change on biodiversity

In 2007 the Directorate for nature management sueeport on climate change adaption in
nature management (see report 2007-2b: Climate gehan Nature Management Measures).
Recommendations from this report has been followmedy integrating climate change aspects in
biodiversity management, e.g in protected area gemant, combating alien species, semi natural
ecosystem management, water management plansefFuakkelopment of biodiversity monitoring
programmes is also strongly focused, with the $trigd monitoring program having undergone
evaluation with regard to CC effects, and the fneter and marine monitoring programs being under
evaluation. Climate change effects on biodiversiitse focused in the research programme
NORKLIMA (2004-2013), seewww.forskningsradet.no/.../Satellite?...norklima%/#ivedsidemal
An assessment of climate change effects on nandesociety in the north (NorACIA), focussing on
different sectors, including biodiversity was pshkd in 2010 (start 2006), and specific vulnergbili
analyses for the effects of CC on cultural landssapn freshwater systems and on sea shores in
Norway has been undertaken. A Norwegian climatengbaadaption committee was appointed in
December 2008 to analyse risks, vulnerability adapgation for different sectors, including natural
environment. The work ended in A Norwegian Offidegport (NOU 2010-10) submitted on 15 Nov.
2010. Particular focus has in 2010 and 2011 beeaduhessing the indirect effects of CC — e.g.
potential effects on biodiversity from mitigationeasures. In 2011 the Norwegian Directorate for
Nature evaluated the potential conflicts wilbbdiversityof a list of 202 possible mitigation measures
suggested by an official commission.
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Recommendation no 138 (2008) on the European Strapefor plant conservation

Norway has in 2006 started a programme to devedtipraplans and fund the approved action
plans. The first plant species to get its actiaanplas the red hellebore (see DN-report 2006-1) and
Zostera noltei (see DN-report 2010-1). New actitamg for other plant species are under development
(Herminium monorchis and Dracocephalus ruyschiana The hellebore, Herminium and
Dracocephaluswere all appointed as ‘priority species’ in 201@hwindividual set of regulations
applicable and management regimes established.

Recommendation no 139 on the control of the raccoaiog

Norway has established a national action plan ajrtoreradicate and hinder establishment of this
species, cf DN-report 2008-2.

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

Norway has funded an international research progmnon the impacts of windturbines in
general and with the Smgla plant as an examplewdjoalso acted as a host for an international
windturbine conference in 2011 on ia mitigationhig@iques. The results from this programme will
contribute to future windturbine development in Nay.

IV. SPECIES LISTED ON APPENDIX I, I AND Il NOT HA VING LEGAL
PROTECTION

All of the species originally listed on these Apgdees have legal protection as prescribed by the
Convention.

| Cetaceans

The small Cetacean species added to Appendix théydecision of the Standing Committee in
December 1987, are all protected under the Actinglsto Sea Water Fisheries of 3 June 1983
(including those species for which Norway has madervations).

| Freshwater fish |

The taking of freshwater fishes listed in Appendlixis regulated under the Act relating to
Salmon- and Freshwater Fisheries.
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SLOVAK REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE SLOVAQUE

THE REPORT RELATES TO THE YEARS 2009-2010

AND TO THE SLOVAK REPUBLIC AS THE CONTRACTING PARTY OF THE BERN

CONVENTION

Introduction: _ to the Bern Convention since January 1997.

The national legislation relevant for implementatad the Bern Convention in the period covered by

the Biennal report (2007-2008):

Act No. 543/2002 Coll. on Nature and Landscapedetimn as amended (valid since Janudty 1
2003);

Order No. 24/2003 Coll. by which is executed the Wo. 543/2002 Coll. as amended (valid since
February I, 2003);

Act No. 15/2005 Coll. on Trade on the Protectiorspécies of Wild Fauna and Flora by Regulating
Trade therein amending and modifying some Actswenaed (valid since April®12005)

Order No. 110/2005 Coll. Implementing some Provisiof the Act No. 15/2005 Coll.on the Protection
of Species of Wild Fauna and Flora by regulatingdertherein amending and modifying some Acts as
amended (valid since Aprif12005);

Act No. 24/2006 Coll. on Environmental Impact Assesnt and on change and amending of some acts
(valid since February®] 2005)

Act No. 274/2009 Coll. on Hunting

as amended (valid since Septemb&r2D09);

Order No. 344/2009 Coll. as amended (valid sinqee3eber 1, 2009);
Act No. 139/2002 Coll. on Fishing (valid since A, 2002);

Order No. 185/2006 Coll. on Fishing (valid sincerihp5™ 2006);

Act No. 364/2004 Coll. on Water Protection (validcg July ', 2004).

The following authority is competent to report @rabations issued according to the Article 9 of the

Bern Convention:

The Ministry of Environment of the Slovak Republic

Department of Nature Protection and Landscape Dpugbnt

(Namestie’. Stara 1, 812 35 Bratislava 1, Slovakia)

Data has been compiled by the State Nature Consard the Slovak Republic (the expert body of

the Ministry for nature protection providing data €ach of the decisions of the state administdtimdy
related to species protection).

Bratislava, March %, 2012
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1. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA S PECIES
Tab. 1.1 (2009)

Name of the Number of Number of Reasons for Impact on
species licences specimens issuing of population
(if practical) licences®
Daphne arbuscula 1 Max. 50 A (research) Small number
(fructus)
Vascular plants 3 ? A (research) Small number
Bryophyta 1 ? A (research) Small number

Tab. 1.2 (2010)

Name of the Number of Number of Reasons for Impact on
species licences specimens issuing of population
(if practical) licences*

Vascular plants 1 ? A (research) Small number
Pulsatilla slavica 1 ? A (research) Small number
Daphne arbuscula 2 Seeds A (research) Small number

Parts of

plants

Note:

Approvals are often issued for the sake of makimgpitory of species occurring in the specified ahea
these cases the applicant does not ask to perfieccthe concrete species but of the order or lfami
Therefore in the tables (in the part 1, 2 and 4}hi§ report there are indications of these exoagti
(without stating which species are concerned), amynof these cases the exception does not conicern t
species listed in the appendices of the Bern Cdioren

2. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA S PECIES (APP. I1)
Tab 2.1 (2009)

Name of species No. of No. of Action Reason Meansof Impacton
licences individuals permitted (itov) killing/ population
(if practical) (atof) capture
Mammals
Ursus arctos 7 7 a iii Regulatiol None
shooting
(3 realized)
Ursus arctos 29 32 a ii,dii Regulatiol None
(19 realized) shooting
Ursus arctos 2 2 a ili Protective None
(O realized) shooting
Sicista betulina, 1 ? c iv Monitoring, None
Microtus tatricus collection of
data,
Birds
Merops apiaster 1 ? d iii Disturbance None
to allow the

13 A — for research/education/repopulation or reinticighn

B — for exploitation

C — for other overriding public interest (which?)

A — for research/education/repopulation or reidtrction
B — for exploitation

C — for other overriding public interest (which?)

14
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exploitation
of minerals

Prunella collaris 1 ? c, d iv Capture None
(nets)

Avessp, 3 ? d v Capture None
(ringing)

Hirundo rustica, 3 ? b i, il Destroying of  None
Delichon urbica nests during
nesting
period at
airports in the
interest of air
safety

Delichon urbica 2 ? b i, il Destroying of  None
nests during
nesting
period at
airports in the
interest of air

safety
Reptiles
Reptiliasp. 2 ? c,d \Y Monitoring.  None
Capture and
release
Amphibia
Amphibiasp. 1 ? c,d \Y Monitoring. None
Capture and
release
Lepidoptera 2 ? c iv Collection None
and release
Insects

Coleoptera 4 ? a,c iv Collection None

and release

Orthoptera 1 ? c,d Y Monitoring None

Odonata 1 ? c,d iv Monitoring. None

Capture and
release
Tab. 2.2 (2010)

Name of species No. of No. of Action Reason (i Means of Impact
licenc individuals permitted to v) killing/ on
es (if practical) (atof) capture populat

ion
Mammals
Ursus arctos 22 22 a iii Protectivi None
(8 realized) shooting

Ursus arctos 8 8 a il, il Protective None
(7 realized) shooting

Ursus arctos 4 4 a iii Regulation None
(2 realized) shooting

Ursus arctos 44 48 a i, i Regulation None
(29 realized) shooting

Ursus arctos 3 ? a iV Monitoring None

Spermophilus citellus 2 150 b, d iv Repopulating  None
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these species

Reptiles

Lacerta viridis 1 ? c iv Monitoring None

Insect

Coleopterasp. 2 ? a iii Monitoring None
Amphibia

Amphibiasp. 1 ? c iv Monitoring None
Birds

Accipiter gentilis 3 ? a Vi Falconery None
Aquila pomarina, Bubo 1 ? a,c Y Ringing None,
bubo released
Ciconia ciconia 1 ? c iii Destruction, None

damage to an
emoval of nes

Avessp. 1 ? c iv Ringing None
Merops apiaster, 1 ? b iii Destruction, None
damage to
and
removal of
nests
Butterflies
Lepidopterasp. 2 ? a v Monitoring None,

3. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY

General remark: as Slovak republic is since 1.5.2004 member ofofg@an Union, in this meaning
“import” is only situation if the bird is broughtrém abroad on EU, so movement of bird among member
states of EU is not recognised as import and waatassue any permit.

