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Executive summary

The Black-tailed GodwikLimosa limosas listed on Annex 11/2 of the EU Birds Directive a species for
which hunting can be permitted in Denmark and Feaireland and UK. The Black-tailed Godwit was
removed from Annex 11/2 for Italy by Council Diréet 94/24/EC (of 8 June 1994 amending Annex Il to
Directive 79/409/EEC on the conservation of wilddbiOJ L 164 p. 9 30.6.94). This modification, whic
also involved the removing of the Curlew and BalethGodwit from Annex II/2 for Italy, was made for
protection of the Globally endangered Slender BilurlewNumenius tenuirostriévhich these species
resemble so closely that there is an exceptiosklaf confusion). As the Black-tailed Godwit haghe
protected in Denmark since 1982 within the EU @rdy in France that hunting is currently permitted

The Black-tailed Godwit has a widespread but didjaistribution in the Palearctic, extending frozeland
across northern Europe to western Siberia. In Eutiop main breeding range is from the Netherlands t
Russia. Historical evidence suggests that the spéntreased during the"26entury throughout Europe. In
the EU it mainly breeds in meadows and agricultgrakslands. In the face of the changing agricailtur
landscape of Europe, the species is now showinigndedhroughout much of its range.

Presently the breeding population in the Europeami@unity numbers.80,000 pairs, which is 33-46% of
the global population. Due to the large declin@@$0) the species underwent during 1990-2000 it was
classified as Vulnerable by BirdLife Internatiof2004a). The continuing decline of the Black-tailed
Godwit caused in 2006 BirdLife International — tfécial Red List Authority for birds for the IUCNto
change its status on the IUCN Red List of Threatepgecies from “Least Concern” to “Near Threatened”

The main causes for the declines in the EU areedi to be loss and degradation of breeding habitat
Where the Black-tailed Godwits breed in semi-ndton@adows, the main problems are associated wéth th
too low water-table and overgrowth because of no dittle grassing/mowing. Where the godwits bréed
the intensively managed grassland, such as in étleelands, the main causes of the decline areveelito
be drainage, reseeding, increased use of fersligarlier mowing and conversion to arable land.

During migration and in winter in Europe the spsagelargely restricted to rice-fields and estumaad is
often concentrated at few sites. It is therefony gensitive to habitat loss, degradation and poltuand the
effects of disturbance in these sites.

The size of the annual hunting bag in the EU (Feaigzestimated to be 6-8,000 birds. For a slow
reproducing species, such as the Black-tailed Godhws is a relatively small but still significaatlditional
mortality. It furthermore specifically affects tinestern European population, which is already weedte
due to deteriorating breeding habitat and a lovedreg success.

This Management Plan presents a framework fordb®ration of Black-tailed Godwit populations in EU
and its habitats. It is aimed at all Member Statiés breeding, staging or wintering populationgslithe
responsibility of the relevant authorities of edddmber State to decide how to implement the managem
prescriptions of this plan. The plan should beofeltd by new versions with revised objectives thkétinto
account the results achieved during the first phase

The long-term objective (10 years) of the plaroisastore the Black-tailed Godwit to a favourable
conservation status in the EU. The short-term €3)yebjectives, which are outlined in this plamag1)
improve management and protection of breeding antewing sites, (2) collection of up to date infation
on hunting (3) collection of more robust data oedaling ecology and staging and wintering population
numbers and a better understanding of the popalatidts that occur in Europe. To achieve thesetgbhon
objectives the plan specifies the following restdtde reached during the initial three-year period
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A temporary hunting ban in the EU (minimum five y®ahas significantly assisted the recovery of
the EU breeding population.

The use of more effective agri-environmental screim@romoted to encourage sympathetic
management of agricultural areas supporting bregeliack-tailed Godwit, especially that allow for
compensation of loss of income.

Breeding sites in natural and semi-natural areastefnational importance for Black-tailed Godwit
within the EU are identified and designated SPAs.

Management Plans are prepared and implementaiitated for sites of importance for breeding
Black-tailed Godwit, to ensure no further loss tddk-tailed Godwit numbers and distribution and
to increase reproductive success and colonisififyabi

All staging and wintering areas of internationaporance for Black-tailed Godwits within the EU
are identified and designated SPAs. In each Mertae with staging and wintering Black-tailed
Godwits several SPAs with no-hunting and disturleainee areas are provided for that cover at least
50% of the national wintering or staging population

Management Plans are prepared and implementaiitated for designated sites (SPAs) of
importance for staging and wintering Black-taileddw@it.

Specific conservation measures and wise-use amegbeal in the main wetland types supporting
staging and wintering Black-tailed Godwit (i.e. stz natural wetlands; rice fields in Spain, France
and Portugal; and flooded grasslands) to maintmge and ensure no net loss of Black-tailed
Godwit numbers and distribution.

Up to date estimates of the breeding populatiares siends and key demographic parameters from
all important sites in the EU are made available.

Annual mid-winter census of all areas of internagildmportance for wintering Black-tailed

Godwits within the EU are carried out as part &f ltternational Waterbird Census with the support
of the authorities responsible for the implementatf the provisions of the Birds Directive in each
Member State; and similar schemes in key countugside the EU (e.g. Morocco, tropical Africa)
are supported.

National ringing activities on breeding, stagingl avintering areas, with a reinforcement of colour-
marking; literature reviews aiming at drawing lassérom other populations declining worldwide
(e.g. Australia); and analyses of existing ringitaga to identify population units, interactions
between these units (e.g. in France in winter),aamial estimates of Black-tailed Godwit mortality,
are supported by national authorities in all MenBtes with important breeding, staging or
wintering numbers of Black-tailed Godwit

Further ecological research into issues such a®¢hhically and socially feasible management
prescriptions for Black-tailed Godwits breedingsidé protected areas, (2) the link between rice-
fields and roosting sites in Iberia, (3) the exise of any EU-funded scheme (e.g. forestry) culrent
affecting the species, (4) food availability ingitay and wintering areas as compared to ecological
requirements, (5) the relative percentage of dechirbreeding numbers that can be attributed to the
conversion of grasslands to cereal fieldshe intensification of grassland management, &hthe
development of a general model of the species digsaincluding the impact of habitat changes,
hunting pressure, changes in Africa etc., is suppldoy national authorities in all Member States
with important breeding, staging or wintering numsbef Black-tailed Godwit.



0. Introduction

The Black-tailed Godwiktimosa limosas listed on Annex 11/2 of the EU Birds Directias a species for
which hunting can be permitted in Denmark and Feahbe Black-tailed Godwit was removed from Annex
[1/2 for Italy by Council Directive 94/24/EC (of Bune 1994 amending Annex Il to Directive 79/409/E#C
the conservation of wild birds OJ L 164 p. 9 3046.9 his modification, which also involved the revimg

of the Curlew and Bar-tailed Godwit from Annex I Italy, was made for protection of the Globally
endangered Slender Billed Curl®umenius tenuirostriévhich these species resemble so closely thag ther
is an exceptional risk of confusios the Black-tailed Godwit has been protected inmark since 1982
within the EU it is only in France that huntingcisrrently permitted.

The Black-tailed Godwit has been identified as hgwinfavourable conservation status within Europe,
where its global population is also concentratedrénthan 56% of the global population breeds irogey.
It is thus a Category 2 Species of European CoasiervConcern (SPEC) (BirdLife International 20048)
is classified as “Vulnerable” due to its moderatatmuing population decline both in Europe as aletand
in EU25 which holds 49-61% of the European breegimgulation (BirdLife International 2004a,b). The
continuing large scale decline caused in 2006 Biedinternational — the official Red List Authorifgr
birds for the IUCN - to change the status of thackitailed Godwit on the IUCN Red List of Threaténe
Species from “Least Concern” to “Near Threatened”.

It is therefore important to assess the currenseomtion status of this species and availableareke
information in order to appraise the current effeatess of conservation actions, identify reasonsghe
observed trends and recommend options for futureagement to reverse the downward trend in numbers.
Hence, this plan will focus upon the full implematdn of the provisions of the Birds Directive hede

apply for this species.

The overall format of this action plan follows tBegle Species Action Plan format developed by IBfed
International for the UNEP/AEWA Secretariat. Howewme parts of the plan have been modified toemak
it meet the specific need of a plan that covelatively widespread species in the EU.

Ideally, the management prescriptions of this glaould cover the entire geographical range of Btadkd
Godwit populations concerned. However, as the implgation of the plan is part of the fulfilmenttbé
EU Birds Directive the geographical scope of thanpt at this stage limited to the 25 EU MembeteSta

The plan has further benefited from discussioraswabrkshop held in Brussels on the 17 March 200&hen
management of the Black-tailed Godwit in the EU.

The first chapter of the Management Plan presasytsrikormation on the Black-tailed Godwit populatio
The second chapter provides more detailed infoomaih the populations that occur in Europe with the
focus on the 25 EU Member States. Chapter 3 aratheethreats that are believed to be the caudés of
decline, while chapter 4 lists the policies anddiegion relevant for Black-tailed Godwit in Europe

Chapter 5 evaluates the status of Black-tailed Godvthe EU and sets out long-term and immediate
objectives for its future management.

