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Introduction  

In accordance with Article V.1(c) of the Agreement on the Conservation of African-Eurasian 

Migratory Waterbirds (AEWA), each Party shall prepare to each ordinary session of the Meeting of 

the Parties (MOP) a National Report on its implementation of the Agreement and submit that report to 

the Agreement Secretariat not later than 120 days before the session of the MOP. Therefore the 

deadline for submission of National Reports to the 5
th
 Session of the Meeting of the Parties (MOP5) 

was 14 January 2012. 

The format for reports for the period 2009-2011 was approved at the 4
th
 Session of the Meeting of the 

Parties (15-19 September 2008, Antananarivo, Madagascar) by Resolution 4.7. Further amendments 

were endorsed by the Standing Committee in August 2011 in accordance with operative paragraph 11 

of Resolution 4.7. This format has been constructed following the AEWA Action Plan, the AEWA 

Strategic Plan 2009-2017 and Resolutions of the MOP. 

The AEWA National Reports 2009-2011 were compiled and submitted through the CMS Family 

Online Reporting System (ORS), which is an online reporting tool for the whole CMS Family. 

However, AEWA was the first of the CMS-related treaties to use the ORS for its reporting to MOP5. 

The CMS Family ORS was developed in 2010-2011 by the UNEP-World Conservation Monitoring 

Centre (UNEP-WCMC) in close collaboration with, and under the guidance of, the UNEP/AEWA 

Secretariat. 

The reporting cycle to MOP5 was launched by the Secretariat in early July 2011 and access 

credentials to the ORS were provided to the Parties as of mid-October. Meanwhile, the Secretariat had 

pre-filled the National Reports of most Parties as much as possible on the basis of National Reports 

submitted to previous MOPs. The Parties had the task of verifying the pre-filled data and finalising 

their reports. Upon receipt of each National Report, the Secretariat performed a check for 

completeness and sent back a detailed request for additional information to be provided. Once re-

submitted, the National Reports were considered as being final.  

The majority of Parties submitted their reports after the deadline and the Secretariat continued 

accepting late submissions until six weeks later, i.e. by 23 February 2012. After this date, all 

submitted reports were analysed. By the cut-off date of 23 February, 43 National Reports or 69% of 

the due reports were submitted through the ORS. This is the highest submission rate achieved to date. 

One report was submitted after the cut-off date, increasing the overall submission rate to 71%; 

however, the information from this report was not included in the analysis. 



 

The analysis of national reports for the triennium 2009-2011 was commissioned by the Secretariat to 

UNEP-WCMC in accordance with a detailed analysis matrix developed by the Secretariat and 

reviewed and approved by the Technical Committee. The draft of the analysis was reviewed and 

commented by the Secretariat and the Technical Committee. Results of this analysis were used in the 

compilation of the Report on the implementation of the AEWA Strategic Plan 2009-2017 (document 

AEWA/MOP 5.11). 

 

 

Action requested from the Meeting of the Parties 

 

The Meeting of the Parties is invited to note the Analysis of National Reports for the Triennium 2009-

2011 and take its conclusions and recommendations into account in the decision-making process. 
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Executive Summary 

The analysis of National Reports summarises the information provided by Parties to the African-

Eurasian Waterbird Agreement (AEWA) on their implementation of the Agreement over the 

triennium 2009-2011. The analysis highlights progress on the Strategic Plan targets and identifies 

priority areas where more effort and focus is needed. 

National Reports were submitted using the new Online Reporting System (ORS), developed by 

UNEP-WCMC in close cooperation with the UNEP/AEWA Secretariat. Automated data capture has 

facilitated the production of a detailed and graphically-illustrated report; development of an analytical 

module would further automate this process in future. The 71% submission rate (44 out of 62 due 

reports) is the highest to date, in line with the increase seen each triennium since MOP2. Forty-three 

reports were submitted in the required format by the extended deadline (23 February 2012) and have 

therefore been included in this analysis.  

The analysis indicates that progress is being made towards the implementation of a number of 

Strategic Plan targets and associated indicators, but that more work is needed in some areas. Three 

targets were fully achieved and an additional seven targets were partially fulfilled, indicating that 

Parties are actively taking action to safeguard waterbirds in line with the requirements of the 

Agreement.  