Name of speciediccipiter gentilis
Number of birds in captivity21 individuals
Origin of birds: 0% (O individuals) captured from the wild in the Statajured
19% (4 individuals) imported
81% (17 individuals) reared in captivity
Estimated population in the wild (in the Stat§00-1800 breeding pairs
Number of birds captured from the wild each year:
2009:none
2010:none
Number of birds imported (specify country of origin
2009:2 (?, DE)
2010:2 (AT, HU)
Means authorised for capture:

Controls involved:

Falconry is according to the hunting legislatioloweed only for the members of the Slovak Club of
Falconers. Owner (keeper) must have registratioeash bird on regional authority of nature and
landscape protection. Keeping of birds is contdbbg the Slovak Environmental Inspection and distri
environmental offices. Details on the evidence,kingrand the evidence of the origin of the birdat th

are subject to falconry are specified in the ActI$¢2005 Coll. as amended and its Order No. 11&200
Coll.
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Name of specie®ccipiter nisus
Number of birds in captivityl individual
Origin of birds: 100% (1 individual) captured from the wild in the Statajurred
0% (0 individuals) imported
0% (0 individuals) reared in captivity
Estimated population in the wild (in the Stat§00-1800 breeding pairs
Number of birds captured from the wild each year:
2009:none
2010:1
Number of birds imported (specify country of origin
2009:none
2010:none
Name of speciefiquila chrysaetos
Number of birds in captivity (after entry into ferof the Convention)t6 individuals
Origin of birds: 6 % (1 individual) captured from the wild in the Statejured
19% (3 individuals) imported
62% (10individuals) reared in captivity
13% (2 individuals) present - rearings from Slovakia
Estimated population in the wild (in the Sta&):- 95 breeding pairs
Number of birds captured from the wild each year:
2009:1
2010:none
Number of birds imported (specify country of origin
2009:2 (Russia)
2010:1 (C2)
Means authorised for capture:
Controls involved:

Falconry is according to the hunting legislatiolowaed only for the members of the Slovak Club of
Falconers. Owner (keeper) must have registratioeash bird on regional authority of nature and
landscape protection. Keeping of birds is contcollg the Slovak Environmental Inspection and distri
environmental offices. Details on the evidence,kingrand the evidence of the origin of the birdst th
are subject to falconry are specified in the ActI$¢2005 Coll. as amended and its Order No. 11&200
Coll.

Name of specieiquila heliaca
Number of birds in captivity (after entry into ferof the Convention) individuals
Origin of birds: 0% (0 individuals) captured from the wild in the Staigjured
0% (0 individuals) imported
0% (O individuals) reared in captivity
Estimated population in the wild (in the Sta&):- 95 breeding pairs

Number of birds captured from the wild each year:
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2009:none
2010:none
Number of birds imported (specify country of origin
2009:none
2010:none
Means authorised for capture:
Controls involved:

Falconry is according to the hunting legislatiolowaed only for the members of the Slovak Club of
Falconers. Owner (keeper) must have registratioeash bird on regional authority of nature and
landscape protection. Keeping of birds is contdbbg the Slovak Environmental Inspection and distri
environmental offices. Details on the evidence,kingrand the evidence of the origin of the birdst th
are subject to falconry are specified in the ActI$¢2005 Coll. as amended and its Order No. 11&200
Coll.

Name of specieBBubo bubo
Number of birds in captivity (after entry into ferof the Convention individuals
Origin of birds: 60% (3 individuals) captured from the wild in the Staigjured
40% (2 individuals) imported
0% (0 individuals) reared in captivity
Estimated population in the wild (in the Sta&):- 95 breeding pairs
Number of birds captured from the wild each year:
2009:1
2010:2
Number of birds imported (specify country of origigx Russia 2009 alebo 20107
2009:2 (Russia)
2010:none
Means authorised for capture:
Controls involved:

Falconry is according to the hunting legislatioloweed only for the members of the Slovak Club of
Falconers. Owner (keeper) must have registratioeawh bird on regional authority of nature and
landscape protection. Keeping of birds is contcolig the Slovak Environmental Inspection and distri
environmental offices. Details on the evidence,kingrand the evidence of the origin of the birdst th
are subject to falconry are specified in the ActI$¢2005 Coll. as amended and its Order No. 11&200
Coll.

Name of specieButeo buteo
Number of birds in captivity (after entry into ferof the Convention individuals
Origin of birds: 100% (8 individuals) captured from the wild in the Staiajured
0% (0 individuals) imported
0% (0 individuals) reared in captivity
Estimated population in the wild (in the Sta&):- 95 breeding pairs
Number of birds captured from the wild each year:
2009:3
2010:5
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Number of birds imported (specify country of origin
2009:none
2010:none

Means authorised for capture:

Controls involved:

Falconry is according to the hunting legislatioloweed only for the members of the Slovak Club of
Falconers. Owner (keeper) must have registratioeaah bird on regional authority of nature and
landscape protection. Keeping of birds is contdbbg the Slovak Environmental Inspection and distri
environmental offices. Details on the evidence,kingrand the evidence of the origin of the birdat th
are subject to falconry are specified in the ActT8$2005 Coll. as amended and its Order No. 11&200
Coll.

Name of specie$:alco biarmicus
Number of birds in captivity (after entry into ferof the Convention)) individuals
Origin of birds: 0% (0 individuals) captured from the wild in the Statgjured
0% (0 individuals) imported
0% (Oindividuals) reared in captivity
Estimated population in the wild (in the Sta@):- 95 breeding pairs
Number of birds captured from the wild each year:
2009:none
2010:none
Number of birds imported (specify country of origin
2009:none
2010:none
Means authorised for capture:
Controls involved:

Falconry is according to the hunting legislatioloweed only for the members of the Slovak Club of
Falconers. Owner (keeper) must have registratioeaah bird on regional authority of nature and
landscape protection. Keeping of birds is contdbbg the Slovak Environmental Inspection and distri
environmental offices. Details on the evidence,kingrand the evidence of the origin of the birdat th
are subject to falconry are specified in the ActI$¢2005 Coll. as amended and its Order No. 11&200
Coll.

Name of species$:alco cherrug
Number of birds in captivity (after entry into ferof the ConventionB1 individuals
Origin of birds: 0% (O individuals) captured from the wild in the State
6% (4 individuals) imported

82% (50individuals) reared in captivity

12% (7 individuals) present- rearings from Slovakia
Estimated population in the wild (in the StatH):- 40 breeding pairs
Number of birds captured from the wild each year:

2009:none

2010:none
Number of birds imported (specify country of origin
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2009:3 (DE, AT)

2010:1 (C2)
Means authorised for capture:
Controls involved:

Falconry is according to the hunting legislatioloweed only for the members of the Slovak Club of
Falconers. Owner (keeper) must have registratioeash bird on regional authority of nature and
landscape protection. Keeping of birds is contdbbg the Slovak Environmental Inspection and distri
environmental offices. Details on the evidence,kingrand the evidence of the origin of the birdst th
are subject to falconry are specified in the ActI$¢2005 Coll. as amended and its Order No. 11&200
Coll.

Name of species$:alco peregrinus
Number of birds in captivity (after entry into ferof the Conventionp8 individuals
Origin of birds: 2 % (L individual) captured from the wild in the State

22% (13 individuals) imported

67 % (39individuals) reared in captivity

9% (5 individuals) present- rearings from Slovakia

Estimated population in the wild (in the Sta#):- 70 breeding pairs
Number of birds captured from the wild each year:

2009:1

2010:none
Number of birds imported (specify country of origin

2009:5 (AT, DE, HU)

2010:8 (CZ, GB)
Means authorised for capture:
Controls involved:

Falconry is according to the hunting legislatioloweed only for the members of the Slovak Club of
Falconers. Owner (keeper) must have registratioeaah bird on regional authority of nature and
landscape protection. Keeping of birds is contdbbg the Slovak Environmental Inspection and distri
environmental offices. Details on the evidence,kingrand the evidence of the origin of the birdat th
are subject to falconry are specified in the ActI$¢2005 Coll. as amended and its Order No. 11&200
Coll.