Chapter 6 describes the actions to be taken ikthéor the period 2007-2009. These activities caleR5
Member States.

It is the intention that this management plan dbalievised after three years.



1. Biological Assessment

General
information

The Black-tailed Godwit has a widespread but didjaiistribution in the Palearctic,
extending from Iceland across northern Europe tsteva Siberia. In Europe the main
breeding range is from the Netherlands to RussitoHical evidence suggests that thg
species increased during thé"2@ntury throughout Europe. In the EU it mainlydats
in meadows and agricultural grasslands. In the ¢&¢lke changing agricultural
landscape of Europe, the species is now showinigndedhroughout much of its range.

1%

It is highly gregarious, breeding in dispersed n@e and forming large flocks outsidg
the breeding season. The species is migratory ghiaut its range, wintering in southgrn
Europe, Africa, the Middle East, India, south-e&sia and Australia, mainly in coasta
wetlands, but also inland (as in Ireland and thgeNflood plain in Mali).

Over 56% of the world population breeds in Eurapi#h 80,000 pairs (33-46% of the
global population) in EU states. A few Member Statport stable or increasing trends,
but the numbers in key countries such as the Natias (where 62,000 pairs nest),
Germany (6-7,300 pairs) and Poland (5-6,000 paiesdeclining. Over 70,000 winter |in
Member States, the majority in Portugal, Spain,dnd France.

Taxonomy

The species is polytypic with three sub-speciesritesd. Two of these occur in Europge:
the nominate rack.l. limosa which breeds from England across Europe and Rtssi
the Kazakhstan, arldl. islandicawhich breeds commonly in Iceland, in small numbers
in northern Norway and sporadically in Ireland aadthern Scotland.

U

Populations

Six biogeographical populations have been desciiBede & Scott 1997). Of these,
three occur in Europe: (i) the western Europeanufation ofL.l. limosa,(ii) the eastern
European population df.l. limosa((Rose & Scott 1997) and (iii) the populationLof
islandica

(i) The western Europeopulation of the nominate race comprise the linds breed in

Finland, Baltic States, Poland and across westarafe to France and Spain. This

population is estimated at 80,000 pairs and isabytfe largest in Europe. About 78%
breed in The Netherlands. This population mainlgtesis in West Africa and the Iberigan
Peninsula (Gilket al. 2002.).

(i) The eastern Europeopulation are the birds that breed in RussiaafBsland

Ukraine. This population of the nominate race tenested at 44-47,500 pairs (BirdLife
International 2004a). It mainly winters in East ié#.

(iif) The population ofL.l. islandicaprincipally consists of the breeding population on

Iceland estimated at 37,500 individuadsl8, 750 pairs) and a winter population of
47,000 birds following the breeding period (Gunsarset al. 2005a). Less than 500
pairs breed in Norway, Ireland and Scotland. Tleigytation mainly winters in Britain,
Ireland and France south to Iberian Peninsula (Grasoret al. 2005a).




Population
developments

Breeding populations

Since the first half of the 8@zentury, the nominate rabas adapted to man-induced
changes in the landscape and has spread into lgradinabitats over much of Centra
Europe (Glutz von Blotzheirat al. 1977, Cramp & Simmons 1983). Nevertheless, in
recent decades, this subspecies has declined iy aneas as a result of the
intensification of the agriculture to which it Hascome adapted.

Between 1970 and 2000 declines have occurred eralesountries, which collectively
have held up to 85% of the European populatioryéieg the Netherlands, Germany,
Poland and Russia (Tucker & Heath 1994, BirdLifiedinational 2004a).

The population iMhe Netherlandshas decreased dramatically from 120,000-135,0
in 1969, 85,000-100,000 in 1989-1991 (Snow & Pertifi98) to 62,000 in 2004
(Teunisseret al.2005).

In Denmark the population increased between 1970 and tha&8@s from 700 to 900
pairs but was back at the 1970 level in 2002 (Th@@03). During this period the
populations has been limited to fewer breedingssitith half of the Danish population
now breeding in just three areas (Thorup 2003).

In a number of European countries with small pojiuts the number of breeding pair
have increased between 1990 and 2000 (BirdLiferiatenal 2004a). This includes
Austria, Finland, France and Romania as well agiBel, which now hold a populatio
of over 1,000 pairs (BirdLife International 2004a).

Over the last 15-20 years the breeding populaiio@ermany, Poland and Belarus ha
been reduced by 50% (Thorup 2005).

In addition to the reduction in ti@erman population size the distribution range has
also decrease; in Lower Saxony there was a 20%ofadistribution range from 1980 t¢
1995 (J. Meltein litt. 2005).

The population ot .. islandica which basically consists of the breeding popafatn
Iceland, has been increasing since 1900 (Gunnaetsdr2005a).

[72)

—
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Population
developments

Wintering populations

The main wintering grounds for birds of the westéunope population of the nominat
subspecies — that is mainly birds breeding in Ththdklands and Germany, where th
most dramatic declines have taken place — lie isté&ica. However, some Black-
tailed Godwits from the western Europe populatiomt@r on the Iberian Peninsula.

D O

Almost the entiréslandicapopulation winter in the Europe with only a fewving on
to Morocco. Birds from Iceland primarily occur imetBritish Isles, France, Spain and
Portugal in winter (Gilket al. 2002, Gunnarssaet al. 2005a).

In general, it is not possible to separate birdmfthe two populations in the field.

Over the last decade the trend in numbers hasibeerasing irFrance, theUK and
Ireland (BirdLife International 2004a). The increasing wirng population in the
British Isles and France is doubtless linked toitiveeasing breeding population in
Iceland (Gillet al. 2002).

In France 11,000-17,000 were recorded in mid-January 20@%2@ith over 90% of
concentrated in just seven sites (LPO-Wetlandsratenal 2005). Gunnarssetal.

(2005a) estimated that about 9,38landicagodwits winter in France. In spite of the
difference between the figures it is generally assdithat all Black-tailed Godwits thak
winter in France arsslandica(Gill et al.2002, Gunnarssoet al.2005a).

The number of Black-tailed Godwit winteringRortugal has been increasing with
22,500 — 56,000 recorded in recent years, mainllgerTagus and Sado estuaries (N.(C.
Vieirain litt. 2005). Bothislandicaandlimosaare present in winter: data from ringing
show the presence of birds from Iceland and théétktnds in January and February
(N.C. Vieirain litt. 2005).

Number has decreased3pain although the numbers here also vary considerabiy f
year to year (11-61,000) (BirdLife International02@).

It estimated 15,20 landicawinters in Portugal and Spain combined (Gunnarssah
2005a). This also includes small numbers in Morocco

10



Distribution All populations occurring in Europe are highly natpry:
throughout the S o _
annual cycle The main wintering range of nort_h-west Europearufaifonsis in West Afrlga south of
the Sahara. The eastern populati(@ast of Germany, Poland and the Baltic stat@sstr
the Mediterranean and the Sahara to winter in akatd eastern Africa while most
islandicawinter along the Atlantic coasts of north-west Eagdo Portugal.

Generally, the Black-tailed Godwit of north-westr&pean populationdeparts rapidly
from the large post-breeding assemblages (sudioas in the Netherlands, van Dijk
1980, Gerritsen 1990), with adults often migraiilrgct to Morocco, continuing from
there to Senegal and Guinea Bissau (Beintema &t[&86). Hence, the autumn
migration takes place in two large “hops” each ofenthan 2000 km, undertaken
immediately after the breeding period (as shownifiging recoveries of birds marked
on the breeding areas and recovered in Senegd@bainéa-Bissau in July/August the
same year, Meltofte 1993).

Adult migration through west Europe is thus congdieby August while that passage
migration by the young of the year is underway nigihugust (Wader Study Grouip
litt. 2005). Dutch Black-tailed Godwits demonstrat@imglex migratory pattern for thg
young of the year (see Beintema & Drost 1986 faaitl). The young birds move south
in small steps along near-coast wetlands of FraPaeugal and Spain to Morocco.
After staging there, they make a direct flightheit wintering areas in Senegal and
Guinea Bissau. At the end of the winter, they mmvihe Niger flood plain in Mali
where they spent their second summer and followimger, returning ultimately to
breed the following spring via North Africa andjtaThe regular Atlantic coast
migration route is established subsequent to bngg@eintema & Drost 1986).

D

Recovery data from France in autumn, Senegal iolé@ctand Italy in spring of birds
ringed in Denmark seem to confirm that Danish biollew a similar migration pattern
(data provided by Zoological Museum, Copenhagen).

1]

In Portugal, botlislandicaandlimosaare present in winter. Although it is not possibl
to differentiate the proportion of both forms presd is likely that the majority (50-
70%) of the bird present in January belong to #relimosa.Counts from the Tejo
Estuary from early December to late February sheteady increase in numbers unti
the first week of February, when numbers can pe&80®00 birds, suggesting the retlirn
of birds from “wintering” grounds further south. kbzcan wintering birds include birds,
which breed in the Netherlands, Belgium and Germahg godwits typically feed in
the rice-fields (freshwater) and spend the nightdarby estuaries (D. Tangerlitt.
2005).

