MINISTERO DELLE POLITICHE AGRICOLE
ALIMENTAR I E FORESTALI Fondo europeo agnco'O
per lo sviluppo rurale:
I “I’Europa investe nelle zone rurali”

Common breeding birds in Italy

Update of population trends and Farmland
Bird Indicator for the National Rural Network




These publications are dedicated to
Paolo Boldreghini, Sergio Frugis,
Gaspare Guerrieri and Helmar Schenk

Text and editorial coordination

With contributions from:

Translators:

Reviser of the english text:

We also thank:

Design and layout

Related web sites
| |

The english and italian versions of this
brochure, together with the technical reports
in italian, can be downloaded from:

Recommended citation

Cover photo

Monitoraggio Italiano Ornitologico

Since 1994 Lipu is the italian
partner of BirdLife International
- aglobal partnership of

more than 100 indipendent
organisations with a special
focus on birds and nature.
www.birdlife.org

Special thanks to the skilled counters who collected the 2013 data used to calculate the trends:

Abruzzo Carlo Artese, Mauro Bernoni, Sante Cericola, Mirko Di Marzio,
Mauro Fabrizio, Davide Ferretti, Marco Liberatore, Lorenzo Petrizzelli,
Eliseo Strinella Basilicata Egidio Fulco Provineia di Belzane Patrick
Egger, Erich Gasser, Oskar Niederfriniger, Jacun Prugger, Arnold Rinner,
Udo Thoma, Leo Unterholzner, Gilberto Volcan Galabria Domenico
Bevacqua, Paolo Bulzomi, Giovanni Capobianco, Giuseppe Martino,
Eugenio Muscianese, Mario Pucci, Francesco Sottile Campania Camillo
Campolongo, Silvia Capasso, Giovanni Capobianco, Davide De Rosa,
Elio Esse, Alfredo Galietti, Marcello Giannotti, Silvana Grimaldi, Stefano
Piciocchi, Alessio Usai, Mark Walters, Davide Zeccolella Emilia-Romagna
Davide Alberti, Luca Bagni, Simone Balbo, Fabrizio Borghesi, Francesco
Cacciato, Pier Paolo Ceccarelli, Carlo Ciani, Marco Gustin, Maurizio
Samori, Stefano Soavi Friuli Venezia Giulia Enrico Benussi, Antonio
Borgo, Renato Castellani, Matteo De Luca, Bruno Dentesani, Carlo Guzzon,
Valter Simonitti, Pier Luigi Taiariol, Paul Tout, Paclo Utmar Lazie Mauro
Bernoni, Massimo Brunelli, Michele Cento, Emiliano De Santis, Luigi
lanniello, Daniele lavicoli, Emanuela Lorenzetti, Angelo Meschini, Sergio
Muratore, Loris Pietrelli, Enzo Savo, Alberto Sorace Liguria Luca Baghino,
Renato Cottalasso, Sergio Fasano, Roberto Toffoli Lombardia Davide Aldi,
Mauro Belardi, Paolo Bonazzi, Gianpiero Calvi, Lorenzo Fornasari, Arturo
Gargioni, Nunzio Grattini, Daniele Longhi, Alessandro Mazzoleni, Mattia
Panzeri, Fabrizio Reginato, Andrea Vigano, Severino Vitulano Marche
Jacopo Angelini, Pierfrancesco Gambelli, Giorgio Marini, Federico Morelli,

