23.02.2017. LVMI “Silava”

Sugas aizsardzibas plana atjaunosana vilkam, lisim un briinajam lacim Latvija — otra apspriede

Latvijas Valsts mezzinatnes institlts “Silava” ar Latvijas Vides aizsardzibas fonda finansialu
atbalstu veic lielo pléséju, 1pasi aizsargajamo dzivnieku sugu Latvija — Eirazijas 1GSa, vilka un brina
laca — sugu aizsardzibas planu (SAP) atjaunosanu.

SAP atjaunosSanas 2. apspriede-seminars notiks 2017. gada 22. februari no plkst. 10:00 lidz
17:00.

Norises vieta: Latvijas Valsts meZzinatnes institts “Silava”, Rigas iela 111, Salaspill.
Seminara darba valoda — ang|u.

Pieteikties dalibai apspriedé var, Iidz 15.februarim nosltot e-pastu uz
guna.bagrade@silava.lv.

Vairak informacijas par apspriedi relizes pielikuma.
Prezentacijas un dokumentacija (relizes pielikuma):

e Guna Bagrade, Janis Ozolins: Large carnivore conservation actions for Latvia — an update of
national species conservation plans

e Linas Balciauskas: Large carnivores in Lithuania

e Alistair Bath: Beyond insights for managers and towards resolving conflicts and creating
conservation

e John Linnell: Large carnivore management in Norway: Lessons relevant for Latvia

e Peep Mannil: Status and management of large carnivores in Estonia

e SAP otras apspriedes protokols relizes pielikuma.

Priekslikumus Eirazijas 10sa, vilka un briina laca sugas aizsardzibas plana atjaunosanas izstradei
iesatit idz $a gada 31. martam uz epastiem: guna.bagrade@silava.lv; janis.ozolins@silava.lv.

Guna Bagrade
LVMI Silava vadosa pétniece, apspriedes koordinatore
guna.bagrade@silava.lv

TV3: par lielo pléséju aizsardzibas planu un lacu populaciju Latvija

25. februara TV3 Zinu raidijuma siZets par lielo pléséju aizsardzibas planu un Iacu populaciju
Latvija. LVMI “Silava” Medniecibas un faunas menedZmenta virziena vadosais pétnieks Janis Ozolins
stasta par aptauju, kas planota, lai noskaidrotu, vai sabiedriba bltu gatava dzivot blakus [aciem. Sizetu
skaties Seit.

LR1: Latvija atjauno lielo pléséju aizsardzibas planu

24. februara LR1 raidijuma “Labrit” LVMI “Silava” Medniecibas un faunas menedZmenta
virziena vadosais pétnieks Janis Ozolins stasta par lielo pléséju — Eirazijas 10sa, vilka un brina laca —
aizsardzibas planu atjaunosanu. Raidijumu klausies Seit.
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Sugas aizsardzibas plana atjaunoSana vilkam, lisim un briinajam
lacim Latvija — otra apspriede

Sugas aizsardzibas plans (SAP) ir attiecigas sugas ekspertu veidots strat€gisks
dokuments, kura tiek pamatota sugas aizsardzibas nepiecieSamiba un paredzeti risinajumi sugas
aizsardzibas turpmakai nodroSinasanai.

Uzsakot SAP atjaunoSanu, $a gada 17. janvari notika pirma apspriede. Tas laika tika
prezentéts datu apkopojums par lielo plés€ju populaciju stavokli kops SAP ieprieksgjas
aktualizacijas, veikts iepriek$§ planoto pasakumu izpildes izvert€jums un apzinati turpmak
risinamie jautajumi un veicamie aizsardzibas pasakumi.

SAP otraja apspried€ tiks turpinata diskusija par atjaunojamaja SAP ieklautajiem sugas
aizsardzibas pasakumiem, ka ar7 iesp&jam iestradat sanemtos ierosinajumus. Ta ka lielaka dala
11dz§ingjo un no jauna ierosinato aizsardzibas pasakumu attiecinama uz visiem trijiem lielajiem
plésgjiem, Iidz ar to otras apspriedes norise, atskiriba no pirmas apspriedes, netiks sadalita
atbilstoSi sugam. Tade] lidzam rezervet laiku dalibai visa apspriedes gaita.

Lai veicinatu SAP atjaunoSanas procesa norisi atbilstosi starptautiskajiem dokumentiem
par lielo plés€ju aizsardzibas jautajumiem Eiropa (galvenais uzsvars uz sugas aizsardzibas
pasakumiem populacijas Itmeni un cilvéku un lielo plésgju lidzaspastavesanu), apspriedé
piedalisies arT arvalstu eksperti: Peep Mannil, vadosais lielo plés€ju specialists Igaunija, [UCN
LCIE eksperts un Linas Balciauskas, vadoSais ziditaju specialists Lietuva. Lai nodroSinatu péc
iesp€jas neitralaku SAP izverteSanu un diskusiju gaitu, pieaicinati ar1 divi eksperti no valstim
arpus Eiropas Savienibas: John Linnell, [UCN LCIE eksperts no Norvégijas un Alistair Bath,
IUCN LCIE eksperts no Kanadas. Arvalstu ekspertu uzdevums biis izvértét SAP izstradataju
ierosinato pasakumu piemérotibu sugas aizsardzibas mérkiem un sabiedribas intereSu grupu

viedoklu pamatotibu, nepiecieSamibu un iestradaSanas iesp&jas SAP.

Apspriedes norises laiks: 2017. gada 22. februaris no plkst. 10.00 lidz 17.00.

Norises vieta: Latvijas Valsts mezzinatnes instittits “Silava”, Rigas iela 111, Salaspils
(http://www.silava.lv/main/par-instittu/kontakti.aspx).

Darba valoda: anglu

Lugums apstiprinat dalibu apspriedé Iidz 15. februarim, nosiitot e-pastu uz
guna.bagrade@silava.lv

Ar pirmas apspriedes materialiem (prezentacijas, SAP pasakumu novertéjums un ieteikumi) un
galvenajiem starptautiskajiem dokumentiem, uz kuriem tiek balstiti atjaunojamo SAP
uzdevumu pamatojumi, iesp&jams iepazities LVMI “Silava” interneta vietné:
http://www.silava.lv/73/section.aspx/627
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Ar esoSajiem SAP iesp€jams iepazities Dabas aizsardzibas parvaldes interneta vietng:

e Vilka aizsardzibas plans: www.daba.gov.lv/upload/File/DOC/SAP_Vilks-08 LV.pdf
e Eirazijas luSa aizsardzibas plans: www.daba.gov.lv/upload/File/DOC/SAP_Lusis-07 LV.pdf
¢ Briina laca aizsardzibas plans: www.daba.gov.lv/upload/.../SAP_Brunais-lacis 09 LV.pdf



http://www.daba.gov.lv/upload/File/DOC/SAP_Vilks-08_LV.pdf
http://www.daba.gov.lv/upload/File/DOC/SAP_Lusis-07_LV.pdf
http://www.daba.gov.lv/upload/.../SAP_Brunais-lacis_09_LV.pdf
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Large carnivore
conservation actions
for Latvia — an update of national
species conservation plans

Contractor: Wildlife Management research group
LSFRI Silava

Addresses for proposals:
guna.bagrade@silava.lv; janis.ozolins@silava.lv

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund 1
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Public discussions on Conservation Plan drafts

Three trials of public discussions were planned.

The first discussion took place on the 17t January 2017. All stake holders supposedly
connected to the conservation of wolves, lynx or brown bears in Latvia are addressed (27
governmental institutions and NGOs). Majority confirmed participation by January 9. The
list of the stake holder bodies that actually responded is available upon request. All
proposals and comments were recorded.

Second meeting takes place on February 22. It is attended by international experts invited
to facilitate discussions and to review the conservation goals and actions according to the
best experience at the international level. Leading experts from Estonia and Lithuania are
involved. Key specialists are invited from non-EU countries (Canada and Norway) for more
independent expertise.

Final meetings will be organised after the complete compilation of the updated

Conservation Plans. The terms and agendas will be appointed for each species separately
and sent to addresses of all contributors.

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund
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vértejums/Evaluation of current actions for Wolf
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Pasakums/Action
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7,6
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1.Monitoring of the population status

2.Elaboration of the compensation system for the wolf-caused
damage where funding would be obtained from structural
funds for rural support

3.Inspections of taxidermy workshops and fur processing
workshops

4 Wolf diet research and assessment of wolf impact on prey
populations

5.Information work on livestock protection from wolf attacks,

verteimhased on the experience from other countries

& max

O min

6.Telemetry project with the aim of finding out the home range
size and wolf territorial behaviour

7.Anonymous opinion poll among hunters on wolf numbers,
unregistered cases of wolf mortality and the attitude to the
hunting control system

8.To introduce a more user-friendly and fool-proof system of
reporting wolves that were hunted and found dead due to
other reasons

9.Seminars for specialists from relevant fields on wolf (large
carnivore) conservation news in the country

10.Public education and awareness raising

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund 3
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1.Population status monitoring

2.Control of taxidermy and pelt workshops

3.Diet studies and assessment of lynx impact on
prey populations

4.Continuation of the telemetry project and data
analysis with the aim to find out about lynx habitat
use.

5.Anonymous hunters’ survey about lynx number,
non-registered lynx deaths and attitude towards
the control system of lynx hunting

6.Amendments in the Council of Ministers
Regulations on calculating losses caused by game
species to agriculture

7.To introduce a more user-friendly and fault-
resistant system of reporting hunted and dead lynx
8 .Workshops (for experts) on lynx (large carnivores)
conservation status in the country.

9.Public information about research results

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund 4
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Lacu SAP lidzsinéjo aktivitasu vertéjums/ Evaluation of
current actions for Brown bear conservation
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Aktivitate/Action

o

8,8

o

8,6
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1.Population status monitoring

2.To promote experience from other countries
regarding prevention of bear attacks on beehives
and livestock

3.Education events for schoolchildren regarding
brown bears and their conservation in Latvia

ereidlsAnonymous survey of hunters about bear

omax numbers and unregistered cases of bear mortality

O min

5.Seminars (for experts and representatives of
relevant fields) on bear conservation news in Latvia
6.Spreading research results and public education
work

7.To agree on the procedure how to solve
situations in relation to “problem bears” and bears
that are killed or injured illegally

8.Telemetry project with the aim to find out the
size of the home range and its use by Latvian bears

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund 5
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Conservation goal —

people carnivore coexistence,

a favourable population status,
no population target in terms of
maximal numbers.

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund
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Guidslines for Population Level Managemert Pians for Large Camivores in Eurape ;f““

Guidelines for Population
Level Management Plans
for Large Carnivores

Contract nr. 070501/2005/424162/MAR/B2

Final Version 20" May 2008

Large Carnivore
Initiative for Eufg:po

g o
SEGE 8. JEES|
IUCN/SSC WORKING GROUP

Prepared by Large Carnivore Initiative for Europe
c/o Istituto di Ecologia Applicata, May 2007
Via Arezzo 29 - IT 00161 Rome

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund
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Large Carnivore
Initiative for Europe

3

-« SSC .

Species Survival Commission IUCN/SSC Specialist Group

A manifesto for large carnivore conservation in Europe (ver. 20.06.2013)

Prelude

Since its creation in 1995 the Large Carnivore Initiative for Europe (LCIE)! has worked towards the
achievement of a vision “To maintain and restore, in coexistence with people, viable populations of
large carnivores as an integral part of ecosystems and landscapes across Europe”. Now we are firmly
in the 21 century and the context of large carnivore conservation in Europe has developed
considerably due to many expansions and some contractions in carnivore distributions and massive
changes in social, economic and political situations across the continent. We therefore see a clear
need to make the details of this vision more explicit. This builds on the series of policy support
statements that have been made over the last 10 years, and the principles for population level
management? that were developed in 2008, as well as other policies developed by other IUCN
specialist groups such as the IUCN Policy on Sustainable Use of Wild Living Resources.

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund 8
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Agreement to participate in the EU Platform on Coexistence between People and Large Carnivores

n recognition of the challenges arising from the conservation of ege ¢ inthe pean Unian, the G i has lished a Large Carnip itiative. F jons with it has been decded to
establish a dedicated EU Platform on Large Carnivores in order to provide & framework for structured dialogue among stakeholders on the isswes arising from co-existence of people and large carnivoce. This will be a voluntary grouping of
main stakeholder organizations with an interest In large carnivore issues. The species of concern are the brown bear, the wolf, the Eurasian lyru and the the highly d therian hynx is not part of this nitiative.