Little information is available on fidelity to wiating areas, but it is generally
considered high (Gikt al. 2002, Gunnarssaogt al. 2005b).
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Survival and There are no Europe-wide monitoring schemes to umeasnual mortalitpf Black-
productivity tailed Godwit nor is there any mechanism to galtagy statistics on numbers killed
annually. Several states support ringing schemeghwgenerate recoveries from whigh
annual estimates could be generated. There isvedalittle published on annual
mortality rates of local breeding populations, éstimates put first year and adult
annual mortality at 32-38% (Cramp & Simmons 19&8)yating to an average lifespa
of 2.3 years (Glutz von Blotzheigt al. 1977).

—

More recent analysis of ringing-recovery data ssggan adult survival dfimosa I.
limosaof 87.6%, “...much higher than estimates from moaglittonal models, which
usually yield values between...” 60 and 70% (Beint&rarost 1986). The situation ig
complicated by age- and year-specific reportinggabut these authors considered 40%
first year survival and 80% adult survival to basenable estimates. In a Dutch study
from 1984-1987 the annual adult survival was 8148t no significant survival
difference between sexes (Groen and Hemerik 200@).annual adult survival of
islandicahas been estimated at 87-94% (@ilbl.2001a).

Based on this assessment, we consider the spelaésealy long-lived, with small scal¢
changes in adult survival having a relatively maffect on population size, with less
dramatic effects from fluctuations in breeding st Nevertheless the population is
also susceptible to changes in reproductive output.

There are no European-wide monitoring schemes ssure annual productivityf
Black-tailed Godwit. Some states monitor their dweeding numbers to some extent,
but there is no attempt to monitor the state ofamels exploited by Black-tailed Godwit
as breeding habitat or to sample the breeding saquer female within local breeding
groups. Two projects assessing the local prodigtdfibreeding Black-tailed Godwit
have been initiated in the Netherlands and UK (Bfedin litt. 2005).

In a Dutch study from 1984-1987 productivity was8831.18 fledged chicks per pair —
lowest in cold and wet springs — and with decregasigt productivity in the course of the
study (Groen and Hemerik 2002). A population mdddlich also included annual adylt
survival data — se above) showed that the studdedlption was not in balance and
incused a yearly net loss (Groen and Hemerik 2008re have been other attempts |n
the Netherlands to analyse the percentage youladeiisummer of Black-tailed Godwit
to see whether such a mechanism could be estadblisheonitor annual breeding

success. This proved to be difficult because aduitsjuveniles use different feeding
and roosting areas (G.J. Gerritsetitt. 2005). In Germany, 0.91 fledging per pair was
recorded (Bairlein & Bergner 1995).

In conclusion, the typical productivity value fofaage, long-lived shorebird, such as the
Black-tailed Godwit, is 0.5 chicks per pair.

12



Life history

Breeding:

Age of first breeding twag
years or older.

According to Snow &
Perrins (1998) laying in
the EU is from early to
mid-April (mean laying
date for first egg in the
Netherlands is around 1
April) while further north
in Iceland laying begins
in late May. The single
brood is found on the
ground in short or fairly
short vegetation.

Clutch size is normally 4
(range 3-5), with a mear
of 3.86 (n=145,
Netherlands, Beintema
1991). Breeding succes
was 48.6% at hatching i
the Netherlands (n=105
eggs in 28 clutches,
Beintema 1991) and 434
in Germany (Bairlein &
Bergner 1995).

The incubation is 22-24
days.

Feeding:

According to Snow & Perrin
(1998): chiefly invertebrates
such as insects, annelids,
earthworms and molluscs,
small crustacean and
arachnids; in winter and on
migration, also plant materis
Food located by touch and
bsight.

o

=)

o

Outside breeding season

5The last adults usually leavg
Iceland before mid August
while most juveniles leave i
August but a few remain
until September

IAccording to Snow & Perrin
(1998): departures from the
breeding grounds in West
Europe begin in late June
with the major exodus in Ju
and principal passage
through Europe in mid-July
to September.

Return movements begin in
February with the birds
arriving at the breeding
grounds in March and at thg

more northerly ones in April.

%4

y
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Habitat
requirements

Breeding/moulting

Originally mires, wet moorland, river valley fensdamarshy margins of lakes, damp
grassy steppes and probably estuarine habitatse Bods still breed in such habitats,
especially in Iceland and central Europe, but tlagonity of the westerEuropean
breeding population now breeds in secondary halit@adows, semi-natural grasslary
and intensively managed grassland. In the Nethdslarnere it mainly is found in
intensively managed grassland, the water tablgpbamd species composition is
controlled, the plots are manured and mowed 3-&gimyear and live stock is
increasingly kept indoors to prevent them from fpéng the grass. In the Netherlands
also breed in small numbers in fields (e.g. flolwelbs). Studies in the Netherlands ha
documented the importance of open areas as bregddwjts suffer from enlarged
predation when densities of hedges and woodlotease (H. Kriise and G. J. Gerritsg
in litt. 2005). Also the presence of flooded area is impbfa roosting (pre- and postH
breeding) and for feeding, especially in the preekliing period (H. Krise and G. J.
Gerritsenin litt 2005).

Winter flooding is a feature of many of the lowlathét support the majority of the
breeding numbers in the countries surrounding thitiNSea, but the majority of the
Dutch population nests on drained agricultural gjeagls, which are no longer flooded
in winter.

Mown grasslands are selected over grazed pastiven @ choice, broods select non-
intensively managed meadows and ®@atexdominated meadows in the Netherlands
and Schleswig-Holstein, Germany (Buker & Groen 1@8uwe-Juhl 1995). In
agriculturally maintained grasslands, areas mowmalty hold much higher densities
than areas with grazing only (e.g. in Denmark, Tpdt998, in the Netherlands, Buke
& Groen 1989, and in Sweden, Larsson 1976). In samexperience suggests that
grazing after mowing is an important factor in readoof litter (H. Cronertn litt.1998).

Winter

The nominate race winter predominantly in freshwhabitats south of the Sahara whi

islandicawinters in estuarine habitats along the Atlantiast from Britain south to
Morocco (Beintema and Melter 1997). Most of theisdgwinter on "soft coasts”,
mainly estuaries and areas of inter-tidal mud soisistantial numbers eflandicawinter
on floodlands in Ireland (e.g. Delany 1996).

Rice fields are important in Africa and in Portu@f@bux 1973, Tucker & Heath 1994)
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where more than 25,000 birds regularly use thefiideés adjacent to the Tagus Estuary,

and up to 10,000 do the same on Sado (N.C. \iditi. 2005); the birds feed on rice

left after the previous harvest. Despite an ingrepgreference of rice-fields, inter-tida|

feeding (especially o8crobicularia planaandNereis diversicolofN.C. Vierain litt.
2005)) and use of salt-pans remains importanteal Hyus site (Moreira 1994, R. Rufi
in litt. 1998). In extremely wet winters, a significantpodion of the birds in Portugal
feed on pasture land and stubbles, which are pafl@oded (R. Rufinan litt. 1998).

no
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Table 1. Geographical distribution of Black-tailed Godwitrihg the year (EU 25 only)

Breeding Formerly breeding (Julylgsrzgtggnber & Non breeding visitor
(date of extinction) March — Ma (October — March)
y)
* Austria - e Belgium * France
e Belgium e Denmark * Rep. Ireland
* (Czech Rep. e France * Netherlands
e Denmark « Germany . Port_ugal
e Estonia * Rep. Ireland * Spain
*  Finland * ltaly - UK
* France * Netherlands
e Germany * Portugal
* Hungary * Spain
* Rep. Ireland e UK
e ltaly
e Latvia
e Lithuania
* Netherlands
* Poland
e Slovakia
* Spain
e Sweden
e UK




Available key knowledge

In a number of tables this chapter provides a suyaiaup-to-date knowledge on the size of
breeding and wintering populations, distributiowl arends of the populations of Black-tailed
Godwit that occur in the EU. Furthermore knowledfibag statistics is shown in Table 8.
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Table 2. Breeding pairs of Black-tailed Godwitmosa I. limosa@elonging to western European population.

2 Breeding Baseline
. . = Year(s) of . .
Country Breeding pairs © th . Population population Reference
e estimate
o trend (year)
Austria 100- 160 1 1998-02 + 2 1998 BirdLife International 2004a
Belgium 1,100-1,300 1 2000-02 +1 1990 BirdLife International 2004a
Czech Rep. 10 - 20 1 2000 -2 - BirdLife International 2004a
Denmark 700 - 725 1 2000 - 02 -1 1987 BirdLife International 2004a
Estonia 500 — 1,000 2 1998 -2 - BirdLife International 2004a
Finland 40 - 60 1 1998-2002 + 2 1992 BirdLife International 2004a
France 160 - 170 1 1997 - 2000 + 1/+2 1989 BirdLife International 2004a
Germany 6,000 — 7,300 2 1995 - 1999 -2 1990 BirdLife International 2004a
Hungary 400 - 1,500 2 1995 - 2002 F - BirdLife International 2004a
ltaly 10-12 1 2000 0 - BirdLife International 2004a
Latvia 80 - 100 2 1990 - 2000 -2 - BirdLife International 2004a
Lithuania 300 - 400 1 1999 - 2001 F - BirdLife International 2004a
Netherlands 62,000 1 2004 -2 - Teunisseret al. 2005
Poland 5,000 — 6,000 1 1995 - 2000 -1 - BirdLife International 2004a
Romania 60 - 80 1 1990 - 2001 +1 - BirdLife Intgranal 2004a
Serbia &MN 20 -40 2 1990 - 2002 0 - BirdLife Imetional 2004a
Slovakia 5-40 2 1980 - 1999 -2 - BirdLife International 2004a
Spain 4-4 2 1998 - 2002 (F) - BirdLife International 2004a
Sweden 100 — 250 1 1999 - 2000 -1 - BirdLife International 2004a
UK 40— 49 1 1996 -2000 -1 - BirdLife International 2004a
Total 80,000

(76,629 — 81,211)
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Table 3. Breeding pairs of Black-tailed Godwitmosa I. limoséaelonging to eastern European population.