Niki Morganti, Mina Pascucci, Paolo Perna, Fabio Pruscini Melise Davide
De Rosa Piemonte Giacomo Assandri, Stefano Boccardi, Franco Carpegna,
Enrico Caprio, Sergio Fasano, Luca Giraudo, Giovanni Soldato, Roberto
Toffoli, Simone Tozzi Puglia Tommaso Capodiferro, Vincenzo Cripezzi,
Egidio Fulco, Vittorio Giacoia, Giuseppe Giglio, Anthony Green, Rocco
Labadessa, Giuseppe La Gioia, Cristiano Liuzzi, Fabio Mastropasqua,
Giuseppe Nuovo, Simone Todisco Sardegna Fabio Cherchi, Sergio Nissardi,
Riccardo Paddeu, Danilo Pisu, Carla Zucca Sieilia Barbara Bottini, Carlo
Capuzzello, Fabio Cilea, Giovanni Cumbo, Simonetta Cutini, Paolo Galasso,
Egle Gambino, Gabriele Giacalone, Giovanni Leonardi, Guglielmo Londi,
Maurizio Marchese, Angelo Scuderi Toseana Giancarlo Battaglia, lacopo
Corsi, Barbara Cursano, Simonetta Cutini, Michele Giunti, Guglielmo
Londi, Francesca Pezzo, Luca Puglisi, Alessandro Sacchetti, Guido
Tellini Florenzano, Marco Valtriani, Andrea Vezzani Provincia di Trento
Alessandro Franzoi, Stefano Noselli, Paolo Pedrini, Franco Rizzolli Umbria
Enrico Cordiner, Laura Cucchia, Angela Gaggi, Daniele lavicoli, Sara Marini,
Angelo Meschini, Monica Montefameglio, Carmine Romano, Francesco
\elatta Valle d’Aosta Roberto Toffoli Venete Marco Basso, Paolo Bertini,
Elvio Cerato, Carla Chiappisi, Lorenzo Cogo, Vittorio, Fanelli, Andrea
Favaretto, Alessandro Franzoi, Cristiano I1zzo, Roberto Lerco, Francesco
Mezzavilla, Giulio Piras, Luigi Piva, Fabrizio Reginato, Alessandro Sartori,
Francesco Scarton, Giacomo Sgorlon, Maurizio Sighele, Giancarlo Silveri,
Giuseppe Tormen, Mauro Varaschin, Emiliano Verza, Corrado Zanini



The indicators
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2000 and 2013 (All common birds indicator -
ALL). Other bird indicators considered are:
common farmland birds (FBI), com-
mon mountain grassland birds (FBlom)
and common forest birds (WBI). These
indicators are functional tools to survey and to
communicate the overall pattern of population
changes for each group of species.

In the specific context of rural development po-
licy, FBI is used by National Rural Network as
the baseline indicator for calculating the “Popu-
lation of farmland birds” (see the box on page 6).
Since 2009, MITO2000 data has been used
also to calculate the FBI at the regional level;
regional technical reports are downloadable
from the webpage http://www.reterurale.it/
farmlandbirdindex.

ning, confirming the trend of the last few years.
In the 2013 the FBI value is 83% of the value of
the first year. Twenty-seven species are used
to calculate the FBI (see the table on page 11-
12-13); of these, 13 have declined, 10 have in-
creased and 4 have remained stable. Species
typical of Mediterranean pseudo-steppes such
as Skylark and Greater Short-toed Lark, and
those typical of heterogeneous farmland with
semi-natural elements as hedges, woodlots,
dry stone walls, etc such as Red-backed Shri-
ke, Wryneck and Stonechat, are among the
species that show a negative trend. The situa-
tion is critical for all the species in the genus
Passer, in particular the Spanish Sparrow, al-
though all three species in the genus show a
general decreasing trend.
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Birds of mountain grassland
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Wren by Luigi Pallotta

habitats. The Yellowhammer show a negative
trend while the Carrion Crow is stable. Con-
versely, two other species that inhabit habitat
ecotones show a stable population trend: the
Tree Pipit and the Ring Ouzel. Sensitive to
the abandonment of grazing in the mountains,
the Ring Ouzel nests mainly in habitat ecoto-
nes near the treeline, but also within very open
forests, such as larch woods, preferably if gra-
zed.

Wind-twisted high-elevation scrub (mugo pine,
alder and rhododendron) is the breeding habi-
tat of the Lesser Whitethroat, a widespre-
ad species in the Alps, especially the Central-
eastern Alps, and the Dunnock, which also
occurs in deciduous and coniferous forest
edge and is widespread both in the Alps and
northern Apennines.

The Lesser Whitethroat’s population is stable,
while that of the Dunnock is undergoing a mo-
derate decline.