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

The organizations Ssted below agree 10 the following core principles:

@N @

ELO @ N W

00000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000

copa*cogeca

telin]

> *
* *
* *
* *
* 2
* L d
* *
* *
* *
* *
< *
. .
*
* ©
* *
: 1 Working within the EU legal fin rk: The EU's Hobts i (92/43/EEC) is the overarching legol instrument for the conservation and sustainable monagement of Large Carnivoare species ot o fovourable conservation status in :
* the £U. *
L 2 ¥ ing the v ledge base: Any of lorge must be de ined on the basis of sound scentific evidence using best ovailahle and reliable doto. v
: 3 Recognition of socio-econcmic and cultursl sderations and Humon have the nght to use their natwal resources and preserve cultural heritoge in o Ve way within maltife  lond: af which :
* wmmmmmm The contribution of economic ectivities to the values of those hos to be N The need to ensure public safety should oo be recognised. *
& 4 jons 10 conflicts through dislogue amoeg stakcholders: Finding arising from confiicts with large ond fe ing human-large cornivore coexistence is best ochieved through constructive dialogue *
* mmnmnmmmn«wwwkm These should be adapted to focal and reg *
: 5 AL in trans-boundary cooperation: The vast majority of the of lorge carnivore species in the EU have ranges that cross notianafl borders. Therefi L Yutions wil mot work in isofotion withowt meaning/ul :
* keholder diof imvoling trovs- y cooperation within the £U, and where appropvicte, with neighbouring countries, toking into account, inter ofia, the for dation Level ? Plans for Lorge P
£ Carnivores. *
* -
: The igning orgas commit 1o the EU Platform on Large Carnivores. By doing so, they undertake 10 work to find solutions to condlicts arising from the coexistence of humans and large carnivores by :
L d 1) sharing their experiences and expertise in addressing the challenges of human and large-carné 2) g 10, and ing other h " e and views; *
: 3) engaging in gue for seeking and g that may at times involve comproemise; 4) being open to acoept examples of good practices for successful coexistence of humans and large carnivores; :
* 5) expressing wdwmnn trarsfer and test those examples of good peactices; 6) ensuring their capacity to fully engage in the work of the platform. *
* *
: Brussels, 10 June 2014 o
*
L J - ) / :) L8 L ]
* ///w/./ (w2 s [M, *
: Sernard Lozé, President Chwistoph Biren, President Thomas Hansson, President *
* QC -~ The International Councl ELO - European Landowners’ Organization EUROPARC Federation :
& for Game and Wildide Conservation Europenn Farmers and European Agri-cooperatives v '
* > = b *
P4 6& u&@ M" Ve - o o
B Gilbert de Turckheim, President Anne Oflila, Divector Luc Bas, Director Toery Long, Director L
* FACE = The European Federation of Joint representative of Finnish and Swedish IWCN~ Unian for Co b WWF-World Wide Fund for Nature *
: Assodations for Hunting and Conservation Reindeer herders of Nature, European Union Representative Office European Policy Office :
: | would like 10 comvey mvy appreciation for and extend mry warm congratulations to the org; Ssted abave on the sigr of this imp \gr which | loh vy web This rep a major step forward in the :
L d EU Large Carnivore Initiative, which the G i has p !nﬂhepmlwmmndnthehundowhmeﬂorulomIswesavmn(Mlhemmlmzo'mmmdhmmmnmmInnmnstmnne:ohlol *
* cooperation and dialogue *
* *
L 4 *
L o«
* *
* *
* *
* *
* *
* L 4
* *

(e}
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Specific actions:
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This documendt 15 the final ur;u:;: of:
Task 1 of contract ENV.B.3/SER/ 2013003

Support to the Buropean Commission’s policy on Large Carnivores under the Hsbitats Dirsctive
—Phasz 2

Coordination: Lulgl Boltan|

Sections coardinated by: Henrik Andren (3], Lulsl Baftani (3], Djuro Huber (2], John Linnell (11,
Urs Brettenmoser and bamuela Von & ja).

Condributions by: Francsco Abmrez, Ole Anders, Henoik Andren, Ellsa Avanzinelll, Vaidas Balys,
Juan Carlos Blanca, Luisl Boitanl, Urs Brettenmeser, Guillasme Chapron, Paolo Owcd, Aleksander
Dwtzaw, Claudio Groff, Djure Huber, Ovideu lonesou, Felx Knauer, llpo Kogals, Jakub Kubala,
Mircedaw Kutal, Johin Linnell, &leksandra Magic, Peep Mannil, Ralph Manz, Francesca Manucco,
Dame Melovskd, Anja Malinari, Harrl Morbers, Sabina Mowak, Janks Ozolins, Santiasa Palazon,
Hubert Potocnik, Flerre-Yves Quenette, ks Reinhardt, Robin RIES, Murls Sehes, Agniesaka Sergel,
htaryna Shioeyria, Jon Swenson, Aleksander Trajce, Manuela Vion Arx, Manfred Wioll, ulrich
‘Wotschiiowsky, Diana Ziatanava.

Condract management in D5 Evdronment: Andras Demeter and Marco Cipeiani

Sugmested citation: Boitanl, L, F. Alvarer, 0. Anders, H. Andren, E. Avanaineil, ¥ Balys, 1 C
Blanca, U, Brettenmoser, G Chapron, P. Cluco, A, Dutsoy, C. Groff, D. Huber, O. lonesou, F.
Enauer, |. Kojoka, L Kubala, M. Kutal, J. Unnell, A Majic, P. Mannil, R, Manz, F. Marscco, D.
mtieloweski, A Bdolinar, H. Norberg, 5. Mowak, . Ooolins, 5. Falazon, H. Potocndl, P_-Y. Ouwenetie, |
Reinhardt, A. Rigg, N. Sehm, A Sergiel, M. Shineyria, L Swenson, & Trajce, M. Won &, M Wolfl,
u. wotschikowsky, D. Zlatanovs, 3013, Key sctions for Lange Casmivore populstions in Burope.
instute of Applied Ecclowy (Rome, Italy]. Report to DG Environment, European Commissian,
Bruxefies. Conkract no. 07.0307/2003/ 834 480/5ER/B3

This documant as bean prepared for the Erppean CoOmmIsson, howsver i refects the
views only of the auffrors, and fhe Comemission camnot be heid responsiie for any rse
WAICH mmay b made of the NIFoImation confarned fMhevsin.

Cover: Phalo composiion by Akessancro Montamaggion

1. Working group for transboundary cooperation

2. Trade surveillance
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Specific actions:
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This document is the final product of:
Task 1 of contract ENV.B.3/SER/2013/003

Support to the European Commission's policy on Large Carnivores under the Habitats Directive
—Phase 2

Coordination: Luigi Boitani

Sections coordinated by: Henrik Andren (5). Luigi Boitani (3), Djuro Huber (2), John Linmell {1},
Urs Breitenmoser and Manuela Von Arx (4).

Contributions by: Francisco Alvarez, Ole Anders, Henrik Andren, Elisa Avanzinelli, Vaidas Balys,
Juan Carlos Blanco, Luigi Boitani, Urs Breitenmoser, Guillaume Chapron, Paolo Ciucci, Aleksander
Dutsow, Claudio Groff, Djuro Huber, Ovidiu lonescu, Felix Knauer, lipo Kojola, Jakub Kubala,
Miroslav Kutal, John Linnell, Aleksandra Majic, Peep Mannil, Ralph Manz, Francesca Marucco,
Dime Melovski, Anja Molinari, Harri Morberg, Sabina Nowak, Janis Ozolins, Santiago Palazon,
Hubert Potocnik, Pierre-Yves Quenette, llka Reinhardt, Robin Rigg, Nuria Selva, Agnieszka Sergiel,
Maryna Shkvyria, Jon Swenson, Aleksander Trajce, Manuela Von Arx, Manfred Wolfl, Ulrich
Wotschikowsky, Diana Zlatanowa.

Contract management in DG Environment: Andras Demeter and Marco Cipriani

Suggested citation: Boitani, L., F. Alvarez, 0. Anders, H. Andren, E. Avanzinelli, V. Balys, |. C.
Blanco, U. Breitenmoser, G. Chapron, P. Ciucd, A. Dutsow, C. Groff, D. Huber, O. lonescu, F.
Knauer, |. Kojola, J. Kubala, M. Kutal, 1. Linnell, A. Majic, P. Mannil, R. Manz, F. Marucco, D.
Melovski, A. Molinari, H. Norberg, 5. Nowak, J. Ozolins, 5. Palazon, H. Potocnik, P.-Y. Quenette, |
Reinhardt, R. Rigg. N. Selva, A. Sergiel, M. Shkwyria, 1. Swenson, A. Trajce; M. Von Arx, M. Wolfl,
U. Wotschikowsky, D. Zlatanova, 2015. Key actions for Large Carnivore populations in Europe.
Institute of Applied Ecology [Rome, Italy). Report to DG Envi it, Europ G i
Bruxelles. Contract no. 07.0307/2013,/654446/SER/B3

This document has been prepared for the European Commission, however it reflects the
wiews only of the authors, and the Commission cannot be held responsible for any use
which may be made of the information confained therein.

Cower: Photo ition by

1. Establishing an International Baltic wolf population Working Group
2. Comparing impact of different wolf management regimes in countries sharing the population
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Support to the European Commission's policy on Large Carnivores under the Habitats Directive
—Phase 2

Coordination: Luigi Boitani

Sections coordinated by: Henrik Andren (5), Luigi Boitani (3), Djuro Huber (2}, John Linnell 1),
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Cowver: Phato ition by

1. Establish and implement measwres to facilitate the expansion of the population range to the south
2. Bear occurrence outside permanent range: G5 data base, suitability of possible range
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Guidelines to prioritize proposed £

By .-P

i elines to pri |
aizsardzibas - CONServation actions into three categories: g

LVAF|fonds

| — crucial actions — non-fulfilment could lead to species extinction from recent

range and habitats or jeopardize international obligations;
apzime vissvarigako(as) darbibu(as), kuras(u) neveiksana tiesi apdraud sugas
saglabasanu esosajas dzivesvietas val starptautisko saistibu neizpildi;

Il — important actions — fulfilment helps to achieve conservation goal within
current reference period of the Action Plan, however its missing does not

endanger species survival within recent range or habitat;
apzime svarigu darbibu, kuras veiksana palidz merku sasniegSanai plana darbibas

periodd, tacu tas neveiksana tiesi neapdraud sugas saglabasanu esosajas
dzivesvietas:

I11 — significant action that is commendatory yet does not impact population

survival at national level crucially.
apzime bitisku darbibu, Kuras veiksana ir ieteicama, racu kas nav vitali

nepieciesama sugas dzivotspéjigas populdacijas(U) saglabdasanai valsti).

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund
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Unmixed priority | — monitoring

Two goals:

e adaptive management

* reporting to EC

Missing index — hunting effort

Diet research, interaction with prey populations
Passages across roads and railways
Summarization of bear evidences

? — comparability within range of Baltic population

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund



Assessment and reporting under Article 17 of the

Latvijas
Q vides
aizsardzibas

Habitats Directive — example on Wolf
Reporting Formats for the period 2007-2012

LVAF|fonds

2.9 Conclusions

(atbilstosi General Evaluation matrix)

(assessment of conservation status at end of reporting period)

2.9.1. Range

Izplatiba

2.9.2. Population
Populacijas lielums

2.9.3 Habitat for the species
Piemérots biotops

2.9.4 Future prospects
Nakotnes perspektivas

2.9.5 Overall assessment of
Conservation Status

2.9.6 Overall trend in Conservation
Status

a) Favourable (FV) / Inadequate (U1) /
Bad (U2) / Unknown (XX)

b) If CSis U1 or U2, use of qualifiers is
recommended

a) Favourable (FV) / Inadequate (U1) /
Bad (U2) / Unknown (XX)

b) If CSis U1 or U2, use of qualifiers is
recommended®

a) Favourable (FV) / Inadequate (U1) /
Bad (U2) / Unknown (XX)

b) If CSis U1 or U2, use of qualifiers is
recommended®

a) Favourable (FV) / Inadequate (U1)/
Bad (U2) / Unknown (XX)

b) If CSis U1 or U2, use of qualifiers is
recommended®

Favourable (FV) / Inadequate (U1) /
Bad (U2) / Unknown (XX)

If overall CSis U1 or U2, use of qualifier
'+' (improving), '-' (declining), '='
(stable) or 'x' (unknown) is obligatory

LV eksperta

atbilde/vertéjums

Favourable (FV)

Favourable (FV)

Favourable (FV)

Favourable (FV)

Favourable (FV)

Paskaidrojums, kada
informacija/datu avoti
izmantoti
novertéjumos, ka dati
interpretéti u.tml.

