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INTRODUCTION

Two regions — Khabarovsk Krai and Amur Oblast — were surveyed in 2021 as part of the work to
assess the impact of hunting on shorebirds in the Russian Far East. As before, the main research
approach was to conduct anonymous questionnaires and personal interviews of hunters, as well as
detailed interviews with experts during personal meetings, which focused on finding out the degree
of involvement of hunters of different age and social groups in the process of shorebird hunting.

The project revealed that shorebirds are most affected by hunting in Khabarovsk Krai in the
coastal areas of the Sea of Okhotsk close to human settlements where the most of them are taken by
a relatively small number of local hunters. In the course of the work we found a huge difference in
economic pressure on different species of shorebirds and on the group as a whole, depending on the
geographical location of each surveyed area. In contrast to Kamchatka and Sakhalin, much of whose
territory is represented by coastal, nearshore ecosystems, Khabarovsk Krai and Amur Oblast are
inland regions. Most of their territory is remote from the sea coast and is outside the area of mass
concentrations of shorebirds during seasonal migrations. For this reason, harvesting of flocking
species of shorebird is much lower here. On the contrary, the yield of the Far Eastern Curlew, which
nests mainly in the inland areas of Khabarovsk Krai and Amur Oblast, is higher here. This large and
protected shorebird, as our survey showed, is regularly shot by hunters both during the breeding
season and during migrations.

Besides the fieldwork results, the report presents the results of analysis of records of the
Russian Bird Ringing Centre database. The locations of recovery of ringed shorebirds were generally
consistent with the information on the main hunting areas of shorebirds obtained during our survey.

The most promising strategy for protecting shorebirds would be to conduct regular
awareness-raising activities among local people in these areas by developing a special integrated
project combining research, education and conservation components. As well, the creation of new
protected areas in Ulbansky Bay and Schastya Bay which are the most important places of shorebird
stopovers is of great importance. Considering the rather high level of shooting of Far Eastern Curlew
a special information campaign on the need to protect this species should be developed jointly with
the regional hunting agencies. Besides, it is highly desirable to continue the work on dissemination of
special informational posters demonstrating the species diversity of shorebirds along the EAAF.

The main results of the survey are presented in three papers, two of them are already
pubished.



1. NATURAL AND ECONOMIC CONDITIONS OF THE REGIONS
1.1. KHABAROVSK KRAI

Khabarovsk Krai is the third largest region of the Russian Federation. Its area is 787 thousand
km?. Khabarovsk Krai is divided into 17 districts, differing noticeably in their area and natural conditions
(Figure 1). The length of the Krai in the meridional direction exceeds 1700 km. Stretching from the
border of Magadan Oblast in the north, to Primorsky Krai in the south, Khabarovsk Krai is characterized
by extremely diverse natural conditions. The northern part of the Krai is characterized by mountainous
landscapes, harsh climate, and the presence of permafrost in the ground. The southern part is
characterized by great landscape diversity, combining both mountain and plain types of landscapes,
and includes the basin of the Amur River, the largest river on the Asian continent.

Figure 1. Districts of Khabarovsk Krai: 1 — Okhotsky, 2 — Ayano-Maysky, 3 — Tuguro-Chumikansky, 4 —
Nikolaevsky, 5 — Polina Osipenko, 6 — Ulchsky, 7 — Verkhnebureinsky, 8 — Solnechnyi, 9 —
Komsomolsky, 10 — Vaninsky, 11 — Khabarovsky, 12 — Amursky, 13 — Nanaysky, 14 —
Soviet-Gavansky, 15 — Lazo, 16 — Vyazemsky, 17 — Bikinsky



Figure 2: High and prolonged floods in the middle and lower reaches of the Amur River result in
flooding and erosion of the banks, reducing the area of territories attractive to
shorebirds

Figure 3: The banks of most rivers in the region are covered with forests, and their low-lying
areas with dense grass cover



Figure 4: Pebble spits on rivers in summer

Figure 5: Numerous marshes provide habitat for several species of shorebirds, including the Far
Eastern Curlew



The climatic conditions in the region are harsh. There is a lot of precipitation both in winter and
summer. On the left bank of the Amur River and in the northern part of the region there are plots of
permafrost.

Figure 6. A rainy day in Lazarev town forces a break in travel as the dirt roads become unsafe

The population of Khabarovsk Krai exceeds 1.3 million and the population density is only 1.65
persons/square kilometers. This is slightly higher than in Kamchatka (0.67 persons/square kilometers),
but much lower than in Sakhalin (6.39 persons/square kilometers). At the same time, the population
is extremely unevenly distributed across the region. Most of it (about 40%) is concentrated in the
regional center Khabarovsk-Sity, as well as in communities in the south and central parts of the region.
The largest cities — Komsomolsk-on-Amur, Amursk and Nikolaevsk-on-Amur — are located on the banks
of the Amur River, and large settlements Vanino and Sovetskaya Gavan are located near the ferry to
Sakhalin Island. The region's three largest northern administrative districts, occupying more than half
of its territory, Okhotsky, Ayano-Maysky, and Tuguro-Chumikansky Districts are extremely sparsely
populated (Fig. 7).

The distinctive feature of the region is the complex ethnic composition of its population — there
are representatives of more than 40 ethnicities and indigenous minority ethnic groups — Nanai, Nivkhi,
Evenki, Eveny, Udegei, Ulchi, Orochi, and others.



Figure 7. Population density in different districts of Khabarovsk Krai: 1 — Okhotsky, 2 — Ayano-Maisky,
3 — Tuguro-Chumikansky, 4 — Nikolaevsky, 5 — Polina Osipenko, 6 — Ulchsky, 7 —
Verkhnebureinsky, 8 — Solnechnyi, 9 — Komsomolsky, 10 — Vaninsky, 11 — Khabarovsky, 12 —
Amursky, 13 — Nanaysky, 14 — Soviet-Gavansky, 15 — Lazo, 16 — Vyazemsky, 17 — Bikinsky

Figure 8. Paved roads were constructed only in the south of Khabarovsk Krai and some sections of
the trunk road along the Amur River
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Figure 9: The bulk of regional roads are fortified embankments that require constant repair
due to high precipitation

Khabarovsk Krai is the economic center of the Russian Far East. Large industrial enterprises are
concentrated there, as well as important logistics centers. The region is crossed by the Trans-Siberian
and Baikal-Amur (BAM) railroads, which link the other Far Eastern regions of Russia (Sakhalin Oblast
and Primorsky Krai) with the federal center. The Amur River continues to be an important
transportation artery, although its role in cargo transportation has significantly decreased in recent
decades.

In Khabarovsk Krai, mining of minerals, mainly ores, is developed and new fields are actively
explored and developed. Of particular concern is the implementation of industrial projects near the
coast of the Sea of Okhotsk and on its shelf, where important shorebird habitats are located. A new
polymetal mining project near the Tugur Peninsula is currently under development. This project could
potentially have a negative impact on shorebird habitats and increase anthropogenic pressures on
them during migration periods.

Many armed forces personnel live in Khabarovsk Krai, so one of the most organized and

numerous hunting societies in the region is the Military Hunting Society. This society also has offices
in other regions of the Russian Far East.
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Figure 10. Timber harvesting is one of the main industries in Khabarovsk Krai, following mining (mainly
gold and polymetals)

The areas adjacent to the southwestern coast of the Sea of Okhotsk are the most important
for shorebirds. Many bays of this sea are the most important key migration stopover points for most
shorebirds of the EAAF (Fig. 11). Among them is Schastya Bay, located north of the Amur River mouth.
The Chkalov, Baidukov, and other islands located here form the largest single and extremely important
coastal area for migrating shorebirds in the Sea of Okhotsk, which integrates the north of Sakhalin
Island and the adjacent part of the mainland coast. Depending on local weather conditions, shorebirds
may make local movements between the coasts of Sakhalin and Khabarovsk Krai. The nature and
guantitative characteristics of these movements have not yet been studied. In recent decades, people
have been visiting Schastya Bay more frequently, which will undoubtedly have a negative effect on the
resting and feeding conditions of migrating shorebirds, which form mass aggregations here. The
breeding areas of the Nordmann's Greenshank (Tinga guttifer), endemic and one of the most
endangered species of shorebirds, are localized in Schastya Bay. In recent years, active studies of the
biology of this species have been conducted here (Pronkevichet al., 2021).
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Figure 11. The most important stopover sites for migrating shorebirds in Khabarovsk Krai.
1 — Schastya Bay; 2 — Nikolay, Ulbansky and Tugurskiy Bays; 3 — Uda Bay; 4 — Aian Bay;
5 — coast of the Sea of Okhotsk

In addition to Schastya Bay, bays located in the vicinity of the Shantar group of islands (Ulbansky,
Nikolay and Konstantin) and to the west, Tugursky and Uda Bays, are of great importance for
shorebirds. The northern part of the Sea of Okhotsk coastal area up to the border with the Magadan
Oblast is almost unstudied from an ornithological perspective. At the same time, our 2021 survey data
indicate the presence of large migratory stops of shorebirds near the Okhotsk town (the former capital
and center of the entire Far East region of Russia). Important shorebird habitats along the Okhotsk
coastline include the Kukhtui and Okhota bays at the mouths of rivers of the same name, estuaries
near the Vostretsovo settlement south of Okhotsk, and bays and lagoons north of Okhotsk to the
mouth of the Inya River and the Inya settlement. There is no data on numbers and seasonal migration
dynamics of shorebirds in these areas because they have not been specifically studied there. However,
there is evidence that many rare shorebird species, including the Spoon-billed Sandpiper
(Eurynorhynchus pygmeus), have been encountered and captured here (Pronkevich and Morokov
2012).

1.2. THE AMUR OBLAST

The total area of the Amur Oblast is 363,000 km?, its maximum length from north to south is
over 1,000 km. Administratively, it is divided into 20 districts (Fig. 12). Like the neighboring Khabarovsk
Krai, the Amur Oblast is characterized by a great diversity of natural conditions and a high contrast
between the zone of broad-leaved plain forests in the south, in the Amur River floodplain, and taiga
forests in the mountainous landscapes in the north. The diversity of natural landscapes is enhanced by
large rivers (Amur, Zeya, Bureya) with well-developed valleys. This creates a high mosaic of shorebird
habitats in the region. Several isolated natural landscapes are distinguished on the territory of the
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Amur Oblast: the Zeya-Bureya plain, located in the very south; the Amur-Zeya plain (the middle part
of the region); the mountainous north-east of the region and the Stanovoi Ridge in the north-west.

Figure 12. Districts of the Amur Oblast: 1 — Tyndinsky, 2 — Skovorodinsky, 3 — Zeisky, 4
Magdagachinsky, 5 — Selemdzinsky, 6 — Shimanovsky, 7 — Mazanovsky, 8
Svobodnensky, 9 — Seryshevsky, 10 — Blagoveshchensky, 11 — Belogorsky, 12
Romnensky, 13 — Ivanovsky, 14 — Oktyabrsky, 15 — Zavitinsky, 16 — Bureinsky, 17
Tambovsky, 18 — Konstantinovsky, 19 — Mikhailovsky, 20 — Arkharinsky

Figure 13. Swamp massif in Romnensky District of Amur Oblast on the Zeya-Bureya plain
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Figure 14. River channel in the mountainous part of the Amur Oblast

The population of Amur Oblast is only 780 thousand people and population density (Fig. 15) is
2.16 people/square kilometers, which is slightly higher than in Khabarovsk Krai (1.65 people/square
kilometers). Most of the population is concentrated in the south of the Amur Oblast, near Amur River.
The region is home to major hydroelectric power plants on the Zeya and Bureya Rivers, as well as
railroads and highways that connect the Russian Far East with Siberia and the European part of the
country.

Figure 15. Population density in different districts of the Amur Oblast: 1 — Tyndinsky, 2 — Skovorodinsky,
3 — Zeisky, 4 — Magdagachinsky, 5 — Selemdzinsky, 6 — Shimanovsky, 7 — Mazanovsky, 8
— Svobodnensky, 9 — Seryshevsky, 10 — Blagoveshchensky, 11 — Belogorsky, 12 —
Romnensky, 13 — lvanovsky, 14 — Oktyabrsky, 15 — Zavitinsky, 16 — Bureinsky, 17 —
Tambovsky, 18 — Konstantinovsky, 19 — Mikhailovsky, 20 — Arkharinsky
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The Amur Oblast is far from the sea, so there are no such large migratory concentrations of
shorebirds as on the coast of the Sea of Okhotsk. Nevertheless, the shorebird fauna here is quite rich.
It is significant that the Amur Oblast is located in an important part of the range of the Far Eastern
Curlew (Numenius madagascariensis), the key species in the center of our study. The Far Eastern
Curlew nests in the majority of districts of Amur Oblast. As it was revealed in the surveys, it is often
shot by hunters. In most cases it is taken together with ducks and geese during waterfowl hunting.
Absence of places of high concentration of shorebirds reduces the risk of their mass extermination
both during hunting and other economic activities. At the same time, transformation of coastal areas
of large rivers as a result of hydroelectric power plant reservoirs leads to deterioration of breeding
conditions of some shorebird species, such as the Long-billed Plover (Charadrius placidus).
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2. MATERIAL AND METHODS

2.1. PRELIMINAIRY ANALYSES

Before starting fieldwork, we conducted a preliminary analysis of literature data and information
from available official sources: the Ministry of Natural Resources of Khabarovsk Krai, Khabarovsk Krai
State Institution (KGSI), Service for Wildlife Conservation and Protected Areas of Khabarovsk Krai, etc.
In the course of fieldwork, we interviewed local residents and experts (hunters, fishermen, nature
protection service staff), conducted anonymous questionnaires among hunters, and monitored the
process of hunting in the model areas. In addition we made the analysis of data from the Russian Bird
Ringing Center (see Section 3.3).