2 Breeding Baseline
. . = Year(s) of . .

Country Breeding pairs o : Population population Reference

S the estimate

o trend (year)
Belarus 6,000 — 8,500 1 1997- 00 0 - BirdLife Intgional 2004a
Ukraine 5,000 - 9,000 2 1990 - 2000 -2 - BirdUif&ernational 2004a
Russia 13,000 - 30,00d 1 1990 - 2000 -2 - Birdlifernational 2004a
Total 24,000 — 47,500

Table 4. Breeding pairs of Black-tailed Godwitmosa limosa islandica

Py Breeding Baseline
. . = Year(s) of . .

Country Breeding pairs © : Population population Reference

3 | the estimate

o trend (year)
Iceland 18,750 1 1999 - 2003 +1 - Gunnarsstoal. 2005a
Norway 40 -100 2 1990 - 2003 (0) - BirdLife Intational 2004a
Ireland 1-1 2 1988 - 1991 ? 1989 BirdLife International 2004a
UK (Scotland) ?
Total 19,000

Breeding population data quality:
1: reliable quantitative data, 2 incomplete quatitre data, 3 no quantitative data

Breeding population trend
- 2 Large decrease, - 1 Small decrease, + 2 lamgease, +1 small increase, 0 Stable, F Flucmatin




Table 5. Wintering population numbers of Black-tailed Goduiinosa limosan Europe

. : 2 . :
Country Wmtgrmg _populatlon = Year(_s) of the | Trendin Basellne Reference
(individuals) ij estimate numbers| population
Croatia (1,500 — 2,000) 2002 ? - BirdLife Intdromal 2004a
France 11,000-17,000 1 1999 +2 - LPO-Wetlands International 2005
(9,520%)
Ireland 10,454* 1999 +1 - Colhoun 2001
Netherlands 148* 1999 (F) - Gunnarssoml. 2005a
Portugal 22,500 — 56,000 1993 - 200% +1 - N.i@irglin litt. 2005, D. Tangein litt.
2005
Spain 11,000 - 61,000 1990 — 2001 -2 - BirdLiternational 2004a
Turkey 1,000 — 1,500 1991 - 2001 0 - BirdLifesimtational 2004a
UK 11,577* 1 1999 +2 - Gunnarssenal. 2005a
Total 70,000 - 160,000

Wintering population data quality:

1: reliable quantitative data, 2 incomplete quatitre data, 3 no quantitative data

Wintering population trend+ 2 large increase, + 1 small in crease, - Yeatecrease, - 1 Small decrease, 0 Stable, Fubtirg.

* estimated number belonging to tiséandicasubspecies
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3 Threats

This chapter gives an overview of current humaivities that are believed to have a negative
impact on the European population of Black-tailemti®it. To describe the importance of
threats to the European Black-tailed Godwit popaoitatthe following categories are used:
Critical: a factor causing or likely to caugery rapid declines(>30% over 10 years);
High: a factor causing or likely to causspid declines(20-30% over 10 years);
Medium a factor causing or likely to cause relativelgw, but significant, declines
(10-20% over 10 years);
Low: a factor causing or likely to cauliectuations;
Local a factor causing or likely to cause negligible texs;
Unknown a factor that is likely to affect the species big unknown to what extent

1. Habitat loss/degradation (human induced)
Breeding

Degradation of breeding habitat quality and halitss are considered the major cause of the
decline in the nominate form of Black-tailed Godpatpulation in Europe (Tucker & Heath
1994, BirdLife International 2004a).

Breeding sites on agricultural habitats are beirsg br degraded through drainage, reseeding,
increased use of fertilisers, earlier mowing anavession to arable land (Tucker & Heath
1994, Tucker & Evans 1997). High stocking rate dessalso lead to increased risks of
breeding failure through trampling of eggs and yw(Beintema & Muskens 1987, Thorup
1998), and this is exacerbated by the earlier migroiut of stock (e.g. at Tipperne, Thorup
1988).

Habitat loss is usually associated with the congpddtandoning of previous management
(resulting in scrub and wet woodland, Tucker & HeB94, Tucker & Evans 1997), but also
occurs through conversion of wet grassland toga]ar through increases in grass production
for silage rather than grazing (e.g. Klinner 19¥hen where changes have been less
dramatic, modification to water-levels (especiaisough drainage, reduction of winter
inundation and water table drawdown) and nutriegimes (especially through application of
organic and inorganic fertiliser) have reducedatteactiveness of such habitat. Given that the
species is ground nesting, predation is potentalbyoblem that could affect of recovery, for
example, with respect to the spread of Foxelpes vulpem the Netherlands (N. Aebischer

in litt. 1998).

In The Netherlandsurbanization and fragmentation of the remainireggland by the
construction of roads, cyclepaths etc. (under enfze of urbanization) is an important habitat
loss factor. Also loss of openness is a probleml@ads to higher predation from corvids.
Changes of permanent grassland into temporarylgrasirther deteriorate many breeding
areas. Also large-scale habitat loss by conveifsam pastures into arable land for the
growing of maize is a problem.

Several Member States have initiated managemeniti@st to improve the breeding habitat
for Black-tailed Godwit. For instance, a numbepuajjects have been carried out in southern
SwederandDenmark that focus on managing freshwater and salt meadlmwsaders,
including the Black-tailed Godwit by controllingehvater-level, grassing and mowing. In
Denmark, were 97% of the Black-tailed Godwits bree8PAs, the Black-tailed Godwit
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population was halved from 1986 to 2002 in SPA$ 1w management, while it increased by
19% during the same period in SPAs that were mah@gerup 2003). In 2005 the Danish
Ministry of Environment published a national managat plan for Black-tailed Godwit that
build on the experience from Black-tailed Godwitsmagement during several decades. This
is targeted at private landowners, local autharitied others, and includes detailed
management prescriptions for the 25 key areashieispecies based on experiences collected
over several decades of meadow management in Denmar

In The Netherlandswhere the majority of godwits breed_in intensivelgnaged grassland

agro environmental schemes have been carried patrfmst 30 years. Among these is
“Nederland-Gruttoland: Black-tailed Godwit countrgdmpaign implemented by the
Netherlands Vogelbescherming Nederland/BirdLif&@ e Netherlands, together with

farmers, volunteers and other NGOs. This is tatjatdarmers and aims at improving
breeding grounds by adjusting mowing regimes, ergat mosaic of mown and unmown
grassland and other activities. The Dutch initedivnay have slowed down the decline but has
not stopped it. A recent assessment of the effetiss of agri-environmental schemes to
protect biodiversity (including breeding Black-&dl Godwits) in intensively used Dutch
agricultural landscapes showed disappointing reskields with management agreements had
lower densities of Black-tailed Godwits (and othvders) than unmanaged fields, perhaps
because the farmers applied less fertilizer, rieguih lower plant density and therefore low
densities of soil invertebrates (Kleigh al. 2001).

Wintering

In winter and during migration, like many other stz species, the Black-tailed Godwit is
sensitive to loss and degradation of its intertidditats, in particular through land-claims,
sea-level rise and pollution (Sneit al. 1987).

In Great Britain andlireland the species is largely restricted to estuariegimer and on
migration, and the species is also especially aunated at relatively few sites making threats
more acute, but conservation measures relativaiglsr to implement.

The same applies trance andSpain where Black-tailed Godwits usually occur in large
numbers in a few very important sites. In Janu&@52more than 90% of the wintering Black-
tailed Godwits in France were located in only sesites (Deceunicln litt. 2005). This makes
them particularly vulnerable to habitat changethase areas.

In Portugal, where most godwits winter in the Tagus/Sado mediwere has been some
conversions from rice fields to pasture, other sropuncultivated fields which are believed to
have en negative impact on the wintering godwit(Nieirain litt. 2005). Also a

progressing urbanization of the area with new rdealds to loss of godwit habitat. In the
estuaries there are conversions from saltpansuacatiure ponds and land-claims for harbour
works that cause loss of winter habitat for Blaa#keid Godwits (N.C. Vieiran litt. 2005).