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund



Latvijas N T
Q vides _ E,' €
aizsardzibas

LVAF|fonds SILAVA

Priority Il — elaboration of the
compensation/prevention system for damages

A note by the stakeholders: Implementation of
compensatory mechanisms may enhance society’s tolerance
toward wolves. Moreover, there may be more reports (and
data) concerning depredation on livestock.

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund
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LVAF|fonds SILAVA

Notes by the stakeholders:

Compensations should be provided from structural funds for
rural support, especially for preventive activities, because
wolves are hunted quite intensively and are not strictly
protected.

However, wolf caused damage to livestock and other loss
may be compensated from funds for nature conservation.
Compensations should be reserved from nature conservation
funds because controlling the numbers and setting the
hunting quotas are conducted according to concerns of
nature conservation.

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund



LVAF

Latvijas

vides

Priority Il - strengthen surveillance of turn-over

aizsardzihas

fonds

in game trophies and products (example on Lynx)

ACTION 2
Title of the Action: Trade surveillance
Objective: To ensure the highest level of expert support to authorities and

custom service dealing with surveillance of trade with fur and fur
products.

Description of activities:

A consolidated surveillance system required by the Convention on
International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora
(CITES).

Activities:

1. Organise workshops, trainings, reference collections, awareness
campaigns;

2. Ensure case-to-case consultations of authorities with experts
enabling inerrable identification of Eurasian lynx fur and skulls;

3. Ensure turn-over of hunting trophies to be monitored in
accordance with issued hunting quotas and permits.

Expected results:

o Effective law enforcement network where inspectors and custom
service can promptly intercommunicate with zoologists and fur
experts;

= Origin of legally obtained hunting trophies easily traceable and
provable by surveillance authorities.

Principal responsibility
for implementation:

Responsible agencies for CITES in all countries.

Timing of the activities:

1 year to establish, continued.

Level of urgency:

3

Benefit:

2-3 depending on species status (protected or game)

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund
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aizsardzibas
LVAF|fonds SILAVA

* Should be specified according interest groups and stakeholders —
school children, farmers, tourists, hunters etc., however part of
the information can be shared by general public (e.g. safety issues)

* Means of information: lectures, a variety of leaflets, articles,
interviews, movies, home pages, a book etc.

* Ensure English version of information (SAP, home pages etc.)

e Science involvement
Notes by the stakeholders:

It is essential to inform the hunters in order not to evaluate the lynx as an exclusive
trophy or a threat to roe-deer (taking into account that lynx self-regulate their
population well).

Obligatory instruction on preventive activities for livestock holders should be
introduced.

Educational work should focus both on general public and hunters.

Educational work should also focus on middle-aged people living outside of cities,
which frequently go to pick berries and mushrooms. There is a great concern about a
proper behaviour when encountering a bear (how to behave, where to report).

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund
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L VA F|fonds SILAVA

Notes by the stakeholders:

What will occur, when the population size will exceed its carrying
capacity?

Population size Is determined by monitoring the population condition.
When assessing the population status, indices of hunting effort should
be elaborated and applied for reducing the hunting intensity.

The 4t activity (a telemetry project) should also include genetic
research.

Research on potential competitors for food (medium-sized carnivores).
Research on allele exchange between populations of western and
eastern Latvia.

Impact assessment of Rail Baltica.

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund
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L VA F|fonds SILAVA

* Should repeat previously performed inquiry for comparability
* Results are guiding, not necessarily uncritically considered in

management
* Apart from general public, the key interest groups should be

surveyed specifically

Notes by the stakeholders:

Developing a web-based questionnaire for hunters Medniekiem.lv was
suggested.

The 5t (anonymous opinion poll among hunters) and 7t activity (reporting
system of hunted and accidently killed wolves) should be combined as a

single activity.
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L VA F|fonds SILAVA

Maintain restricted hunting of wolves and lynx for
ensuring human-—large carnivore coexistence unless
hunting aggravates favourable conservation status of
populations and contradicts to generally accepted code
of ethics. Changes in legal acts?

Saglabat vilku (lasu) ierobezotas medibas, ka pléséju un cilvéeku
lidzaspastavésanu veicinosu saimniecisku darbibu, ja populacijas
tiek uzturétas labvéliga aizsardzibas stavokli un medibu procesa
tiek ievéroti nosacijumi, kas tas padara atbilstosas sabiedribai
butiskam visparatzitam étiskam vértibam. Vai nepieciesams
papildinat normativos aktus?
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® Legalised, well regulated hunting of large carnivores at

sustainable levels can be a useful tool in responding to conflict,

through slowing their increase to socially acceptable levels,
engaging local populations in management, increasing their
perceived local value, and decreasing illegal killing.

* Legalizétas, labi uzraudzitas un uz ilgtspéjibas principiem
balstitas lielo pléséju medibas var but noderigs cels uz konfliktu
mazinasanu, jo tas aizkaveé populacijas pieaugumu lidz sociali
pielaujamam [imenim, iesaista populaciju apsaimniekosana
vietéjos iedzivotajus, veicina izpratni par dabas vértibam un
samazina nelikumigas medibas.

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund 23




Folii=”  Legal justification of Lynx hunting

L VA F|fonds SILAVA

By accession to European Union in 2004, Latvia had
to implement new restrictions to ensure species
conservation in conformity with EU Habitat Directive
92/43/EEC, as well as with Bern Convention and
\{\éags%ington Convention - CITES (both ratified in

Local point of view - restrictions for lynx harvesting
are appointed not because of identified threats to
populations but rather to establish a system for
diminishing or banning hunting as soon as any
threat would appear.

Since 2004, Iynx hunting became subject to
derogations from the Habitat Directive. The lynx is
harvested in accordance with SMP: monitoring -
annual quotas.
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CONVENTION ON THE CONSERVATION
OF EUROPEAN WILDLIFE AND NATURAL HABITATS

European Charter on
Hunting and Biodiversity

..............

Prepared by-
My. Scott Brainerd, Wiidlife Biologist,
Norwegian Association of Hunters & Anglers

Adopted by the Standing Committee of the Bern Convention at its 27 meeting in Strasbourg,
26-20 November 2007

You can download the full document from the website of the Counal of Europe at:
hitpoliwwaw coe intftidgdiculturaheritagedonven ionsBernRecommenda ionsitpysiTerey_2007_ pof

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund
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3.10 Principle 10: Minimise avoidable suffering by animals

3.10.1 Rationale:

For practices to be socially sustainable, avoidable suffering needs to be minimised.
3.10.2 Guidelines:

Conservation will be enhanced if

3.10.2.1 Regulators and managers:

a) Adopt rules, regulations and incentives that promote methods and equipment that minimise
avoidable suffering for animals;

b) Communicate to hunters the need to treat game animals with respect;

¢) Recognise and promote best practices.

-and -

3.10.2.2 Hunters and hunting tour operators:
a)_Show respect for game animals and strive to reduce or eliminate avoidable suffering where
= :
b) Learn about animal physiology and the most efficient way to kill game while inflicting minimal
suffering;
¢) Promote measures which ensure proficiency in the use of hunting techniques and implements;
d) Strive to efficiently track down and dispatch wounded game;
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i Lynx diet (subadults)
?‘;ﬁasrdzmas -y

Note: photos are taken in
laboratory of LSFRI Silava and do
not represent the same individual
but characterize condition of
orphan lynx
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Options to reduce hunting pressure if needed:

Medibu intensitates samazinasanas iespéjas:

* Shorter season (autumn vs. spring)

Isaks termins (rudens vai pavasaris)

* Diminishing quota

Mazaks limits

* Splitting of quota in parts according territorial division without opportunity
for redistribution

Limita sadalijums pa teritorijam bez pardales iespéjas

* Ban of hunting across certain areas

Teritoriju noteiksana, kuras nemedi

* To set one season without harvest

Gads bez medisanas

* Toissue individual shooting permits with limited validity

Terminétas medibu atlaujas pirms sezonas sakuma

* Restricted use of weapons and ammunition

lerocu un municijas ierobezojums

Project financed by the Latvian Environmental Protection Fund



D ug?igg:ms Priority Ill — develop non-
L v A E| fonds consumptive use SILAVA

Nature tourists and large carnivores — a challenge for rural
small scale economy?
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Large carnivores in Lithuania

Linas BalcCiauskas



LC species status

Brown bear: Red data book, category O(Ex) — extinct*
Lynx: Red data book, category 1(E) — endangered
Wolf: big game species, protected with hunting limits and limited season

International conventions apply (same as in LV, clause in the
Bern Convention, Annex V in Habitat directive)

* - not according IUCN categories

New Red data book is under preparation now



Latest LC population trends

Brown bear: not permanent, visiting occasionally
Lynx: population is recovering

Wolf: population is increasing



LC population changes (lynx, official data)
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LC population changes (wolf, official data)
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Wolf distribution (Nordic project, show counts)
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Lynx distribution (Nordic project, snow counts)
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Wolf damage: cases and compensation
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Wolf damage: territorial aspects (hnumber of cases
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Wolf hunt

Season:

15t of August — 1 of April (2000—-2004)

15t of December — 1 of April (2005-2010)
15" of October till 1 of April (2011)

10" of November till 1 of April (2012)
15™ of October till 1 of April (from 2013)

Quota first set for 2005/2006 season

Quota used: 2008/9 season — 2009.01.11  2010/11 — 2011.02.17
2011/12 — stopped 11.09 2013/14 — 2014.02.05
2014/15 — 2014.12.28 2015/16 - 2015.12.27
2016/17 — 2017.01.12



Wolf number regulation plan, 2012.02.17, Nr. D1-154

Minimum viable population size — 250 individuals
Minimum population size — 100 individuals

Maximum acceptable population size — 400 individuals

Management measure — hunting

If population size 250 - 400 ind., quota = 20% from snow count, or 10%
from hunter’s estimated population

If population size >400, quota x2

If population size 100 — 250 ind., quota /2; further decrease stops hunting



Wolf conservation plan, 2014.08.28, Nr. D1-699

33. Favourable species status is based on criteria:

33.1. population is stable (no less than 250 ind.) or increasing, and exploitation do
not pose threat to long-term survival,

33.2. species distribution in the country is not decreasing nor expected to
decrease, and wolves are regularly registered in no less than 60% of Lithuanian
territory;

33.3. habitat for species is wide enough, its fragmentation, disturbance and other
specific characteristics guaranty long term viability of the species, and it is not
likely worsening of these specific characteristics in the future.



Wolf conservation plan, 2014.08.28, Nr. D1-699

34. Management of population — by hunting, quota for every hunting season

35. Population is not managed in SNR and their buffer zones; in the NP,
telmological, ornithological, botanical and zoological reserves, Zuvintas biosphere
reserve and ViStytis NP special permission is needed

36. Hunting quota is set by MoE, every season (till 15t of October), according
surveyed wolf number, results of scientific investigations and recommendations of
scientists, with respect to following:

36.1 — if wolf population is <100, no hunt;

36.2 — if population is between 100-250, management is planned to ensure its
growth till 250 ind. Quota is set up to 20% of survey, divided to regions acording
survey and damage data,;



Wolf conservation plan, 2014.08.28, Nr. D1-699

36.3 — if population is between 250-500, management is planned to ensure long
term stability in this range. Quota is set up to 20% of population number, dividing
to regions is possible. Quota correction is possible according size and distribution
of the wolf damage, however, under separate decision;

36.4 — if population is >500, management is planned for gradual reduction and
maintaining wolf numbers in the range of 250-500 individuals;

36.5 — if there is no survey in the current year and former information shows
population size 250-500 individuals, last year quota remains or is proportionally
reduced according data of partial survey and/or reduction of wolf damage;



Wolf conservation plan, 2014.08.28, Nr. D1-699

36.6 — individuals lost due other means than hunting are included to quota,
36.7 — usage of quota is controlled by MoE, if quota is over, hunting is stopped;

36.8 — epizootic conditions allow regulation of the wolf population with no respect
to quotas and season;

36.9 — outside hunting season wolves may be taken from their habitats (hunted)
with special permission only.