In preparation for the field survey we consulted ornithologists working in the region and
summarized information presented in the literature and other sources on geographical distribution
and population dynamics of shorebirds: dates of migration; migration directions; numbers and places
of concentration during migration; breeding ranges; population changes, etc. We also studied
regulatory documents regulating the dates of hunting season and location of protected areas. In
addition, we analyzed the recoveries of shorebird rings from the territory of Khabarovsk Krai according
to the data of the Russian Ringing Center. There was only one ring recovery from the Amur Oblast for
the entire period.

Vladimir Pronkevich, a leading ornithologist who has been working in the region for several
decades and has excellent knowledge of local conditions, made a great contribution to the preparation
of the fieldwork. His participation in the fieldwork has greatly increased efficiency of the survey,
making it possible to quickly find the most informed and valuable respondents. In conditions of such a
vast region as Khabarovsk Krai, it turned out to be especially relevant for selection of places and routes
for field work and for remote methods of information collection. Thus, according to his advice, the
really inaccessible northern districts of Khabarovsk Krai along the coast of the Sea of Okhotsk were
immediately identified as one of the most promising for collecting information on shorebird hunting.
Due to the fact that it was extremely difficult to visit these areas, we used remote methods to gather
information, through local trusted experts who were known to Vladimir Pronkevich. We sent
questionnaires for an anonymous survey of hunters, handouts, and posters with images of Far East
shorebird species to the experts from these districts. Later we interviewed five local experts by
telephone: these were local employees of the regional Ministry of Ecology and Natural Resources
Protection Service — S.V. Mamonov (Okhotsk), I.A. Kashitsyn (Chumikan settlement), A.E. Lutsishin
(Nelkan settlement), A.V. Gonyaev (Ayan settlement), and others.

On the basis of preliminary information, we made a plan of the survey, defined routes and key
places — settlements (villages and towns) in which the works will be carried out. In planning the survey,
we considered two conditions: the need to focus the surveys primarily on settlements where,
according to preliminary data, the greatest number of shorebirds was shot during hunting seasons;
and their transport accessibility. The transport accessibility is important, among other things, because
it determined the possibility of local and guest hunters to visit the remote areas.

2.2. FIELD WORK

Collection of data in Khabarovsk Krai continued from 10 September to 20 December 2021.
It included several stages during which we surveyed:

e the Amur Oblast (Nanaysky, Komsomolsky, Ulchsky Districts),

e the Sea of Okhotsk coast (Nikolaevsky, Tuguro-Chumikan, Ayano-Maisky Districts, and
Okhotsk town),

e the inland continental areas of Khabarovsk Krai in its the southern part (Lazo, Bikinsky,
Vyazemsky Districts)
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e and in the center of the region (Verkhnebureinsky District, Solnechny, Polina Osipenko
Districts).

Figure 16. Areas of collection of data on shorebird hunting in Khabarovsk Krai. Districts: 1 — Okhotsksky,
2 — Ayano-Maysky, 3 — Tuguro-Chumikansky, 4 — Nikolaevsky, 5 — Polina Osipenko, 6 —
Ulchsky, 7 — Verkhnebureinsky, 8 — Solnechny, 9 — Komsomolsky, 10 — Vaninsky, 11 —
Khabarovsky, 12 — Amursky, 13 — Nanaysky, 14 — Sovetsk-Gavansksky, 15 — Lazo, 16 —
Vyazemsky, 17 — Bikinsky

After holding necessary and important meetings with representatives of the administration in
Khabarovsk, the capital of Khabarovsk Krai, we mailed questionnaires and necessary handouts to the
Amur Oblast, where the work of distributing and collecting the anonymous questionnaires was done
by Andrey A. Sasin. Questionnaires and materials were also sent by mail to the northern villages of
Khabarovsk Krai. After that we made the first automobile trip along the long, multi-day route from
Khabarovsk through several districts. Its final destination was the town of Nikolaevsk-on-Amur and the
villages of Mago and Ozerpakh located at the mouth of the Amur River (Fig. 17).
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Figure 17. The automobile track in the Amur River area in Khabarovsk Krai in September 2021

During this trip, we visited and interviewed hunters also on Lake Evoron in Solnechny District, in
the city of Komsomolsk-on-Amur, a number of settlements located along the right bank of the Amur
River and in its lower reaches (Oremif and Ozerpakh settlements), and in the settlements located on
the Sea of Okhotsk in the Nevelsky Strait — De-Kastri, Lazarev. In the Nikolayevsky District, we surveyed
the settlements of Puir and Baidukova Island, located in Schastya Bay.

The second trip included an automobile route from Khabarovsk sity southward through the
settlements of Khor, Vyazemskoye, Lermontovo, Bikin, etc. to the border with Primorsky Krai in the
village of Lesopilnoye.

To survey Verkhnebureinsky District, located in the central part of Khabarovsk Krai, we went
there by rail, since automobile communication with this area is difficult.

We continued collecting information in northern Khabarovsk Krai in October-November, when
hunters were finishing the field season and returning reports on the number of harvested bird. Then,
locals experts collected anonymous questionnaires and sent them to us by mail. We received them in
the second half of December (Table 1).
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Table 1. Number of interviews and questionnaires collected in districts of Khabarovsk Krai

Number of
Name of district Interviews received
number anonymous
questionnaire
Okhotsky District 3
Ayano-Maysky District
Tuguro-Chumikansky District 2 31
Nikolayevsky District 10 12
imeni Poliny Osipenko District 2
Ulchsky District 4 3
Verkhnebureinsky District 7 5
Solnechny District 4 2
Komsomolsky 7 12
Khabarovsky District 3
Amursky District 2
Nanaysky District 7 8
Lazo District 3 3
Vyazemsky District 5 4
Bikinsky District 4 4
Khabarovsk Urban Area 10 15
Komsomolsk-on-Amur Urban Area 5 5
Total 80 104

The questionnaires in the Amur Oblast in the amount of 400 copies were distributed among
the main hunting societies of the region: AROO "RAOQIR", Military Hunting Society, LLC
"Okhotkhozhestvo Shimanovskoye". In this regard, the data on hunting were obtained for the most
densely populated part of the region (Fig. 18). At the end of the hunting season 130 questionnaires
were collected (Table 2).

Table 2. Number of questionnaires collected in districts of the Amur Oblast

District name Number of questionnaires
Skovorodinsky 5
Mazanovsky 4
Svobodnensky 5
Seryshevsky 8
Blagoveshchensky 16
Belogorsky 11
Romnensky 9
Ivanovsky 13
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Oktyabrsky 12
Bureysky 9
Tambovsky 10
Konstantinovsky 8
Mikhailovsky 11
Arkharinsky 3
District is not specified 6
Total 130

Figure 18. Areas of collection of data on shorebird hunting in the Amur Oblast. Districts: 1 — Tyndinsky,
2 — Skovorodinsky, 3 — Zeisky, 4 — Magdagachinsky, 5 — Selemdzinsky, 6 — Shimanovsky, 7
— Mazanovsky, 8 — Svobodnensky, 9 — Seryshevsky, 10 — Blagoveshchensky, 11 —
Belogorsky, 12 — Romnensky, 13 — Ivanovsky, 14 — Oktyabrsky, 15 — Zavitinsky, 16 —
Bureinsky, 17 — Tambovsky, 18 — Konstantinovsky, 19 — Mikhailovsky, 20 — Arkharinsky.

In Khabarovsk Krai, we used basically the same methodological approaches as in Sakhalin in
2020. In 2021, they were slightly modified and expanded. They were still based on the method
developed by E.E. Syroechkovsky and K.B. Klokov for estimating bird harvesting in the Russian Arctic
(Syroechkovsky and Klokov, 2010), which was adapted to study shorebird hunting in the first phase of
the project in 2019. In 2021, the methodological approaches were further improved. Thus, several
additional questions on the dynamics of the number and harvesting of rare species of ducks and geese
were included in the questionnaires. This was due to the fact that in these areas shorebirds are not a
special target for hunting, many hunters do not hunt them at all. Therefore, the interview focused on
shorebirds caused surprise and bewilderment among hunters. This made it difficult to establish contact
with the respondents and to get sufficiently detailed information about how hunting takes place.
Therefore, we started the conversation with questions about duck and geese hunting and then moved
on to questions about shorebirds.
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The survey of each model village included two phases. First, we conducted in-depth interviews
with 2-3 experts to provide a qualitative-level overview of how shorebird hunting occurs in the area
and how important it is to both local and guest hunters in the area. Given that shorebirds are often
not a specific hunting target, we also found out the general picture of waterfowl hunting, in which
shorebirds can also be shot. We used additional questionnaires on rare and common waterfowl|
species. We did not analyze collected data on waterfowl in this report.

The interview included several dozens of free-form questions on the following topics:
1. General information about the population of the settlement, the number of hunters,
ownership of hunting weapons and the vehicles used for hunting.
2. Whether people from other places come to the settlement to hunt, how often
and how many?
3. Places where residents of the settlement and guest hunters hunt shorebirds or hunt
waterfowl, shooting shorebirds in passing and accidentally.

4. An approximate estimate (from an expert's point of view) of the number of
locals hunters and guest hunters in this area.

5. Methods by which local hunters usually hunt shorebirds.

6. Whether hunting has become more or less intense in recent years, whether
the number of hunters (local and guest) has increased or decreased.

7. How strictly the rules and deadlines of hunting seasons are observed in the

area. Do hunters know what species of birds are not allowed to hunt. Whether local
people have unregistered weapons. How regularly inspectors and police officers
monitor compliance with hunting regulations.

And others questions.

The interview could be more or less detailed, depending on how interesting information the
hunter could provide. The hunter sampling was based on the "snowball" method. The method
consisted of each hunter providing contact information for one or more other hunters when answering
questions or completing a questionnaire. In addition, we interviewed hunters we met at the hunting
sites.

We also used anonymous questionnaires filled out by the hunters themselves. The
guestionnaire was made as short as possible, because each additional question increases the likelihood
that the hunter would find the questionnaire too complicated and not want to spend time completing
it. Because shorebird hunting is not popular everywhere, a special shorebird-only questionnaire may
have caused misunderstanding on the part of some hunters and refusal to fill it out. Therefore, it also
included questions about waterfow! hunting.

The questionnaire contained three groups of questions.

A. Shorebird hunting questions.
1. Have you hunted shorebirds in the last 5 years? (YES, NO)
2. How many shorebirds have you shot in the last 3 years, including the number
of large-sized, medium-sized, and small-sized shorebirds?
3. If you know, write the names of the species of shorebirds you have shot? (you can
give a local name).
4, How often are shorebirds taken by other (besides you) hunters in your area (
FREQUENTLY; REGULARLY; ONLY OCCASIONALLY WHEN HUNTING OTHER BIRDS;
NEVER)??
5. Who hunts them (LOCAL PEOPLE FROM YOUR VILLAGE; VISITORS; BOTH LOCAL
or VISITORS)?
6. List the months when shorebirds are hunted in your area.

B. Waterfowl! hunting questions: the hunter was asked to indicate the number and species of

ducks and geese taken last year in spring and fall.
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C. Questions about the hunter himself/herself: age, hunting experience, areas where he/she
has hunted birds in the past five years.

Anonymous paper questionnaires were filled out during meetings with hunters during the field
work period. A total of 104 anonymous questionnaires were collected in Khabarovsk Krai and 130
questionnaires in Amur Oblast. We distributed them mainly through hunting societies, which exist in
most districts of Khabarovsk Krai (in contrast to Sakhalin Oblast).

In general, the field survey research tools (Fig. 19) included:
a) anonymous questionnaires distributed both during face-to-face meetings with
hunters and by posting information on the Internet;
b) a questionnaire filled out by the interviewer from the words of the hunter during an
individual conversation with the hunter;
c) The questionnaire for a certain community filling in after deep interviews with
hunters and experts living there;
d) handouts: postcards and calendars with pictures of different species of shorebirds
and additional information (Fig.11)
e) color posters with drawings of shorebirds, for which the main species found in the
Russian Far East were selected.

Figure 19. Handouts (posters, calendars) used for hunter interviews

Given significant differences in how hunting is organized in different parts of Khabarovsk Krai
and Amur Oblast, we used different approaches to extrapolate data and estimate the number of
shorebirds taken in different areas.

In areas along the coast of the Sea of Okhotsk, shorebird hunting is regular. We have used the
method of formal extrapolation to estimate the number of shorebirds harvested in these areas. Data
for this were based on the average number of shorebirds shot per hunter per year, obtained from
surveys. We multiplied these averages by the total number of hunters receiving permits for waterfowl
harvesting in the indicated areas (recall that permits are not issued specifically for shorebird hunting
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there). In 2020, a total of 6,837 such permits were issued in Khabarovsk Krai. The number of hunters
hunting birds without permits should be added to this figure. The number of such hunters, according
to local experts, is at least 10% of the number of hunters who have received official permits.