A future potential risk due to habitat change (esguction in prey density) due to reductions
in organic loadings to estuaries caused by thednuirtion of, or improvement to, waste-water
treatment plants. This could be of particular digance inlreland where many of the
important estuaries have currently inadequate aemage treatment. (L. Lewiislitt. 2005).
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Importance of habitat loss/degradation
» Forareas of breedingin the EU the importance of habitat loss/modifimatis set at High

» For thewinter areasin the EU the importance of habitat loss/modifimatfor the
European wintering group is set at Low/Medium

2. Harvesting
Winter

Within the EU the Black-tailed Godwit is hunted pint France. The size of the French
hunting bag is unknown. However, based on a ndtsnaey of wader hunting bags in 1998-
99 (not separating to the species level) and orermetailed, but regional studies, several
attempts at estimating the specific bag size wexédanBased on data from the 1998/99
national survey by Trolliet & Girard (2000), Griffiand Tillesse (2004) calculated that 10-
15,000 Black-tailed Godwits might be shot annuallyis figure was calculated by estimating
the proportion of Black-tailed Godwits out of th&€51200 waders shot in France during
1998/99 hunting season. This estimate has beeti@ues by LPO — BirdLife in Francen(

litt. 2005) who believe that the figure may be closé®00 to 30,000. WIHSG1996)
estimated the number of birds shot annually in égao be 20-25,000.

The calculations made by Griffin and Tillesse (208gsume equal numbers of the two godwit
species are shot. If the relative proportion ofcBiailed Godwit and Bar-tailed Godwit
wintering in — or migrating through — France afeetainto account, an estimated 6-8,000
Black-tailed Godwit were bagged annually in Fraimcthe late 1990’s, i.e. at a time when
water bird hunting was allowed from August to Feloyu Recent legislation changes in France
have lead to less hunting in August, with huntingited to some coastal areas only, and an
earlier closing of the season by end January.

Analyses of ringing recoveries from the CRBPO Dasab(Paris Museum) of 65 Black-tailed
Godwits shot in France between the 1980s and 283%study) has shown that most Black-
tailed Godwits used to be shot in February (whergihg now is closed) — see below:

Number of recoveries of Black-tailed Godwits Limosa limosa shot in France 1980s - 2004
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! Wetlands International Hunting Specialist Groupuislished data provided for Ecoscope Ltd. in the
drafting of Ecoscope (1996).
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The Black-tailed Godwits that occur in France dgtine hunting period include birds from
the west European breeding population of the nomirece (such as the Netherlands and
Germany) and the Icelandic breeding populationoffigihg to thaslandicasubspecies).

Almost all Black-tailed Godwits of the western Epegpost-breeding population migrate
through France on their way to the wintering aiea&/est Africa and the Iberian Peninsula
(Gill et al.2002). This comprises some 200,000 birds (assumbrgeding population of
80,000 pairs and 0.5 young per pair). In additioout 15,000 godwits from the Icelandic
population migrate though France to winter in PgatuSpain and Morocco (Gunnarssin
al. 2005). Thus, in total about 215,000 Black-tai&atdwits migrate through France in
autumn.

Black-tailed Godwits that winter in France (islandicg are highly concentrated in just
seven sites with > 90% of the total French popottain these sites in the winter 2005 (LPO
litt. 2005) and almost exclusively (92%) in nature landting reserves (Deceuninck 2005).
This most likely implies that only small numberswifitering birds belonging to this
population are shot in France.

Consequently, the Black-tailed Godwits bagged amEe are likely to be predominantly birds
of the western European populations shot on mignaturing autumn, now that they are not
shot anymore during return migration in Februany.aknual off-take of 6,000 — 8,000 birds
per year of the 215,000 Black-tailed Godwits thagrates through equals 2.8 — 3.7 %. To this
should be added the “cripple loss”. For waterbindthe EU this has been estimated at 25% of
the bag size (Mooij 2005). For a slow reproducipgcses, such as the Black-tailed Godwit,
this is a relatively small but still significant@itional mortality. It furthermore specifically
affects the western European population, whicliready weakened by other factors with

poor reproduction due to deteriorating breedingtaab

Although not a quarry species in Portugal, themessnall amount of illegal shooting
occurring (tens to hundreds of birds per year),thmas the Tajo valley rice fields (R. Rufino
in litt. 1998, N.C. Vieiran litt. 2005).

Breeding

These is no hunting of Black-tailed Godwits in &&d while nothing is known about the
extent of hunting on the breeding and staging aséfs®e nominate subspecies. Within
Member States, it does not occur, but the impabuaoting in Russia is unguantified and
unknown.

Importance

e The importance of hunting in the EU is set at LowfNum

3. Pollution

Recent evidence from studies of snipes (Beck & @&hh997) suggest that ingestion rates of
lead shot by some wader species may be as high@wat Anatidae, but there have been no

23



specific studies of Black-tailed Godwit to datebSethal PCB levels have been found in this
species (Dencke & Buthe 1995), but there have memeports of this species being affected
by pollution, with no Member States reporting thssa particular problem.

Importance
* Forareas of breedingn the EU the importance of pollution is set akbown.

e For thewinter areasin the EU the importance of pollution is set akbown.

4. Human disturbance
Summer

The species is generally rather sensitive to distace during the breeding season (e.g. Frikke
1991), but appears especially so to road traffstudbance (Reijneet al. 1996). It would
appear that the species is especially sensitidéstarbance on the breeding areas, and there is
a need to assess the effects of increasing distceban the breeding success of the species in
the contemporary agricultural landscape. Birds igh Hide roosts are likely to be very
susceptible to disturbance (Davidson & Rothwell3)99

Wintering/staging

The species has rarely been studied with respetistrbance, such that the effects are
largely unquantified. However, a study from Easgkam estuaries in the UK showed that the
distribution and use of prey resources by BlaclethGodwits in winter was not affected by
human disturbance (Gt al.2001b).

While wintering in rice-fields in Portugal the sjExseems to habituate to normal human
routines and allow people to come close (N.C. ittt 2005). This is in contrast to
observations from the African wintering quarterggests the species is extremely wary there
(E. Osieckin litt. 1998) and from Portugal in January 2004 (D. Ta&g€.J. Gerritserin litt.
2005). The wary behaviour observed in PortugalDid42may be related to the illegal hunting
that occurs in Portugal. Furthermore, (legal) motf SnipeGallinago gallinago Skylark
Alauda arvensignd Meadow Pipifnthuspratensisin rice-fields is allowed two-three days
per week many places which exclude the godwits fileese important feeding sites the entire
day (N.C. Vieiran litt 2005, D. Tangein litt. 2005).

Importance
» Forareas of breedingn the EU the importance of disturbance is séedium

« For thewinter areasin the EU the importance of disturbance for thedpaan wintering
group is set at Low/Medium
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4. Policies and legislation relevant for management

Table 6. International conservation and legal status oBlaek-tailed Godwit

World EU Birds Bern Bonn African-Eurasian Conv_entlon of
European SPEC o . . X . International Trade
Status' — category’ Directive Convention Convention Migratory Waterbird on Endanaered
(Criteria) 9 Annex Annex Annex Agreement 9
Species

Least Vulnerable 2 Annex II/2 Appendix I Appendix Il Column B 2¢* Not listed

Concern except islandica
population: Column A
3a°

Member States / Contracting parties obligations

Black-tailed Godwit is listed on Annex II/2 in tiiJ Birds Directive, which indicates that it canthted in all those Member States, which have ddfm
hunting season for this species (Denmark and Fyance

! BirdLife International/I[UCN Red List assessmen2005 IUCN Red List Category

2 BirdLife International (2004a)Birds in Europe: their Conservation Stat@ambridge UK: BirdLife International (BirdLife ®servation series no. 3)

3 BirdLife International (2004a)Birds in Europe: their Conservation Stat@ambridge UK: BirdLife International (BirdLife ®servation series no. 3)
SPEC 2: Species whose world populations are coratedtin Europe, but which have an unfavourableseoration status in Europe.

* Showing significant long-term decline

® Concentration onto a small number of sites atsiage of their annual cycle
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National policies, legislation and ongoing activigs

Table 7. Brief overview of management measures and r@&sbor planning processes currently underway bengfit

Black-tailed Godwit in Member States.

MEMBER TITLE CATEGORY| HUNTING | HABITAT/ OTHER ACTIONS
STATE ACTIONS SPECIES
ACTION
AT* Distelverein Ramsar Project (LIFE) I hads S
AT R h S
AT? Seewinkel National Park I hamds S
DK' Wetland restoration by state and private persons | A d, s P,s
D Financial programme to support managementlof amd
agricultural habitats
D Long lease and purchase of pasture Schleswfidj- P:hamds S
Holstein
D Eider, Treene and Sorge river systems I C:hamdgs
D Wet grassland programmes in several “LandeR/I
Northrhine-Westphalia, Lower Saxony, Bayefn
etc.
D Several Life rojects in “Lander” (eg. Lake
Dummer, Dusterdieker lowland etc.).
FI Protection of Liminganlahti Bay R I:ha I:pes
FR' Acquisition by Federation des Chasseurs de g I:hs
France
FR' Establishment of Réserve de chasses (hunting- Cg S
free areas)
FR' Shortened hunting period (Loi Lang) S
FR' Saone Valley Action Plan ham Sr
FR Designation of nature reserves, including BaieR r
de I'Aiguillon
FR Management of lie de Ré; Réserve Naturelle|de C,P,g

Moéza and R.N. d’Yves
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FR Wet meadow purchase and managementin || C&P,qg, o]

Western France, such as Marais de Rochefort,

Marais Poitevin, Marais Breton, Basses Vallées

Angevines
Tt Valli da Pesca-Aziende Faunistico Venatorie| | C:dhb C:hds

management
IT! Wetland creation/restoration by hunters C:dr ‘I@itls
IT! Wetland creation/restoration by authorities dzh
IT! Habitat improvement financed by hunting tax ‘hARls
IT! Regional laws limiting hunting 0
NL Nederland-Gruttoland (www.grutto.nl) l:am $e
NL Meadow birds nest protection amd €0
SE Reserve management measure I:had I's
SE River Helged Ramsar site hams S
UK Catchment management plans hms S
UK SSSI/ASSI management plans hamds S
UK ESA R ham
UK Integrated estuary management plans hmds pes
UK Water level management plans ham S
UK RSPB species action plan hampdsg res
UK Reserve management measures hamds Pps
Key
Category: R = restricted measure, | = integrated managepiant

Action status: C = completed, P = in progress, F = planned inréutu

Hunting actions: g = general hunting ban, b = bag limits, r = regichunting ban, s = shortened hunting period lichit to hunting days, h = limit to hunting hous=
other.