Wolf conservation plan, 2014.08.28, Nr. D1-699

40. Main long-term aim of population management and conservation is to ensure
favourable situation of the species with its ecological role in natural habitats, in
the same time preserving peaceful coexistence of these carnivores with humans
in the maximum extent.

41. To ensure genetic diversity and ecological effectiveness wolves should be
allowed to occupy maximum possible area of suitable habitats; their distribution
should be limited only in the areas where conflicts are unavoidable and not
tolerable. Means of the population management should not exterminate wolves
locally. Uniform distribution should be endeavored as well as connections with
populations in other countries.



Wolf conservation plan, 2014.08.28, Nr. D1-699

Aim Actions Priority
Protection of Control of regulation of wolf population numbers A
species population |Poaching control
Protection of Prevention of disturbance B
species habitats Wildlife passages in the habitat-fragmenting roads C
Damage Protection of livestock and damage prevention A
management and | Compensations for damage A
conflict resolution | Hunting in exceptional cases A

A — high priority
B — medium priority
C — low priority/not necessary



Aplinkos ministras turety stabdyti vilky apskaitg [vilky apskaita
siemet nebuvo sustabdyta - LRT.It]. Reikéjo tos apskaitos
nevykdyti, nes skaiciai bus iSkreipti.

Wolf conservation plan, 2014.08.28, Nr. D1-699

Aim Actions Priority
Monitoring and Monitoring of the population status A
research Monitoring of the habitat quality C

Monitoring of the public opinion A

Collection and publishing of data on hunted and A

found dead animals

Collection of the data on damages A

Scientific investigations A
Education and Public information on population status and protection A
awareness Education programs for specific target groups A
Coordination of International coordination A
actions International cooperation A

A — high priority, B — medium priority, C — low priority/not necessary




Citizen science project, 2014.12.16 - now

Citizen science (crowd science, crowd-sourced science, civic science, volunteer
monitoring or networked science):

scientific research conducted, in whole or in part, by amateur or nonprofessional
scientists. Formally, citizen science has been defined as "the systematic collection
and analysis of data; development of technology; testing of natural phenomena,;
and the dissemination of these activities by researchers on a primarily avocational
basis."

Citizen science is sometimes included in terms such as "public participation in
scientific research" and “participatory action research”



Citizen science project, 2014.12.16 - now

Why hunters, and why carnivores?

Carnivore survey history
Damage and quota problems

Flawed methodology of survey across hunting grounds (overestimation)
Insufficient accuracy of winter track survey (underestimation)
One of the biggest stakeholders ignored in population management

The only EU country, where Minister of environment cancelled his order due to
NGO pressure?



Citizen science project, 2014.12.16 - now

Nearly 900 observations: 700 wolf, 200 lynx, 9 brown bears
Nearly 900 photo/video evidences
Increase of the wolf group size:

2015 2016 2017
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Citizen science project, 2014.12.16 - now
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Citizen science project, 2014.12.16 - now
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Beyond insights for managers and
toward resolving conflicts and
creating conservation

Dr. Alistair Bath

Memorial University
Salaspils, Latvia 2017




On the need to quantify the
benefits from conservation

“One of the fundamental causes underlying the
loss of biodiversity throughout the planet resides
in the fact that societies have failed to value the
environment and its resources” (Global
Biodiversity Strategy, WRI, IUCN, UNEP, 1992)



= Biodiversity conservation is not only about
collecting ecological information, it is also about
understanding people’s values, beliefs, attitudes
and behaviour.




Human Dimensions Research

= Understanding public attitudes toward
wildlife species.



Which of the following best describes your feelings toward wolves?

Responses: Zone 1l Zone 2 Zone 3 %within zone

Completely in 35 0 1 @15 37 48' @
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Human Dimensions Research

= Understanding public attitudes toward
possible management approaches



In Savoie/Des Alpes Maritimes, we should be authorized to
hunt wolves during the legal hunting season.
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Human Dimensions Research

= Targeting educational programs on key
beliefs affecting attitudes



Fear of wolves




Responses:

None are
dangerous

Equally
dangerous

Lynx

Bear

Wolf

In your opinion, which animal is most dangerous to humans?

General public

Hunters

Foresters

% within zone

High school students




Human Dimensions Research

= ldentifying the nature of conflict in
wildlife management issues;



Types of Conflict

= Cognitive
= Value
= Cost / Benefits

= Behavioral



Assessing Credibility of the Messenger

Behavioural Conflicts

4 4
4
A A
A
4 ¢ ¢
Corner Brook Humber Arm Hampden

& Abitibi Price ™ WWF A Model Forest & Wi ildlife Division




Human Dimensions as a Traditional

Research Tool
Managers make
a decision

HD Research
Tool

Provides scientific
advice

Biophysical
DEIE]

Provides Insights to Issues



Human Dimensions as an Approach to
Management

Provides sc®
advice/

Biophysical
Data

HD Research
Tool

Make
recommendation
Resolves Issues to manager

Group of interests







Who? Identifying the Publics

= Define attitudinal spectrum (extreme interest
groups)

= |dentify key lobby groups (vocal, active,
affected groups)

= Representative general public (in affected
and/or adjacent area)

= Representative general public (at political
decision-making unit level)



The Applied Human Dimensions
Facilitated Workshop Approach
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DISCUSSION
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Characteristics of the AHDFWA Ans Eorlin e

DeBATE

B0 SECONDS (R Se)
SPEAKING TIME

* Clear discussion rules that give everyone an e 1D
opportunity to be heard but not dominate AT A TIME
discussion. WRITE DowN

ALL TIDEAS

* No interpretation of the minutes of the

meeting or workshop.

* Build feedback between workshops if
involved with groups working in a process. g ABD CommMeNT
ON AN OVAL CarD
* The fine line between facilitation and
manipulation. e

LEADS To GREATER
PROBLEMS L ATER

WILLINGNESS Te WeRk IN
SMALLER GRouUPS AND WeRK
TowARD SoLuTIONS.

* Trust the group to always work hard.
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Human Dimensions Facilitated

Workshops
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From Engaging Society in Conservation
to staying Happily Married for 30Years!







Engagement — Dating is Fun!

Slovakia
- 5 workshops and still going out

- Measure of success?



Just Married - Honeymoon is
Great!

Bulgaria

- g workshops over 2 years — bear
- 10 workshops over 4 years -
wolf
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* Behind the scenes
* Setting the stage

* Making the room safe
* Process Issues

* Homework gets done
* Getting into the issues






* Science in the room
* Everyone’s facts heard

* Tackling tough issues
* Lots of feedback

* Revisiting values
* Assign writing tasks






* From cards to screen
* Agreement on wording

* Working on the details
* Working in the field

* Ready for public review
* Ready to defend
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* Visiting communities
* Team works the room

* Discuss comments
* Celebrate consensus

* How are things going?
* Do we need changes?






Building a lasting marriage?

Croatia

- g workshops over 2 years — wolf
- 2 years later still talking to each
other

- 5 years time to check base
again












What do we know?

= Research alone whether solely HD or
biological work doesn’t necessarily
achieve conservation,

= Applied HD work, community
engagement alone also doesn’t
necessarily work,

= Need every project to integrate
biological and HD research as well as
applied HD work and community
engagement



LION GUARDIANS

A participatory approach to carnivore conservation

TN







Who am I?

Scientist at Norwegian Institute for
Nature Research (NINA).

Have studied lynx & other large
carnivores in Norway and beyond.




I Who am I?

Large Gamivore Member of the Large Carnivore

Initiative for Europe

o Initiative for Europe (LCIE).
23 IUCN Specialist Group

v
IUCN/SSC WORKING GROUP

Contracts to support EC with policy
development.




.....

® Familiegruppe

A Par

430 wolves (N: 60-90 vs S: 350)

1600 lynx (N:310 vs S: 1300)



I Monitoring is the crucial!

Conflict over numbers is widespread
For science

For Article 17 reporting (if EU)

For adaptive management

Different purposes require different designs
Methods

Areas of coverage

Frequency



I Properties of a monitoring program

Robust

Practical /
affordable

Credible




I How to monitor?

Different aspects need monitoring
Distribution

Trend (with or without numbers)
Numbers

Habitat

Health (diseases / genetics)

Different species need different approaches



Huge investment since 2000
Coordinated approaches in Norway and Sweden

Observations from many sources — hunters, public,
wardens

Standardised and centralized interpretation and
reporting



I How to monitor? — All species

Dead carnivores should be collected and
examined

Hunters
Vehicle collisions
Other causes

Livestock depredation cases

Examined in most countries




How to monitor? - Bears

DNA based estimates from faeces / hairs

Estimate of all individuals

Observations of females with cubs-of-the-year

Count of reproductive events

Hunter observations
Sweden = bears seen per hunting day = index

Easle g svope s 0D T SORS g T




How to monitor? - Bears

} www.nina.no A



How to monitor? - Bears

» Norway 2015

» 1293 scats for
DNA analysis

» 128 individual
bears

DNA-prever bjern 2015
Proveslalus
Positiv
@ Negativ

180 Kiometers 2015 A“!A

A



How to moniter? — Eurasian lynx

Observations of family groups
Count of reproductive individuals
Observations of tracks from multiple lynx in snow
Follow for >2 km - state wardens
Increasingly using camera traps in areas with poor snow
Use distance rules to separate



How to monitor? — Eurasian lynx

Camera trapping
Estimate of total population & family groups

Areas with less snow

Now have almost 500 camera traps out.




How to monitor? — Wolves
Pack mapping

Multiple data sources — observations, tracks in sand or
snow, DNA, telemetry, camera traps, howling

Count based, number of reproductive units (plus some
idea of pack size)

DNA analysis
Scats
Estimate of total population size



I Who should monitor?

Very challenging — counting invisible phantoms
Needs broad engagement

Public

Key stakeholders — hunters / environmentalists
Networks of trained observers

State game wardens / foresters

Researchers



I Who should monitor? — Data quality

Observations must be categorized
Species identity must be confirmed by trained staff

Preferably some form of record that can be re-
analysed or verified (photograph, DNA)

Nobody is beyond being questioned!

Transparency is essential

Curse of secret observations



Who should monitor? — Data flow

Validation \

o
Observation =) Validation —  Data storage
o

Observation

Validation /

Observation

Communication 4sm | Interpretation
l and analysis

Action — such as hunting quota




Who should monitor? — Data flow
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Who should monitor? — Data flow

<« C' | [ www.rovbase.no/?type=1&rovdyr=2&tidsperiode=ar s =

2 Apps nmmk NRK.no - nyheter, tv. &z Lobo Watch - Wolf N g Recovery of large carr & guillaume chapron - & spectacled bear - Go @ The Legend Of Korra »

Norsk (Bokmal) ~ Hjelp Om Rovbase Kontakt oss

ROVBASE KRDS

VERKET

Rovdyr Erstatning rovdyr
| sek } Treff l

Side 1 av 78 | 3886 treff o @@

7N
f&* DNA - Redaln

/  18.04.2016

us.cu

Engerdal (N) Finland

/& DNA -Redaln
\*ﬁj»’ 18.04.2016
Engerdal (N)

,'I"‘!e|SII’_1l|§I‘ =

[$\ DNA - Redaln

\¥/ 18042016 L L Russland

Engerdal (N) Tallyjr&» LISSId
Spor, ulv - Leveld, Al kommune Estland
16.04.2016
Al (N)

1 Spor, ulv - Dassbua

i‘ 15.04.2016

@t Sel (N)

762, 6490986 ¥

[¢



Who should monitor? — Data flow
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I Who should monitor? — Data interpretation

Essential elements

Data interpretation must be at a centralized level

Avoid double counts in different units
Standard methods

Transparency
Efficiency of resource use (statistics / labs / IT)



I Who should monitor? — Data interpretation

Norway - Sweden

Shared database
Standardised protocols in field and lab
Joint reports

Identify shared individuals / packs




Monitoring and damage data
www.rovdata.no
WWW.rovbase.no
www.Viltskadecenter.se

App for registering observations from public
www.skandobs.no

Alternative facts and fake news



Essential for large carnivores in Europe
Strongly encouraged by EU and CoE

Much progress on technical level — especially
monitoring and research

On political level still limited to dialogue — no
binding agreements



Hunting

Sometimes controversial

We view it as an essential component of the system

Controlling population size and distribution — limiting
conflicts

Empowering rural communities — and increasing
tolerance

Giving value (recreational) to these species

Normalising these species within wildlife management
framework

Quotas must adjust to population size - monitoring

Eﬁ



Increasingly important

Sweden has faced many challenges from EU over
wolf management

Norway in middle of major debate over
interpretation of Bern Convention for wolves

Many questions and gray areas remain!