However, three of the targets still require considerable work and progress towards the overall Goal of 

the Strategic Plan was limited, with localised extinctions recorded at the national level. These four 

areas of workðreducing extinctions and improving conservation status, legal protection for Column 

A species, Single Species Action Plans and implementation of the AEWA Communication Strategyð

should be considered priority areas for future action on the basis of the level of fulfilment of the 

targets. A number of additional priority recommendations have been identified for the consideration 

of the Parties to AEWA, as detailed in the Conclusions and Recommendations section of the analysis.  

Furthermore, this analysis highlights that support is required to assist Parties in compiling their 

National Report information and in implementing the Agreement. Further assessment of the reporting 

questionnaire may be required to ensure that it is readily interpreted by Parties and that it focuses 

implementing bodies on priority tasks in support of the conservation and management of AEWA 

species.  
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I. Introduction  

National Reports provide one of the best means available to assess the status of implementation of the 

African-Eurasian Waterbird Agreement (AEWA) and help to guide decisions on current and future 

strategic priorities. The present document provides an analysis of the National Reports submitted by 

Parties prior to the fifth Meeting of the Parties to AEWA (MOP5) in the context of the targets set out 

in the Strategic Plan 2009-2017, the AEWA Action Plan and decisions of previous MOPs.  

The Strategic Plan 2009-2017, adopted at MOP4 in 2008, highlights the overall goal of the 

Agreement: to maintain or to restore migratory waterbird species and their populations at a favourable 

conservation status throughout their flyways, through the implementation of five main objectives and 

associated targets for the period 2009 to 2017. The objectives focus on Favourable Conservation 

Status, Sustainable Use, Increased Knowledge, Improved Communication and Improved Cooperation; 

corresponding targets and measurable indicators were developed to monitor progress towards 

implementation. Progress on those targets for which National Reports provide a means for verification 

is highlighted throughout the document.  

This analysis follows the general structure of the National Reports, with the exception of the sections 

on adherence to AEWA Conservation Guidelines, which are discussed together at the end. 

Online reporting 

A new Online Reporting System (ORS), developed by UNEP-WCMC in partnership with the 

UNEP/AEWA Secretariat and replacing the previously used paper-based format for National Reports, 

was approved by MOP4 in 2008 and introduced in 2011. All National Reports for the MOP5 reporting 

cycle were submitted using the online reporting format
1
. Following submission of National Reports, 

the data were extracted, compiled and synthesised for this analysis. In future reporting cycles, Parties 

will be able to retrieve their previous responses so that reporting will be more streamlined over time. If 

online reporting is adopted by CMS and all its daughter agreements, it is hoped that questions could be 

shared across agreements in order to reduce the reporting burden on Parties.  

In addition, it is also hoped that this system can be built upon and improved to include, for example, 

an analytical tool to facilitate the process of national reporting as well as analysis. An analytical tool 

would allow Parties to conduct sophisticated analyses and view graphical representations of the data 

contained in National Reports. These could include analyses by Party (e.g. quickly summarising 

information across all the species-specific data submitted by each Party) as well as longitudinal 

analyses summarising information across Parties, but could also include additional types of analysis 

depending on the needs of the Agreement. For instance, an analytical module could allow for regional 

analyses to be conducted in order to visualise trends across Africa or Eurasia. With further 

development, the ORS could also serve as a centralised, searchable resource for country-specific data 

on species status within countries, on-going AEWA research projects, and other information relevant 

to AEWA implementation.   

                                                           
1
 Details of the online reporting format can be found here:  

www.unep-aewa.org/documents/national_report_format.htm  

http://www.unep-aewa.org/documents/national_report_format.htm
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Figure 1.2. Contracting Parties to AEWA that 

submitted a National Report to MOP5 in the 

required format by 23
rd

 February 2012 and were 

therefore included in this analysis.  

Figure 1.1. National report submission rate over 

time. With the exception of MOP2 where no 

synthesis report was prepared, values represent 

reports received in time for the synthesis report 

compiled before each MOP out of the total reports 

due. 

Overview of report submission rate 

Article V.1(c) of the AEWA text requires each 

Contracting Party to prepare a National Report on 

its implementation of the Agreement prior to each 

ordinary session of the Meeting of the Parties 

(MOP). The original deadline for submitting 

National Reports for the 2009-2011 triennium 

was 14 January 2012, but submissions received 

up to 23 February were accepted and included 

within the analysis. In total, 43 reports
2
 were 

received in the required format by this cut off 

date, representing approximately 69% of the 62 

AEWA Contracting Parties from which National 

Reports were due
3
. This submission rate is an 

improvement upon the submission rates for the 

previous two MOPs (Figure 1.1). One additional 

report in the required format was received after 

the cut off date from Libya, increasing the overall 

submission rate to 71%
4

. Throughout this 

analysis, percentages are provided both out of the 

total órespondents/reporting Partiesô, referring to 

the 43 Parties whose reports were included in the 

analysis, and out of the total óContracting 

Partiesô, referring to the 62 Parties from which 

National Reports were due. 