Habitat/species actionsh = habitat improvement, a = modifications to agftieral activity, m = minimisation of adverse effeof harvesting, roads, etc., p = predator
control, d = prevention of disturbance, s = sitegaard, o = other.

Other actions: r = research, p = public awareness, e = educatimipaigns, s = survey, census and monitoring, ihero

'FACE in litt. As supplied to Ecoscope (1996)
’A. Ranner, BirdLife Austria in litt.
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Table 8 Hunting statusind bag statistics of Black-tailed Godwitmosa limosan the EU

Key: P = protected; H = species is huntable ane sgason declared; NH = species is huntable, botinbng season is established; L = species peatect

but may nevertheless be killed with government @atsghtion (licence) under conditions defined byioral legislation.

Status in Annual Reference Highest
national Year of Huntin National Regional Annual bag size | Statutory res %nsible
Country protection 9 open seasof 9 (annually) Bag be
Red Data Status open seasof . national
status Statistics .
Book authority
Denmark Not listed 1982 P ) ) ) yes Ministry of
Environment
28 August - 7 August - Griffin & Tillesse2004 o
31 January 10-15,000 riffin & Tillesse National de la|
France - - H 31 January (2004/2005 20,000-30,000 no LPO Chasse et de
(2004/2005 6,000-8,000 This study la Faune
season) | Season) Sauvage
Total 6-8,000

! Domaine Public Matitime and Gironde Estuary (FAGHtt. 2005)
% See Chapter 3 Threats — harvest for a discussithe digures.
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5. Framework for Action

Priority statement/evaluation

The Black-tailed Godwit is a locally common but lildag wader species throughout much of
its range. In Europe the highest numbers are fautite western part, with key populations in
the Netherlands and Germany, while the specie®is midespread in eastern Europe. After a
period of expansion during the®6entury as the species extended its range anaf sseni-
natural habitats, for the last few decades it lgstshowing range contraction and major
declines in key breeding areas.

Presently the breeding population in the Europeami@unity numbers.80,000 pairs, which
is 33-46% of the global population. Due to the éadgcline (> 30%) the species underwent
during 1990-2000 it is now classified as Vulnerahl&urope by BirdLife International
(20044a).

The main causes for the declines in the EU aredi to be loss and degradation of breeding
habitat. Where the Black-tailed Godwits breed imiseatural meadows, the main problems
are associated with too low water-table and ovevtrdecause of no or to little
grazing/mowing. Where the godwits breed in intealsivnanaged grassland, such as in the
Netherlands, the main causes of the decline arevieel to be drainage, reseeding, increased
use of fertilisers, earlier mowing and conversiomtable land.

During migration and in winter in Europe the spsagelargely restricted to rice-fields and
estuaries and is often concentrated at few sitéstherefore very sensitive to habitat loss,
degradation and pollution and the effects of disdnce in these sites.

France is currently the only Member State, whichmpis hunting of the Black-tailed Godwit.
The size of the annual bag is estimated to be @8)rds. To this should be added about 25%
to compensate for birds crippled by hunters. Falow reproducing species, such as the
Black-tailed Godwit, this is a relatively small itll significant additional mortality. It
furthermore specifically affects the western Euasppopulation, which is already weakened
due to deteriorating breeding habitat and a lovedhreg success.

Effective management of important breeding sitestHe Black-tailed Godwit, better
protection and reduced disturbance of sites udilthgring migration and in winter assisted by
a temporary hunting ban should lead to the recoettlge population in the EU. During this
period efforts should also be made to collect nepupation dynamic information from key
breeding areas to assess at what level futurertuintithe EU might be sustainable.
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Purpose of the action plan

Recognising that the Black-tailed Godwit has anadvotirable Conservation Status in EU and
Europe due to a large/moderate continuing declieddng-term objectivg10 years) of this
planis:

To restore the Black-tailed Godwit to a favourataservation status in the EU

This plan aims to address the most urgent issuesltohe decline of the Black-tailed Godwit
population in the EU but at the same time to retsthie activities to be carried out to a realistic
level. Thus, the short-terobjectives outlined in the plan will focus on:

« Improved management and protection of breedingnantéring sites

e Atemporary hunting ban in the EU

e Collect pf up to date information on hunting in t8g (France)

e Collection of more robust data on breeding ecolagy staging and wintering population
numbers and a better understanding of the popalatiits that occur in Europe

The plan applies for a three years period afteciitishould be evaluated and reviewed. This
should include an assessment of the results achweng the first three years. During this
process new short-term objectives for the nextiBtaded Godwit EU Management Plan
should also be identified that most effectivelyl\ghd to the recovery of the European Black-
tailed Godwit population and the achievement ofltimg-term objective to restore the Black-
tailed Godwit to favourable conservation status.

Results for the period 2007-2009

This section outlines the Results to be achievethduhe first 3-year period of Black-tailed
Godwit management within the EU. The Results oetlibelow (and the corresponding
Activities in Chapter 6) are targeted at the auitlesr responsible for the implementation of
the provisions of the Birds Directive in the MemIStates. In the Logical Framework
Analyses (LFA) table on page 37, the Results watliesponding Activities, verifiable
indicators, means of verification and assumptiaessammarised.

Policy and legislative actions
Article 7 (4) of the Birds Directive requires thainting practice comply with the principles of

wise use and ecologically balanced control of ffeces of birds concerned. The western
European population of Black-tailed Godwit has gartusly declined in breeding hnumbers in

! The EU Habitats Directive (92/43/EEC) states thapecies’s conservation status will be taken as
Favourable when:
« Population dynamics data on the species concenaichie that it is maintaining itself on a
long-term basis as a viable component of its nhhahitats; and
e The natural range of the species is neither beidgaed nor is likely to be reduced for the
foreseeable future; and
« There is, and will probably continue to be, a suéfitly large habitat to maintain its population
on a long-term basis.
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all Member States with major populations. Althowggiod data on the number of Black-tailed
Godwits shot in the EU is lacking, the availabléreates suggest that the present hunting is
causing significant additionally mortality to tipspulation. Recent change in the French
hunting season implies that the present huntimgvs causing less additional mortality to the
population than in previous years. However, anytingrof such a weakened population with
a low breeding success will further hinder its reg and cannot be considered wise-use or
sustainable. For that reason hunting of the Bladkd Godwit should be temporary closed in
all Member States — initially for a five year petio

Results of the implementation of this ManagemeahRhould therefore be that by 2009:

1. A temporary hunting ban in the EU (minimum fixgars) has significantly assisted
the recovery of the EU breeding population.

Management of breeding populations

Degradation of breeding habitat quality and halitss are considered the major cause of the
decline in the nominate form of Black-tailed Godpatpulation in Europe.

Experience from several Member States has docuchémae management of the semi-natural
grasslandsupporting breeding Black-tailed Godwits is vi@imaintain the populations. The
detrimental factors are usually well known andue: (i) increased fertilisation of wet
grasslands, (i) earlier and more frequent mowihgrassland, (iii) conversion of grazing
meadows to hay meadows and tillage, (iv) drainegger table regression, loss of winter
flooding, and (v) increases in stock density antlesecommencement of grazing.

The provision of reserves and appropriate manageafehese habitats have demonstrated
that changes to current agricultural practice waalore breeding distribution and abundance
throughout much of the range if this could be aatkethrough appropriate action. Sites
supporting internationally important numbers ofduatieg Black-tailed Godwits should
therefore be identified and designated as Speoia&ion Areas (SPAs) under the Birds
Directive

While site safeguard measures can be put in pladeriexisting environmental law using EU
(e.g. Birds Directive and Habitats Directive) aradrebstic legislative frameworks, a large part
of the breeding population of this species assediaiith intensively management grassland
(in particular in The Netherlands) will inevitallg outside protected areas. The ability of the
management plans to meet targets and objectivdésrabe recovery of the populations will
therefore very much depend on the developmentrapttmentation of more effective agri-
environmental schemes.