Name of specie$:alco tinnunculus
Number of birds in captivity (after entry into ferof the Convention)tO individuals
Origin of birds:100 % (L0individuals) captured from the wild in the State
0% (O individuals) imported
0% (O individuals) reared in captivity
Estimated population in the wild (in the Sta#):- 70 breeding pairs
Number of birds captured from the wild each year:
2009:7
2010:3
Number of birds imported (specify country of origin
2009:none
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2010:none
Means authorised for capture:

Controls involved:

Falconry is according to the hunting legislatioowed only for the members of the Slovak Club of
Falconers. Owner (keeper) must have registratioeash bird on regional authority of nature and
landscape protection. Keeping of birds is contcollg the Slovak Environmental Inspection and distri
environmental offices. Details on the evidence,kingrand the evidence of the origin of the birdst th
are subject to falconry are specified in the ActT8$2005 Coll. as amended and its Order No. 11&200
Coll.

4. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING PROTECTED FAUNA SPECIES (APPENDIX IIl) *°
Table 4.1 (2009)

Name of the species Exceptions made

Birds

Phalacrocorax carbo 2 permissions for killing to prevent serious damtgsheries
Mammals

Marmota marmota latirostris 1 permission for re-introduction

Reptiles

Elaphe longissina 1 permission for research and education

Annelida

Hirudo medicinalis 1 permission for research and education

Table 4.2 (2010)

Name of the species Exceptions made

Mammals

Marmota marmota latirostris 1 permission for monitoring

Birds

Phlalacrocorax carbo 1 permission to prevent serious damage to fisheries

Ardea cinerea 1 permission to prevent serious damage to fisheries
Notes:

In 2005-2006 (as a result of amending of huntiggslation— the Order No. 172/1975 Coll. and of
adoption of the Order No. 24/2003 Coll.) the follow species of the Appendix Ill, naturally
occurring in Slovakia, were subject to “partial f@tion” (with stated hunting season or stated
protected season respectively):

* Lepus capensibunting season : 1.11.-31.12.
e Martes foina 1.12. — 28./29. 2.
e Martes martes 1.12. — 28./29. 2.
* Meles meles 1.9.-31.11.
* Putorius (Mustela) putorius 1.10. —28./29.2.
* Cervus elaphus 1.9.-31.12.
» Capreolus capreolus 1.9. -30.11. females, 16.5.-30.9. — males
« Bonasa bonasia 1.10. — 15.11., males only
» Streptopelia decaocto 1.8.-31.12.
* Fulica atra 1.10. - 16.1.
» Scolopax rusticola 16.3. -30. 4.
* Anser albifrons 16.10. - 15.1.
* Anser fabalis 16.10. - 15.1.
e Anser anser 16.10. - 15.1.
* Anas platyrynchos 16.9.-15.1.
15 If exceptions concern the prohibited means ofwapand killing for Appendix Il species, use the

form 2.4 on Appendix IV.
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Since April 2005 all species of the Appendix Il aAgpendix Ill were protected species
according to the Act No. 139/2002 Coll. and Order. 1I85/2006 Coll. and at the same time the
following fish species naturally occurring in Sléieawere subject to the legislation of fishing:

e Acipenser ruthenus

e Thymallus thymallus
*  Hucho hucho

* Abramis ballerus

e Abramis sapa

e Aspius aspius

» Chondrostoma nasus
e Gobio albipinnatus

e Leucaspius delineatus
e Siluris glanis

e Cottus poecilopus

protected 15.3.-31.5, length limit 45 cm
protected 1.1. — 31.5., length limit 27 cm
protected 1.1. — 31.10.*, length limit 70 cm
protected 15.3.-31.5., length limit 20 cm
protected 15.3.-31.5., length limit 20 cm
protected 15.3.-31.5., length limit 40 cm
protected 15.3.-31.5., length limit 30 cm
angling all year

angling all year

protected 15.3.- 15.6.., length limit 70 cm
protected 15.3.-31.5., no length limit

* in the River Dunajec and Poprad protected 1.18.31

5. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND KILLING

SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV
Tab. 4 (2009/201p

Name of species No. of No. of Reason Method used Impact on
licences specimens S population
Chiroptera 1 ? iv nests None, ringing and
released
Spermo-philus 1 ? iv trap None, released
citellus
Accipiter gentilis, 1 ? iii artificial light sources None, released
Anthus campestris,
Anser anser, Ardea
cinerea, Buteo
buteo, Ciconia
ciconia, Falco
tinnunculus,
Perdix perdix,
Phalacrocorax
carbo, Vanellus
vanellus
Accipiter gentilis 1 ? iv traps None, released
Piscessp. 2 ? iv Electrical and electronic None, released
devices capable of
killing and stunning
Anser anser, Ardea 1 ? iv (Semi)automatic None, released
cinerea, Buteo weapons; Artificial
buteo, Egretta light sources; Acoustic
alba, Falco alarms
tinnunculus,
Delichon urbica, 1 ? iii (Semi)automatic None
Hirundo rustica, weapons; artificial light
Vanellus vanellus sources; acoustic alarms
Ardea cinerea, 1 ? i (Semi)automatic None
Egretta alba, weapons; Acoustic
Phalacrocorax alarms
carbo
Buteo buteo, 1 ? i (Semi)automatic None

Delichon urbica,
Falco tinnuculus,
Hirundo rustica,
Numenius arquata,
Vanellus vanellus

weapons; Acoustic
alarms
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SWEDEN / SUEDE

2. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FLORA SPEC IES
(ART. 5 - APPENDIX 1)

Name of the No. of No. of Reasons for Impact on Information on the
species specimens | licences issuing of population conservation status of the
involved licences (art. derogated species
(when 9,i.tov.)®
practical)
favorable concervation status
Pulsatilla pateng of the species, but insufficient
(Nipsippa)2009 | 300 seeds 1L iv Negligible status of habitat
Najas flexilis
(sjonajas) 2010 1P 1 iv Negligible bad
Dicranum viride
barkkvastmossg
2010 1 [ Positive unfavourable
Alisma
wahlenbergii
(smasvalting)
2010-2014 seeds collection 1 iv Positive unfavourable
Botrychium
simplex
(dvarglasbraken
2010 -2014 1 i, iV Negligible favourable
Dichelyma
capillaceum
(harklomossa)
2010-2014 1 i, iV Negligible
The authority empowered to declare The County administrative board usually by claigweports.

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 Except international directives and conventionsréhare also
national Legislation and other policy instrumentisls as: Species
protection ordinance.

Justification for derogation for a Derogations of the species above concern effartprotect the
species in an unfavourable species, such as: Inventory (estimation of popataize),
conservation status relocation, Increase knowledge of the species fyore measures
Alternative solutions considered and Non

scientific data to compare them

Results of derogations (e.q.
Cumulative effects and compensation
measures where relevant)

Comments/notes

165 protection of flora /fauna
ii.; prevention of serious damage to crops, livelstdorests, fisheries, water and other forms opprty
iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, safety or other overriding public interest$high?)
iv.: for research / education / repopulation / treiduction / necessary breeding
v.: judicious exploitation of certain wild plantssmall numbers and under certain conditions
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3. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING STRICTLY PROTECTED FAUNA SPEC IES
(ART. 6 - APPENDIX II)

Name of the
species

No. of
specimen
s
involved
(when
practical)

Author
ised
action
(art. 6,
a. to
f.)17

No.
of
lice
nce

Reasons
for
issuing
of
licences
(art. 9, i.
to v.)8

Impact on
populatio
n

the time and
place under
which
exception
where
granted

Alternative solutions
considered

Accipiter gentilis

Non

2010-08-01 to
2011-03-31
Karlshamns
kommun

Non

Accipiter gentilis

30

Non

2009-08-01
to 2010-0331
Karlshamns
kommun

Non

accipiter gentilis

w0

Non

2010-05-26 to
2012-03-31
Véastra
Goétalands lan

Alternative solutions
have not been enough

accipiter gentilis

4

Non

2010-08-01
to 2010-12-31
Sodermanland
s lan

Non

accipiter gentilis

4

Non

2010-08-01 to
2010-12-31
Sddermanland
s lan

Non

Accipiter gentilis

40

Non

2010-09-01 to
2011-02-15
Hallands lan

Non

Accipiter gentilis

Non

2009-08-01
to 2010-03-
31
Ostergotland

Alternative solutions ar€
missing

Accipiter gentilis

300

Non

2009-0403 to
2011-12-31
Ostergétland

Alternative solutions ar€
missing

Accipiter gentilis

300 eggs

Non

2009-0403 to
2011-12-31
Ostergétland

Alternative solutions are
missing

Accipiter gentilis
duvhok

30

Non

2009-1014 to
2010-03-31
Stockholms
lan

" A: Deliberate killing
B: Deliberate damage to or destruction of breedingsting sites
C: Deliberate capture and keeping