In remote settlements in the north of the region (e.g. Inya), the proportion of hunters without
official permits is much higher. This was taken into account when calculating the volume of harvesting
of each species of shorebirds in some districts of Khabarovsk Krai. For shorebird species, which were
not reported by hunters during the survey, the average annual harvest volume was estimated based
on their relative abundance in the wild, ranging from 0.01 to 0.05 birds harvested per one hunter who
received a permit to capture birds.

The number of harvested birds was calculated separately for different species/groups of
species:
- separately for the most important species: Far Eastern Curlew, Middle Curlew, and
Great Stint,
- together for medium and large shorebirds (Black-tailed and Bar-tailed Godwits,
Woodcock and Snipes)
- together for all small shorebirds (primarily Dunlin, Red-necked Stint, etc.).

Figure 20. Vladimir Pronkevich interviewing an experienced hunter in De-Kastri village, Khabarovsk Krai
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Figure 21. Interview with an expert hunter in Ulchsky District of Khabarovsk Krai

Figure 22. Interview with young hunters in the Nikolayevsky District of Khabarovsk Krai
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Figure 23. Survey of hunters in Verkhnebureinsky District of Khabarovsk Krai

Figure 24. The poster can be left even in places where hunters come rarely. The Bikinsky District Society
of Hunters and Fishermen is located in the very south of Khabarovsk Krai
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2.3. ONLINE SURVEY

Simultaneously with the fieldwork, we attempted to conduct an online survey of shorebird
hunting. For this purpose, an online questionnaire was developed (Annex 2,
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLScTxvVv89Z8iz9tWa4l-hcrVBhjG39-R4hTmu-
BbYuyXzk8wQ/viewform), which was similar in content to the paper-based anonymous questionnaire
used during fieldwork. The questionnaire can be accessed via QR codes that were placed on
calendars and other handouts. We distributed these handouts materials to all hunters we met during
fieldwork, including those who participated in interviews or filled out the anonymous questionnaire.
In the latter case, we asked the hunter not to fill in the questionnaire himself (to avoid repeating the
information), but to pass the materials with QR code to other hunters, asking them to fill in the
questionnaire via the Internet. In addition, information with a link to the internet address of the
guestionnaire was placed on the websites of hunting societies.

The results of the online questionnaire were very modest. A total of 12 questionnaires were
filled out on the website (5% of the total number of all collected questionnaires), incl. 5 from
Khabarovsk Krai and 7 from Amur Oblast. All questionnaires, both those collected from hunters and
those completed online were processed together. The results are presented in paragraph 3.5.

Despite the small number of completed online questionnaires, it was possible to obtain some
data for those villages that we were unable to reach during the fieldwork. However, these data did
not change the conclusions we made during fieldwork, but only confirmed them. In particular, the
data from the online questionnaire confirmed that hunters harvest shorebirds also during the time
closed for hunting, and that some hunters shoot at flocks of shorebirds.

Evaluation of the results of the online questionnaire

Activity of hunters to fill in the online questionnaire was low. This was unexpected for us as
we assumed that the number of completed online questionnaires would be much higher. We were
not able to find out any reason, why their online activity was so law. Most probably, the main online
contacts between hunters take place in closed groups via What'’s Up, Telegram and other
messengers, and the most part of hunters ignore websites of hunting societies.

It should be noted, that besides hunters from Khabarovsk Krai and Amur Oblast (surveyed in
2021), several hunters from Sakhalin Island (surveyed in 2020) filled in online forms in 2021 and
2023. In total 15 forms has been filled in, incl. 4 forms in 2023. 13 persons from Sakhalin filled in the
forms using QR codes placed on handouts and 2 persons used Internet links from web-sites of
Sakhalin hunters societies. Thus, online forms continued to works even two years after our survey.
This means that it can be promising to use online questionnaires for long term monitoring. However,
additional special work have to be done for increasing the activity of hunters to get more completed
online forms.

Taking into account that using the Internet to collect information on shorebird hunting can
save a lot of effort required to conduct a field survey it is possible to propose a special sociological
study to develop a more effective methodology of questioning hunters via the Internet.
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3. RESULTS
3.1. SPECIES COMPOSITION, ABUNDANCE AND HABITATION PATTERNS OF

SHOREBIRDS IN KHABAROVSK KRAI AND AMUR OBLAST

KHABAROVSK KRAI

Data on the abundance and distribution of shorebirds during seasonal migrations in Khabarovsk

Krai are based on a review of available published data (Panov, 1973; Babenko, 2000; Nechaev, Gamova,
2009 et al.).To date, 56 shorebird species have been recorded in Khabarovsk Krai (Table 3). Of those,
16 species are nesting in the region, breeding of another 3 species is suspected, and 37 species and
subspecies (Sakhalin Calidris alpina actites) are only migrating through the region and/or belong to the
rare vagrant species. The Red Data Book of Khabarovsk Krai contains 11 species of shorebirds; in
addition, 12 species of shorebirds inhabiting Khabarovsk Krai are included in the Red Data Book of
Russia (Table 3). In recent years, studies of migrating shorebirds in the region have been significantly
intensified. As a consequence, we should expect an expansion of their species list, which should not
differ significantly from the more comprehensive similar lists of Sakhalin and Kamchatka.

Table 3: List of shorebirds of Khabarovsk Krai

Ne Species Red data Red IUCN. | Numb Status

book of data Red er

Khabarovs | book List Catego
k Krai of ry N | Tr | Acc
Russia
1 | Grey Plover, Pluvialis squatarola LC U
2 | Pacific Golden, Plover Pluvialis fulva LC C
3 | Common Ringed, Plover Charadrius LC R
hiaticula

4 | Little Ringed Plover, Charadrius dubius LC C +
5 | Long-billed Plover, Charadrius placidus + LC R
6 | Mongolian Plover, Charadrius mongolus LC C
7 | Eurasian Dotterel, Eudromias morinellus LC R
8 | Northern Lapwing, Vanellus vanellus NT C + +
9 | Grey-headed Lapwing, Vanellus cinereus LC R +
10 | Turnstone, Arenaria interpres LC C +
11 | Oystercatcher, Haematopus ostralegus + + NT R + +
12 | Green Sandpiper, Tringa ochropus LC C + +
13 | Wood Sandpiper, Tringa glareola LC C + +
14 | Common Greenshank, Tringa nebularia LC C + +
15 | Nordmann's Greenshank, Tringa guttifer + + EN R + +
16 | Redshank, Tringa totanus LC R + +
17 | Spotted Redshank, Tringa erythropus LC C +
18 | Marsh Sandpiper, Tringa stagnatilis + LC R +
19 | Grey-tailed Tattler, Heteroscelus brevipes NT U +
20 | Common Sandpiper, Actitis hypoleucos LC C + +
21 | Terek Sandpiper, Xenus cinereus LC R +
22 | Grey Phalarope, Phalaropus fulicarius LC R +
23 | Red-necked Phalarope, Phalaropus lobatus LC u +

28




24 | Ruff, Philomachus pugnax LC R
25 | Spoon-billed Sandpiper, Eurynorhynchus CR R +
pygmeus
26 | Little Stint, Calidris minuta LC u +
27 | Red-necked Stint, Calidris ruficollis NT C +
28 | Long-toed Stint, Calidris subminuta LC u +
29 | Temminck's Stint, Calidris temminckii LC u +
30 | Baird's Sandpiper, Calidris bairdii LC R +
31 | Curlew Sandpiper, Calidris ferruginea NT u +
32 | Sakhalin Dunlin, Calidris alpina actites +
33 | Dunlin, Calidris alpina LC C +
34 | Sharp-tailed Sandpiper, Calidris acuminata LC R +
35 | Pectoral Sandpiper, Calidris melanotos LC R
36 | Great Knot, Calidris tenuirostris EN C +
37 | Red Knot, Calidris canutus NT R +
38 | Western Sandpiper, Calidris mauri LC u +
39 | Sanderling, Calidris alba LC R +
40 | Buff-breasted Sandpipe, Tryngites NT R
subruficollis
41 | Broad-billed Sandpiper, Limicola falcinellus LC R
42 | Jack Snipe, Limnocryptes minimus LC R +7?
43 | Common Snipe, Gallinago gallinago LC C +
44 | Latham's Snipe, Gallinago hardwickii LC R +?
45 | Swinhoe's Snipe, Gallinago megala LC u + +
46 | Pin-tailed Snipe, Gallinago stenura LC C +? |+
47 | Solitary Snipe, Gallinago solitaria LC R +
48 | Eurasian Woodcock, Scolopax rusticola LC u +
49 | Little Curlew, Numenius minutus LC R +
50 | Eurasian Curlew, Numenius arquata NT R
51 | Far Eastern Curlew, Numenius EN R + +
madagascariensis
52 | Whimbrel, Numenius phaeopus LC C
53 | Black-tailed Godwit, Limosa limosa NT R +
54 | Bar-tailed Godwit, Limosa lapponica NT R
55 | Long-billed Dowitcher, Limnodromus LC R
scolopaceus
56 | Asian dowitcher, Limnodromus NT R + +
semipalmatus

Abbreviations: A — abundant, C — common, U — uncommon, R — rare; N — nesting, Tr — transient,

Acc — accidental
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AMUR OBLAST

Forty-eight species of shorebirds have been recorded in the Amur Oblast (Table 4). Of these, 19
species nest in the region, 29 only migrate through the region and/or are classified as rare vagrant
species (Antonov and Dugintsov, 2018). The overall species list here is noticeably more modest than in
other Far Eastern regions. This is partly due to the remoteness from the shores of the Sea of Okhotsk
and the main migration routes of shorebirds. The Red Data Book of Amur Oblast includes 11 species
of shorebirds, besides the Red Data Book of the Russian Federation includes 9 species of shorebirds
inhabiting the Amur Oblast (Table 4).

Table 4: List of shorebirds of the Amur Oblast

Ne Species Red Red IUCN. Number Status
data data Red Category
book of | book of List N | Tr | Acc
Amur Russia
Oblast
1 | Grey Plover, Pluvialis squatarola LC R
2 | Pacific Golden, Plover Pluvialis fulva LC u
3 | Common Ringed, Plover Charadrius LC R
hiaticula
4 | Little Ringed Plover, Charadrius dubius LC C
5 | Long-billed Plover, Charadrius placidus + LC R
6 | Mongolian Plover, Charadrius mongolus LC R
7 | Eurasian Dotterel, Eudromias morinellus + LC R +
8 | Northern Lapwing, Vanellus vanellus NT R + +
9 | Grey-headed Lapwing, Vanellus cinereus LC R
10 | Sociable Lapwing, Vanellus gregarius CR R
11 | Turnstone, Arenaria interpres oahuensis LC R
12 | Black-winged Stilt, Himantopus + LC R +
himantopus himantopus
13 | Pied Avoced, Recurvirostra avosetta LC R +
14 | Oystercatcher, Haematopus ostralegus + NT R + +
15 | Green Sandpiper, Tringa ochropus LC C + +
16 | Wood Sandpiper, Tringa glareola LC C + +
17 | Common Greenshank, Tringa nebularia LC C + | +
18 | Redshank, Tringa totanus + LC R + +
19 | Spotted Redshank, Tringa erythropus LC C +
20 | Marsh Sandpiper, Tringa stagnatilis LC R + +
21 | Grey-tailed Tattler, Heteroscelus brevipes NT R +
22 | Common Sandpiper, Actitis hypoleucos LC A + +
23 | Terek Sandpiper, Xenus cinereus LC R +
24 | Red-necked Phalarope, Phalaropus LC R +
lobatus
25 | Ruff, Philomachus pugnax LC R +
26 | Red-necked Stint, Calidris ruficollis NT R +
27 | Long-toed Stint, Calidris subminuta LC R +
28 | Temminck's Stint, Calidris temminckii LC R +
29 | Curlew Sandpiper, Calidris ferruginea + NT R +
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30 | Sakhalin Dunlin, Calidris alpina actites u +
31 | Dunlin, Calidris alpine LC R
32 | Sharp-tailed Sandpiper, Calidris LC R
acuminata
33 | Broad-billed Sandpiper, Limicola LC R +
falcinellus
34 | Jack Snipe, Limnocryptes minimus LC R
35 | Common Snipe, Gallinago gallinago LC A
36 | Latham's Snipe, Gallinago hardwickii LC C
37 | Swinhoe's Snipe, Gallinago megala LC R +
38 | Pin-tailed Snipe, Gallinago stenura LC C + +
39 | Solitary Snipe, Gallinago solitaria LC R +
40 | Eurasian Woodcock, Scolopax rusticola LC U + +
41 | Little Curlew, Numenius minutus LC R +
42 | Eurasian Curlew, Numenius arquata NT R
43 | Far Eastern Curlew, Numenius EN R + +
madagascariensis
44 | Whimbrel, Numenius phaeopus LC R +
45 | Black-tailed Godwit, Limosa limosa NT R
46 | Bar-tailed Godwit, Limosa lapponica NT R +
47 | Long-billed Dowitcher, Limnodromus LC R
scolopaceus
48 | Asian dowitcher, Limnodromus NT R + +
semipalmatus

Abbreviations: A —abundant, C— common, U —uncommon, R —rare; N — nesting, Tr — transient,

accidental

Acc —
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3.2. POPULATION AND RANGE STATUS OF THE FAR EASTERN CURLEW (NUMENIUS
MADAGASCARIENSIS) IN SOUTH FAR EAST RUSSIA

3.2.1.NESTING RANGE STRUCTURE AND ABUNDANCE

The most detailed data on the Far Eastern Curlew range in the late 20th and early 21st
centuries are presented in Antonov (2011; 2016) and Sleptsov (2019). Based on these data, 33 breeding
areas with a total area of about 150 thousand sqg. km were mapped (Fig. 25). Six clusters of Far Eastern
Curlew nesting pockets were identified (so-called population-geographical nuclei), including
Priamurskoe, located in the Amur River basin from Lake Khanka in the south to the Verkhnezeiskoe
Plain and the Evoron-Chukchagirskaya Lowland in the north. A total of 18 elementary breeding grounds
of Far Eastern Curlew were identified in the Amur basin. The Amurian breeding area is more extensive
than other clusters and occupies the southernmost part of the known breeding range of the species.
Chronologically, nesting of Far Eastern Curlew was firstly described in Primorsky Krai (near Lake Khanka
and in the lower reaches of the Bolshoi Ussurka River), then in Khabarovsk Krai and Amur Oblast.