Annex | summarises the changes in habitat, whicle haen considered responsible of
declines in breeding Black-tailed Godwit populasioAlthough not an exhaustive list, this
gives some overview of the types of processesdrathicultural landscape responsible for
such declines. The hydrological and grazing manageétechniques required to maximise
Black-tailed Godwit breeding densities and suceessvell demonstrated in the literature.
Management of the intensively managed grasslatiteiilNetherlands needs further studies,
which among other things should include a broadsessment of the landscape.
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Results of the implementation of this ManagemeahRhould therefore be that by 2009:

2. The use of more effective agri-environmentaksobs is promoted to encourage
sympathetic management of agricultural areas stipgdsreeding Black-tailed
Godwit, especially that allow for compensationasd of income.

3 Breeding sites in natural and semi-natural apéagternational importance for Black-
tailed Godwit within the EU are identified and dpgmted SPAs.

4, Management Plans are prepared and implemeniati@ted for sites of importance
for breeding Black-tailed Godwit, to ensure nolfiertloss of Black-tailed Godwit
numbers and distribution and to increase reprodeisiccess and colonising ability.

Management of staging and wintering populations

During migration through Europe, Black-tailed Gotdwnake use of a number of specific
stop-over sites for feeding and resting. In regeatrs considerable numbers have also
wintered in the EU with the highest numbers ocogrin Ireland, UK, France, Portugal and
Spain.

Results of the implementation of this ManagemeatRhould thus also be that by 2009:

5. All staging and wintering areas of internatiomabortance for Black-tailed Godwits
within the EU are identified and designated SPAsdch Member State with staging
and wintering Black-tailed Godwits several SPAdwib-hunting and disturbance-
free areas are provided for that cover at least 8D8te national wintering or staging
population.

6. Management Plans are prepared and implemeniati@ted for designated sites
(SPAs) of importance for staging and wintering Bki&iled Godwit.

7. Specific conservation measures and wise-uspraneoted in the main wetland types
supporting staging and wintering Black-tailed Gadfive. coastal natural wetlands;
rice fields in Spain, France and Portugal; anddexbgrasslands) to maintain range
and ensure no net loss of Black-tailed Godwit numbad distribution.

International co-operation

Regular, co-coordinated surveys provide vital detdhe population size and trends and
identify key breeding, staging and wintering arestigp-over sites in Spain and Portugal are
believed to have an increasing importance for bivtiéering in Africa, as wetlands in
Morocco continue to be degraded. Such informasaiso essential to monitor the effects of
the management prescriptions of this plan. Resulieoimplementation of this Management
Plan should thus be that by 2009:

8. Up to date estimates of the breeding populatsores trends and key demographic
parameters from all important sites in the EU asglenavailable.
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9. Annual mid-winter census of all areas of intéioraal importance for wintering Black-
tailed Godwits within the EU are carried out ag pathe International Waterbird
Census with the support of the authorities resppd@sor the implementation of the
provisions of the Birds Directive in each Membeait8t and similar schemes in key
countries outside the EU (e.g. Morocco, tropicaii@...) are supported.

Research and monitoring

There are still gaps in our understanding of theutetion groups of Black-tailed Godwit
staging and wintering in Europe. In particular,czwlmarking of Black-tailed Godwits to
identify migration routes and breeding provenamscesisential to provide a basis for informed
decision-making when considering management optiéxisting ringing/recovery data
provide information that can be used to betterrdditee the status of population units within
the Western Palearctic, specifically within the Eldmber States. The results of these
analyses could be disseminated to guide natioteapsdtection and the objective of future
collaborative ringing schemes.

There is also a need for further studies of théogyoof the Black-tailed Godwit in order to
better focus management actions in breeding, gagid wintering areas.

Results of the implementation of this ManagemeanRhould thus be that by 2009:

10. National ringing activities on breeding, stagand wintering areas, with a
reinforcement of colour-marking; literature revieaiming at drawing lessons from
other populations declining worldwide (e.g. Ausagland analyses of existing
ringing data to identify population units, interiacis between these units (e.g. in
France in winter), and annual estimates of BladkdaGodwit mortality, are
supported by national authorities in all Membert&tavith important breeding,
staging or wintering numbers of Black-tailed Godwit

11. Further ecological research into issues sugh)aechnically and socially feasible
management prescriptions for Black-tailed Godwrtebing outside protected areas,
(2) the link between rice-fields and roosting sitetberia, (3) the existence of any
EU-funded scheme (e.g. forestry) currently affertime species, (4) food availability
in staging and wintering areas as compared to gmabrequirements, (5) the relative
percentage of decline in breeding numbers thabeaattributed to the conversion of
grasslands to cereal fields.the intensification of grassland management, &hthe
development of a general model of the species digsaincluding the impact of
habitat changes, hunting pressure, changes inaAétic., is supported by national
authorities in all Member States with importantdatiag, staging or wintering
numbers of Black-tailed Godwit.
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6. Activities

In the following two tables are listed the Restdtde achieved by the end of 2009 for breedingsdaging/wintering Black-tailed Godwit, respectiviehjth
the corresponding activities to be carried outh®yrelevant Member States.

Table 9. Prioritised result and actions with time scale & EU Member States with breeding populat@frBlack-tailed Godwifthe scale for Priority and

Time Scale is given on page 38/39).

Result Priority National activities Time scale Means of verification
Breeding sites with natural and semi- Identify and designate as SPAs all breedipg
natural habitats of international sites in natural and semi-natural habitats pf All breeding sites of international
importance for Black-tailed Godwit are]  High international importance for Black-tailed Short importance in natural and semi-natyral
identified and designated SPAs. Godwit in the EU. areas within the EU are SPAs
The use of more effective agri- Promote the use effectiveagro-
environment schemes is promoted to High environmental schemes to encourage Short Publication/web-site of relevant
encourage sympathetic management ¢f sympathetic management of agricultural national authority in Member States
agricultural areas supporting breeding areas supporting breeding Black-tailed and report to Ornis Committee by
Black-tailed Godwit. Godwit to maintain range and abundance national delegate.
Management Plans are prepared and Prepare Management Plans and initiate
implementation initiated for designated implementation for designated sites (SPAg) Publication/web-site of relevant
sites (SPAs) of importance for breeding High | of importance for breeding Black-tailed Short | national authority in Member States
Black-tailed Godwit to ensure no furthgr Godwit to ensure no further loss of Black- and report to Ornis Committee by
loss of Black-tailed Godwit numbers and tailed Godwit numbers and distribution and national delegate.
distribution and to increase reproductiye to increase reproductive success and

success and colonising ability.

colonising ability.
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Up to date estimates of the breeding

Support regular censuses of all sites with

Publication/web-site of relevant

populations size, trends and key Medium |large breeding populations of Black-tailed| Medium | national authority in Member States
demographic parameters from all Godwit. and report to Ornis Committee by
important sites in the EU are made national delegate.

available.

National ringing activities on breeding, Support ringing activities on breeding,

staging and wintering areas, with a _ staging and wintering areas and analyseg of _ Papers and/or reports produced
reinforcement of colour-marking; Medium | existing ringing data to identify population| Medium | gocumenting new information.
literature reviews aiming at drawing units and provide annual estimates of Blagk-

lessons from other populations declinil
worldwide (e.g. Australia); and analyse
of existing ringing data to identify

population units, interactions between

these units (e.g. in France in winter), and

annual estimates of Black-tailed Godw|
mortality, are supported by national
authorities in all Member States with
important breeding, staging or winterin
numbers of Black-tailed Godwit

tailed Godwit mortality.
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Table 10. Actions inall countries in the EU with staging and/or wintagi populationof Black-tailed Godwit (the scale for Priority afidme Scale is given

on page 38/39).

Result Priority National activities Time scale Means of verification
A temporary hunting ban in the EU Ensure that hunting seasons are temporarily
(minimum five years) has significantly closed in all Member States (minimum five Publication/web-site of relevant
assisted the recovery of the EU High years) to assist the EU breeding populatign!mmediate | national authority in Member State
breeding population. to recover. and report to Commission by nation

Ornis Committee delegate

All staging and wintering areas of
international importance for Black- Identify and designate as SPAs all staging All staging and wintering sites in the
tailed Godwits within the EU are and wintering areas of international EU, which support more than 1% of
identified and designated SPAs. In High importance for Black-tailed Godwit within Short the relevant Black-tailed Godwit
each Member State with staging and the EU. population according to latest list
wintering Black-tailed Godwits severgl published by Wetlands International
SPAs with no-hunting and disturbance- are designated as SPAs.
free areas are provided for that cover at
least 50% of the national wintering of
staging population.
Management Plans are prepared and Prepare Management Plans and initiate Publication/web-site of relevant
implementation is initiated for Medium |implementation for designated SPAs of Medium | national authority in Member State

designated sites (SPAs) of importan
for staging and wintering (all Membe)
States with staging and wintering

ce
r

Black-tailed Godwit).

importance for staging and/or wintering
Black-tailed godwit.

and report to Commission by nation
Ornis Committee delegate.
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Specific conservation measures and
wise-use are promoted in the main
wetland types supporting staging an
wintering Black-tailed Godwit (i.e.
coastal natural wetlands; rice fields i
Spain, France and Portugal; and
flooded grasslands) to maintain rang
and ensure no net loss of Black-taile
Godwit numbers and distribution.