D: Deliberate disturbance of wild fauna

E: Deliberate destruction or taking of eggs
F: Possession and internal trade
185 protection of flora /fauna
ii.; prevention of serious damage to crops, livelstdorests, fisheries, water and other forms opprty
iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, safety or other overriding public interest$igh?)
iv.: for research / education / repopulation / triduction / necessary breeding
v.: judicious exploitation of certain wild plantssmall numbers and under certain conditions



-43—

T-PVS/Inf (2012) 16

Accipiter gentilis
duvhok

Non

2009-08-01d
2010-12-31
Motala
kommun
Ostergétlands
lan

Fright measures will be
applyed in first hand

Accipiter gentilis
duvhok

Non

2009-09-10
to 2010-02-
15 Sannarps
Egendom i
Falkenbergs
kommun.
Hjulebergs
Egendom i
Falkenbergs
kommun.
Torsj6o 1:2 i
Falkenbergs
kommun.
Hallands lan

Accipiter gentilis
duvhok

Non

2009-09-07
to 2010-0215
Hallands lan

Accipiter gentilis
duvhok

Non

2009-09-01
to 2010-0215
Hallands lan

Accipiter gentilis
duvhok

14 resting
sites

12

Non

2009-08-01
to 2010-02-28
Ellinge,
Néasbyholm,
Ousbyholm,
Ruuthsbo,
Rydsgard
Skabersjo,
Skarhult,
Trollejlungby
wasterslov,
Ovedskloster,
Widtskofle,
kjugekull
Skane lan

Other sites to protect
other spices from
Accipiter

Accipiter gentilis
duvhok

30

Non

2009-08-01
to 2010-0331
Karlshamns
kommun
Blekinge lan

Non

Accipiter nisus

2(

iii. Air
safety

Negligible

2008-12-15
to 2010-1231
Ostergotland

Alternative solutions ar€
missing

Accipiter nisus
sparvhok

Non

iii. air
safety

Negligible

2009-01-01
to 2010-1231
Norrkdpings
flygplats
Ostergétland

Anser erythropus
fiallgas

max. 10

Negligible

2009-12-22 to
2011-12-31

Asio flammeus
jorduggla

20

Small

2009-06-16
to 2009-12-31

Asio otus
hornuggla

2(

Negligible
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Bombina bombina

Non

2009-04-15
to 2009-0915
Mollehassle,
Hoganas

Bombina bombina

Non

2009-04-15
to 2009-0915
Mollehassle,
Hoganas

Bombina bombina

Non

2009-04-15
to 2009-0915
Mollehassle,
Hdganas

Bombina bombina

Non

2009-04-15
to 2009-0915
Mollehassle,
HoOganas

Bombina bombina

Non

2009-04-15
to 2009-0915
Mollehassle,
HoOganas

Bombina bombina
klockgroda

10

Non

2009-04-15
to 2009-09-15
Mollehassle,
HOganas

Bombina bombina
klockgroda 2009

10

i, iv

Negligible

Mollehassle
15/4-15/9
2009

Branta leucopsis

23

Negligible

2010-04-01
to 2010-10-31
Gotlands lan

Fright measures is not
efficient

branta leucopsis

iii. public
health

Negligible

2010-04-01
to 2010-09-30

SddermanlandFright measures and

s lan

disturbance is prior

branta leucopsis

iii.
public
health

Negligible

2010-04-01
to 2010-09-30

SodermanlandFright measures and

s lan

disturbance is prior

Branta leucopsis

iii. Air
safety

Negligible

2010-01-19
to 2010-0930
Ostergotland

Alternative solutions ar€
missing

Branta leucopsis

10

Negligible

2010-01-22
to 2012-1231
Ostergétland

Alternative solutions ar€
missing

Branta leucopsis

Negligible

2008-03-17
to 2010-1231
Ostergétland

Alternative solutions are
missing

Branta leucopsis

Negligible

2008-01-13
to 2010-1231
Ostergétland

Alternative solutions are
missing

Branta leucopsis
vitkindad gas

11¢

29

Small

2009-0101 to
2010-12-31
Oland

Fright measures does n
work

ot

Branta leucopsis
vitkindad gas

iii.
public
health

Negligible

2009-03-15
to 2009-0930
Norrkdpings
kommun
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2008-03-17 to
iii. 2010-12-31

Branta leucopsis public Norrkdpings
vitkindad gas A 1| health | Negligible| kommun

2009-04-01
Branta leucopsis to 2009-1031 | Fright measures and
vitkindad gas 93 A 23 ii. Negligible | Gotland disturbance is prior

2009-07-10

to 2009-0930

Timra

kommun,
Branta leucopsis fagervik, Fright measures is not
vitkindad gas 10 A 1 ii. Negligible | fotbollsplaner | efficient

2009-09-14

iii. to 2009-0930

Branta leucopsis public Orestads Fright measures is not
vitkindad gas 5 A 1| health |Negligible | golfklubb efficient

2009-12-03
Branta leucopsis to 2010-0131 | Fright measures is not
vitkindad gas 0 A 1 ii. Negligible | Barseback | efficient

2009-12-04
Branta leucopsis to 2010-0131 | Fright measures is not
vitkindad gas 10 A 1 ii. Negligible | Alnarp efficient

2009-07-07
Branta leucopsis to 2009-1231 | Fright measures is not
vitkindad gas 150 A 1 ii. Negligible | Malmo stad | efficient

2009-03-30
Branta leucopsis to 2011-1031 | Fright measures is not
vitkindad gas 55 A 2 ii. Negligible | Oland efficient
Branta leucopsis
vitkindad gas 150| A, D, E iv. Negligible
Branta leucopsis
vitkindad gas Fright measure does nqg
2009-2010 116 D 29 ii. small Oland work
Bufo calamita
stinkpadda 2009 D 1] i, iv Negligible | V Goétaland

max 20

Bufo viridis and max
gronflackig padda | 20000 Flakskar in
2009 eggs E 1] i, iv Positive | may 2009

Frosslunda,

gammalsby,
Bufo viridis ottenby,
gronflackig padda borgholm,
2009 D 1| i,iv |Positive |morbylang
Bufo viridis Horn
gronflackig padda kungsgard
and Bufo bufo 15/4-31/10
vanlig padda 2009 D 1 iv Negligible | 2009
Bufo viridis
gronflackig padda
and Bufo calamita
stinkpadda 2009 D 1 v Negligible | Blekinge