Let us review the history of studies and the present state of the elementary breeding grounds
of the Far Eastern Curlew breeding core area in the Amur Oblast.

Figure 25. Breeding range of Far Eastern Curlew Numenius madagascariensis (Antonov, 2011, 2016;
Sleptsov, 2019)

K.A. Vorobyev (1954) supposed the nesting of Far Eastern Curlew in the area of Possiet Bay in
the south of Primorsky Krai, but no one has confirmed this nesting after this author.

The breeding area in the lowlands of Lake Khanka has a long history of studies. The first nest
was found here in 1928 (Shulpin, 1936). In the mid-1970s, about 50 pairs were breeding in the Lake
Khanka Lowland (Gluschenko, 1982).

The nesting of Far Eastern Curlew in the lower reaches of the Bolshaya Ussurka River was
reported by E. P. Spangenberg (1965). The status of this breeding area is currently unknown.
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Nesting on the Bikin River was discovered by B.K. Shibnev, and Far Eastern Curlew was
common there in the middle of the 20th century (Shibnev 1976). Later, in the 1970s, B.B. Pukinsky
(2003) stated a sharp decrease in the number of the local breeding group there.

Mention of Far Eastern Curlew nesting in the lower reaches of the Khor river is mentioned only
in the work of L.M. Shulpin (1936), the current status is unknown.

C. B. Winter (1980) discovered the Far Eastern Curlew breeding area in the Bureinsko-
Khinganskaya Lowland in the mid-1970s. The density of nesting birds in this area is decreasing, but as
a whole by the abundance of nesting pairs this area occupies one of the key positions. It is the only
locality from which we already know more than 10 documented nest finds (Antonov, 2009). It should
be taken into account that this record number of found nests is probably due to the large number of
ecological studies of the Far Eastern Curlew in the area.

A significant breeding area of the Far Eastern Curlew is located in the north of the Zeya-Bureya
Plain in the basins of the Tom, Ulma, and other rivers with their tributaries (Antonov et al., 2016).
However, we do not have data on it abundance (nor absolute, either relative) from this region.

Several large nesting pockets have been described in the Upper Zeya River basin. Most of them
exist and maintain a significant density of birds up to the present time.

The nesting conditions of the Far Eastern Curlew in the Verkhnezeiskoe Plain have now
deteriorated due to flooding of most of the suitable nesting sites by the waters of the Zeya Reservoir.
Nevertheless, successful nesting there by Far Eastern Curlew has been documented (Antonov et al.,
2015). For example, 5 nesting pairs were found in Dutkan Bay and adjacent marshes of the Bol’shaia
Palpaga River floodplain in the last decade of June 2014 — birds were at brood at the time of the survey.
Nesting is also probable in the Khaimkan mariae (larch peatmoss bog open woodland) and in the Gulik
River valley near the Zeisky Nature Reserve, where mating birds and pairs were observed on 21-23
May 2014 and 10 May 2015 (Antonov et al., 2015). In 2021, Far Eastern Curlews were nesting near the
village of Bomnak, and they had not been observed here before (data from interviews with local
hunters).

According to Voronov (1983, et al.), Far Eastern Curlew is a sparse or rare migrating and
probably nesting species in the middle reaches of the Zeya River. It has been known to appear there in
spring since 5 May. It has also been recorded in summer in the Dep River basin from source to mouth,
among other an actively disturbing male was observed on 18 June 2015. A pre-breeding flock of 14
females (judging by beak length) was observed at the mouth of the Dep River on 16 June 2015.

In the Middle Amur Plain in the Evreyskaya Autonomous Oblast, Far Eastern Curlew nests in
larch peatmoss bog open woodland, but there are few specific data on numbers. In the Bolon Lake
basin in Khabarovsk Krai, Far Eastern Curlew has been recorded since the middle of the last century
(Kistyakovsky, Smogorzhevsky, 1973), but its nesting was not confirmed until much later (Antonov,
2004). The abundance of breeding birds in this area has decreased significantly over the last 20 years
(Table 5).

Further down the Amur River valley, Far Eastern Curlew nesting is known in the interfluves of
Bol’shaya and Mal'aya Khurbinok Rivers and in the basin of the Gorin River, on lakes Evoron and Udyl,
on Oljikan River and also (presumably) up to the mainland coast of Tugur Bay (Tugur River estuary) and
Bol’shoi Shantar Island (Babenkko, 2000; Pronkevich, Voronov, 1996; Roslyakov, 1990; Koblik et al,
2001; Pronkevich, 1998).

3.2.2.SEASONAL MIGRATION

During spring migration in the Ussuri River floodplain (south of Khabarovsk Krai) in 2005, Far Eastern
Curlew was observed from 12 April (Pronkevich, 2011). The maximum intensity of migration was
observed on 5 May, when two flocks of 40 and 50 Far Eastern Curlews were observed. A total of 209
birds were recorded during the period of observations from 1 April to 11 May. Far Eastern Curlew
migrates to Bologna Lake at the beginning of the third decade of April. Migration is by broad front, in
small groups of 8-10 birds at a height of 150-200 m. Sometimes they form clusters up to 150-200
individuals (Roslyakov, 1990). On Lake Evoron in spring Far Eastern Curlew appear on the same dates
(Pronkevich and Voronov, 1996). During the summer, non-breeding Far Eastern Curlews occur within
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the breeding range. For example, flocks of 5-7 Far Eastern Curlews stayed until early August in the
Bureinsko-Khinganskaya depression (Winter, 1980). In the summer of 1978 flocks of several dozens of
Far Eastern Curlews were recorded on Lake Bolon (Mishchenko, Smirenskii, 1981). A flock of 23 Far
Eastern Curlews flying southward was observed on 10 June 1976 near Malyshevo settlement,
Khabarovsk Region (Valchuk, 1997). Since mid-June there has been a permanent migration of single
and failed breeding birds. In central Sikhote-Alin, autumn migration is from early to mid-3rd decade of
September (Rakhilin, 1973c). As well, Far Eastern Curlews are known to be shot in Khabarovsk Krai
(Malyshevo village) and in October (Roslyakov, 1990).

Table 5. Data on the decline in numbers of Far Eastern Curlew in the breeding grounds
of the Amour breeding area

Breeding Years of surveys Authors Decrease in
grounds numbers, %
Arhara 1975-78 1999 Winter 1980, Antonov 1999 40
Bologn 1980s 2000 Roslyakov 1990, Antonov 2004 94
Bikin early late Pukinsky 2003 30
1970s 1970s

Table 6. Population number of Far Eastern Curlew in the Amur River basin according to

published data

Name of Region Location Year of Number of Nesting
breeding count nesting pairs rate (pairs
area (according to the number
source) per 10 km?)
Bolon Khabarovsk vicinity of the village of | 2000 15 pairs / 100 sq | 1.5 pairs
Krai Djuen on Bolon Lake km
In Evreiskaia In River 2002 3 pairs / 10 sq km | 3 pairs
Avtonomnaia
Oblast
Bikin Khabarovsk Interfluves of Bikin | 1970-e 3-4 pairs / 10 sq | 3-4 pairs
Krai amd Alchana Rivers km
Arhara Amur Oblast | Bureinsko- 1999 1- 1.5 pairs / 1 sq | 15 pairs
Khinganskaia Lowland km
Khurba Khabarovsk Interfluves of Bol’'shaia | Year 2 pairs / 1 sq km 20 pairs
Krai and Malaya Khurbinok | unknown
Rivers
Arhara Amur Oblast | Bureinsko- 1975-78 17-33 pairs
Khinganskaia Lowland
Bolon Khabarovsk Bolon lake 1980-e 2-3 pairs / 1 sq km | 20-30 pairs
Krai
Evoron Khabarovsk Evoron lake Year 4 pairs / 1 sq km 40 pairs
Krai unknown
Selemdkha Amur Oblast | Ziesko- Year 2 birds / per 10 km
Selemdzhinskaia Plane | unknown of route length
Zeia Amur Oblast | Verkhnezeiskaya Plane | Year 5 birds / per 10 km
unknown of route length
Nora Amur Oblast | Burunda River Year 1-9 birds per 10
unknown km of river

Sources — see table 5
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Figure 26. Far Eastern Curlew after returning to breeding grounds in mid-April, Amur Oblast. Photo by
A. Antonov

Figure 27. A pair of Far Eastern Curlews in the breeding biotope, Amur Oblast. Photo by A. Antonov
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Figure 28. Far Eastern Curlew in the breeding biotope, Amur Oblast. Photo by A. Antonov

Figure 29. Far Eastern Curlew nesting biotope in the Amur Oblast. Photo by A. Antonov
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Figure 30. Hatchlings in Far Eastern Curlew nest. Photo by A. Antonov

Figure 31. Ruined egg-laying of Far Eastern Curlew, Amur Oblast. Photo by A. Antonov
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3.3. ANALYSIS OF RECORDS OF THE RUSSIAN BIRD RINGING CENTRE

KHABAROVSK KRAI

The Russian Ringing Centre has data on 96 ringing recoveries from 13 species of shorebirds,
which were received from 1958-2020 in the Khabarovsk Krai. Of these, 83 birds were shot, and another
7 shorebirds (5 Great Knots, Ruff and Bar-tailed Godwit) were found injured or dying. In our analysis
we assume that all of them died or were injured as a result of hunting, as birds attacked by predators
rarely remain just "wounded" or "dying". One Far Eastern Curlew, ringed in Australia on 5 March 2001
(Victoria), died on 22 April 2006 after being caught in a fishing net near Birobidzhan (Evreiskaia
Autonomous Oblast), it is possible that it was shot and wounded and then caught in a net having fallen
into water. Nevertheless, we excluded it from further analysis. Information on 5 ringed shorebirds (4
Red-necked Stints and one Great Knot ) was obtained by recapturing tagged birds and reading
individual tags. These shorebirds were also not included in the analysis.

Among the shot shorebirds, the most numerous were those of the species forming migratory
aggregations in dense flocks that were usually shot. In Khabarovsk Krai, these were Great and Red Knot
(Figure 25). Their proportions among ringed birds were 73.3% and 11.1%, respectively. At high tide,
these birds usually rest on the shore and sit literally huddled together and easily allow a human to take
a shot, especially when approaching from the water by boat. Hunters take advantage of this
trustfulness. Although hunters manage to shoot only once or twice, the number of victims can be in
the tens and even hundreds of birds.

A Long-billed Dowitcher ringed in Taimyr on 17 July 1999 at the mouth of the Khatanga River
when he was a chick, was shot on 20 September of the same year near the settlement of Vostretsovo,
in the Okhotsk District of Khabarovsk Krai. In the accompanying letter to the Ringing Centre, it is
erroneously listed as "Eurasian Woodcock". In other letters Common Sandpiper was listed as "Common
Snipe", one Red Knot was described as "Great Knot". In 81 cases “Shorebird” or “Bird” was listed. Thus,
only 5.6% of the birds shot or found were correctly identified in the accompanying letters. In the
remaining 94.4% of cases species identity of shorebirds was not identified at all or incorrectly identified
(in three cases). Among the correctly identified birds were Common Greenshank, Red Knot and in three
cases Great Knot.

It should be noted, that of all shorebirds shot in Khabarovsk Krai, only half (50.6%) were
considered by hunters as shorebirds due to official records provided by the Russian Ringing Centre. For
the other half of shorebirds (49.4%) just "bird" was indicated. This fact demonstrates the poor
knowledge of birds, in particular shorebirds, by hunters in the region. We ourselves were repeatedly
convinced of this when we interviewed hunters and showed them colour images of shorebirds. Good
knowledge of shorebird species was demonstrated only by a few experienced hunters, who had long
been interested in hunting and diversity of birds. Young hunters and novice hunters usually have very
poor knowledge about species of shorebirds allowed to hunt, and even less knowledge about species
not allowed to be hunted. Among the ringed shorebirds taken by hunters, only four species are allowed
to be hunted in Khabarovsk Krai (Figure 32). The remaining species are either not included in the list
of officially permitted to hunt (3 species) or are strictly prohibited from hunting (5 species) because of
their protected status. Of the total number of shorebirds’ rings recovered by the Russian Ringing
Centre, 85.4% were from species prohibited from hunting (n=82).
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Common Greenshank Tringa nebularia *

Common Sandpiper Actitis hypoleucos **
RedshankTringa totanus *

Ruff Philomachus pugnax ***

Black-tailed Godwit Limosa limosa *

Long-billed Dowitcher Limnodromus scolopaceus *
Terek sandpiper Xenus cinereus *

Dunlin - Calidris alpine **

Bar-tailed Godwit Limosa lapponica ***
Red-necked Stint Calidris ruficollis **

Red Knot Calidris canutus ***

Great Knot Calidris tenuirostris ***

Figure 32. List of species and number of shorebirds from which ring recoveries were obtained in
Khabarovsk Krai (* — species allowed to be hunted; ** — species not allowed to be
hunted; *** — protected species, hunting prohibited)

Most of the ringed shorebirds in Khabarovsk Krai were shot in coastal areas (Figure 33). Only
species with little connection to coastal waters (Redshank, Common Sandpiper) constitute an
exception to this rule.

