Conservation of the Carpathian lynx (Lynx lynx) in
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Updates on developing the Carpathian Lynx Strategy
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Carpathian Mountains: 209,256 km? — RO 50%, SK 17%, PL 10%, UA 10%, CZ 5%,
HU 4%, RS 3%.

Estimated lynx population: 2,687 across 168,800 km? (141,500 km? permanent,
24,900 km? sporadic, 2,400 km? unknown; Kaczensky et al. 2024).

Distribution of Eurasian lynx Lynx lynx
on continental Europe 2012-2016
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Initial assessments of the Carpathian lynx population:
1. Recent Distribution of Lynx in Europe (Kratochvil et al. 1968);

2. Action Plan for the conservation of the Eurasian Lynx (Lynx lynx) in Europe
(Breitenmoser et al. 2000);

3. Status and conservation of the Eurasian lynx (Lynx lynx) in Europe in 2001 (von
Arx et al. 2004).
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Recent assessments of the Carpathian lynx population:

1. Conservation needs of the Carpathian lynx population (Kubala et al. 2021);
2. The Status of the Lynx Population in the Carpathians (Kubala et al. 2023).
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The Status of the Lynx Population in the Carpathians
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The Carpathian Mountains are generally considered to encompass 2 large and vital lymx
population, but untl recently, no scientific data supported this assumption. Alfhough the lymx
is fully protected by law in all Carpathian courlries, #s conservation and managemrt have
Jong besn based soiely on expert opinions. The lack of relevant data subsequently leads to
miskeading information when describing and reparting the status and trend of lynx en a
regianal, national, and intemational level. This lack formed the basis for confiicts
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Human-dominated landscapes represent the Carpathians, and further development of traffic
infrastructure is a high priority in all Carpathian countries. Therefors, this anthropogenically
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In order to mitigate and solve these conservation challenges, the responsible national and
international authorities, together with lym experts and interest groups, shauld follow the
Bomn Lynx Expert Group (2010} recommendations and harmonize the robust systematic
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Management

Conservation / Action /
Management plan status

Conservation / Action /
Management plan status

Conservation / Action /
Management plan status

Country Legal status 2011 2019 2023
Romania fully protected none none none
Slovakia fully protected none Managementplan? Managementplan?
Poland fully protected none none none
Ukraine fully protected none none ManagementplanA
Czechia fully protected none none none, in preparation
Management plan ended no concrete plan, revision
Hungary fully protected in 2011 is planned none
Serbia fully protected none Managementplan® Managementplan®
Bulgaria fully protected none none none

A Implementation of the ongoing plan

B Available but not implemented



Main threats to the Carpathian lynx population:

1. lllegal killings (poaching);

2. Declining habitat quality and connectivity, driven by expanding transport
networks and rising human-caused mortality.

Kubala et al. (2020)
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Key Conservation Priorities:
Foster cross-border collaboration among all Carpathian-range countries;

2. Establish a harmonized, systematic monitoring framework for lynx populations;
3. Implement education and prevention programs to prevent illegal killings;
4. Ensure all future development projects undergo rigorous planning to minimize

impact on lynx habitats (e.g., through EIA);

5. Develop and adopt a comprehensive Carpathian-wide conservation and
management strategy, supported by national action plans.




The Pan-Carpathian Conservation and Management Strategy, led by the IUCN SSC
Cat Specialist Group and the Carpathian Convention Secretariat, will be developed
by late summer 2025 with support from Range States and international partners,
and adopted by consensus at the COP.
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Preparatory Steps:

IUCN Red List and Green Status of Species assessments for Lynx I. carpathicus input
information for the development of the Strategy

1. The IUCN Red List assessment is in preparation and scheduled for completion in
May/June 2025;

2. The IUCN Green List assessment is currently underway and expected to be
finalized by May/June 2025;

RED LIST ASSESSMENT

Questionnaire

Please take info account that you may not have 1o fill in all parts of the questionnaire. Especially parts
writlen in gray may not have to be filled in. Depending on the available information and apu\led 1UCN
Category and Critera, the required suppnmng information changes (see ILGN

i -18). However, please prc‘,de as much
s as tms is also important for future assessments

Scientific and common names
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IUCN Green Status of Species Assessment Workbook [Version 1.0}
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| Ly e s3p- Garpathicus — StRlRRnR, 1963 |

Synonymis (if there has been = tsxonomic change in the lest 5 years o i widely used)

English Comman Name (if knawn):

Carpathian lynx (English) . torrma

Other Commen Names (if known and state langusge): T )
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Taxonomy

Motz that the IUCN Red List does not record sub-families, sub-orders. efc. Only the taxanaomic levels requested
below should be provided.

Kingdom Phylum Class




Approach for the development of a draft Strategy:

1. Development of DRAFT Strategy through an Expert Group and RS Representatives
in several online meetings, facilitated by IUCN SSC Cat Specialist Group and CC
Secretariat/WG Biodiversity;

2. Submission of the DRAFT Strategy to the Conventions on behalf of the Range
States;

3. Review, revision, endorsement.

All range countries, regional conservation organizations, and scientific institutions
will collaborate to develop a conservation strategy, in line with the IUCN Guidelines
for Strategic Planning of Species Conservation, to guide the establishment and
implementation of national action plans.

This range-wide effort will be coordinated under the auspices of the Carpathian and
Bern Conventions.
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Carpathian Lynx Strategy Development — outline agenda for online worshops
Tentative schedule:

1. Three online workshops @ 4 hours + 1 spare date for round-up or review
2. Physical meeting with Range States to discuss after finalising “First Draft”

Tentative agenda:
Waorkshop 1, DATE, TIME

Introduction and background (Urs Breitenmoser, 10 min)
Carpathian lynx status: Red List Aszeszsment, Green Status of Species Aszessment (Jakub
Kubala, Tabea Lanz, Elliot Carlton)

3. Strategic planning (ZOPP, LogFrame) and workshop process (Johanna Mattenklodt)
Development of Vision and Geal (Plenary, moderated)

5. Development of problem thee (threat analysis; Plenary, moderated)

Workshop 2, DATE, TIME

Review of Problem Tree, discussion and definition of Themes (Plenary, moderated)
Definition of Objectives {Working Groups, Plenary, moderated)

Introduction to the definition of Results and 5.M_A.R.T. (Johanna Mattenklodt)
Definition of Results (Working Groups, Plenary, moderated)

wemem

Workshop 3, DATE, TIME

10. Definition of Results cont. (Plenary, moderated)

11. Introduction to LogFrame parameters and table (Johanna Mattenklodt)
12. Definition of Activities (Plenary, moderated)

13. Presentaticn and discussion of Activities

Workshop 4, DATE, TIME

14. Spare date to finalise planning if not finished
15. Possibly used to review and refined “preliminary draft strategy”

Follow-up:

& “First Draft” to be submitted to the UMEP — Range States and Conventions
* To be commented, discussed and refined in a physical meeting organised by UNEP in
cooperation with CMS and BeCaon



Thank you for your attention, support and cooperation!
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