2008-12-15

iii. Air to 2010-1231 | Alternative solutions are

Buteo buteo 20 A safety | Negligible | Ostergétland | missing

2010-01-18
Buteo buteo iii. air to 2010-1231
ormvrak 1 AD 1| safety | Negligible| Hallands lan | No
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2010-06-04
to 2010-0801
Takt pa
fastigheten
Algalandet
1:1, Lycksele
Buteo lagopus lnest B 1 iv Negligible | kommun
2010-06-04
to 2010-0801
Taktomrade
pa fastigheten
Kronooverlop
psmarken 3:1
Storumans
Buteo lagopus lnest B 1 iv Negligible | kommun
Buteo lagopus 2010-05-12
fiallvrak lnest B 1 iv Negligible |to 2010-05-14
2009-04-08
to 2009-0425
Inom
taktomrade pa
fastigheten
Kronooverlop
psmarken 3:1
Buteo lagopus Storumans
fiallvrak lnest B 1 iv Negligible | kommun
2009-04-16
to 2009-0425
Inom
taktomrade pa
fastigheten
Algalandet
Buteo lagopus 1:1, Lycksele
fiallvrak lnest B 1 iv Negligible | kommun
Calidris alpina 2010-01-01
karrsndppa eggs E 1 i. Negligible | to 2011-12-31
iii.
Public
Canis lupus 6 A 1| safety |small 2009
iii.
Public
Canis lupus 8 A 1| safety |small 2010
*se
foot
Canis Lupus 28 not ii. 2010
Chroicocephalus
ridibundus; Corvus
corax (korp); Larus 2010-1105to
argentatus; Larus 2013-12-31
canus; Larus iii. air Umea
marinus (11) 150 A,D 1| safety | Negligible| Flygplats No
Chroicocephalus
ridibundus; Corvus
corax; Larus 2010-04-21
argentatus; Larus to 2012-1231
canus; Larus iii. air Skellefted
marinus 150 A, D 1| safety | Negligible| Flygplats No
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Chroicocephalus
ridibundus; Corvus 2011-02-28
corax; Larus to 2013-1231
argentatus; Larus Hemavan
canus; Larus iii. air Tarnaby
marinus 50 A,D safety | Negligible| Airport AB No
Chroicocephalus
ridibundus; Corvus
corax; Larus 2008-0204 to
argentatus; Larus 2010-12-31
canus; Larus iii. air Umeé
marinus 150 A, D safety | Negligible| Flygplats No
2010-08-20
to 2011-0315
iii. Silvakra 1:34
Public , Lunds
Ciconia ciconia 2nesis B safety | Negligible | kommun
2010-0820 to
2011-03-15
Silvakra 1:34
, Lunds
Ciconia ciconia 2nesis B ii. Negligible | kommun
2010-0820 to
2011-03-15
Silvakra 1:34
, Lunds
Ciconia ciconia 2nesis B iv. Negligible | kommun
2010-0820 to
2011-03-15
iii. Silvakra 1:34
Public , Lunds
Ciconia ciconia 2nesis B safety | Negligible | kommun
2010-0820 to
2011-03-15
Silvakra 1:34
, Lunds
Ciconia ciconia 2nesis B ii. Negligible | kommun
2010-0820 to
2011-03-15
Silvakra 1:34
Ciconia ciconia vit , Lunds
stork 2nests B ii. Negligible | kommun
Coenonympha
hero brun grasfjari
2010-2014 C i, iV Negligible | Dalarna
Non, catch| 2010-0414 to
and 2010-12-31
Coronella austriac 2 D iv. release Ostergotland | No
2009-05-18
Non, catchl to 2011-0101
and Stockholms
Coronella austriac 3 D iv. release l&n
2009-04-01
Non, catch| to 2011-0101
and Stockholms
Coronella austriac 3 D iv. release lan
2009-04-01
Non, catch to 2011-0101
and Stockholms
Coronella austriac 3 D iv. release lan
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2009-08-13
Non, catchl to 2009-0821
Coronella austriaca and Orebro
hasselsnok 2 iv.,Vv. |release kommun
Non, catch
Coronella austriaca and 17/8-21/8
hasselsnok 2009 iv release 2009 Orebro
Non, catch
Coronella austriaca and Kolmarden
hasselsnok 2010 iv release Z00
Cucujus
cinnaberinus
cinnoberbagge
2010 - 2014 i, IV Negligible | Dalarna
2009-03-20
to 2009-0510
Véarmlands
Saby 1:6
Visnums-
Backa 1:27
Cygnus cygnus Kristinehamng
sangsvan 1 ii. Negligible | kommun
2008-0204 to
2010-12-31
Division
Flygplatsgrup
pen
Cygnus cygnus iii. air Umea
sangsvan No safety | Negligible| flygplats No
2008-0220 to
2010-12-31
Hemavan
Cygnus cygnus iii. air Tarnaby
sangsvan Non safety |Negligible | Airport No
2009-1120to
2009-12-22
Fastigheten
Riksbyggen
Lyckselehus
nrb5,
Dendrocopos Stormhatten,
major storre Lycksele Fright measures and
hackspett Non ii. Negligible | kommun disturbance is prior
2009-07-13
to 2009-1231
fastighet
Lappland
Vastra 27
(Herserudsvag
Dendrocopos en6lA)i
major storre Lidingd
hackspett 2 ii. Negligible | kommun. -
2009-02-24
to 2009-0515
fastighet
Lappland
Vastra 27
(Herserudsvag
Dendrocopos en6lA)i
major storre Lidingd
hackspett 2 ii. Negligible | kommun. -
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2010-11-03
to 2010-1231
Dryocopus martius Tavelskaret | Fright measures and
spillkradka 1 i. Negligible | 22, Tafted disturbance is prior
Dytiscus latissimus
bredkantad dykare
2010-2014 1 iiv Negligible | Dalarna
2009-03-30
iii. to 2010-0329
Eptesicus nilssonii Public Stockholms
nordisk fladdermus 10 1| safety | Positive |lan
Euphydryas aurinia
vaddnéatfjaril 2010
2014 1 i iv Negligible | Dalarna
2009-0420 to
Euphydryas 2010-12-31
maturna Stockholms
asknatfjaril 100 1 iv. small 1&n
Euphydryas
maturna
asknatfjaril 2010-
2014 1 i iv Negligible | Dalarna
2008-12-15
Falco tinnunculus iii. Air to 2010-1231 | Alternative solutions are
tornfalk 20 safety | Negligible| Ostergétland | missing
2009-05-27
Gallinago media 2009-06-30
dubbelbeckasin | ? 2 iv. Negligible | Jamtlands lan| -
2010-05-22
Gallinago media to 2010-0630
Dubbelbeckasin 6 Jamtlands l&n
2009-06-01
Gallinago media to 2009-0630
Dubbelbeckasin 5 Jamtlands lan
2009-05-27
Gallinago media to 2009-0630
Dubbelbeckasin o Jamtlands lan
Graphoderus
bilineatus Bred
paljettdykare 2010+
2014 1 i iv Negligible | Dalarna
2009-09-24
to 2009-1015
Inom
fastigheten
Orebro
Dommesta
10:2 i Orebro | Fright measures and
Grus grus trana Nog 1 ii. Negligible | lan disturbance is prior
Gulo gulo 2 2 ii. Small 2009 Protective hunting
2010-10-21
to 2010-1221 | Prevented measures h3
Sodra already been taken, sug
Storfjall i as increases surveillang
Storuman This will however not
Gulo gulo 1 1 ii. Small kommun help in spring.
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2010-10-21
to 2010-1221
Sodra Prevented measures hg
STorfjall och | already been taken, sug
Gardfjall i as increases surveillang
Vilhelmina | This will however not
Gulo gulo 4 A ii. Small kommun help in spring.
2010-04-01 |If nothing is done, the
to 2010-0730 | Hydroprogne caspia wil
Haliaeetus albicillg Sddermanlandfail with reproduction
havsorn g D i. Negligible | s l1an (which happned 2008)
2010-04-01 |If nothing is done, the
to 2010-0730 | Hydroprogne caspia wil
Haliaeetus albicillg Sddermanlandfail with reproduction
havsorn g D i. Negligible | s lan (which happned 2008)
2010-05-20
Haliaeetus albicillg to 2011-1231
havsoérn ? D i. Negligible | Uppsala lan
1 2011-08-08
Lacerta agilis breeding to 2016-1231
sandddla site D i. Negligible | Varmland
2010-06-01
to 2010-0731
Asketunnan,
Lacerta agilis Kungsbacka
sandodla 4| A,D iv. Negligible | kommun No
Non, catch
Lacerta agilis and
sandddla 2009 D iv release V Gotaland
Non, catch
Lacerta agilis and Stomstad
sandddla 2009 D iv release kommun
Lacerta agilis
sandddla 2010-
2014 C i, iV Negligible | Dalarna
Non, catch| 2010-0429 to None. individuals
Osmoderma and 2010-12-31 1\ 010 26ed after catchme
eremita laderbagge 30 D iv. release Ostergotland
2009-06-23
to 2009-1231
Stockholms
Parnassius apollo D iv. Positive |lan
2009-12-02
to 2010-08-01
Parnassius apollo Stockholms
apollofjaril 2 D iv. Positive | lan
Parnassius 2010-06-01
mnemosyne to 2012-12-31
mnemosynefjaril 20 D i. Non Uppsala lan
2009-08-15
to 2009-0915
Asen 4:1,
Pipistrellus Vaxjo
pygmaeus 150 D ii. Negligible | kommun No
2009-08-15
to 2009-0915
Ellanda 1:9,
Pipistrellus Vaxjo
pygmaeus 30 D ii. Negligible | kommun No
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Pipistrellus
pygmaeus

dvargfladdermus

50

Negligible

2010-0815 to
2010-10-05
Brotorpet 3:3,
Ljungby
kommun

No

pipistrellus
pygmeus

16(

iii. public
health

Negligible

2010-05-01
to 2010-0531
Wapnogard
hus nr7,
Wapno gods
Halmstad

No

Rana arvalis

Non

2011-04-27 to
2011-08-31
Varmland

Rana arvalis

Non

2010-07-01
to 2010-0831
Varmland

Rana arvalis

Negligible

2010-05-01
to 2010-0630
Hallands lan

No. Generated new
knowlege is important
for conservation of
species.