Large carnivores move!

Home ranges 100s — 1000s of km?
Dispersal 100s — 1000 km

Latvia is small!

While the local perspective is important it must be
viewed within a national and Baltic framework



o |
i

Norway: 5 million euro in 2016 for 18.000 sheep
Sweden: 200.000 euro in 2015 for 542 livestock

I Compensation 1

Plus huge transaction costs associated with
verification and processing claims

Uncertain benefits — at least in Norway
Takes away sense of responsibility
Constant conflict over numbers



o |
i

#1 Encourage low conflict agricultural policies

I Compensation 2

#2 Invest subsidy in mitigation / prevention
Electric fencing, livestock guarding dogs etc
Both funds and technical assistance

#3 Consider (subsidised) insurance scheme

#4 If you really want it make compensation
conditional on good agricultural practices



o |
I Research ——

Has been a massive investment in Scandinavia from
1995 to 2016.

Joint / coordinated projects - radio telemetry and
social science

> 1 million euros per year

500 + scientific papers ecology

Many new insights into ecology and social issues
Future is focused topics

Very limited use of results in policy!
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1. Monitoring

. Recording of sight and track observations™
Data from hunted individuals™
. Winter track census on permanent transects*

. Damage surveys
. Independent track observations in certain areas
. Telemetry

*Data collection is hunter's duty by hunting law




Observations

« Occasional recordings of
sight and track observations

* All year round

* Date, coordinates, group size |
‘_ r Of iUViIeS) £ | Photo: Guido Padrik
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Hunted individuals

Date, coordinates,
seX, main body
measurements,
helth status
(scabies)

» Biomaterial: teeth
samples, uterus
with ovaries, DNA
samples

W
R

+ 100 % of hunted &¢
/dead by ohter
reasons individuals




Winter track census

Ulukiruutude labimine
2012. aastal

4 3X4 km permanent M Labitud ruudud  (360)

B Labimata ruudud  (26)

transeCtS (390) [ ] Maakondade piirid

[ ] Jahipiirkondade piirid

[ suurema d inimasu lad

» Once In every winter
e Crossed tracks are counted

* Track Index - tracks per 1
km as a result

* Trends for 17 species
Including wolf and lynx




- Damage cases
are Inspected by
experts of
Environmental
Board

Damage inspection




Telemetry

- 18 lynx (since
2008) and 8
wolves (since
2011) are
collared with
GPS-GSM
transmitters




Data analyse and results™
Analysing of all collected data and material

. Main result Is number and Iocatlon of unlque
reproductive units R |

. Annual population status reports (last one:
http://www.keskkonnaagentuur.ee/sites/default/files
/selrearuanne_2016.pdf)

Reproduction prognosis and proposals of hunting
guotas for next season

*Responsible: Estonian Environment Agency



2. Management

. National LC management plan for 2012-2021
English version available:
http://www2.nina.no/lcie_new/pdf/635379340188248
258 LC action%?20plan_Estonia 2012-2021.pdf

. Objective to keep the number of reproductive units:
. Wolf:15-25

. Lynx: 100-130
. Brown bear: at least 60*

*females with cubs of-the-year




Hunting seasons

. Wolf: November-February
(with temporary exeption for islands: October-
March)

. Lynx: December-February

. Brown bear: August-October

. Lynx and bear: hunting on females accompanied
with offsprings is prohibited

. Brown bear: Driven hunt and hunting with dogs
IS not allowed




Establishment of hunting quotas

. Lynx and Brown bear: quota shared by counties

. Wolf: mainly shared by counties, sometimes by
the other temporary management units

. Density, habitats and damages are taken into
account

. Wolf quota Is given in two parts: first one before
and the second one during the hunting season

. Brown bear buffer zones (e.g. 50 km) along the
Latvian border are implemented time to time
supporting the distribution southwards




Damage management

. Damage compensation — 100 % (- little sum of
own responsibility) since 2008

. Subsidies for preventive measures — 50 %
. Money from Environmental Investment Centre
. Zoning Is partly used for wolf hunting— lower

hunting pressure in wilder and higher in semi-
cultural habitats

. Certain part of (bear, wolf) hunting quota directed
to areas of higher depredation rate




(.»

geese, crane

Haned, lagled, s
330,

Money paid by state for wild animal damages in 2015 In €




g
g

ennetus suurkiskjad €

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

State subsidies for LC damage prevention in 2009-2016 in €
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2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
B Pesakondade arv m Kattimislimiit m Kititud

Number of wolf reproductive packs (blue), hunting quota size (green)
and number of hunted individuals (red) in 2003 - 2016.
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Territories of two neighbouring o-females
in 2014
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B juhtumite
600 arv
B murtud
400 isendite arv
200
0 _
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

* Number of wolfm (blue) and Killed

sheep (red)

2016 — preliminary result
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Distribution on African swine fewer in wild boars

SAK leiud metssigadel
® 11.-17. veebruar 2017
o Varasemad

[ IMaakonna piir

[ ]Jahipiirkonna piir

red — last week, yellow - earlier



2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
M Pesakondade arv B Kattimislimiit m Katitud

Number of lynx reproductions (blue), hunting quota size (red) and
number of hunted individuals (green) in 2003 - 2016.
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Home range size of
adult males

2008-2012

oA
202 km2.




Quick fall of lynx main prey - roe deer in 2009-2011
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The number of roe deer hunted in 1991 — 2015 and winter track index
(gray line - tracks per 1 km and blue line - tracks per 1 km per 24 hours).




Why the lynx population crashed?
. Too poor food base for raising the kitten

. Too high hunting pressure in 2011 and 2012

. Why the population doesn 't impruve as

predicted?
. Sarcoptic mange
. Poaching

. Negative migration




Dispersal of juveniles and subadults




Competition for prey with wolf?

. No correlation between wolf and roe deer density

. No correlation between wolf and lynx density

. Wild boar population crashed when roe deer
population was already well recovered

. If both prey populations crashed at the same time,
the competition for food might have been really
problematic for lynx




Metskitse kittimine jahipiirkonniti 2015
(isendit 1000 ha jahimaa kohta)
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I suuremad inimasulad
|l Suuremad jahipidamise
“iiZ piirangutega kaitsealad

I:l Maakonna piir

Hunting of roe deer (number of hunted individuals per 1000 ha) in
hunting districts in 2015 and in previous hunting seasons.



Metssea kittimine jahipiirkonniti 2015
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Hunting of wild boar (number of hunted individuals per 1000 ha) in
hunting districts in 2015 and in previous hunting seasons.



2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
M Pesakondade arv W Kittimislimiit = Kititud

Number of bear females with cubs of-the-year (blue), hunting quota
size (red) and number of hunted individuals (green) in 2003 - 2016.
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The number of brown bear hunted in 1991 — 2015 and
number of females with cubs of the year in 2004 - 2015
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Alde apnJiejisaw pnjeisnlyey

Number of beehives damaged by brown bear

2016 — preliminary result



Correlation between bear numbers and damages

350 -

y =4,296x- 109,46
300

No of damaged beehives

60 65 70
No of females with cubs of-the-year

P - -

Correlation between wolf numbers and damages

1100 -
1050
1000
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900
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800
750
700
650

y =31,518x + 80,364
R2 =0,9702

No of killed sheep

600 | |
24 26

No of reproductive packs
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Bears and boars: photos
from hunters trail cameras
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Latvijas
O vides
aizsardzibas

SILAVA LVAF|fonds

Latvija 1paSi aizsargajamo dzivnieku —
Eirazijas lusa, vilka un briina laca —
sugu aizsardzibas planu atjaunoSanas apspriede
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2017. gada 22. februari
Apspriedi atklaj plkst. 10:00

Apspriedé piedalas: Guna Bagrade, Gundega Done, Martin$ Liikins, Aivars Ornicans,
Janis Ozoling, Digna Pilate, Jurgis Suba, Agrita Zunna (LVMI ,,Silava”), Linas Bal¢iauskas
(Lietuvas Dabas pétijumu centrs), Peep Mannil (Igaunijas Vides agentiira), Edgars Bojars,
Valdo Kuusemets (Igaunijas Dzivibas zinatnu universitate), John Linnell (Norvégijas Dabas
izpétes institiits), Alistair Bath (Memoriala Universitate, Kanada), Colette Philips (fotografe),
Daiga Vilkaste, Vilnis Bernards (LR Vides aizsardzibas un regionalas attistibas ministrija),
Sarmite Pastere (Latvijas Vides aizsardzibas fonda administracija), Jekabs Dzenis, Inta
Lange, Valdis Pilats, Vilnis Skuja, Gita Strode, Andris Sirovs, Dace Vasilevska, Dagnis
Vasilevskis, Dace Vitola (Dabas aizsardzibas parvalde), Antons Mikoss (Vides konsultativa
padome), Kristine Mickane (Latvijas Investiciju un attistibas agentiira), Sandra Bérzina
(Latvijas Pasvaldibu savieniba), Ilgvars Zihmanis (Valsts meza dienests), Martin§ Lidums
(Meza pétiSanas stacija), Martin$ Ailts (Latvijas Meza ipaSnieku biedriba), Lars-George
Hedlund (SIA ,,Bergvik Skog”), Janis Baumanis (Latvijas Mednieku savieniba), Haralds
Barviks (Latvijas Mednieku asociacija), Anita Upite (Zurnals ,MMD”), Linda Dombrovska
(AS ,Lauku Avize”), Andris Zarin§ (Medniekiem.lv), Karlis Dadeiks (Lauksaimnieku
organizaciju sadarbibas padome), Dina Avotina (Latvijas Aitu audz&taju asociacija), Juris
Steiselis (Latvijas Biskopibas biedriba), Tatjana Ivasenko, Guna Vitola (Rigas Nacionalais
Zoologiskais darzs), Ingina Bedikere (SIA ,Sibeta”), Arno Klevinskis (veterinara
privatprakse)

Apspriedi atklaj LVMI ,Silava” Medniecibas un faunas menedzmenta virziena
vadosais pétnieks Janis Ozolins, iepazistinot ar arvalstu ekspertiem un apspriedes planu.

APSPRIEDES PLANS

1. Lielo plés&ju stavoklis kaiminvalstis un citviet Ziemeleiropa

1.1. Lielo plés€ju stavoklis Lietuva

1.2. Lielo plés&ju stavoklis un aizsardziba Igaunija

1.3. Lielo plés&ju apsaimnickosana Norvégija un Zviedrija
2. Piemeéri konfliktu risinaSana sugu aizsardzibas planu izstrades gaita
3. Diskusija par Latvijas lielo plés€ju aizsardzibas pasakumiem



1.1. LIELO PLESEJU STAVOKLIS LIETUVA

Lietuvas Dabas pétijumu centra Ziditajdzivnieku ekologijas laboratorijas vaditajs
Linas Bal¢iauskas zino par lielo plés€ju (vilku, 1GSu un briino 1acu) stavokli Lietuva. Ar pilnu
prezentacijas saturu var iepazities LVMI »dilava” majas lapa
(http://www.silava.lv/73/section.aspx/641).

Brinie 1aci no Lietuvas faunas izmirusi, tomér katru gadu sastop individus, kas
Lietuva ieklejo no kaiminvalstim (2016. gada bijusi 9 noverojumi).

Lasi patlaban atziti par apdraudétiem, tau to skaita vert§jums no aptuveni 50
individiem ir izaudzis lidz aptuveni 150 (ziemas p&du uzskaites) vai 1500 individiem
(mednieku vertgjums).

Vilki Lietuva ir medijami dzivnieki, kuru populacija ir augosa (pasreizgjais skaita
vertgjums 300—1000 individi).

Vilku izplatiSanos ierobeZzo mezu, kas aiznem ~35% no Lietuvas teritorijas,
sadrumstalotiba. Vilku izplatiba katru gadu varié. Pieméram, 2014. gada vilku novérojumi
bija izklied&ti pa visu valsts teritoriju, 2015. gada vilki galvenokart noveéroti Lietuvas ziemelu
dala, bet 2016. gada — valsts dienvidu dala.

Gada laika Lietuva registré 150-250 gadijumus ar vilku izraisitiem postijumiem,
kuros nogalinati 350—700 majlopi. Izmaksato kompensaciju apjoms bijis 50 000—70 000 €
gada. Lai sanemtu kompensaciju, postijumi jaregistré (dazkart tiek sniegtas nepatiesas zinas).