Details of Parties that submitted reports in time 

for the analysis, reports that have been received 

either late or not in the required format, and those 

from which reports have not yet been received 

are provided below and in Figure 1.2.  

AEWA Parties that provided National 

Reports in the required format (as of 23 

February 2012) (43; 69% of due reports):  

Africa (9; 36% of due reports): Algeria, Egypt, 

Ethiopia, Ghana, Kenya, Senegal, South Africa, 

the United Republic of Tanzania (hereafter 

referred to as Tanzania) and Uganda.  

Eurasia (34; 92% of due reports): Albania, 

Belgium, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus,  the Czech 

Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, the 

Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 

(hereafter referred to as FYR Macedonia), 

Georgia, Germany, Hungary, Israel, Italy, Jordan, 

Latvia, Lebanon, Lithuania, Luxembourg, 

Republic of Moldova (hereafter referred to as 

                                                           
2
 In addition, Madagascar submitted a report that was not in the required format and was not included in this 

analysis. 
3
 Due to the reporting of the individual EU Member States, the European Commission was not required to report 

on behalf of the European Union; Chad and Montenegro acceded only two months before the reporting deadline 

and therefore were not required to submit a report. 
4
 All submitted national reports can be seen here:  

http://www.unep-aewa.org/meetings/en/mop/mop5_docs/mop5_nreporting.htm  
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Moldova), Monaco, Netherlands, Norway, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, 

the Syrian Arab Republic (hereafter referred to as Syria), Ukraine, and the United Kingdom of Great 

Britain and Northern Ireland (hereafter referred to as the United Kingdom). 

AEWA Parties that provided due National Reports that were not in the required format (as of 23 

February 2012) and were therefore not included in this analysis (1; 2% of due reports): 

Africa: (1; 4% of due reports):  Madagascar. 

AEWA Parties that provided due National Reports after 23 February 2012 and were not included 

in this analysis (1; 2% of due reports): 

Africa: (1; 4% of due reports):  Libya.  

AEWA Parties that have not provided due National Reports (as of 2 April  2012) (18; 29% of due 

reports): (number of consecutive MOPs to which Parties have not submitted National Reports in 

brackets, where this is >1) 

Africa ( 14; 56% of due reports): Benin (4), Congo, Djibouti (3), Equatorial-Guinea (4), Gambia (4), 

Guinea (4), Guinea-Bissau (2), Mali, Mauritius, Niger (4), Nigeria (3), Sudan, Togo and Tunisia. 

Eurasia (3; 8% of due reports): Ireland (2), Portugal (3), Uzbekistan. 

AEWA Parties that were not required to submit a National Report (3): 

Africa (1):  Chad. 

Eurasia (2): Montenegro, the European Union.
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Strategic Plan Target 1.1 
Full legal protection is 

provided to all Column A 

species 

 

Indicator:  
All CPs have adopted 

national legislation 
protecting all Column A 

species 

Parties were asked to report on the AEWA Table 1 categorisation, legal status, population status and trend, and National 

Red List threat status of AEWA species occurring in their country. 

II.  Species Status 

The species status was analysed for native species and for species native for at least part of their 

annual cycle (but introduced populations or populations of feral or domesticated origin also occur). 

Three Parties (Jordan, Kenya and Tanzania) were excluded from the analysis of species status due to 

incomplete responses in this section of the National Report. The United Kingdom was also excluded 

since it is in the process of updating its species status data; this information was communicated to the 

Secretariat.  

2.1 Legal Protection 

Thirty-nine Parties provided 

information on the national 

categorisation of species 

(Column A, B and C) 

within Table 1 of the 

AEWA Agreement Text 

(Figure 2.2). An 

overview of the 

proportion of Columns A, 

B and C species fully 

protected by Party is 

provided in Table 2.1. Full 

protection for Column A species corresponds to all measures 

as per paragraph 2.1.1 of the AEWA Action Plan in place. 