4 Medium

[o3N¢))

Promote conservation and wise-use in

wetlands supporting staging and wintering

Black-tailed Godwit (other than SPAS) to

maintain range and to ensure no net loss [of

Black-tailed Godwit numbers and
distribution.

Medium

Publication/web-site of relevant

national authority in Member State
and report to Commission by nationgal
Ornis Committee delegate.

Annual mid-winter census of all area

[72)

Support annual mid-winter census of all

Data for annual Black-tailed Godwit

of international importance for Medium | areas of international importance for Short | mid-winter counts from all sites of
wintering Black-tailed Godwit within wintering Black-tailed Godwit within the international importance in Member
the EU is carried out. EU. States are present in IWC database|.
National ringing activities on breeding,

staging and wintering areas, with a Support ringing activities on breeding, Papers and/or reports produced
reinforcement of colour-marking; Medium | staging and wintering areas and analyseq ofMedium | documenting new information.
literature reviews aiming at drawing existing ringing data to identify population

lessons from other populations units and provide annual estimates of Blagk-

declining worldwide (e.g. Australia); tailed Godwit mortality.

and analyses of existing ringing datq to

identify population units, interactions

between these units (e.g. in France in

winter), and annual estimates of Bla¢k-

tailed Godwit mortality, are supporte
by national authorities in all Member

L

States with important breeding, staging

or wintering numbers of Black-tailed
Godwit.
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Further ecological research into issu
such as (1) technically and socially
feasible management prescriptions f
Black-tailed Godwits breeding outsid
protected areas, (2) the link betweer|
rice-fields and roosting sites in Iberig
(3) the existence of any EU-funded
scheme (e.g. forestry) currently
affecting the species, (4) food
availability in staging and wintering
areas as compared to ecological
requirements, (5) the relative
percentage of decline in breeding
numbers that can be attributed to the
conversion of grasslands to cereal
fieldsvs.the intensification of
grassland management, and (6) the
development of a general model of t
species dynamics, including the imp
of habitat changes, hunting pressure
changes in Africa etc., is supported |
national authorities in all Member

es
Medium

or

e

States with important breeding, staging

or wintering numbers of Black-tailed

Godwit.

Support research on Black-tailed Godwit
breeding ecology including ringing of bird
and action taken to ensure reporting of
ringing recoveries.

"2}

Medium

Papers and/or reports produced
documenting new information.
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ThePriority of each Result is given, according to the follogvetale:
- Essentialan action that is needed to prevent a large medti the population, which could lead to speciesubbspecies extinction.
e High: an action that is needed to prevent a declimaare than 20% of the population in 20 years or less
« Medium an action that is needed to prevent a declidessfthan 20% of the population in 20 years or less
« Low: an action that is needed to prevent local pofmuriateclines or which is likely to have only a shialpact on the population across the range.

The Time scalesattached to each Activity use the following ciier
* Immediate completed within the next year.
e Short completed within the next 1-3 years
e Medium completed within the next 1 — 5 years.
e Long completed within the next 1 — 10 years
e Ongoing an action that is currently being implemented amslfd continue.
e Completedan action that was completed during the prepanaif the Action Plan.



Table 11. Summary of objectives/results and activities of Bheck-tailed Godwit Management Plan 2007-2009.

DESCRIPTION

Purpose:
To restore the Black-tailed Godwit to a Favourable
Conservation Status in Europe

Results 2007-2009:

1. Hunting season is temporary closed for Blacledhi
Godwit in all Member States (minimum five years).

2. The use of effective agri-environment schemes is
promoted to encourage sympathetic management of
agricultural areas that supports breeding Bladkdai
Godwit.

3. Breeding areas in natural and semi-natural atsoitf
international importance for Black-tailed Godwitthin the
EU are identified and designated SPAs.

4. Management Plans are prepared and implementatior
initiated for designated sites (SPAs) of importaface
breeding Black-tailed Godwit to ensure no furttees| of
Black-tailed Godwit numbers and distribution and to
increase reproductive success and colonising yabilit

5. All staging and wintering areas of international
importance for Black-tailed Godwit within the EUear
identified and designated SPAs.

VERIFIABLE INDICATORS

The European Black-tailed Godwit population is oest.

1. National hunting legislations

2. Numbers of breeding Black-tailed Godwit in
agricultural areas increased due to management.

3. The breeding population of Black-tailed Godwit i
natural and semi-natural habitats is found maingyde
SPAs.

4. Management Plans are being implemented for Black
tailed Godwit breeding habitats in all SPAs impottr
this species.

5. All staging and wintering sites, which regulaslypport
more than 1% of the relevant Black-tailed Godwit
population are designated as SPAs.

MEANS OF VERIFICATION

The European Threat Status classification of Black
tailed Godwit.

1. Publication/web-site with official hunting seaso
in relevant Member States and report to ORNIS
Committee by national delegate.

2. Publication/web-site of relevant national auityor
in Member States and report to ORNIS Committee
national delegate.

3. Publication/web-site of relevant national auityor
in Member States and report to ORNIS Committee
national delegate.

4. Plans are published and implementation repame
web-site of relevant national authority in Member
States.

5. All staging and wintering sites in the EU which

support more than 1% of the relevant Black-tailed
Godwit population according to latest list publighe
by Wetlands International are designated as SPA.

ASSUMPTIONS

Black-tailed Godwit Action
Plan approved and
supported by EU and
Member States.

Member States have
adequate resources and
commitment to take
responsibility for Black-
tailed Godwit management
in accordance with the
Birds Directives
obligations.
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6. Management Plans are prepared and implementatior 6. Management Plans are being implemented in #sSP 6. Publication/web-site of relevant national auities

initiated for designated sites (SPAs) of importafoce
staging and wintering.

7. Conservation and wise-use is promoted in wefland
supporting staging and wintering Black-tailed Gadwi

(other than SPAs) to maintain range and to ensureeh
loss of Black-tailed Godwit numbers and distribotio

8. Up to date estimates of the breeding populativesd
and key demographic parameters at all importaes $it
the EU are available.

9. Annual mid-winter census of all areas of internadio
importance for wintering Black-tailed Godwit withthe
EU are carried out.

10. National ringing activities on breeding, stapand
wintering areas and analyses of existing ringintg da
identify population units and provide annual estesaof
Black-tailed Godwit mortality, is supported by roatal
authorities in all Member States with importantdatieg,
staging or wintering numbers of Black-tailed Godwit

11. Member States support research that providesoied

knowledge about the ecology of the Black-tailed Wibch
the EU.

with staging and/or wintering populations of intational
importance for Black-tailed Godwit.

7. Management recommendations developed and
implemented for Black-tailed Godwit breeding hatsita
Member States with important populations.

8. Recent breeding population estimates availabla &ll
important sites in the EU.

9. Annual mid-winter counts from all sites, whiakpport
more than 1% of the relevant Black-tailed Godwit
publication submitted to the International Watedbir
Census (IWC) database managed by Wetlands Int.

10. New information on Black-tailed Godwit popudati
units and mortality within the western Palearctid a
specifically within the EU Member States is avaidab

11. Research that provides improved knowledge about

ecology is initiated in Member States.

in Member States and report to Ornis Committee b
national delegate.

7. Publications produced and distributed to private
landowners, local authorities and others.

8. Publication/web-site of relevant national auities
in Member States and report to Ornis Committee b
national delegate.

9. Data for annual Black-tailed Godwit mid-winter
counts from all sites of int. importance in member
States are present in IWC database.

10. Papers and/or reports produced documenting r

information.

11. Papers and/or reports produced documenting r
information.
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Annex |

Overview of threats to breeding Black-tailed Godwih terms of the types of habitat changes
and the Member States where these changes havédeedfied as a problem, with literature
sources where appropriate.

Habitat Threat Habitat change Country Source
type
Wet grazed | Conversion to Modification Germany Klinner (1991)
grassland improved grassland Belgium Devoset al. (1991)
(more fertiliser and Denmark Frikke (1991);Thorup (1998
pesticide NL Beintema (1995)
application) UK RSPB in litt. (1998)
Wet grazed | Earlier and more Modification Germany Pfeifer & Brandl (1991)
grassland frequent mowing Belgium Devos et al. (1991)
NL Beintema (1995)
Wet grazed | Conversion to Loss/fragmentation | Germany Klinner (1991)
grassland tillage Belgium Devos et al. (1991)
Denmark Frikke (1991)
NL Beintema (1995)
UK RSPB in litt. (1998)
Wet grazed | Abandonment Loss/fragmentation | Germany Klinner (1991)
grassland Denmark Thorup (1998)
Wet grazed | Increasing stock Modification Denmark Thorup (1998)
grassland density, NL Beintema (1995)
increasingly early UK RSPBiIn litt. (1998)
start to grazing
Wet grazed | Drainage, general | Modification Germany Klinner (1991)
grassland water table Belgium Devoset al. (1991)
reduction, loss of Denmark Frikke (1991)
winter NL Beintema (1995)
flooding UK RSPB in litt. (1998)
Wet grazed | Increased fertiliser | Modification Germany Klinner (1991)
grassland and pesticide Belgium Devoset al. (1991)
application NL Beintema (1995)
UK RSPB in litt. (1998)
Wet grazed | Increased human | Modification Denmark Frikke (1991)
grassland disturbance UK RSPBiIn litt. (1998)
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