Lietuva vilku medibu sezona agrak sakas vasara, kops 2013. gada — no 15. oktobra un
ilgst Iidz nakama gada 1. aprilim. Nomedijamo vilku limitu nosaka Vides ministrija,
aptaujajot ekspertus. Lidz §im medibu limiti vari&jusi no 20 lidz 60 vilkiem un sasniegti loti
atri, kas var liecinat par parak zemu limitu, veiksmigam medibam vai augstu vilku populacijas
blivumu.

Lauksaimnieki ieintereséti, lai vilku nebutu, mednieki v€las lielakus nomediSanas
limitus, bet dabas aizsardzibas entuziasti grib panakt pilnigu vilku medibu aizliegumu. Ka
kompromiss pasreiz€ja vilku aizsardzibas plana noteiktais minimalais dzivotspg&jigas vilku
populacijas lielums ir 250 individi, minimalais pielaujamais populacijas lielums — 100
individi, bet maksimalais pielaujamais populacijas lielums — 400 individi.

Nomedijamo vilku kop&jo limitu nosaka pe&c uzskaiSu rezultatiem (20% no skaita
vertéjuma) un sadala pa regioniem atkariba no uzskaiSu rezultatiem un registrétiem
postijumiem. Teoretiski medibas paredzets atcelt, ja skaita veértejums neparsniedz 100
individus. Praks€, nosakot nomedijamo vilku limitu, liela ietekme bijusi dabas aizsardzibas
entuziastu nepamatotiem apgalvojumiem par vilku stavokli, bet zinatnieku viedoklis biezi nav
nemts véra. Pieméram, 2016. gada Lietuva noteiktais nomedijamo vilku limits bija 60 1patnu,
kaut ar ekspertu (L. Bal¢iauskas un citu) ieteiktais limits bija divas reizes lielaks. Bijis ari
gads, kura medibas oficiali partrauktas, kad legali nomedija tikai piecus vilkus.

Lai noveértétu lielo plés€ju populaciju stavokli Lietuva, pe&d€jos gados uzsakts
sabiedrisks pétijums, apkopojot vilku, 1GSu un briino 1a¢u noveérojumus no iedzivotajiem un
izvietotam fotokameram. Ta 2016. gada Lietuva registréti ~900 novérojumu, to skaita 700
vilku, 200 l@iSu un 9 brino 1ac¢u noveérojumi.

Jautajumi un atbildes

Igaunijas Vides agentiiras specialists Peep Mannil jauta, kuras sezonas (rudens vai
pavasara) populacijas lieluma vertgjums ir nemts véra, nosakot nomedijamo vilku limitus.
Linas Balciauskas atbild, ka izmantots rudens populacijas lieluma veértgjums. Tomer ta ka
noteiktie limiti 1idz Sim bijusi mazi, at$kiribai nevajadzetu bt liclai. Norvégijas dabas izp&tes
institita pétnieks John Linnell piebilst, ka populacijas lieluma mérkis jakoncentré uz
pieaugusiem dzivniekiem nevis uz visu vecumgrupu individu kopskaitu.



Latvijas Aitu audzetaju asociacijas parstave Dina Avotina jauta, cik liela ir
kompensacija par vienu nogalinatu aitu un no kadiem lidzekliem kompensacijas izmaksa.
Linas Balciauskas atbild, ka Lietuva vilku radito postijumu gadijumus izmekle 1pasa komisija
un kompensacijas apjoms ir atkarigs no apstakliem (sapulces dalibnieki no demonstrétiem
skaitliem 1&§, ka kompensacijas apjoms ir ~100 € par aitu). Kompensacijas izmaksa Lauku
atbalsta fonds dal&ji no Eiropas Savienibas fondu lidzekliem.

1.2. LIELO PLESEJU STAVOKLIS UN AIZSARDZIBA IGAUNIJA

Par Igaunijas lielo plés€ju stavokli un pé&tijumiem zino Igaunijas Vides agentliras
specialists Peep Mannil. Ar pilnu prezentacijas saturu var iepazities LVMI ,,Silava” majas
lapa (http://www.silava.lv/73/section.aspx/641).

Igaunija lielo plés€ju monitorings ietver 1) noveérojumus, 2) datus un paraugus, kas
iegliti no nomeditiem dzivniekiem (medniekiem $1 informacija un paraugi jasniedz likuma
noteikta kartiba), 3) ziema veiktas p&€du uzskaites (390 3x4 km transektes), 4) telemetrijas
petijumus (18 1usi, 8 vilki), ka art citus zinatniskus pétijumus. Datu analizi veic Igaunijas
ieteikumus par nomedijamo dzivnieku skaita limitu.

Pasreiz€jo Igaunijas sugu aizsardzibas planu meérkis ir saglabat 15-25 vilku
reproduktivas vienibas (t.i. apme&ram 10 vilku uz katru reproduktivo matiti, resp., 150-250
ipatnu), 100—130 ldsu reproduktivas vienibas un vismaz 60 briino lacu reproduktivas vienibas.

Igaunija vilkus medi no novembra lidz februarim, bet Igaunijas salas medibu sezona ir
ilgaka (no oktobra Iidz martam). Nomedijamo vilku limitu medibu sezona nosaka divas reizes
(pirmo — piesardzigaku vert§jumu — nosaka sezonas sakuma, otru — sezonas laika). Kopgjo
limitu sadala pa regioniem, ir méginats ieviest apsaimnieckojamas vienibas. 2015. un 2016.
gada nomedija ~100 vilku.

Lusus Igaunija medi no decembra lidz februarim, bet briinos 1acus — no augusta lidz
oktobrim. Aizliegts medit matites, kas ir kopa ar mazuliem. Nomedijamo l@iSu un briino l1acu
limitus sadala pa regioniem.

Agrak Igaunija nomediti 180 lusi gada. Patlaban Igaunijas lGsu populacija atjaunojas
péc skaita samazinajuma 2009.-2012. gada, kad strauji samazinajas stirnu skaits un picauga
medibu slodze. Saja gada medibu limits ir 0. Patlaban stirnu skaits Igaunija picaug, tadu lasu
populacijas léna atjaunoSanas izskaidrojama ar 1) kaska epidémiju, 2) nelegalam medibam un
3) emigraciju.

Telemetrijas pétijumi rada, ka vilku a-matites teritorija aiznpem 600-900 km?. Lusu
gadijuma teritorijas lielums svarstas no vidgji 120 km? (gados ar labu baribas pieejamibu) lidz
800 km? (gados ar samazinatu pieejamas baribas daudzumu). Petijumi rada, ka vilki un lsi
savstarp&ji nekonkur€, jo nav konstatéta korelacija starp vilku un stirnu populacijas blivumu,
ka arT ltsu un vilku populacijas blivumu.

Lielo ples€ju raditos zaud&jumus Igaunija kompensé jau kops 2008. gada, ko pilna
apmeéra sedz no valsts lidzekliem. Turklat preventiviem pasakumiem pieejamas subsidijas
50% apmera (par¢jo sedz 1paSnieki). Lidzeklus pieskir Vides investiciju centrs. Katru gadu
Igaunija vilku dé] iet boja 700-1000 aitu (Iidz §im nav novéroti gadijumi, kad vilki nokostu
medibu sunus). Domajams, ka Afrikas ciiku méra dél, kas konstatéts visa Igaunijas teritorija,
samazinajusies vilku baribas pieejamiba. Verte, ka katru gadu 1aci izposta ~200 biSu stropu.
Nav konstatéta korelacija starp postijumu intensitati un lacu populacijas blivumu. Turpreti
vilku radito postijumu skaits biitiski korel€ ar vilku populacijas blivumu.

Jautajumi un atbildes

Atsaucoties uz lacu populacijas blivuma samazinagjumu un postijumu biezuma
pieaugumu, Antons Mikoss (Vides konsultativa padome) jauta, vai laci specializ€jusies



izpostit stropus un &t medu. Peep Minnil atbild, ka bitiskas saistibas nav. Dazi laci ir
specializ&jusies est medu, tomér to raditiem postijumiem ir gadijuma raksturs (resp., postijumi
nav konstateti katru gadu vienas un tais pasas vietas).

Dabas aizsardzibas parvaldes CITES nodalas vaditajs Jekabs Dzenis jauta 1) kadas
iespéjas paturét pasaizsardziba nogalinatu dzivnieku ka trofeju, 2) cik maksa briina laca
nomediSanas licence un 3) kadi ir iemesli ldSu malumedibam? Peep Ménnil atbild, ka
gadijumus, kad dzivnieks nogalinats paSaizsardzibas nolikos, izmekleé un par dzivnieka liki
lemj tiesas darbinieki, visbiezak tas nonak pie zinatniekiem. Laca nomediSanas licences cena
atkariga no zemes Ipasnieka un svarstas 0—1000 € robezas. Visbiezak malumednieki medi
vilkus, tacu luSu mediSanas iemesls var€tu biit veélme pasargat stirnas ka veértigus galas
resursus.

Meza pétiSanas stacijas direktors Martin§ Lidums jauta, ka izskaidrot Igaunijas vilku
skaita samazinajumu un to radito postijumu biezuma palielinajumu? Peep Ménnil atbild, ka
valstl registrétais postijumu pieaugums saistits ar situaciju Igaunijas salas, kur ieprieks vilki
bijusi reti sastopami (pirmoreiz vairo$anas konstatéta tikai 2011. gada) un iedzivotaji neveica
nekadus preventivos pasakumus. Vilku skaits Igaunija samazinats tisi, lai atbilstoSi sugas
aizsardzibas mérkim nodroSinatu 25 reproduktivo vienibu saglabasanu (toreizgjais vilku skaits
atbilda 30 reproduktivam vienibam, parsniedzot plana noteikto merki).

Latvijas Meza 1paSnieku biedribas un SIA ,Bergvik Skog” parstavis Lars-George
Hedlund jauta, kada varétu biit Afrikas cliku méra ietekme uz vilkiem? Peep Minnil atbild, ka
Igaunija bitiska Afrikas ciiku méra ietekme uz vilkiem nav konstatéta (vilki novéroti vietas,
kur atklats Afrikas ciiku meéris). Nemot véra briezu dzimtas dzivnieku pieejamibu, biitiska
ietekme nav sagaidama, tomér pielauj iesp€ju, ka baribas samazinajuma del vilki var&tu
biezak baroties ar jenotsuniem un tadejadi biezak inficeties ar kaski. lespgjams samazinasies
metienu lielums.

Janis Ozolin$ jauta, kur§ nosaka atseviSku novéroto vilku piederibu noteiktam
reproduktivam vienibam. Peep Maénnil atbild, ka datu un novérojumu analize ir Igaunijas
Vides agentliras kompetenc€, un atsevisku individu piederiba noteiktam reproduktivam
vienibam ir p&tnieku vert€jums, izvert€jot noveérojuma apstaklus, datumu, telemetrijas datus
un citu pieejamo informaciju

[Partraukums no plkst. 10:35 Iidz 10:45]

1.3. LIELO PLESEJU APSAIMNIEKOSANA NORVEGIJA

Norvégijas Dabas izpétes institlita pétnieks John Linnell zino par lielo plés&ju stavokli
Zviedrija un Norvégija, ka arT Norvégijas valdibas nostaju to saglabasana un aizsardziba. Ar
pilnu  prezentacijas saturu  var  iepazities @ LVMI Silava  majas lapa
(http://www.silava.lv/73/section.aspx/641).

Verte, ka Zviedrija un Norvégija sastopami ~430 vilki, no kuriem 60-90 sastopami
Norvégija, bet ~350 — Zviedrija. Savukart 1Gsu skaita vértéjums ir ~1600, no kuriem 310
sastopami Norvegija, bet ~1300 — Zviedrija. Norvégijas valdibas mérkis ir samazinat vilku
skaitu Iidz 4 bariem un 1GSu skaitu lidz 65 gimeném.

Uzsver nepiecieSamibu veikt monitoringu, riipigi izvert&jot un analizgjot rezultatus, jo
par aizsargajamo dzivnieku populaciju stavokli nepiecieSams zinot ES, ka arT nomedijamo
dzivnieku skaita limits ir nosakams atbilstigi populacijas lieclumam. Piem&ram, Norvégija
kops$ 1980. gadiem méginats noskaidrot brino lacu skaitu. Apkopojot visus noverojumus,
petnieki nonaca pie secinajuma, ka Norvégija ir 400-500 brino lacu un 25 lacu
mikropopulacijas. Vélak noskaidrojas, ka Norvégija bija tikai 4 klejojosi 1acu tevini. Sadu
kludu izslégsanai kops 1990. gadiem Zviedrija un Norveégija izstradata vienota monitoringa
sistéma.