The locations of recovery of ringed shorebirds were generally consistent with the information
on the main hunting areas of shorebirds obtained during our survey (Figure 32). They are mostly
concentrated around a few localities along the Sea of Okhotsk coast.
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Figure 33. Locations where ringed shorebirds were shot in Khabarovsk Krai: A — Dunlin; B: 1 — Red-
necked Stints, 2 — Ruff; C — Terek Sandpiper; D: 1- Common Sandpiper, 2 — Redshank, 3
— Common Greenshank; E: 1 — Long-billed Dowitcher, 2 — Far Eastern Curlew; F: 1- Black-
tailed Godwit, 2 — Bar-tailed Godwit; G — Great Knot ; H— Red Knot .

Most of the ringed shorebirds (primarily Great Knot , Red Knot ) were shot in the Schastya Bay
area north of the Amur River mouth in the Nikolaevsky district of Khabarovsk Krai (Figure 34) and also
in the bays of the Sea of Okhotsk located in the Tuguro-Chumikansky District: Udskaya Bay, Tugursky
Bay, Ulbansky Bay (Figure 35).

Figure 34. Locations where ringed Great Knots (Calidris tenuirostris) were shot in Nikolaevsky District
of Khabarovsk Krai
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Figure 35. Locations where ringed Great Knots (Calidris tenuirostris) were shot in Tuguro-Chumikansky
District, Khabarovsk Krai

One Black-tailed Godwit and two Bar-tailed ones ringed in Western Australia were shot in
Schastya Bay, Okhotsk Sea (Nikolaevsky District) and in the Okhotsky District, at the mouth of the
Kukhtui River (Pronkevich, 2013) and around Novaya Inya. A single ringed Redshank (which was ringed
in the Philippines, 5 November 1967) was shot in Vyazemsky District in the south of Khabarovsk Krai
on 28 April 1968 shortly after ringing. The Common Sandpiper, ringed in Malaysia on 11 November
1967, was also shot in the spring following the ringing, on 3 May 1968, in the Amursky district of
Khabarovsk Krai. Two Terek Sandpipers managed to survive a longer period after ringing. One was
ringed in north-eastern Australia (Beaches Crab CK RD Roebuck Bay, Broome) on 31 March 1990, and
caught on 15 July 1995 at the mouth of the Uda River (Tuguro-Chumikansky District). A second Terek
Sandpiper was ringed in China (Shanghai) on 30 April 2011 and shot on 15 April 2015 in about the same
place as the first, in Tugur Bay.

One of the most interesting recovery from ringed shorebirds in Khabarovsk Krai is a female Ruffa
found on 18 May 1958 near the town of Okhotsk (the species is listed in the Red Data Book of
Khabarovsk Krai). This bird was ringed in Denmark on September 19, 1951, in its first calendar year of
life (i.e., seven years earlier). The bird was found dying, it was possible that it was injured while hunting.

Analysis of the dates when ringed birds were taken, indicates a high level of poaching. Two thirds
of them (74.4%) were taken from early May to 20 August (Figure 36). Shorebird hunting is still
prohibited during this time. The season when shorebird hunting is allowed in Khabarovsk Krai runs
from the fourth Saturday in August to the end of November. During this period only 15.6% of the ringed
shorebirds were shot. The date on which the bird was shot of another 10% of shorebirds is inaccurate
and questionable.
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Figure 36. Distribution of time of ringed shorebirds shooting (n=76) by months in Khabarovsk
Krai, %. Months in which shorebird hunting is prohibited are highlighted in red.
? —The date of taking is unknown or questionable

AMUR OBLAST

The database of the Ringing Centre of Russia contains information on only one recovery of a
ringed shorebird on the territory of the Amur Oblast. The Wood Sandpiper was ringed on 3 March 1965
in India (Calcutta) and shot on 24 May 1966 in the Tynda district of the Amur Oblast.

This fact confirms that not only large but also small shorebirds are hunted here. It should be
noted again that only one species of shorebird is allowed for hunting in spring, the Eurasian Woodcock.
All hunters are well aware of this, so hunting other species of shorebirds in spring and summer is
intentional poaching.
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3.4. GENERAL INFORMATION ON SHOREBIRD HUNTING IN KHABAROVSK KRAI AND

AMUR OBLAST

As in other regions of Russia, waterfowl and shorebird hunting in Khabarovsk Krai and Amur
Oblast is regulated on the basis of the Federal Law "On Hunting and Conservation of Hunting
Resources." NO. 164-FZ. To have the right to hunt, the hunter must have 3 documents: a) the hunting
ticket, b) permission for hunting weapons and c) permission to hunt for a particular species or group
of animals (ducks, geese, shorebirds, etc.).

In addition to the so-called public hunting areas, where hunting permits are issued by the state
service, there are a large number of private hunting grounds in Khabarovsk Krai and Amur Oblast. Their
owners (there are most often different hunting societies) sell their hunting permits on them and set
their costs themselves. Unlike in Sakhalin Oblast, where the system of local hunting societies that
existed during the Soviet times has almost collapsed, in Khabarovsk Krai this structure has been
generally preserved and is functioning. In most districts hunting societies have their own hunting
grounds, keep records of hunters and sell them permits for hunting. In some districts societies even
control the level of minimum theoretical training of hunters. The best organised hunting society in
Khabarovsk Krai is the "Military Hunting Society (VOHO)".

Hunting season dates

Spring hunting of all shorebirds except Eurasian Woodcock is closed , but in fact, hunters may
shoot shorebirds during the spring waterfow! hunt. Until 2021, the duration of spring hunting was 10
days, but in the new version of the Federal Low, approved on 11.06.2021, the spring hunting period
has been extended to 1 month. At the same time, different hunting season dates may be fixed for
different municipal areas (districts) within the same region (oblast, krai). Thus, hunters may travel to
different districts of their region extending the hunting season for themselves. For example, the
districts of Amur Oblast are divided into three groups according to the term of spring hunting season,
and the districts of Khabarovsk Krai, which is much larger than Amur Oblast, are divided into five groups
with different terms of hunting seasons.

In the Amur Oblast, spring waterfowl hunting (for geese? and ducks) is open in the southern
districts from 17 to 24 April, in its central part from 24 April to 1 May, and in the northern districts
from 1 to 10 May. Besides, from April 24 to May 24, the hunting for he-ducks with live decoy duck is
open in the entire area.

On the territory of the Khabarovsk Krai in spring 2021, waterfowl hunting has been officially
opened from April 15 to May 22 consecutively for five geographical areas (Table 7). Also, the hunting
of he-ducks with live decoy ducks was allowed throughout the region from April 14 to May 15.

The dates of the autumn hunting season for waterfowl and shorebird in the Amur Oblast and
Khabarovsk Krai coincide. It is open from the 21st of August until the end of the calendar year. To
participate in hunting it is necessary to buy a permit to hunt for specific groups of species, including
ducks, geese, and shorebirds. (Figure 37). To do so, hunters apply to those organizations (hunting
societies) that organize hunting in their territories. In hard-to-reach northern areas of Khabarovsk Krai
(Okhotsky, Ayano-Maisky, Tuguro-Chumikansky Districts), special state hunting controllers are sent
annually to deliver permits for hunting birds and other animals before the hunting season starts.
Complicated transport logistics do not always allow hunters to purchase permits in time, so hunting
without permits, either forced or deliberate, is practiced in a number of remote settlements.
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Table 7. Spring hunting season dates for waterfowl and shorebirds in municipal districts of

Khabarovsk Krai, 2021

Groups of districts Name of municipal districts Dates of spring
hunting
1 Southern Bikinsky, Vyazemsky, Lazo from April 15 to
24
2 Khabarovsk Khabarovsk from April 23 to
May 2
3 Komsomolsky Amursky, Komsomolsky, from April 29 to
Nanaysky, Solnechny May 8
4 Central Vaninsky, Verkhnebureinsky, from 5 to 14 May
Nikolaevsky, Polina Osipenko,
Sovetsko-Gavansky, Ulchsky
5 Northern Ayano-Maysky, Okhotsksky, from May 13 to 22
Tuguro-Chumikansky

Figure 37. Bird harvesting permit form in force in Khabarovsk Krai
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According to the Ministry of Natural Resources of Khabarovsk Krai, 56,600 valid hunting tickets
have been issued in the region last year. However, not all persons who have a hunting ticket and a
hunting weapon permit hunt birds. In Khabarovsk Krai and Amur Oblast hunting of ungulates and fur-
bearing animals is more developed than hunting of birds. According to official data, 5,063 hunters
were issued permits for waterfowl hunting in the spring of 2020 in Khabarovsk Krai. Another 6,873
such permits were issued in the autumn. In the Amur Oblast, 8655 permits were issued in autumn
2020 for shorebirds, and 9282 permits for mollard duck, the main waterfowl species. These figures
were used as a baseline for extrapolation of our survey data on the harvesting of different species
and groups of shorebirds in the regions.
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3.5. Estimation of Annual Shorebird Shooting Volume in Khabarovsk Krai and Amur
Oblast

Annual shorebird shooting was estimated based on the results of questionnaires and hunter
surveys, and also, taking into account, the territorial distribution of hunters across Khabarovsk Krai and
Amur Oblast. Due to the great diversity of natural and climatic conditions and large differences in
human population density, the hunting pressure on different species and ecological groups of
shorebirds varies greatly. Most of the small and medium-sized shorebirds, which form numerous
aggregations during seasonal migration, are hunted in the areas adjacent to the Sea of Okhotsk.
Shorebird hunting may be very successful here. However, there are few hunters here due to low
numbers of resident people and limited access for visitors.

Shorebird species that migrate in small groups in inland areas — Wood Sandpiper, Common
Greenshank, Redshank and others, as well as Far Eastern Curlew — are everywhere in very small
numbers, but the area where they are harvested is very large.

Table 8: Expert assessment of annual shorebird shooting in different parts of Khabarovsk

Krai
Group of districts
Maritime Centre of Amur River Southern Total
districts Khabarovsk Krai basin districts Total
Okhotsky, Polina Osipenko, Nikolaevsky, Lazo
Species/group of Ayano-Maisky | Verkhnebureinsky, Ulchsky, Vyazemsky,
species Tuguro- Solnechny, Komsomolsky, Bikinsky
Chumikansky Khabarovsk Amursky,
Vaninsky Nanaysky,
Sovetsko- urban district
gavaninsky Khabarovsk
Far Eastern Curlew 80 140 280 80 580
Whimbrel 1000 220 300 40 1560
Other large-sized 900 210 270 100 1480
shorebirds
Medium-sized 16800 1800 3900 870 23370
shorebirds
small-sized 10800 280 1700 80 12860
shorebirds
Total birds 29580 2650 6450 1170 39850
(shorebirds)

Table 9. Expert assessment of annual shorebird shooting in of Amur Oblast

Species/ group of species Number of birds harvested
per year
Far Eastern Curlew 200
Whimbrel 100
Other large-sized shorebirds 2360
Medium-sized shorebirds 2760
Small-sized shorebirds 150
Total birds (shorebirds) 5570
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3.5.1. FAR EASTERN CURLEW

This rare and protected species, which breeds in many areas of Khabarovsk Krai and Amur
Oblast, is hunted predominantly in the spring and summer. Of course, all shooting of Far Eastern
Curlews is illegal. This species is listed in the regional and federal Red Data Books. However, not all
hunters are aware of this. The large size and relative accessibility of these birds make them victims of
both accidental and deliberate hunting. Birds are shot most often during spring waterfow! hunting.
Ducks are usually shot from a shelter and if a large shorebird is within reach of a hunter, he will often
shoot it too. In individual interviews, some hunters reported to us that they harvest Far Eastern
Curlews every year in spring on an opportunity. Some respondents even shot several Curlews in one
season, noting, however, that this was a good luck. In particular, this has been reported in the
Solnechny District of Khabarovsk Krai at Lake Evoron. In Ulch district birds are shot in spring near rain
and snow puddles on country roads. In Verkhnebureinsky District of Khabarovsk Krai they have been
shot from a shelter while hunting with a decoy duck for he-ducks. Whimbrels fly close to a shelter and
are shot in their breeding habitat. There are a number of references to shooting Far Eastern Curlews
for ornithological collections in the scientific literature. According to Babenko (2000), Far Eastern
Curlews shot on 15 May 1959 near the settlement of Naikhin (Nanai district, Khabarovsk Krai) and on
25 May 1959 on the Kharpi River (Amur district, Khabarovsk Krai) were kept in the collections of Kiev
State University. In the vicinity of Okhotsk, Far Eastern Curlew was hunted on 21 June 1915
(Kharitonov, 1915). Sherbakov (1976) reported shooting of Far Eastern Curlews in Middle Priamur'ye
(May 7-15, 1966-1968), in the Bikin river basin (May 5, 1939), on Lake Evoron (2 males and 1 female
on June 18, 1993), and females of this species on Lake Chukchagirskoe (May 25, 1980). At present, this
practice is not widespread due to the difficulty in obtaining permission to harvest birds included in the
Russian Red Data Book. Permission must be obtained in Moscow. The activity of replenishing zoological
collections has decreased considerably in recent decades. However, from informal interviews with
hunters, we have learned that local taxidermists sometimes make stuffed birds of this species for
commercial sale.