Open conifer woodlands, interspersed with al-
pine heathlands and shrublands, are the pre-
ferred habitat of another species, the Com-

mon Redpoll; more widespread over 1500
meters, in recent decades this typical finch of
high mountains has begun to nest in certain
farmed valley bottoms (Trentino Alto Adige).
The Fieldfare was absent from the Alps un-
til the 1970s but now breeds in a wide range
of habitats characterized by uneven tree cover
and the presence of open areas: orchards,
woodlands next to croplands or wetlands in
certain alpine valley bottoms, the margins of
mountain conifer forests, parks and suburban
gardens. During the period in question, the
Fieldfare experienced a population decrease
that highlights its sensitivity to changes in agri-
culture but also to the reclamation of wetlands.
The Garden Warbler shows a modera-
te decline; it is a long distance migrant and a
common breeder in the western and central
Alps, and locally in the Apennines and the Po
Valley. It nests in shrublands and cool, humid
woodlands, often near water, at high elevations
or in humid dells in the Alps and along certain
watercourses in the western Po Valley.

It would thus be desirable for the rural deve-
lopment planning for 2014-2020 to include
measures favourable to species of mountain
grassland through the protection and restora-
tion of the habitats on which they depend.

Population trends

2000 - 2013

trends of common birds in Italy as me-

asured by the MITO2000 project, from
2000 to 2013. Species names and Scien-
tific names are given in the first two co-
lumns. The scientific names are listed alpha-
betically for ease of use.
Annual change * SE (%) represents the
average percentage change per year in the 14
years with its standard error (SE); it measures the
trend’s inaccuracy, and this indirectly its reliabili-
ty, for the time period in question. Trend clas-
sification (2000-2013) describes, using ar-
rows and colours, population trends classified as
follows (definitions recommended by EBCC):

T he table below shows the population

e strong increase increase significantly
more than 5% per year (5% would mean a dou-
bling in abundance within 15 years). Criterion:
lower limit of confidence interval > 1.05;

® moderate increase significant increase,
but not significantly more than 5% per year.
Criterion: 1.00 < lower limit of confidence inter-
val < 1.05.;

e stable ® no significant increase or decline, and
most probable trends are less than 5% per year.
Criterion: confidence interval encloses 1.00 but lo-
wer limit > 0.95 and upper limit < 1.05;

® moderate decline significant decline, but
not significantly more than 5% per year. Crite-
rion: 0.95 < upper limit of confidence interval
< 1.00;

e steep decline decline significantly more
than 5% per year (5% would mean a halving
in abundance within 15 years). Criterion: upper
limit of confidence interval < 0.95.

A low number of pairs counted and/or a high
standard error may make trend values non-
significant. Whenever one of these two con-
ditions applies the population is prudently
classified in the lower category for positive
trends (moderate increase instead of strong
increase, stable instead of moderate increa-
se), or the upper category for negative trends
(moderate decline instead of strong decline,
stable instead of moderate decline).

e uncertain  no significant increase or decli-
ne, and unlikely trends are less than 5% per
year. Criterion: confidence interval encloses
1.00 but lower limit < 0.95 or upper limit > 1.05.

The Squares lists the number of 10x10 km
squares whose ornithological data were used
to calculate population trends for each spe-
cies, namely the number of squares visited at
least twice in the 2000-2013 period in which
the species was present; this makes it possi-
ble to assess sample size for each species. A
total of 958 10x10 km squares were used for
the analysis (in order to be included, a squa-
re must have been visited at least twice). The
Indicator column refers to the breakdown of
species in accordance with habitat preferen-
ces at the national scale, as follows:

- farmland species whose population trends
are used to calculate the FBI,

- mountain grassland species whose popu-
lation trends are used to calculate the FBI,,

- forest species whose population trends are
used to calculate the WBI.

All species help define the overall indicator for
common birds (ALL).

In order to provide a more comprehensive fra-
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Population trends 2000 - 2013

Liverleaf by Michela Cherubini

mework, additional information on MITO2000
target species was added, drawn from other
studies carried out at the national scale.

The Conservation status column lists spe-
cies according to the following conservation
categories:

e Favourable conservation status the
species can thrive without any changes to cur-
rent management strategies;

* Inadequate conservation status I the
species requires a change in management po-
licies, but is not at risk of extinction;

e Poor conservation status the spe-
cies is seriously threatened with extinction (at
least at the local level);

e Unknown conservation status I there
is insufficient information for an assessment to
be made.