Monitoringa programmai jabiit pietickami precizai, uzticamai un praktiskai
(izdevigai). Zviedrija un Norvégija monitoringa veikSanai pieskir daudz Iidzeklu. Ikviens var
zinot par noveérojumiem. Tomér jau pasa sakuma noverojumi ir atSkirti no interpretativiem
apgalvojumiem. Vertigi dati ieglistami no beigtiem dzivniekiem.

Precizaka metode, kas Norvégija un Zviedrija lauj spriest par briino lacu skaitu, ir
DNS paraugu ievaksana un analize no ekskrementiem. Ta 2015. gada Norvégija ievakti 1293
paraugi no 128 dazadiem individiem, kas, domajams, bija klejotaji un uzturgjas ari Zviedrijas
teritorija.

Lasu populacijas stavokli verté péc gimenu skaita, ko nosaka, veicot pédu uzskaites,
un péc dzivnieku novérojumiem fotokameras ar kustibu sensoriem.

Vilku populacijas stavokli verté péc baru skaita, to kart€Sanas péc dazadiem datiem,
un DNS paraugu analizém (nosprausts mérkis iegtit katra Norvégijas un Zviedrijas vilka DNS
profilu).

Aktuals jautajums: kura pienakums ir veikt monitoringu (sabiedribai, medniekiem vai
dabas aizsardzibas entuziastiem)? Monitoringa jaiesaista ikviens, tacu datu ievakSanai jabut
organiz€tai un tie ir japarbauda. Ja monitoringu veic sabiedriba, ir liela iesp&ja kludities un
dzivniekus nepareizi identificét.

Informacijai ir jabut caurspidigai (resp., publiski pieejamai, ar zinamu avotu, tas
pareiziba jaapstiprina ekspertiem utt.). Tap&c datu apkoposanai un analizei jabit centralizetai.
Zviedrijai un Norvégijai ir kopiga publiski pieejama datubaze.

ParrobeZzu sadarbibai jaietver ari sadarbiba starp politikiem. DaZkart reakcija uz
populacijas lieluma svarsttbam un atbilstiga limita noteikSana ir ar novélosanos. Juridiskos
jautajumus labak atrisinat pirms nonaksanas lidz tiesai. Pieméram, EK vaino Zviedriju par
nepareizu vilku apsaimniekoSanu, bet Norvégija ar EP debaté par Bernes konvencijas
interpretaciju.

Janem veéra valsts mérogs salidzinajuma ar dzivnieku apdzivotas teritorijas mérogu.
Pieméram, lielie plés€ji var apdzivot vairaku simtu vai tiikstoSu kvadratkilometru lielu
teritoriju un parvietoties vairaku simtu vai tikstoSu kilometru attaluma. Dazkart nav
pamatojuma runat par kadas valsts populaciju, un populacijas aizsardzibas nodroSinasanai
savstarp€ji javienojas kaiminvalstim, kuru teritorijas aptver vienotu dzivnieku populaciju.

Norvégija izmaksa lielas kompensacijas par ganampulkiem nodaritiem postijumiem.
Piem@ram, 2016. gada Norvégija kompensacijas izmaksati 5 milj. € par 18 000 saplositam
aitam. Turprett 2015. gada Zviedrija izmaksati 200 000 € par 542 saplositiem majlopiem.
Zviedrija majlopi tur€ti iezogojuma, turpreti Norvégija aitas ganas savvala un ir vieglaki
mérki vilkiem. Izmaksajot kompensacijas, katru gadijumu izmekle, turklat valdibas
izdevumus veido ari procediiras izmaksas. Diemz&l Norvégijas piemérs liecina, ka
kompensacijas vien neveicina sabiedribas toleranci pret vilkiem.

1. Atbalstama zema konfliktu riska lauksaimniecibas politika, neaudz&jot lopus regionos
ar augstu lielo plés&ju populacijas blivumu.

2. Lidzekli jaiegulda preventivos pasakumos (aploku vai elektrisko ganu ierikoSanai,
1pasi apmacitu sunu iegadei utt.) un palidziba, lai tos ieviestu.

3. lIesp€jamo zaud€jumu samazinaSanai ievieSama apdroSinaSanas shéma.

4. Kompensacijam jabiit nosacitam (piem., kompensacijas apjomam jabiit atkarigam no
veikto preventivo pasakumu apjoma pirms zaud€jumu rasanas).

Zinatniekiem jabiit godigiem, izvirzot pétijamos jautajumus un izvéloties metodes (vai
tieSam ta tiks iegltas nepiecieSamas atbildes?). P&tijumi var biit dargi, bet pieejamais budzets
— ierobezots. Turklat petijumu rezultatus politiki var nenemt véra. Piem&ram, apstiprinot vilku
aizsardzibas planu, 85% Norvégijas parlamenta deputatu nobalsoja par 4 vilku baru



saglabasanu Norvegija, kam triikst jebkada zinatniska pamatojuma. ST uzskatama par bitisku
neveiksmi komunikacija starp zinatniekiem un politikiem.

Jautajumi un atbildes

Linas Balciauskas jauta par iesp&ju mazinat socialo konfliktu starp lopkopju un dabas
aizsardzibas interes€m. John Linnell atbild, ka jauzpemas atbildiba maksat par sanemtam
privilégijam. ES maksa subsidijas lauksaimniekiem, tadgjadi veicinot aitkopibas attistibu (bez
atbalsta maksajumiem biitu izdevigak import€t saldétas aitas no Jaunz€landes). Tai pasa laika
ES prasa nodro$inat labveligu stavokli 1pasi aizsargajamam dzivnieku sugam (resp., vilkiem),
kas nozimé ciest zinamus saimnieciskus zaud€jumus. Svarigi izlemt, ka novirzit lidzeklus
zaud@jumu mazinasanai (atlidzinot zaud€jumus no iesp&jamas pelnas vai veicinot preventivos
pasakumus).

Dabas aizsardzibas parvaldes Kurzemes regionalas administracijas Dabas aizsardzibas
dalas vecakais eksperts Vilnis Skuja jauta, kapéc vilki iecienijusi skandindvu medibu sunu
galu (Latvija vilku uzbrukumu suniem ir sam&ra maz)? John Linnell atbild, ka iemesls vinam
nav skaidri zinams — uzbrukumi ir lokali, sporadiski. Iesp€jams, individudlu vilku baru
medibu Ipatniba. Zurnala ,Medibas” galvena redaktore Linda Dombrovska komente, ka
iemesls var€tu bt saistits ar atSkirigam medibu tradicijam Skandinavija un citur Eiropa.
Latvija suni medibas parasti iet kopa ar cilveku, kam&r Skandinavija suns viens pats dodas
talu no mednieka.

Juris Steiselis (Latvijas Biskopibas biedriba) jauta, kapéc Norvégijas aitkopji pec vilku
postijumiem vieglak sanem kompensacijas neka biskopji péc briino 1acu postijumiem? John
Linnell atbild, ka aitkopjiem Norvégija ir lielaka ietekme un lielaks valdibas atbalsts neka
biskopjiem. Biskopji nav var€jusi pieradit, ka vajag kompensacijas.

Tiek jautats par atSkirtbam Zviedrijas un Norvégijas politiskaja attieksmé. John
Linnell atbild, ka dazkart divu valstu iedzivotajiem var but [idzigi viedokli un vértibas, tacu
dazadam iedzivotaju grupam var bt atskiriga ietekme. Zviedrija un Norvégija ir loti lidzigas,
tacu lielo plésgju politika un varas sadalijums abas valstis loti atSkiras. Norvégija cilveki
dzivo parsvara lauku vid€, viniem ir svarigi savi apgabali, lemumu pienemsana notiek to
ietvaros un ir virzita uz vietgjas industrijas saglabaSanu, kamér Zviedrija ir centralizétaks
dzivesveids un urbanaka sabiedriba.

[Partraukums no plkst. 12:52 Iidz 13:37]

2. PIEMERI KONFLIKTU RISINASANA SUGU AIZSARDZIBAS PLANU
IZSTRADES GAITA

Memoriala universitates profesors Alistair Bath (SentdZonsa, Kanada) runa par
sabiedribas un politiku iesaistiSanas nozimi dabas aizsardziba. Ar pilnu prezentacijas saturu
var iepazities LVMI Silava majas lapa (http://www.silava.lv/73/section.aspx/641).

Par biologiskas daudzveidibas samazinasanas iemeslu atzist vides pienacigu
nenovertéSanu. Tadeél dabas aizsardzibas problému izpetei jaietver sabiedribas vertibas,
viedokli, nostajas, jiitas un motivacijas faktori.

Uzstajoties janoskaidro un janem véra auditorijas attiecksme. Pieméram, brunie 1a¢i un
vilki daudzu valstu iedzivotajiem Skiet pienemami, bet Nufaundlendas iedzivotajiem nav
pienemami koijoti, kas var ieklejot pilsétas un apdraudét iedzivotajus.

Izglitiba jakoncentr€jas uz galveno uzskatu un attieksmju ietekmeSanu. Piem&ram,
pasakas jau bérniba iemaca, ka vilki ir slikti dzivnieki un liek no tiem baidities. Velak §is
bailes ietekmé vispargjo attieksmi pret vilkiem.

Konfliktu veidi:
1. kognitivs konflikts (saistits ar atSkirigiem faktiem, zinasanam);



2. vertibu konflikts (opozicija vai pozicion€Sanas, vertibu hierarhija, kopigu vértibu

iespgja),

maksa un ieguvums (kads iegtst labumu, bet cits n€ — nepiecieSams vienoties),

4. izturéSanas konflikts (iracionals apriors l€mums ienemt noteiktu nostaju, opoziciju,
personisko attiecibu un antipatiju ietekme) — vislielakais un svarigakais konflikts, kas
griti atrisinams.

(O8]

Uzticamibas izvertéSana: sabiedriba netic visiem zinotdjiem. VElams publiskam
pazinojumam izvéleties zinotaju, kam sabiedriba tic visvairak.

Cilvéciska dimensija — tradicionals petijumu instruments.
Konsensus panakSanai parrunas jaiesaista:
e plass atticksmju spektrs (apspriede japiedalas galgji preteju viedoklu
parstavjiem);
e galvenie iesaistito nozaru parstavji;
e apkartgjas sabiedribas parstavji (no saistitam vai blakus eso$am nozarém);
e nozares politikas parstaviji.

Min piemérus jaunu sugu aizsardzibas planu izstradé. Bulgarijas briino lacu
aizsardzibas plana izstrade ilga divus gadus, rikojot devinas apspriedes, piedaloties ~40
cilvéku, kas bija klat katra apspried€. Slovakijas vilku aizsardzibas plana izstrade ilga Cetrus
gadus, rikojot 10 apspriedes. P&c plana izstradasanas un ievieSanas praks€ ieinteres€tajam
grupam japaliek saistitam un laiku pa laikam jatiekas, lai parrunatu plana sekmes, turpmakus
mérkus un kopigi atrisinatu jaunas problémas (min piem&ru ar problémsituaciju rasanos,
nesatiekoties piecu gadu laika).

Tiecoties p€c risindjuma, vispirms visparigi jakoncentréjas uz viziju (atbildot uz
jautajumu ,,KAPEC?”). Kad ta defingta, jaizskaidro mérki, principi, vadlinijas un izméramie
mérki (atbildot uz jautdgjumu ,,KA?”). Tadgjadi var izrunat visu nepiecieS8amo un izvairities no
liekas izpliiSanas un uzmanibas novérSanas no galvena.

Jautajumi un atbildes

Linda Dombrovska vaica par konfliktu samazinaSanu sabiedribas atticksmé pret
medniekiem un medibam. Alistair Bath atbild, ka sabiedribai var bt jautajumi un
aizspriedumi par mednieku motiviem, jo mednieki ne vienmér labi komunic€ ar citiem
sabiedribas parstavjiem. Janoskaidro, kadgl sabiedriba saka “né&”, jaieklausas citu viedoklos.
Ja ir kognitivs konflikts, to mazina savstarp€ja komunikacija. Tikai ta sabiedriba var uzzinat,
ka medibas var biit savienojamas ar ilgtsp&igu savvalas dzivnieku apsaimniekoSanu un
nepasliktinat to populacijas stavokli, vai ka medniekiem un pargjiem sabiedribas locekliem ir
lidzigas vertibas (piem&ram, atpiita briva daba utt.).