Figure 38. Number of Far Eastern Curlews shot annually within Khabarovsk Krai (expert estimate). The
total number of birds shot within the outline shaded by each colour is indicated
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In our estimate of the volume of Far Eastern Curlew shot each year, we assume a maximum
possible number of birds shot. And we would be happy if it turned out to be an overestimate. However,
our surveys indicate that the figures obtained are reasonable and may be realistic. The bulk of these
birds are harvested in the central part of Khabarovsk Krai and the Amur River floodplain (Tables 8, 9).
A graphical distribution of the total number of Far Eastern Curlews harvested is presented in Figure 38.

Inthe Amur Oblast, information on shooting of these birds was also obtained from areas where
they nest — in the Bureinsko-Khinganskaya Depression, on the Zeya-Bureinskaya Plain. According to
the results of the anonymous questionnaire, 5.9% of hunters harvested Far Eastern Curlews in the last
3 years. The species accounted for 3.4% of the total shorebird shot. Based on this data and information
on the number of permits issued for waterfowl and shorebirds in the Amur Oblast, we made an
assumption that up to 200 Far Eastern Curlews may be shot annually. A significant part of them is
harvested in the south of the region, i.e. in Oktyabrsky District and its neighboring districts (Fig. 12).
Since only an anonymous survey was carried out in the Amur Oblast, a more detailed study including
interviews with hunters and observation of the hunting process could change the assessment of the
volume of shooting, presumably upwards.

Figure 39. Main areas of Far Eastern Curlews shoting are indicated by shading.

1 — Yakutia Republic; 2 — Chukotka Autonomous Okrug; 3 — Magadan Oblast; 4 — Kamchatka Krai; 5 -
Khabarovsk Krai; 6 — Buriatia Republic; 7 — Zabaikalsky Krai; 8 - Amur Oblast
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3.5.2. LARGE-SIZED SHOREBIRDS

Whimbrel

Whimbrels in Khabarovsk Krai are predominantly shot during the autumn migration, mainly in
the northern and northeastern districts (Table 8.). There are most intensively hunted near the coast of
the Sea of Okhotsk (Figure 40). More than 40% of Whimbrels are harvested in the Okhotsky Distrcit. In
addition, they are regularly hunted in Tuguro-Chumikansky, Nikolaevsky (Schastya Bay, Amur estuary),
Ulchsky Districts (De-Kastri town). Our surveys also include data on their shooting in the centre and in
the south of the region. Whimbrels are encountered and shot here much less frequently than on the
sea coast, but the south of the region is the area where most hunters live.

In general, the total number of Whimbrels shot in Khabarovsk Krai is considerably lower than
on Kamchatka and Sakhalin. This is primarily due to the predominantly mountainous terrain of the
coastal areas of the mainland coast of the Sea of Okhotsk. Birds during migration are distributed over
a vast area of the region with few hunters.

Figure 40. Number of Whimbrels harvested annually in Khabarovsk Krai (expert estimate). The total
number of birds shot within the outline shaded by each colour is indicated

In the Amur Oblast, Whimbrels also occur on migration and are harvested by hunters (Fig. 41).
The volume of shooting is low and ranges between one and several hundred birds per year. There is
insufficient data in our study materials for a more accurate assessment.
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Figure 41. Whimbrel shot in the Zavitinsky District of the Amur Oblast. Photo by A. Antonov

Other large-sized shorebirds

Shorebirds of other large-size species are shot in small numbers in the region. The Black and
Bar-tailed Godwit, Common Greenshank, and Eurasian Woodcock are among the species that have
been reported to us by hunters in the south of Khabarovsk Krai. Thanks to the materials of the Russian
Ringing Centre, we know of a Long-billed Dowitcher shot here, but it is most likely an isolated case.
The most common trophies are Godwits (mainly in coastal areas) and Common Greenshank with
Redshank and Grey-tailed Tattler (mainly in the Amur River floodplain). The estimate of the total
number of large-sized shorebirds (excluding Far Eastern Curlew and Whimbrel) given in Table 8, 9
represents an extrapolation from the survey data and is approximate. It can rather be viewed as an
overall proportion of shorebirds of this size group shot in comparison to other shorebirds.

50



30
40
. 120
N 260
Il 160

Figure 42. Number of large-sized shorebirds (excluding Far Eastern and Whimbrel) shot annually
within Khabarovsk Krai (expert estimate)

The total number of birds shot within the outline shaded by each colour is indicated

Of particular concern is the possibility of the accidental shooting of one of the rarest shorebirds
on the planet, a species endemic to Russia, Nordmann's Greenshank (Tringa guttifer). During surveys
we did not receive any direct confirmation of such cases. Given the rarity of this species, it is very
difficult to obtain information on its shooting. In the area of active research on the biology of
Nordmann's Greenshank carried out in recent years (Pronkevich et al., 2021), no increased disturbance
by hunters has been noted during the breeding season (V. Pronkevich, personal communication).
However, we cannot rule out that Nordmann's Greenshanks may have been accidentally shot while
shooting Common Greenshank or Redshanks on the coast of the Sea of Okhotsk in Khabarovsk Krai.
Hunters do not distinguish between these species in the wild. Ongoing outreach and education to local
communities in the Nordmann's Greenshank habitat area is therefore required.
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3.5.3. MEDIUM-SIZED SHOREBIRDS

In this size group, Great Knot , Red Knot , Common Snipe, Terek Sandpiper, Ruff, Redshank
have been reported as the most often harvested species. The first two species are shot most often by
hunters shooting at dense flocks resting on the shores of the Sea of Okhotsk at high tide. Hunters use
birds shot in this manner as bait to trap sable in winter and also consume shorebirds for food. Among
the hunters interviewed in the Tuguro-Chumikansky District, 47% responded negatively to the
question about shooting shorebirds. The remaining 53% had shot them regularly in the past three
years. Of these, 41% shot 20-50 birds per season, and the majority, 59%, took between 50 and 100
shorebirds. Individuals reported a much higher number of shorebirds shot per season (500 or more).
More than half of all shorebirds shot in the area (52%) belonged to the medium-sized group.

Some hunters reported individual "lucky" hunts, in which they shot much more shorebirds. In
the Nikolayevsky District of the Khabarovsk Krai we recorded a detailed description of one such
incidental hunt in the Schastya Bay. On Baidukov Island two hunters, who were returning home in a
boat with a motor, managed to quickly approach a large mixed flock of shorebirds resting on the shore.
They managed to make only four shots, after which the birds flew away, and the men docked on shore
and collected them in baskets. While processing the shot they started counting the birds, but after 360
birds they stopped counting. At the same time, about half of the birds were still in the basket. Thus, in
only one of these cases about 700 birds were killed in a few seconds. We managed to obtain a
photograph (Fig. 44) which shows part of the shootings of this hunt. It shows the processed carcasses
of over 53 Great Knots. We remind that Great Knot is included in the latest edition of the Red Book of
Russia.

Without exception, all interviewed respondents harvesting shorebirds usually shoot at flocks
of birds, which certainly results in a high number of incidental and wasted victims. On several occasions
we were able to find evidence of the use of shot shorebirds as bait in sable trapping. Most hunters
who reported this practice indicated that they had done so in the past. Now they prefer other baits —
grouse, muskrat, fish. But in places of mass stopovers of shorebirds, where with a few shots one can
shoot dozens or even hundreds of birds at once, shorebirds are still used as bait nowadays. Birds are
shot as late as possible in autumn, and frozen in their plumage until the winter sable trapping season
arrives.
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Figure 43. Number of medium-sized shorebirds harvested annually in Khabarovsk Krai (expert
estimate). The total number of birds shot within the outline shaded by each colour is
indicated

Figure 44. Great Knots carcasses (at least 53 birds) from more than 700 shorebirds shot in Schastya
Bay during one short hunt
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3.5.4. SMALL-SIZED SHOREBIRDS

Small-sized shorebirds are also shot. In Khabarovsk Krai, as in other regions near the Sea of
Okhotsk that we surveyed, shorebirds are most frequently shot in flocks (Figure 46). In the Tuguro-
Chumikansky District, more than one third of the hunters surveyed (37.2%) regularly shot small-sized
shorebirds. In the total estimated volume of shorebirds shot in Khabarovsk Krai, small-sized shorebirds
constitute a significant proportion (Table 8). Dunlin, Red-necked Stints and Mongolian Sedge constitute
the bulk of the birds shot in this size group. As a rule, resting Spoon-billed Sandpipers feed in mixed
flocks with these species. During surveys, hunters also called Broad-billed Sandpiper and Sanderling.
Unfortunately, most of the known to us mass aggregations of shorebirds in the Okhotsky, Tuguro-
Chumikansky and Nikolaevsky districts of Khabarovsk Krai are quite actively visited by humans,
including hunters. Foraging grounds of migrating shorebirds are especially attractive in the valley
bottoms of large rivers where currents carry a lot of silt and sand to the sea. Usually it is in these areas
that the few settlements (Okhotsk, Inya, Vostretsovo, Chumikan, Tugur, etc.) are located.

We have also received reports of Wood Sandpiper and Common Sandpiper being shot. These
species are more often harvested in inland areas of Khabarovsk Krai away from the coast, as well as in
Amur Oblast. As they do not form numerous flocks, the hunting pressure on these species is much
lower.

Spoon-billed Sandpiper

This rare species of shorebird, for which numerous active efforts are being made around the
world to save it, is at great risk of being accidentally shot during its migrations on the shores of the Sea
of Okhotsk. As recently as the second half of the 20th century, it was regularly encountered in
Khabarovsk Krai. Thus, in the 1960-70s, it was not very rare near the Okhotsk town (Pronkevich and
Morokov 2012). Every year several Spoon-billed Sandpipers were shot here along with other
shorebirds. The Museum of Regional Studies of Okhotsk keeps two beaks of Spoon-billed Sandpipers
shot here. The last known sighting of a small flock of several Spoon-billed Sandpipers in the Okhotsk
area was made in the third decade of May 2005. The Khabarovsk Krai remains poorly investigated in
terms of shorebirds but is undoubtedly important for migrations of this species. Known shooting
locations of Spoon-billed Sandpipers in the region around the Sea of Okhotsk are noted in Figure 45.
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Figure 45. Known Spoon-billed Sandpipers shooting locations around the Sea of Okhotsk
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Figure 46. Number of small-sized shorebirds harvested annually in Khabarovsk Krai (expert estimate).
The total number of birds shot within the outline shaded by each colour is indicated
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3.6. MAIN THREATS TO SHOREBIRDS IN KHABAROVSK KRAI AND AMUR OBLAST
3.6.1. ILLEGAL SHOREBIRD HUNTING

Traditionally, illegal hunting is the hunting of animals without official permits, in protected
areas, or outside specified hunting seasons. In Khabarovsk Krai, illegal hunting of shorebirds mainly
consists of harvesting species that are prohibited or not permitted for harvesting. According to the
survey, the species most hunted here are the Great and Red Knots, Dunlin, Red-necked Stint and
Mongolian Plover. The Great Knot, which forms dense flocks in coastal areas of the Sea of Okhotsk in
relatively high abundance during short migration periods, is the preferred and most frequent trophy.
The Great Knot (Calidris tenuirostris) and two Red Knot (Calidris canutus) subspecies Calidris canutus
piersmai and C.c. rogersi are listed in the latest edition of the Russian Red Data Book (2021). These
species are being severely impacted by extensive anthropogenic transformation of key coastal habitats
in South-East Asia. Therefore, their mass harvesting in stopover areas of the coast of the Sea of Okhotsk
is undoubtedly a significant contributor to the overall depressed abundance of these populations.

Violation of the permitted hunting season dates is also common, especially during the summer
months. Most hunters, when in the wild, always carry a gun as a defence against bear attacks. They
may also use these weapons for hunting birds. It is difficult to estimate the number of such cases, as
we have no reliable information about it. The biggest concern is the hunting of Far Eastern Curlew in
breeding grounds in June-July, as well as shooting of flocks of Great Knots and other shorebird species
migrating with them in July-August.

According to our findings, the main type of illegal hunting of shorebirds in the Amur region
seems to be associated with the shooting of Far Eastern Curlews. Not all hunters are aware of the
conservation status of this species, as this information is practically not disseminated among them. An
effective and probably the only way to inform hunters about the importance of protecting Far Eastern
Curlew and many other species of shorebirds is the work of conservation NGO. Financial and personnel
resources of state organisations in the sphere of nature protection and hunting regulation remain
extremely limited. Their staff has neither the time nor the desire to deal with these important issues.
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3.6.2. ECONOMIC ACTIVITY IN THE STUDY AREA AND HABITAT TRANSFORMATION

Economic activities in Khabarovsk Krai, like those in other Far East regions, have developed in
several stages. The last active period of large-scale transformation of natural landscapes was at the
end of the 20th century. After the collapse of the USSR, economic development of the region slowed
down for several decades, but now it is gradually gaining pace again. The most significant natural
transformations in the study area for shorebirds have been construction activities associated with
the transformation of river valleys, including the creation of the large Bureyskoye reservoir.