Rana arvalis

10

Negligible

2010-05-12
to 2012-12-31
Uppsala lan

Rana arvalis

12

Negligible

2009-04-21
to 2010-12-31
Uppsala lan

Rana arvalis

1A%J

Non catch
and
release

2010-09-10

to 2013-05-10
Stockholms
lan

Rana arvalis

Non catch
and
release

2010-05-07

to 2010-05-10
Stockholms
lan

Rana arvalis

6000 eggs

Negligible

2010-04-19

to 2013-07-01
Stockholms
lan

Rana arvalis

1200 eggs

Positive

2009-05-11

to 2009-06-30
Stockholms
lan

Rana arvalis

2000 eggs

Positive

2009-05-05
to 2009-0701
Stockholms
lan

Rana arvalis

akergroda 2009

eggs

Negligible

skarbydamme
n

Rana temporaria
vanlig groda and

Rana arvalis

akergroda 2009

1200 eg

0sS

Negligible

Majrov,
langsjon

Triturus cristatus

4
breeding
sites

Negligible

2009-04-24
to 2009-12-31
Uppsala lan

Triturus cristatus

Negligible

2009-0609 to
2010-12-31

Uppsala lan
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2010-0701 to
2010-08-31
Triturus cristatus 3 sitgs i Non Varmland
2010-05-17
to 2010-06-30
Triturus cristatus 4 sitgs i. Non Varmland
2009-06-04
2009-06-30
Triturus cristatus 15 sitgs i. Non Varmland
2010-0324to
2010-10-31
Norrlandet
3:1, Gavle
Triturus cristatus 300 iv. Non kommun
2010-0324to
2010-10-31
Norrlandet
3:1, Gavle
Triturus cristatus 300 iv. Non kommun
2010-05-03
1 resting to 2010-06-30
Triturus cristatus site iv. Non Ostergotland | No
2010-0306 to
2010-06-30
Triturus cristatus 4 iv. Non Ostergotland | No
2010-03-05
to 2010-04-30
Triturus cristatus 3 iv. Non Ostergétland | No
2010-0305t o
2010-04-30
Triturus cristatus 3 iv. Non Ostergétland | No
2010-0503 to
2010-06-30
Triturus cristatus 10 iv. Non Ostergétland | No
2010-05-10
to 2010-12-31|
Triturus cristatus P i. Non Uppsala lan
2009-0427 to
2010-12-31
Triturus cristatus b4 iv. Non Uppsala lan
2010-0910 to
Non, catch{ 2013-05-10
and Stockholms
Triturus cristatus 12 iv. release lan
2010-0507 to
Non, catch| 2010-05-10
and Stockholms
Triturus cristatus b4 iv. release lan
2009-06-25
Non, catch| to 2012-12-31]]
and Stockholms
Triturus cristatus D iv. release lan
2009-0518 to
Non, catch{ 2011-01-01
and Stockholms
Triturus cristatus 3 iv. release lan
2009-04-01
Non, catch| to 2011-01-01
and Stockholms
Triturus cristatus 3 iv. release lan
Triturus cristatus 3 iv. Non, catchl 2009-081 to




)

(2]

)
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and 2011-01-01
release Stockholms
lan
2009-0401 to
Non, catch| 2011-01-01
and Stockholms
Triturus cristatus 100 D iv. release lan
2009-04-01
Non, catch| to 2011-04-01]
and Stockholms
Triturus cristatus 200 D iv. release lan
2009-06-01
Triturus cristatus to 2009-09-30
Triturus cristatus
storre Non, catch
vattensalamander and Hallarumsvik
2009 eggs E iv release en, spraglehall
Triturus cristatus
storre Non, catch
vattensalamander and
2009 1 C iv release Jamtland
Triturus cristatus
storre iii
vattensalamander (building
2009 B, D of road) | Negligible| Kallerstad
Triturus cristatus
stdrre
vattensalamander
2010 - 2014 C i, iV Negligible | Dalarna
Protection of reindear
2010-05-07 | gets more difficult when
to 2010-05-14 the snow conditions get
Granberget i | worse. All fright and
Mala other measures have
kommun been taken, without
Ursus arctos L A ii. Small Vasterbotten | result. Protectiv hunting
Protection of reindear
2010-05-07 | gets more difficult when
to 2010-0514 | the snow conditions get
Granberget i | worse. All fright and
Mala other measures have
kommun been taken, without
Ursus arctos 1 A ii. Small Vasterbotten | result. Protectiv hunting
Protection of reindear
gets more difficult when
the snow conditions get|
2010-0507 to | worse. All fright and
2010-05-10 | other measures have
Gabna been taken, without
Ursus arctos 3 A ii. Small sameby result. Protectiv hunting
Protection of reindear
2010-05-07 | gets more difficult when
to 2010-0510 | the snow conditions get
Gabna worse. All fright and
sameby other measures have
Norrbottens | been taken, without
Ursus arctos 3 A ii. Small l&n result. Protectiv hunting

)
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Protection of reindear
2010-0507 to | gets more difficult when
2010-05-10 |the snow conditions get|
Gabna worse. All fright and
sameby other measures have
Norrbottens | been taken, without
Ursus arctos 3 ii. Small lan result. Protectiv hunting
Protection of reindear
2010-05-13 | gets more difficult when
to 2010-0514 | the snow conditions get
Talma worse. All fright and
sameby other measures have
Norrbottens | been taken, without
Ursus arctos L ii. Small l&n result. Protectiv hunting
Protection of reindear
2010-0504 to | gets more difficult when
2010-05-18 |the snow conditions get|
Vittangi worse. All fright and
sameby other measures have
Norrbottens | been taken, without
Ursus arctos L ii. Small lan result. Protectiv hunting
Protection of reindear
2010-05-04 | gets more difficult when
to 2010-0518 | the snow conditions get
Vittangi worse. All fright and
sameby other measures have
Norrbottens | been taken, without
Ursus arctos L ii. Small l&n result. Protectiv hunting
Protection of reindear
gets more difficult when
the snow conditions get]
2010-0429 to | worse. All fright and
2010-04-30 |other measures have
Semisjaur- | been taken, without
Ursus arctos L ii. Small Njarg sameby| result. Protectiv hunting
Protection of reindear
2010-0429 to | gets more difficult when
2010-04-30 |the snow conditions get|
Semisjaur- | worse. All fright and
Njarg sameby| other measures have
Norrbottens | been taken, without
Ursus arctos L ii. Small lan result. Protectiv hunting
Protection of reindear
2010-04-29 | gets more difficult when
2010-04-30 |the snow conditions get|
Semisjaur- | worse. All fright and
Njarg sameby| other measures have
Norrbottens | been taken, without
Ursus arctos L ii. Small lan result. Protectiv hunting
Protection of reindear
2010-0427 to | gets more difficult when
2010-05-11 |the snow conditions get|
Semisjaur- | worse. All fright and
Njarg sameby| other measures have
Norrbottens | been taken, without
Ursus arctos D ii. Small lan result. Protectiv hunting

)




-55 - T-PVS/Inf (2012) 16
Protection of reindear
2010-04-27 | gets more difficult when
to 2010-0511 | the snow conditions gets
Semisjaur- | worse. All fright and
Njarg sameby| other measures have
Norrbottens | been taken, without
Ursus arctos P A 1 ii. Small lan result. Protectiv hunting
Protection of reindear
2010-0427 to | gets more difficult when
2010-05-11 |the snow conditions gets
Semisjaur- [ worse. All fright and
Njarg sameby| other measures have
Norrbottens | been taken, without
Ursus arctos P A 1 ii Small l&n result. Protectiv hunting
Ursus arctos 10 A 1 ii. Negligible | 2009 Protectiv hunting
242 quotg See
(245 fotn
Ursus arctos reported A ot * ii. Small 2009 Licens hunting
288 quotg See
(281 fotn
Ursus arctos reported A ot * ii. Small 2010 Licens hunting
Information on the

There are no information of the conservation statnsbirds. Sweden hav
however published a report on trends, Isge

Species not reported in a favourable conservatiatus habitat directive 2007
were:

Bombina bombina (inadequate but improving)

Bufo calamita, Bufo viridis, Coenonympha hero, Guaita austriaca, Cucuju
cinnaberinus, Dytiscus latissimus, Euphydryas nmatukacerta agilis, Maculine
arion, Parnassius mnemosyne and Triturus cristébasl and deteriorating)
Osmoderma eremite (bad but stabil)

conservation status of
the derogated species

D

Uy

15

The authority
empowered to declare
that the conditions have
been fulfilled

The controls involved

The County administrative board, the Swedish EB#ally by claiming reports
Sometime in collaboration with ornitologic uniorhet police, game damag
center, SLU, The National Veterinary Institute.

D

Except international direeti and conventions there are also national Leigialg
and other policy instruments such as: laws, raguis, environmental code,
Hunting ordinance, Species protection ordinance.

Justification for
derogation for a species
in an unfavourable
conservation status
Results of derogations
(e.g. Cumulative effects
and compensation
measures where
relevant)
Comments/notes

Derogations of the species above concern efforfgatect the species, such as:
Inventory (estimation of populationsize), relocatidncrease knowledge of th
species to improve measures. Catch and immedikgase.

[}

Footnots :

* On 21 October 2009, Parliament decided to graaet@Government's proposals in propositomew predator
managementThe decision meant, among other things, that thed&hwolf population growth rate will be
limited temporarily and regulated by licensed hogtisupplemented by controlled hunting. Following th
parliamentary decision was Environmental Protecigency to develop and decide on the conditionsttier
hunt.