For more information on the methodology used to
define the conservation status of italian birds, see
Gustin et al., 2009, 2010a,b', which publications
can be downloaded here http://www.uccellidaproteg-
gere.it/content/download/2151/20482/file/stat0%20di%20
conservazionel.pdf and here http://www.minambiente.it/
sites/default/files/archivio/allegati/vari/relazione%20fina-
le%20progetto%20fsc%2021%20aprile%202009.pdf.

Finally, the Red List column indicates the ca-
tegory assigned to each species in the 2011
Red List of ltalian breeding birds. The cate-
gories are: Regionally Extinct (RE), Critically
Endangered (CR), Endangered (EN), Vulne-
rable (VU), Near-threatened (NT), Data Defi-
cient (DD), Least Concern (LC), Not Applicable
(NA). The categories CR, EN, VU (threatened
species) apply to species at high to very high
short-term extinction risk at the national level;
NT applies to species which have a real pos-
sibility of being upgraded to threatened in the
near future; LC applies to species that are not
at imminent risk of extinction (even if slowly
declining and/or relatively rare); DD applies to
species for which there is insufficient data to
assess their extinction risk; NA applies to non-
native species, irregular breeders, and species
that only recently colonized Italy; RE applies to
species that have recently become extinct in
Italy.

For more information on the categories and cri-
teria adopted to compile the national Red List,
see Peronace et al., 20122 and the following
websites: http://ciso-coi.it/avocetta/archivio-pubblica-
zioni and www.iucnredlist.org.

1 Gustin M., Brambilla M. & Celada C., 2009. Valutazione dello stato di conservazione dell’avifauna italiana. LIPU & MATTM pp.1156
Gustin M., Brambilla M. & Celada C., 2010a. Valutazione dello stato di conservazione dell’avifauna italiana. Volume .

Non-Passeriformes. MATTM & LIPU pp.842

Gustin M., Brambilla M. & Celada C., 2010b. Valutazione dello stato di conservazione dell’avifauna italiana. Volume II.

Passeriformes. MATTM & LIPU pp.1186

2 Peronace V., Cecere J.G., Gustin M., Rondinini C., 2012. Lista Rossa 2011 degli Uccelli Nidificanti in Italia. Avocetta 36:11-58
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Great Reed Warbler -3.6 (0.9) v 17

—_---E-

Reed Warbler -1.6 (+0.9) 153

__-----

Skylark -4.0 (z0.4) v 528 FBI W VU - A2bc

——n----

Water Pipit -2.8 (+0.8) v 110 FBlom

W__n--ﬂ-

Common Buzzard 1.4 (+0.4) A

__-----

Linnet 29(:05) v 497

—_---E-

European Greenfinch -3.7 (x0.3) v 836 FBI

—_-----

Short-toed Treecreeper 6.7(x07) 44 503 WBI o LC

{Certhia familiaris S b e AR

Cetti's Warbler -1.2 (0.5) v 479 I (C

LT ing Gisicola |03 e08) [ [ [ R e

Woodpigeon 122 (05) AL 723 m (C

Carrion Crow 154 FBlom

Common Quail 2.0 (=

Blue Tit 2 (x0.4)

Delichon wrbicum _----ﬂ-

Great Spotted Woodpecker 3.9 (0 A 702 WBI o LC

__n--ﬂ-

Corn Bunting 2 (+0.4) A 569 FBI

Cirl Bunting 0.9 (z0.3) A

—_-----

Ortolan Bunting 2 (1.8) A 67 FBI WEEE DD

MODERATE ~ STRONG  MODERATE  STEEP
INGREASE  INCREASE  DECLNE  DECLINE STABLE UNCERTAIN FAVOURABLE ~ POOR  INADEQUATE  UNKNOWN

* species with uncertain trend classification not used for computation of the indicator