Martin$ Lidums vaica par ,.tikai ne mana pagalma” sindromu (“not in my back yard”
syndrome) ka iesp&jamu problému. Alistair Bath atbild, ka daudzviet pasaulé (piem., Indija)
cilveki ir pielagojuSies jauniem apstakliem, tadejadi tolergjot lielo plés€ju (piem., leopardu)
klatbutni. Lai koeksistence un pielagoSanas biitu iesp&jama, kopienas iedzivotajiem ir jaizprot
ieguvums, par ko vini maksa, ciezdami kadus zaud&umus no lielo plésgju klatbiitnes.

DISKUSIJA

Sugu aizsardzibas planu aktivitates un merkis

Janis Ozolin§ iepazistina ar 2017. gada 17. janvara apspriedé veiktas aptaujas
rezultatiem. Kopuma pausts atbalsts 11dzS§ingjam sugu aizsardzibas planu aktivitatém.



Apspriez sugu aizsardzibas mérki, nodroSinat:

1. funkcionalu koeksistenci starp cilvéku un lielajiem plés€jiem,

2. labveligu lielo plésg€ju populacijas stavokli, par mérki neizvirzot maksimali pielaujama
dzivnieku skaita sasniegSanu.

Martin§ Lidums ierosina teksta paredzet iesp&ju, ka vilku un ldSu populacijas
apsaimnieko.

Linas Bal¢iauskas ierosina formulét, ka lielo plés€ju apsaimniekoSanu neveic ar mérki
sasniegt dzivnieku skaita maksimumu.

John Linnell iesaka ieklaut koeksistences definiciju. Alistair Bath precizeé, ka
apsaimniekoSana ietver pasakumus, kas samazina vai palielina dzivotnpu daudzumu,
populacijas blivumu utt., ka ar1 defin€, ka koeksistence pielauj ari zinamu konfliktu
daudzumu.

John Linnell atgadina, ka Eirazijas liisis un briinais lacis ir Sugu un biotopu direktivas
IV pielikuma sugas, tadel sugu aizsardzibas plana jalieto korekts So sugu apsaimniekoSanas
formul&jums.

Janis Ozolin$ iebilst, ka merkim nevajadz&tu biit populacijas apsaimniekoSanai
(regulésanai), lai vienkarsi nodarbinatu iedzivotajus. Martin$ Lidums pauz baZas, ka tieSi Sads
stavoklis nebiitu vélams. Lars-George Hedlund apgalvo, ka Iidz $im Latvija panakta laba lielo
plésgju un cilvéku koeksistence, tadeél velams tur€ties pie 1idzSingjas prakses. Linda
Dombrovska apgalvo, ka cilvéku intereses mainas, un kamer cilveks ir tiesi saistits ar sugu,
vin$ ir ieintereséts tas saglabaSana. Alistair Bath ka vienu no plana uzdevumiem ierosina
veicinat sadarbibu un dialogu. Latvijas Mednieku savienibas valdes priekSseédétajs Janis
Baumanis uzskata, ka Latvijas panakumi lielo plé€s€ju aizsardziba ir saistiti ar panakto
vienpratibu starp medniekiem, zinatniekiem un politikiem. Linda Dombrovska aicina
nemekl€t risinajumus problémam, kuru nav. Vilnis Skuja apsver jautajumu, vai labs rezultats
biitu panakams bez lGsu apsaimniekosanas. Janis Ozolin$ vaica, kadu labumu laSu esamiba
saskatis tie, kuri lGSus nemedi. Vilnis Skuja atbild, ka medibas var biit ka “kaiteklu
apkarosana” (pest control), un dala sabiedribas justos labak, ja ltiSus nemeditu.

John Linnell jauta, par plana paredzamu minimalo lielo plésgju skaitu. Martins
Lidums atgadina, ka par minimalo skaitu uzskatams tads skaits, kas raksturigs labvéligam
populacijas stavoklim. Janis Ozolin§ preciz€, ka tas pielidzinams skaitam, kads bija 2004.
gada, Latvijai iestajoties ES.

Igaunijas Dzivibas zinatnu universitates doktorants Edgars Bojars ierosina mérka
formulgjuma ieklaut sabiedribas socialo un ekologisko vajadzibu nodrosinasanu. Janis
Ozolin$ ierosina So neieklaut briino lacu aizsardzibas plana meérki, jo sugai Sobrid nav
labveligs stavoklis. Alistair Bath aicina precizét, kadus labumus varétu iegiit sabiedriba. John
Linnell norada, ka sabiedribas socialas vajadzibas un izvéles ir daudzveidigas. Alistair Bath
secina, ka kopuma ir vienpratiba par lielo plés€ju aizsardzibas meérki, kur§ paliek tads pats ka
sakotngji piedavataja varianta, vienigi uzlabojot redakciju anglu valoda.

Populaciju apsaimniekoSanas planu vadlinijas

Izklastot populaciju apsaimniekoSanas pasakumus, Janis Ozolin$ piebilst, ka lasu
gadijuma janodibina starptautiska darba grupa, kura biitu eksperti ari no Baltkrievijas un
Krievijas (verté, ka to biitu gruti istenot), ka ar1 javeic tirdzniecibas uzraudziba. Vilku
gadijuma valstis ar vienotu vilku populaciju jasalidzina atSkirigi apsaimniekoSanas reZimi.
Brino lacu gadijuma jaapkopo noverojumi arpus to izplatibas areala, ka ar1 jasagatavo
sabiedriba, jo sagaidama lacu izplatiSanas.

Veicamas aktivitates iedalamas tris grupas:
I grupa — kritiskas,



IT grupa — svarigas,
III grupa — ieteicamas.

Pirmas grupas aktivitate — populacijas stavokla monitorings veicams ar mérki 1)
nodro§inat adaptivu [t.i. no populacijas stavokla atkarigu] apsaimniekoSanu, 2) reizi seSos
gados zinot ES par 1paSi aizsargdjamo sugu populacijas stavokli. Lidz Sim trukst datu par
medibu intensitati. Baribas bazes pétijumus vélams sasaistit ar upuru populaciju petijjumiem.
Monitorings javeic ar1 1pasi ierikotas vietas, kur dzivnieki Skeérso autocelus, ka ar1 jaapkopo
briino 1acu noveérojumi (to piedava darit Edgars Bojars).

John Linnell jauta, vai ar patlaban pieejamiem datiem var pieradit, ka paSreizejais lielo
plés€ju apsaimniekoSanas rezims ir labs. Par populacijas stavokli galvenokart spriez péc
datiem, ko iegiist no nomeditiem vilkiem (resp., post mortem), tacu bez aktualiem datiem
medibas var stipri negativi ietekmét populaciju viena, divu gadu laika. Datu trukumu varétu
noverst, piemeéram, ar kustibu sensoru iedarbinamu fotokameru izvietoSana. lerosina ari
apsvert iesp&ju aktualos datus iegiit no dzivnieku ekskrementiem (DNS paraugi).

Alistair Bath norada, ka kvotu sisttma nestrada, lai veiktu efektivas un laicigas
izmainas. Medibu intensitates dati varétu palidzet Saja gadijuma.

Martin$ Lidums ierosina, ka medibu intensitate korelé ar sniegoto dienu skaitu. So
domu atbalsta arT Janis Baumanis. Janis Ozolin$ opong, ka medi ar1 bezsniega dienas. lerosina
par vel vienu medibu intensitates raditaju izmantot parnadZzu nomediSanas limitus. Martins
Lidums medibu intensitates vert€Sanai ierosina izmantot datus par aktivo mednieku skaita
izmainam pa gadiem un medibu dienu skaitu. Janis Baumanis piebilst, ka Sadus datus no
medniekiem vartu ieglt, ja to sniegSana biitu brivpratiga (savukart obligata karta — ne).

Dati par liSu baroSanos pieejami tikai no ziemas sezonas, kad petnieku riciba nonak
nomedito dzivnieku kunga saturs. Peep Ménnil zino, ka vasaras datus var iegiit no telemetrijas
un vasara lusi &d to pasu, ko ziema.

Peep Minnil norada ar nepiecieSamibu péc kopigiem salidzinamiem datiem par
Baltijas pl€s€ju populacijam, un vajadzibu péc lauka datiem, lai var salidzinat ar valstim, kur
plés&jus nemedi.

[Partraukums no plkst. 15:40 Iidz 15:50]

Apspriez medibu nozimi lielo plés€ju apsaimniekoSanas plana. Regul@tas medibas
veicamas, lai mazinatu konfliktus un veicinatu koeksistenci. Apspriezot medibu &tikas
jautajumus, Alistair Bath secina, ka atsaukSanas uz medibu &tikas principiem varétu patikt
tiem, kas doma, ka medibas ir neorganiz&tas un ne€tiskas, ka ar1 norada, ka medniekiem labak
jakomunicg ar sabiedribu, jo &tikas jautajumos biologiskiem datiem nav nozimes. John
Linnell atgadina, ka luSu gadijuma nepiecieSama korekta apsaimniekoSanas reZima
formul@Sana. Janis Ozolin§ jauta, vai pasreiz€ja lielo plés€ju medibu prakse medniekiem ir
pienemama. Janis Baumanis un Martin§ Lidums atbild pozitivi.

Apspriez medibu intensitates potencialas samazinasanas iesp&jas gadijuma, ja
populaciju stavoklis pasliktinas. Nemot vera, ka apsaimniekoSana nedrikstétu radit
nelabveligu populacijas stavokli, Martin§ Lidums ierosina plana ieklaut tikai tas aktivitates,
ko patlaban veicam vai esam gatavi uzsakt, ka ar1 neizdalit atsevisku punktu par gadu bez
medibam (pé&c butibas tas ir gads, kad noteiktais nomedijamo dzivnieku limits ir 0).

Apspriez sabiedriskas aptaujas prioritati. Alistair Bath atgadina, ka dabas aizsardziba
ir 10% biologija un 90% sociopolitika. Nolem;j to klasificét ka II grupas prioritati. John
Linnell jauta, vai medibas palielina toleranci pret lielajiem plés€jiem. Alistair Bath ierosina
veikt sabiedrisku aptauju §1 un citu ar medibam saistitu jautajumu noskaidroSanai.

Apspriez lielo ples€ju radito zaud€jumu kompenséSanas iesp&jamo ietekmi. Atgriezas
pie apspriedé paustas domas, ka sabiedribas toleranci nav iesp&jams nopirkt. Runajot par



iespe&jamiem kompensacijas mehanismiem, Lars-George Hedlund min, ka Latvija ir pieejama
apdroSinasana un valdiba sedz lidz pat 60% no apdroSinasanas izdevumiem (pats audzg&jot
liellopus, ko esot apdrosinajis). IevieSot kompensaciju mehanismu, katrs gadijums biitu 1pasi
jaizverte (piem., pirmaja reiz€ zaudéjumus kompensé pilna apméra, bet atkartota pieprasijuma
— mazaka apméra, ja nav veikti preventivi pasakumi).

Apspriezot tirdzniecibas uzraudzibu, secina, ka ta javeic sadarbiba ar kaiminvalstim.

Apspriezot lielo plés€ju pétijumu rezultatu popularizéSanu un sabiedribas izglitoSanu,
Alistair Bath ierosina vispirms ar anketu palidzibu noskaidrot, kadu informaciju, kam un kada
veida vajag. Izejot no ta, veidot izglitojoSos materialus. Pie mednieku izglitoSanas miné&ta
vajadziba informét, ka 108i nav drauds stirnu izdzivosanai. Tiek diskutéts, kados apstaklos
notiek lGSu populacijas pasSregulacija — tas notiek, kad 1usi sasniedz lielu blivumu un
ievérojami samazina stirnu skaitu.

Tiek apspriesta Rail Baltica ietekme uz lielo plés€ju populacijam. Valdis Pilats (Dabas
aizsardzibas parvalde) zino, ka ietekmes noveértéjums ir veikts un taja minéts, ka dzivnieku
parejas ir nepiecieSamas.

NOBEIGUMS

Apspriedes nobeiguma Janis Ozolin§ zino, ka prezentacijas biis pieejamas LVMI
»Silava” majaslapa un aicina ménesa laika iesitit priekSlikumus Eirazijas ltsu, vilku un brtino
lacu sugu aizsardzibas planu izstradei.

Apspriedi beidz plkst. 17:00

Apspriedi vadija J. Ozolins
Protokolgja J. Suba
A. Zunna
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