On 17 December 2009 the Environmental Protectioangy for the first time on licensed hunting of 2a@lves
in the period January 2 January to 15 February 204 @ive counties where there is a breeding hérdodves -
Dalarna, Gavleborg, Vastra Gotalands, VarmlandsCretoro lan. Véastra Goétaland, Varmland and Orebro.
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* A few months in the fall allows licensed huntiog bears the rest of the year may be granted protective
hunting of bears that are causing problems. EPAdeésyated the right to decide on protection acehke the
hunting of bears to the county in six counties \iiked strains of bears.

4.

EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING FALCONRY

For each species used in falconry, state (usesactefsheet for each species):

Name of species:

No. of birds in captivity (after
entry into force of the Convention

NO PERMITS ARE GIVEN!

Origin of birds:

% captured from the

wild in the State

% imported

% reared in captivity

Estimated population in the wild (i
the State)

=

No. of birds captured from the wilg
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

T
Name of the species No. of Exception made Reasons| Impacton | Information on
individuals for the the
involved issuing of | population conservation
(when licences status of the
practical) (art. 9, i. derogated
to v.)%* species
Lynx lynx 2009; quota | Hunting of Lynx is i, fii. The impact favourable
157 (154 conducted according td on the
reported) a Iipense system (within population
Reindeer management is regarded
2010; quota | area) and as protectivel

19 Kindly note that exceptions to species listed pandix 11l concern only those captured or killesing indiscriminate
means of capture or killing and in particular methspecified in Appendix IV.

i.: protection of flora /fauna

ii.; prevention of serious damage to crops, livelstdorests, fisheries, water and other forms opprty

iii.: in the interests of public health and safety, safety or other overriding public interest$igh?)
iv.: for research / education / repopulation / treiduction / necessary breeding
v.: judicious exploitation of certain wild plantssmall numbers and under certain conditions
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209 (162 hunting (outside as limited.
reported) Reindeer management
area) by the Swedish
EPA.
Some derogations have
also been given by
County Administrative
Boards for problematic
individuals, protective
hunting (2009 — 26
individuals. 2010 — 13
individuals)
- 2009 — . - .
Phoca vitulina 50 quota Hunting of harbour ii. prevent | The impact Bad and
(54 seals is conducted serious on the deteriorating
i) accordlng to alicense d_amage to _populatlon
P system since 2009 fisheries. | is regarded
2010-90 as limited.
guota (48
reported)
Halichoerus grypus ALE) S 28 Hunting of grey seals i§  ii. The The impact favourable
quota (128 conducted according tQ reason is on the
reported) | a license system. to prevent| population
2010 - 230 serious | isregarded
guota (92 damage to| as limited.
reported) fisheries.

Mammals:Lepus
timidus(skogshare)
Castor fiber
(béaver)

Meles meleggravling)
Mustela nivalis
(smavessla) Martes
martes(mard)

Cervus dama
(kronhjort) Cervus
elaphus
(dovhjort)

Alces alces

(alg)

Capreolus capreolus.
(radijur)

Birds:

Anas creccdkricka)
Anser anse(gragas)
Anas penelope
(blasand)

Anas platyrhynchos
(grasand)

Anser albifrons
(blasgas)

Anser fabalifsadgas)
Aythya fuligula(vigg)
Bonasa bonasi§arpe)
Bucephala clangula
(knipa)

Clangula hyemalis
(alfagel)

Lagopus lagopus
(dalripa)

These species have
been subject to hunting
on a seasonal basis,
with regional
differences in hunting
periods according to th
Swedish Hunting
ordinance (1987:905).

11

L, 1L, L
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Lagopus muta
(fiallripa)

Larus canugfiskmas)
Melanitta nigra
(sjoorre)

Mergus merganser
(storskrake)

Mergus serrator
(smaskrake)

Perdix perdix
(rapphtna)
Scolopax rusticola
(morkulla)
Somateria mollissima
(ejder)

Tetrao tetrix(orre)
Tetrao urogallus
(tjader)

Turdus pilaris

(bjorktrast)
Fish: These fish species iii. (public Aspius aspius,
. included in Appendix | interests) Salmo salar -
Abramis ballerus, I1l are not legally . :
i : . iv. inadequate
Aspius aspiusCobitis protected. For the
taenia, Coregonus commercial fishes Cobitis taenia -
albula, Lampetra (such assalmo salar, favourable
fluvuatilis, Lampetra Coregonus albulpand c
planeri, Salmo salar, angling species (ex oregonus
Thyma”us thyma”us,, Thymallus thyma”US) ] albula-
A. vimba Triglopsis there are however a madeq_uate_ and
’ L number of restrictions deteriorating
quadricornis in terms of open
season, size, quotas and Lampetra
localities for fishing. fluvuatilis -bad
In 2008 drift-nets were
banned in the Baltic
Sea.
InvertebratesAstacus These invertebrate i., il. Astacus astacug
astacus (flodkréfta), species included in (public —bad and
Helix pomatia Appendix Il are not | jnterests) deteriorating
(Vinbergssnackand protected under : .
Hirundo medicinalis Swedish lawAstacus _Hel|x pomatia-
blodigel astacusis subject to inadequate and
(blodigel) seasonal catching and @ deteriorating
National Action Plan
exists since 1998.
Anser anser (gragas) Artificial light sources | iv. i. iii. Small
(foriv.),
40 QOO Semi-automatic or
permitted | automatic weapons or
(9000 other for Sweden
reported) | allowed hunting method
for protective hunting
Anas platyrhynchos 1000 Artificial light sources iv. ii. iii. Small
grasand permitted | (foriv.),
(420 Semi-automatic or
reported) automatic weapons or

other for Sweden
allowed hunting method
for protective hunting
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Anser fabalis sadgas

150 caug
with
artificial
light, 1500
permitted
with
weapons

htArtificial light sources
(foriv.),
Semi-automatic or
automatic weapons or
other for Sweden
allowed hunting method
for protective hunting

Small

Lagopus lagopus
dalripa

150
permitted

Artificial light sources,
Motor vehicles in
motion

Negligible

Lagopus mutus
fiallripa

150
permitted

Atrtificial light sources,
Motor vehicles in
motion

Negligible

Numenius arquata
storspov

150
permitted

Artificial light sources,
Motor vehicles in
motion

Negligible

Phalacrocorax carbo

22 000
permitted

Artificial light sources
(foriv.),
Semi-automatic or
automatic weapons,
Motor vehicles in
motionor other for
Sweden allowed
hunting method for
protective hunting

Regulating.
The
population
size of
Phalacrocor
ax carbo
has rapidly
increased
Since 1996
and have
been
causing
problems
for fishery

Somateria mollissima
ejder

190
permitted

Semi-automatic or
automatic weapons
protective hunting,

ii. to
prevent
serious

damagefis
heries

Small

Tetrao tetrix orre

150
permitted

Atrtificial light sources
(foriv.),
Semi-automatic or
automatic weapons,
Motor vehicles in
motionor other for
Sweden allowed
hunting metho for

iii. Air
safty, iv.

Negligible

Tetrao urogallus tjader|

150
permitted

Artificial light sources
(foriv.),
Semi-automatic or
automatic weapons,
Motor vehicles in
motionor other for
Sweden allowed
hunting method for
protective huntin

Negligible

Turdus merula koltrast

10 permitte

Artificial light sources
((foriv.),
Semi-automatic or
automatic weapons,
Motor vehicles in
motionor other for

Sweden allowe!

iii. Air
safety

Negligible
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Turdus pilaris
Bjorktrast

375 f}g‘;f'i‘;'_?',"gm Sourees | i Air small
permitted | Semi-automatic or safety
automatic weapons,
Motor vehicles in
motionor other for
Sweden allowed
hunting method

Vanellus vanellus
tofsvipa

f}gf'if,'_‘;‘"“ght SOUTCES | i Air | Negligible
Semi-automatic or safety
automatic weapons,
Motor vehicles in
motionor other for
Sweden allowed
hunting method

24 reported

The authority
empowered to declare
that the conditions have

been fulfilled

The Swedish Police Authority are the supervisinigpatity over the
hunting law. The County administrative board, thee8ish EPA are

issuing permits of protective hunting.

Conditions of risk and
the circumstances and
the time and place under
which exception where

granted

The controls involved

International directives and conventions, natidregjislation and other policy
instruments such as: laws, regulations, envirotai@ode, Hunting ordinance,
Species protection ordinance, Ordinance of fisseaquaculture and fisheries.