€102 - 0002 spua.J} uonendod



™ Y
F o
o ©O
o c
\ Y)
=2
(=] Q
= s 5 -
® ] ] -
S 2 & s =k g 3
=2 £S5 T 2 = ES ®
7 Scientific names Su | 82 g § Scientific names - P 5 2
g | 38 2% s S3 g Q
_O E - N [} E =N o U)
O - RN | = N
+— European Robin 1.9 (+0.3) 705 WBI LG Eurasian Magpie 704
(- Eurasian Kestrel 1.6 (£0.4) 767 FBI LC Green Woodpecker 653 8
_8 Common Chaffinch 0.6 (+0.2) 865 WBI LG Willow Tit 115 WBI LC
rested Lar 11 (20, Marsh Tit 344 WBl LC '
@ Crested Lark 1.1 (£0.4) 348 FBl LC
D) Eurasian Jay 1.6 (x0.3) 822 WBI LG Alpine Accentor - ? 68 * LC 3
8— Melodious Warbler 3.1 (0.7) 323 LC Dunnock -1.9(«0.8) 136 FBlom LC -h
ol Barn Swallow -1.3(20.3) 866 FBI W NT Crag Martin -0.9 (x0.9) 260 LC (M)
Wryneck -6.2 (:0.7) 32  FBI EN-A2b Eurasian Bullfinch 27(:09) 213 WBl VU - A2b
Red-backed Shrike -4.4 (x0.5) 559 FBI W VU - A2bc Firecrest 25(0.7) 399 WBI LC
Woodchat Shrike -11.5(+1.0) 198 I EN- A2bc Goldcrest -3.3 (+0.9) 158 WBI NT
Crested Tit 0.3 (+1.1) 171 WBI LC Whinchat -5.5 (+1.3) 88 FBlrm I |C
Woodlark 2.2 (+0.6) 375 I C European Stonechat -5.2 (x0.4) 637 FBI VU - A2bc
Nightingale -0.1(0.3) 705 FBI LG European Serin 0.0 (x0.2) 874 FBI LC
Calandra Lark - “ 57 FBI* N VU - A2ac Eurasian Nuthatch 4.4 (=0.7) 470 WBI LC
European Bee-eater 3.7 (+0.7) 424 LC Eurasian Collared Dove 5.9 (x0.4) 697 LC
Rock Thrush - ? 44 FBlom* WM VU - A2ac Turtle Dove 0.8 (x0.3) 704 FBI Wl |C
Blue Rock Thrush -1.5 (+1.6) 126 [1G Spotless Starling 4.2 (+0.9) 113 FBI LC
White Wagtail 0.1 (<0.4) 728 FBI LC European Starling 1.8 (x0.4) 580 FBI LC
Grey Wagtail -0.5 (x0.8) 363 LC Blackcap 2.1(x0.2) 924 LC
Yellow Wagtail -2.8 (+0.6) 194 FBI VU - A2bc Garden Warbler =71 (£1.4) 14l FBlom LG
Spotted Flycatcher -1.8 (x0.6) 528 LG Subalpine Warbler (inc. Moltoni's Warbler) 2.9 (+0.6) 486 LC
Spotted Nutcracker 0.7 (+1.2) 97 WBI LC Common Whitethroat -1.5 (0.6) 369 LC
Northern Wheatear 1.2 (z0.8) 169  FBln HEEEN NT Spectacled Warbler . 2 54 * LC
Golden QOriole 46 (x0.4) 998 FBI LC Lesser Whitethroat 0.9 (x1.5) 92 FBlon LC
Great Tit 1.0(0.3) 930 LC Sardininan Warbler -0.6 (+0.3) 489 LC
Italian Sparrow -3.9(x0.3) 794 FBl el VU - A2bc Darford Warbler -9.0 (x3.5) 51 VU - A2bc
Spanish Sparrow -5.7 (x0.7) 127 FBI VU - A2bc Wren -0.3 (+0.3) 756 WBI LC
Tree sparrow -3.3(x0.4) 671 FBI W VU - A2bc Common Blackbird 2.2 (x0.2) 919 LC
Coal Tit -0.2 (x0.5) 391 WBI LC Song Thrush 4.7 (+0.6) 354 WBI LC
Black Redstart 1.0 (0.5) 390 FBlom LC Fieldfare -6.7 (+1.2) 78 FBlom NT
Common Redstart 7.2 (+0.6) 496 LC Ring Ouzel -1.3 (+1.6) 76 FBlpm LC
Western Bonelli's Warbler 2.6 (x0.7) 272 WBI [1G Mistle Thrush 41(£0.7) 344 WBI LC
Common Chiffchaff -0.4 (x0.3) 591 WBI LC Hoopoe 1.3 (£0.5) 574 FBI LC
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