Overall human pressures on the most important for shorebirds coastal areas of the Okhotsk
Sea in the Okhotsky and Tuguro-Chumikansky Districts of Khabarovsk Krai remain relatively stable.
Population numbers have not changed considerably in recent years. Another important site for
shorebirds on the Sea of Okhotsk is Schastya Bay, located north of the mouth of the Amur River. This
area used to be the location of a whale (beluga whale) catching station. After its closure, shorebirds
inhabiting this area became less affected by human activities. Shorebirds were regularly hunted and
harvested in significant numbers by the regular fishermen who lived in the area. Currently, work is
underway to establish a protected area in the Schastia Bay, as this territory is important for the
reproduction of the Nordmann's Greenshank. The establishment of a protected area here would be a
major step in protecting key shorebird habitats in the Russian Far East.

In the last decade, there has been a noticeable increase in human activity on the coast of the
Sea of Okhotsk near the Shantar Archipelago — in Nikolay and Konstantin Bays and Ulbansky Bay.
Here tourism infrastructure is being actively developed (http://fetravels.ru/tours/shantari),
polymetal deposits are being exploited (https://www.polymetalinternational.com/ru/assets/growth-
projects/kutyn/). At the same time, the population is growing, and as a consequence, hunting and
poaching are developing. A comprehensive environmental expedition that worked here in 2016
prepared materials for the creation of a protected area in Akademiya Bay of the Sea of Okhotsk, but
over the years it has never been established.
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4. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE PROTECTION OF SHOREBIRDS

1. Shorebirds are most affected by hunting in the coastal areas of the Sea of Okhotsk
close to human settlements. Most shorebirds are hunted here by a relatively small number
of local hunters. Shorebirds are used as inexpensive bait for sable traps as well as being
consumed as food for dietary variety. Therefore, the most promising strategy for
protecting shorebirds would be to conduct regular awareness-raising activities among
local people in the Okhotsky, Ayano-Maysky, Tuguro-Chumikansky and Nikolaevsky
Districts of Khabarovsk Krai. The best solution would be to develop a special integrated
project combining research, education and conservation components.

2. Creation of new protected areas in the most important places of mass migration for
shorebirds — Ulbansky Bay and Schastya Bay — is of great importance for the protection of
shorebirds. Creation of a united protected area including Schastya Bay and Baikal Bay in
the north of Sakhalin is very promising. The areas adjacent to the Amur estuary are used
by shorebirds as one key stopover site. An in-depth study of this territory will make it
possible to assess its contribution to the maintenance of the migration strategy of many
shorebird species along the EAAF.

3. Considering the rather high level of shooting of Far Eastern Curlew in Khabarovsk Krai
and Amur Oblast, a special information campaign on the need to protect this species
should be developed. This work should be conducted jointly with the regional agencies
that organise and control hunting. Unfortunately, a lot of their employees are not aware
either about the size of penalties for hunting rare and protected species, nor about the list
of species forbidden for shooting shorebirds. We found that the majority of hunters in
relation to the Far Eastern Curlew fall into two groups. The first are unaware of its
conservation status and harvest the birds accidentally or incidentally. The second group
regularly and deliberately shot them, often ignoring the conservation ban and without fear
of liability.

4. It is highly desirable to continue the work on publishing and dissemination of special
informational posters demonstrating the species diversity of shorebirds along the EAAF.
This information, not otherwise available to hunters, greatly increases their awareness of
the fact that most shorebird species are not allowed to be hunted and mane of them are
included in Red data book. Shooting them not only causes painful harm to nature, but also
entails serious financial liability. This is important for the protection of shorebirds.
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5. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH

1. Continued research into the effects of hunting on shorebirds in remote northern
Khabarovsk Krai will provide the missing material for understanding the importance of this
sector of the Okhotsk coast for shorebirds and their protection. This is one of the least
ornithologically surveyed parts of the mainland coast, where important shorebird
concentrations during autumn migration are situated and hunting pressure is expected to be
high. Okhotsk and its environs and the settlements of Chumikan and Tugur in Udskaya Bay
should be regarded as key study areas.

2. It is also important to gradually extend the started and successful project on
shorebird hunting pressure study to other regions of the Russian Far East, namely the Magadan
Oblast and Primorski Krai. Continental and coastal areas of the Magadan Oblast are extremely
important as breeding areas for a number of key species of shorebirds for our study — Far
Eastern Curlew, Whimbrel, Great Knot. They also play an important role in the migrations of
some of the most hunted shorebird species — Dunlin, Red-necked Stint, Turnstone and others.

3. Coverage of the vast continental regions of the Far East — Republic of Sakha (Yakutia),
Buryatia Republic, and Zabaikalsky Krai, where shorebirds are also hunted, will complete the
research picture. The specificity of these territories differs significantly from the Okhotsk Sea
region not only in the list of shorebird species and in the quantitative proportion of their
number, but as well in hunting traditions and the intensity of shooting of different species and
groups of shorebirds.
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6. OUTREACH AND EDUCATION ACTIVITIES FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF RARE SHOREBIRD SPECIES AMONG HUNTERS AND STAFF OF
REGIONAL HUNTING AGENCIES

As we previously established in 2019 and 2020 when surveying Kamchatka and Sakhalin, the
ability of hunters to recognise the species of the birds they harvested is at a very low level. This year
we confirmed that the situation is not better in Khabarovskiy Krai and Amur oblast'. There is indeed a
strong deficit of accessible literature and information sources allowing hunters to improve their
educational level on ecology in Russia. What is more important is that this is not stimulated or
requested by any state regulatory mechanisms. Individual examples of education and testing the
knowledge of hunters were encountered in several hunting organisations of Khabarovskiy Krai but they
could be considered an exception from common practice.

Last year, summing up the survey of Sakhalin oblast', we reached a conclusion that it is
necessary to design and distribute a poster in full colour with images and information on shorebird
species highlighting the information on the protected species. We designed such a poster by the start
of the fieldwork and received a print run of 500 copies. The print run is not big but unfortunately, we
did not have an opportunity to distribute more copies during field work. Using the posters during
interviews provided us with huge practical support and inspired hunters to give a more detailed
interview and take it more seriously. The management of regional hunting agencies positively
welcomed our offer to collaborate in the effort to distribute such posters and other display materials.
These offers could be successfully used in the future. Many hunters made a surprising discovery when
they learned that hunting many shorebird species is forbidden and were duly impressed with the
amount of fines for harvesting them indicated on our poster.

Besides the information poster, we also printed small-sized pocket cards illustrating rare

shorebird species and a QR-code with a link to an online questionnaire published on the Internet. This
allowed us to receive additional information.
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ANNEX 1. Interview guides and anonymous questionnaires, posters
and handout material
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Interview guides and anonymous questionnaires, posters and handout material

A short anonymous questionnaire containing questions on the number of harvested
birds.

A longer version of anonymous questionnaires for hunters who could share their
knowledge of the ecology of shorebird species, their observation in nature and the
information on the role of shorebird hunting for local residents.

A list of questions on shorebird hunting in a settlement (village), including questions
about approximate number of local and visiting hunters in the settlement, hunting
methods they use, how hunting monitoring is organized, whether hunters follow
hunting rules, etc.

Poster with shorebirds of Far East of Russia.

Handout material: Cards with protected shorebird species and QR code with a link to
the website with the online anonymous questionnaire.



1. A short anonymous questionnaire containing questions on the number of

harvested birds

AHOHUMHAA AHKETA

Poccuiickoe obwjecmeo coxpaHeHus u usyvyeHus nmuy (POCUI) nposodum u3sy4yeHue

871UuAHUA oXxombl Ha nonyaayuu Kysukoe u sodonnasarowjux nmuy TUXOOKeaHCKo20

nposemHoz2o nymu. Bel okaxceme 60nbwyro nomowb Hawemy uccnedosaHulo, ecnu

omeemume Ha eoripocobl amoli aHKkemol.

Kyauku
1.[lo6biBann nn Bbl KynMKoB 3a nocnegHue 5 net? AA HET
(ommembme HyxHbili omeem V)
2.CKONbKO KYJIMKOB Bbl 06biNAN B nocieaHme roapl? B Tom yncne:
Bua/rpynna sngos 2019 2020 2021

60nbLWOM KpOoHLWHenN (4aNbHEBOCTOYHbIN)

CpenHWn KpoHLWHenN

BepeTeHHUKMU

YAUTbI, TPABHUKN, MOPOAYHKM

bekacbl, BanbalHenbl

KpynHbli1 HEM3BECTHOrO BMAA

Cpe,ﬂ,HMl‘;I KYNMK HEN3BECTHOIO BN AA

MenKuit KyIMK Hen3BecTHOro Bnaa

MPUMEYAHUE: moxHO ykazame npumepHyro yugpy: 1-5, 5-10, 10-20 u m.J0.

3.Ecaun 3HaeTe, HanNMWKXTe Ha3BaHUA BUAOB KY/JIMKOB, KOTOpPbIX Bbl ,CI,O6bIJ'IM (MO)-KHO YKa3aTb

MeCTHble Ha3BaHMﬂ)

5.HackonbKo 4acTo A06bIBAOT KY/IMKOB B Ballell MECTHOCTU ApYyrue OXOTHUKKU (0TmeTbTe V):

YACTO PEr'Y/IAPHO PEAKO C/IYHAMHO IPU OXOTE HA HUKOr4A
APYruX rirmy
6.KT0 Ux fob6biBaeT (NnoaYepKkHUTE): 7. Kak
Yauie ao6bIBatOT KY/INKOB:
MECTHBbIE MPUE3KUNE M MECTHBbIE, U MPUE3}MUNE M3 CTAU OANHOYEK
8.YKaxute, B Kakme mecsaubl A006bIBAOT KY/IMKOB B Ballel MeCTHOCTH:
Ommemebme HyxcHole | MAU UIOHb | UKOJIb | ABI'YCT | CEHTABPb OKTABPb

mecaybl Vv




MpodonxieHue aHKkemel YmkKu u eycu

YKaxuTe, NoXanyncra, CKoIbKo BOAO0MNAaBaoOLWMX NTUL, Bbl A06bINM 32 NOocheaHuUi rog,

OceHbto 2020 ropa BecHoi1 2021 roaa

Ymok wmyk lyceli wmyk Ymok wmyk l'yceli wmyk

Mepeyncante, NoXKanymcTa, KOAMYECTBO YTOK M FYCEM KarKAoro BuAa, KOTOPbIX Bbl A00bINM:

OceHbto 2020 roaa BecHoi 2021 roga

CoobuwmTe, noxanyicra, o cebe (HyxkHoe noagvepHuTe): Fae Bbl XkuseTte: 20po0,
cenbcKaa MecmHocmbo

Baw Bo3pacT: 00 21; 21-40; 41-60; 60onee 60 sem. Ball 0XxOTHMUYMIA cTaxK: 00 5 nem; 5-10;

11-20; 6onee 20 ner.

PaioHbl, rae Bbl oXoTUAKUCH Ha NTUL, 33 NocaeaHune 5 ner:

MognucbiBaTb aHKETY He HYXKHO. CoobueHHana Bamu nHpopmaumsa byaeTt Mcnoib3oBaHa

TONbKO B HaY4HbIX LLeNAX.
Boabwoe cnacubo 3a nomouwjb 8 Hawiem uccaedosaHuu!l!



2. A longer version of anonymous questionnaires for hunters who could share their
knowledge of the ecology of shorebird species, their observation in nature and the
information on the role of shorebird hunting for local residents

MEPCOHA/TIbHAA AHKETA MO OXOTE HA KYJIMKOB
1.CBeeHUA 06 OXOTHUKeE
1.1. Bospacrt

1.2. MecTto
NpoXXMBaHUA

1.3. CKonbKo NneT *Knpete a XabapoBckom Kpae (AMypckoi obnactu) ?
1.4. CKONbKO NeT XKMBeTe B 3TOM aAMUHUCTPATUBHOM paoHe?

1.5. OcHoBHasn pa60Ta (CBﬂ3aHa 1IN OHa B MNOCTOAHHbIMW Bble3aMUn Ha
npupoay?)

1.6. OXOTHMUMM CTaX B Kakom BO3pacTe Havyaau

oxoTtuTtca?

1.7. CocTtonTe N1 YneHom obLecTBa OXOTHUKOB
(kakoro)?

2.CBeaeHns 06 0XOTe Ha KY/IMKOB:

2.1. KaKkre BMAbI KYyIMKOB NPO/IETALOT B BalLieit MECTHOCTM, KaK MHOTO U B Kakue
CpOKM?

BECHOMU:
KPOHWHerbl
8epemeHHUKU
yAUMbl, MPABHUKU
beKkacsl, 8as1b0WHeNbl
MesIKue KyauKu
OCEHbIO:
KPOHWHerbl
gepemeHHUKU

yaumel, mpaeHUKuU



beKkacsl, 8as1b0WHeNbl

MesiKueé KYNKHn

2.2.YpaeTtca N Ha HAX OXOTUTbLCA BECHOM?
oceHbio?