Justification for
derogation for a species
in an unfavourable
conservation status

No other alternative solution

Alternative solutions
considered and
scientific data to
compare them

Fright measures

Results of derogations
(e.g. Cumulative effects
and compensation
measures where
relevant)

Comments/notes
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5. EXCEPTIONS CONCERNING THE USE OF MEANS OF CAPTURE AND

KILLING SPECIFIED IN APPENDIX IV

Name of the No. of No. of | Reasons| Method Impact on the population
species specimens| licences | (art. 8,a. | used?
(when to e.f*
practical)
Several species, C airport | 5,14,16 Negligible
mainly Larus safety
canus, Larus
ridibundus, Tetrao
tetrix orre,
Vanellus vanellus
tofsvipa, Corvus
corax, Anser anse
Perdix perdix
Accipiter gentilis 90 1 B 10 Negligible
Accipiter gentilis 78 4 A 11 Negligible
Lacerta agilis 400 1 D 10 Negligible
Rana arvalis 40 1 D 10 Negligible
breeding
Rana arvalis sites 2 D 11 Positive
breeding
Triturus cristatus sites 8 D 11 Positive
Commersially
fished fishes Quatas C 11
Anas
platyrhynchos 40 1 C 14 Negligible
3000
permitted,
1216
Anser anser reported 61 B,C 14 Negligible
Anser fabalis 90 5 B 14 Negligible
Branta leucopsis 260 4 B, C 14 Negligible
Species with open| General in
season enclosures| unknown C,D 14 Negligible
Corvus corax 3 1 B 14 Negligible
B, C (air
Cygnus cygnus 10 1 safety) 14 Negligible
Dendrocopos majg 2 2 B 14 Negligible
Dryocopus martius 1 1 B 14 Negligible
Gulo gulo 5 2 B 14,16 Negligible
Canis lupus 2 2 C 14 Negligible
Lynx lynx 10 6 B 14,15 Negligible

L A Protection of flora and fauna
B. To prevent serious damage to crops, livestoaksts, fisheries, water and other forms of property
C. In the interests of public health and safety safety / overriding public interests

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

E. Taking, keeping or other judicious exploitatmfircertain wild animals and plants in small numkbard under certain

conditions (see art. 8)

22 Choose from article 8 : 1 to 18 — See for refergrames 6-7 of this document
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5, 14,15,
Ursus arctos 53 17 B 16 Negligible
Phalacrocorax
carbo 4400 38 B 14, 16 Negligible
Somateria
mollissima ejder 70 2 B 14 Negligible
Pest species* unlimited B 5 Negligible
Footnotes:

* In accordance with the Swedish Hunting Regulai®b § 2, concerning pest species included in appdnof
the same regulation.
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SWITZERLAND / SUISSE

Schweizerische Eidgenossenschaft Département fédéral de I'environnement,
Confédération suisse des transports, de I'énergie et de la communic&BhEC
Confederazione Svizzera Office fédéral de I'environnement OFEV

Confederaziun svizra

Rapport biennal 2009/2010 sur l'application par IaSuisse de la Convention relative a la
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DEROGATIONS CONCERNANT DES ESPECES DE FLORE STRCTEMENT

PROTEGEES

Nom de Nombre de Nombre de Motif de Impact sur la

'espece permis spécimens délivrance population
délivrés (si possible) des permi8

Pas de dérogations.

1

A — recherche/éducation/repeuplement ou réintrtioio
B — exploitation
C — autre intérét public prioritaire (lequel ?)

2. DEROGATIONS CONCERNANT DES ESPECES DE FAUNE STRCTEMENT
PROTEGEES (ANNEXE II)
Nom de Nombre Nombre Action Motif Moyen Impact
I'espece de d’individus autorisée . de mise sur la
permis (si possible) (@aaf) (fav) a mort/ population
délivrés capture
Canis
lupus
2009 3 3 a i tir aucun
2010 1% 1 a i tir aucun

Autorité qui a délivré l'autorisation: Canton dal¥is (2); Canton de Lucerne (1)

Seul un tir fut effectué en 2009 par le Servicéedehasse, de la péche et de la faune (SCPF), I©dato
Valais

Autorité qui a délivré l'autorisation: Canton dal&is
Autorité qui a effectué le tir: Service de la dgde la péche et de la faune (SCPF), Canton usVa
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3. DEROGATIONS CONCERNANT LA FAUCONNERIE
Pour chague espéce utilisée en fauconnerie, indigueemployant une feuille par espece) :
Nom de l'espéce :
Nombre d'oiseaux tenus en captivité (apres l'eetnéggueur de la Convention) :
Origine des oiseaux : % capturés a l'état saudage le pays
% importés

100 % élevés en captivité
Population sauvage estimée (dans le pays) :
Nombre d'oiseaux capturés a l'état sauvage champée a
Nombre d'oiseaux importés (indiquez le pays d'oeli
Moyens de capture autorisés :

Controles effectués :

4. DEROGATIONS CONCERNANT DES ESPECES DE FAUNE PROEGEES
(ANNEXE I11)

Nom de 'espéce Exceptions faites

Mergus merganser:

2009/2010 diverd

Ardea cinerea:

2009/2010 diverd

Y Les autorités cantonales peuvent délivrer desiaatmn pour des tirs de régulation seulement si

le dommage est établi et que d'autres mesures mwept étre appliguées. Le nombre
d'autorisation délivrés n'est pas recensé au niféeasal.

Pour les autres espéces, voir la Statistique fédéra chasséittp://www.wild.unizh.ch/jagdst/

5. DEROGATIONS CONCERNANT LES MOYENS DE CAPTURE ET DE MISE A
MORT ENUMERES DANS L’ANNEXE IV

Nom de Nombre Nombre de Motifs Méthodes Impact

I'espece de spécimens employées sur la
permis (approx.) population
délivrés

Sanglier b 7 aucun

Oiseaux: divers) d 10 aucun

divers
especes

Y Les oiseaux ont été bagués et relachés, mais @ssSuquestions, contacter la Station ornitholagiguisse:
www.vogelwarte.ch
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“THE FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA” /
L’ “EX-REPUBLIQUE YOUGOSLAVE DE MACEDOINE”

Ministry of Environment and Physical Planning

BIENNIAL REPORT: 2009-2010

The report covers all exceptions made from the ipirow of Article 4,5,6,7 and 8 of the
Convention on the Conservation of European Wildiifel Natural Habitats (Bern Convention).

Regarding Resolution No 2 (1993) of the Standingh@attee (SC) general exceptions have been
made in this period.

1. Exceptions concerning strictly protected flora gecies (Appendix I)
Macedonia did not have made any exception conagsinictly protected flora species.

2. Exceptions concerning strictly protected faunaecies (Appendix I1)

Name of species*| No of | No of individuals Action Reason | Means of | Impact on

licenses | (when practical) permitted | (itov) | killing/ capture | population
(atof)

Canis lupus - - C i hand none

Felis silvestris - - C [ - -

Anser erythropus - - A iv live captive -

Gallinago media - - A iv - -

Accipiter gentilis - - A iv - -

* In accordance with the Macedonian regulationsw{lan Hunting) for the use of this species did rwve
obligations to request licenses from the Minisify Agriculture, Forestry and Water-Economy/Depatinof

Hunting.

3. Exceptions concerning Falconry

None.

4. Exceptions concerning protected fauna speciesgpendix Ill)

Name of species* No of license Name of Reasons Method used Impact on
specimens population
Meles meles - - - - -
Mustela nivalis - - iv hand / capture none
Putorius putorius - - iv “ -
Vormela peregusna - - iv “ -
Martes martes - - iv “ -
Martes foina - - iv -
Phalacrocorax carbo - - iv -
Ardea cinerea - - Iv -

* In accordance with the Macedonian regulationsw(len Hunting, 2010) badger (Meles meles) is strict

protected species, for the use of other fauna spedid not have obligations to request licensesm fthe
Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Water-Econgidepartment of Hunting.

5. Exceptions concerning the use of means of cap&uand killing specified (App. 1V)

None.
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IMPLEMENTATION IN THE PERIOD 2009-2010 OF RESOLUTIO NS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE

Resolution No 1 and Recommendations No 14, 15 and 16 on Habitat conservation:

In the reporting period the Ministry of Environmeamid Physical Planning continued to realize
the Work Program for the last two years (2009-2010)

The Department of Nature protection, especiallyRhasion of Biological Diversity (DBD), with
collaboration of the Division of Nature Heritage NB) and the Department of Sustainable
Development (SSD) in the end of year 2008 (Noverilmzember) has prepared the two years
Priorities of Nature Conservation in Macedonia @@010). The first priority of the Department of
Nature Protection is to fully implement obligatiohthe International Conventions and Agreements of
Nature Conservation, especially CBD, BC/CE, CMSYWR@EWA, EUROBATS, CITES etc.

Referring this important document the Division ofoBgical Diversity has proposed sixth
projects for implementation of Resolutions and Reec®ndations of the SC/BC and the
Administration of Environment and they has beeruded in the Annual Work-Program of MEPP
(2009-2010).

Note Information on the implementation of Resolutioa Blconcerning the rules for the network
of areas of special conservation interest (Emextivork, 1998) is included in the Final Report of
the realization of the Emerald Network Projecthia Republic of Macedonia (MEPP, January 2009).
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