Full protection for Column B and C species corresponds to 

all measures as per paragraph 2.1.2, or more, of the AEWA 

Action Plan in place. 

Ten Parties reported full protection for all Column A 

species, with a further 15 Parties indicating full protection is 

in place for between 76-99% of Column A species (Figure 

2.1.a). Increased legal protection across Parties is needed 

before Target 1.1 can be achieved.  

Five Parties noted that all Column B species are fully 

protected (Figure 2.1.b) and five Parties reported granting 

the same, or higher, protection to Column C species as 

afforded to Column B species (Figure 2.1.c). The level of 

legal protection in place (fully, partially, no protection, no 

information) by Party is detailed in Figures 2.3a-c for 

Column A, B and C species, respectively.  

It is important to note that for a number of species, the 

categorisation (Column A, B or C) selected by a Party did 

not correspond with the categorisation in the AEWA 

Table 1, with some Parties providing multiple categories for 

a species with a single category in Table 1. In future, it 

might assist Parties if the relevant category were provided to 

them within the Online Reporting System, so that they could 

easily identify those species that are Column A, B and C and 

could then respond appropriately to the relevant questions on 

legal requirements.  

Figure 2.1.c: Proportion and number of 

Parties and proportion of fully protected 

Column C species within their country. 

Figure 2.1.a: Proportion and number of 

Parties and proportion of fully protected 

Column A species within their country. 

Figure 2.1.b: Proportion and number of 

Parties and proportion of fully protected 

Column B species within their country. 
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Table 2.1. Number of Parties and proportion of fully/partially protected Column A, B and C species 5
. 

Proportion of fully 

protected species  

No. 

Parties 

Party 

Column A 

100% 10 Belgium, Bulgaria, Croatia, Estonia, Finland, Germany, Ghana, Italy, Netherlands, 

Spain 

76-99% 15 Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Egypt, France, Georgia, Hungary, Israel, Latvia, 

Lithuania, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Sweden, Uganda 

51-75% 1 Ethiopia 

26-50% 2 Luxembourg, Senegal 

0-25% 4 Albania, South Africa, Syria, Ukraine  

No information 

provided 

7 Algeria, FYR Macedonia, Lebanon, Monaco, Moldova, Norway, Switzerland 

 

Excluded 4 Jordan, Kenya, Tanzania, United Kingdom 

Column B 

100% 5 Egypt, Hungary, Monaco, Senegal, Sweden 

76-99% 13 Belgium, Croatia, Denmark, Ethiopia, Georgia, Ghana, Israel, Italy, Lithuania, 

Slovakia, Spain, Uganda, Ukraine 

51-75% 4 Cyprus, Estonia, Germany, Latvia 

26-50% 0   

0-25% 11 Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Ethiopia, France, Netherlands, Norway, Romania, 

Slovakia, South Africa, Switzerland, Syria 

No information 

provided 

6 Albania, Algeria, FYR Macedonia, Lebanon, Luxemburg, Moldova 

Excluded 4 Jordan, Kenya, Tanzania, United Kingdom 

Column C 

100% 5 Egypt, Italy, Monaco, Sweden, Ukraine 

76-99% 6 Belgium, Croatia, Georgia, Ghana, Hungary, Spain 

51-75% 7 Bulgaria, Cyprus, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Germany, Latvia 

26-50% 2 Slovakia, Slovenia  

0-25% 5 Czech Republic, Ethiopia, Norway, South Africa, Uganda  

No information 

provided 

14 Albania, Algeria, France, FYR Macedonia, Israel, Lebanon, Lithuania, 

Luxembourg, Moldova, Netherlands, Romania, Senegal, Switzerland, Syria 

Excluded 4 Jordan, Kenya, Tanzania, United Kingdom 

                                                           
5
 Full protection for Column A species corresponds to all measures as per paragraph 2.1.1 of the AEWA Action 

Plan in place. Full protection for Column B and C species corresponds to all measures as per paragraph 2.1.2, or 

more, of the AEWA Action Plan in place. 
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Figure 2.2. Proportion of species per AEWA Table 1 Category (number of species confirmed to occur in each country indicated in brackets).  
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Figure 2.3a. National protection of Column A species (number of species confirmed to occur in each country indicated in brackets).   
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Figure 2.3b. National protection of Column B species (number of species confirmed to occur in each country indicated in brackets).   
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Figure 2.3c. National protection of Column C species (number of species confirmed to occur in each country indicated in brackets). 

 














































































