(ma, HeT, He KaxAabi roa, peaKo)

2.3. CKONbKO KY/IMKOB 1 KaKux B1A08 Bbl go6binn BECHON?

KpoHwHenobl 8 2020 2: 62021
2.
sepemeHHUKuU 8 2020 2: 62021
2.
yaumel, mpasHuKku 8 2020 2: 62021
2.
bekacsl, 8anbOwHenol 8 2020 2: 82021
2.
mesKue Kyauku e 2020 2: 62021
2.

Hapo nob6asutb:
KY/IMKN HEU3BECTHOrO BaM BMAa -

2.4. CKONbKO KYNIMKOB M Kakux BnaoB Bbl gobbian OCEHbLHO?

KpoHwHenol 8 2020 2: 62021
2.

sepemeHHUKuU 8 2020 a: 82021
2.

yaumel, mpasHuKu e 2020 2: 62021
2.

bekacsl, sanbowHenol 8 2020 2: 82021
2.

mesnKue Kyauku e 2020 a: 82021
2.

KYJIMKN HEN3BECTHOro Bam Bmaa B 2020 . B 2021

r.

2.5. Tne oxotTnancb BecHo?



2.6. [Ae OXOTUANCL OCEHbIO?

2.7. Uicnonb3oBanu npoduan,
MYAAXKN?

2.8. Kakne mecta 0CTaHOBOK KY/IMKOB Ha nposiete Bbl 3HaeTe, NpMMEpPHOE YNCNO0 NTUL,
Ha 3TUX OCTaHOBKaX, XapaKTep NoBeAeHUA (MPoAoNKUTENIbHOCTb OCTAHOBOK,
WHTEHCMBHOCTb NposeTa)?

BECHOM:
KPOHWHerbl
8epemeHHUKU
yAUMbl, MPABHUKU
bekacsl, 8a1b0WHeENbI
MesIKue KyauKu
OCEHbIO:
KPOHWHerbl
sepemeHHUKU
yAUMbl, MPABHUKU
bekacsl, 8a1b0UWIHeNbI
MesiKue KyNNKK

2.9. MeHANncb N1 OHM 3a NocaegHMe HECKOIbKO net?

2.10. U3meHANO0Cb 1N YUCNO NTUL, B 3TUX MeCTax (YBeIMYMNOCh, YMEHbBLUUIOCD,
OCTaNoCb NPEXHUM)?

BECHOMU:
KPOHWHerbl
sepemeHHUKU
yAUMbl, MPABHUKU
beKacsl, 8as1b0WHeNbl
MesIKue KyauKu
OCEHbIO:

KPOHWHerbl



gepemeHHUKU
yAuUMsl, MPABHUKU
bekacesl, 8as1b0UWHeNbI
MesiKue KyNNKN

2.11. CoOTHOLWIEHME CPOKOB OXOTbl M CPOKOB MUTPALIMM BECHOM U OCEHbIO?
CoBnagatoT OHM UK HeT?

BECHOM:
KPOHUWHenrbl
gepemeHHUKU
yAuUMbl, MpAsHUKU
bekacsl, 8anbOWHernbl
MesnKue Kyauxku
OCEHBbIO:
KPOHWHenbl
sepemeHHUKU
y/uMeol, MPAsHUKU
bekacsl, 8a1b0UWHeENbI
MesiKue KyJNKn

3. O6wme ceBegeHnsA 06 OXOTE Ha KY/IMKOB B PErMoHe:

3.1. KONIMYEeCTBO MECTHbIX KUTEEN, KOTOPbIE OXOTATCA HA KY/ZIMKOB (MOXKHO yKasaTb
b0 NpMMepHOe YMCNo, Hanpumep- «2-3 YenoBeKa B Nocesnke», NMbo B % - CKaxkem,
«MeHee 5%», NN «B CPeAHEM KaXKabli AecATbinn»?

BECHOM: OCEHbIO:

3.2. KonnyectBo npuesxkux (M3 4pyrux Nocesikos, PaioHOB), KOTOPbIE OXOTATCA HA
KY/JIMKOB?

BECHOM: OCEHbIO:

3.3. bbIBanu v cnyyam, Koraa, OXoTAack Ha Apyrux NTuy, (Kakux), Bel gobbiBanu
KYJINKOB (Kakux)?

BECHOM:
OCEHbIO:

3.4. KaK Ucnonb3oBanu gobbITbIX KYyJIMKOB?



3.5. HackonbKo BaxKHa ans Bac IMYHO 0x0Ta Ha Ky/IMKOB? Kakaa oxoTa s Bac bonee
BaKHan:

Ha YTOK Ha rycem Ha Ky/IMKOB

Apyrve Buabl 0XOTbl (Kakue)
3.6. Kakan oxoTa Ba*kHee g 60/1bLMHCTBA OXOTHMKOB BalLero pamoHa ?

Ha yTOK Ha rycem Ha KY/INKOB

Apyrve Buabl 0X0Tbl (Kakue)

3.7. CuntaeTe i1 Bbl MACO KyNMKOB AennKaTecom (6onee BKYCHbIM, Y4EM MACO YTOK U
rycen)? Nanee ceobogHas 6ecena Ha raCTPOHOMMUYECKYHO TEMY — Y KaKOM NTULLbI
HaCKOJIbKO BKYCHOE MACO, KaK ee roToBuTb. B xoge 6eceabl MOryT BCM/bITb CyYaun
NCMNONb30BaHUA B MULLY MENIKUX U CPEAHUX KYJIMKOB.

Mpu Hannunm BpemeHu: ceoboaHan becesa 06 0xoTe Ha KY/IMKOB B NPOLLIOM (B
[leTCTBE, IOHOCTM, YTO PaCcCKasbiBanu poaMTeNn, AeayLKa u ap.) — 4o6biBanu nu
TOrAa Ky/IMKOB, KakKMmM cnocobamm, CKONbKO, KaK rOTOBUAN U Ap.

4. CBoboaHanA becesa o NpaBMaax OXOTbl HA KY/IMKOB M BOSMOXKHbIX MEPAX MO MX OXPaHe.

4.1. KaK Bbl OTHOCMTECD K CYLLECTBYIOLMM NPaBUAaM OXOTbl HA KYIMKOB? YTO B HUX,
Nno BaWemy MHEeHMUIO, KenaTeNibHO USMEHUTL?

4.2. 3HalOT I MECTHble OXOTHUKM A,00blYa KaKMX BUAOB KY/IMKOB pa3peLleHa, a Kakux
3anpeLeHa’?

4.3. MoeTe 1 Bbl camu Ha3BaTb BUAbI KY/IMKOB, A06bIYa KOTOPbIX 3anpeLLeHa’?
4.4. MoxeTe nu Bbl OTAMYNTB 3TN BUAbI BO BPEMS OXOTbI?

4.5. MoeT nun 310 caenatb 60bllan YaCcTb OXOTHMKOB Ballero panoHa?

4.6 MoxeT bbITb lyyLle 3aKpbITb 0XOTY Ha BCE BMAblI MENIKUX U CPEeAHUX KYJIMKOB?
4.7. CUAbHO 1M 3TO YLLEMUT UHTEPECbl MEeCTHbIX OXOTHUKOB?

4.8. KaKyto — No Ballemy MHeHUI0 — A06bl4y KYJIMKOB B BalleM pailoHE MOXHO
cymTaTbh BpakoHbepcTBOM?

4.9. K10 (KaKkue rpynnbl HacCeNeHNA MECTHOTO UM NPUE3KEro) 3aHMMAETCA STUM B
Balllem paioHe, rae v Korga?

4.10. Ectb M HeobxoaMMOCTb — Mo Ballemy MHEHUIO — NPUHATL Kakue-nnbo
cneumanbHble Mepbl A5 OXPaHbl KYJNKOB?

4.11. Kakne mepbl Bbl mornu 6bl npeanosuts?



3. A list of questions on shorebird hunting in a settlement (village), including
guestions about approximate number of local and visiting hunters in the
settlement, hunting methods they use, how hunting monitoring is
organized, whether hunters follow hunting rules, etc.

AHKETA O CUTYALUU B NOCEJIKE

ﬂpumeanue: ecs1u omeemesl He ymew,aromca MOXHO UCrnosne308ams o6opom unu
I'IpUKﬂGabIBGmb dornonHumerssHeole Aucmel

1.06wme cBegeHUS O NOCENKE:

HasBaHune

mMecTonosioxKeHune

TPaAHCMOPTHOE MOJIOXKEHUE: CBA3b C PANLLEHTPOM M 06/1aCTHbIM (KpaeBbim)
LLEeHTPOM, AOPOrK, BUAbI TPAHCNOPTa

YMCNEHHOCTb N 3THNUYECKWNIA COCTaB HaceNeHUsn (ecnm HET CTaTUCTUKN — TO I'IpMMepHO)

OCHOBHbIE 3aHATUA MECTHOrO HaceneHun
Hannune/oTCyTCTBME NPUESIKMX, KOTOPbIE MOTYT Y4acTBOBaTb B OXOTE

HannuyMe y HaceneHuns NoaoK, 6e340p0XKHbIX CPeACTB TPpaHCNopTa, ecTb An aeduunt
6eH3uHa

NPUMEpPHbIN pagunyc 0CBOEHMA TeppuTopmn no beperam u Braybb ot bepera
(»kenaTenbHO NoKasaTb Ha KapTe Uan cxeme)

MecTa, KOTOPble NOCTOSAHHO MOCELLAIOTCA B LLENAX OXOTbl U/Unn pbibanku (rae
HaXOAATCA, KaK TyAa e34AT, B KaKnue MecALbl, CKONbKO NPUMEpPHO Ntoaei, bepyT nu ¢
cobo pyKbs)

2. O6bwme ceegeHnA 06 OKPECTHOCTAX NOCE/IKa KaK 0 MECTOOOUTAHUAX KY/IMKOB

3. MecTononoXeHWe NocenKa NO OTHOLIEHWUIO K MPOJIETY OCHOBHbIX BUA0B KY/IMKOB BECHOM
N OCeHblo

4. O6bwme cBeaeHMn 06 OKPECTHOCTAX NOCE/IKA KaK 06 OXOTHUUYbUX yroabax (No Bcem BUAaM
— T.e. r4e Ha Koro oxoTaTcs)



5. O6bwume v getanbHble (N0 OCHOBHbLIM BUAAM: T.€. C O4HOM CTOPOHbI - N0 MaCcCOBbIM, C
APYrol - No oXpaHAeMbIM) cBeeHUs 06 OKPECTHOCTAX MOCEKA C TOUYKU 3peHMUA
BO3MOXHOCTM OXOTUTCA TaM Ha KY/IMKOB (¥KenaTenbHO OTMETUTb Ha cxeme)

6. CBeaeHMA 06 OXOTHMKaxX (3KCNepTHaAn OUEHKA, MOXHO, HanpUMep, B NPOLLEHTax OT
obuiero uncna B3pocC/biX MyXUYMH — MECTHbIX XKXUTeNen Unn NnpnubansnTensHo, Hanpumep: 10-
20 uen. scez0 8 rnocesike, uau npumepHo 30% 83p0OCsbIX MyHYUH OXOMUMCSH)

CKOIbKO MPUMEPHO B NOCE/IKE:
NMioaen (MecTHbIX), UMEeLMX OXOTOUNETbI U Iera/ibHOE OpYKUe (MECTHbIX),

NMoaei (MecTHbIX), UMeoLMX OXOTOMNETbI U IEra/ibHOE OPY¥KUE U, Kpome
TOrO, «4epHble CTBO/bI,

Mopen (MecTHbIX), UMetoLMX TONIbKO «4epHble CTBOJIbIY.

Te e OueHKM gns npueskunx (OLeHKN MoryT BbiTb JayKe OYeHb
NPUBAN3NUTENBHBIMWN — CKaXKeM: He MmeHble 10 He 6onbwe 100 yenosek).

CKOIbKO NPMMEPHO MECTHbIX OXOTHMKOB (ntoaei, umetowmx 6unetbl) BOobLLE HE OXOTATCA
Ha BOZOMNNaBalOWMX U OKOIOBOAHbIX NTUL? (3TO, HaNnpumMep, MOryT 6bITb 0ONeHEeBOAbI UK
COBONATHMKMN, HYXKHO 3HATb CKOIbKO MX, YTOObI BbIYECTb U3 0B6LLErO YNC/1a OXOTHUKOB).

7. Kakne Buabl OXOTbl Ha BOAOMN/ABAOLMX U HA KYJIMKOB MPaKTUKYIOTCA B Noceske (4ns
KaXk40ro B1Aaa OXOTbl — MPUMEPHbIE CPOKWN M OCHOBHbIE MecTa OXOTbl)? Kakue
npucnocobneHnsa ans oxXoTbl UCNONb3YOTCA (B T.4. NPOdUASA, CETU) M KaK YacTo?
Mcnonb3sytoTca n cobaku, Kakme, B KaKUX CyYanXx, Kak Yyacto? Kakne Homepa apobu
MCNoNb3ytoTCcA (MHTEpPecC NpeaCcTaBAsET MeKan Apobb Ha Ky/MKoB)?

8. CKO/MIbKO, NpMMEpPHO, Ntoael B nocesike (MeCTHbIX M NPUE3KUX) YH4aCTBYIOT B KaXKA0M U3
BWJ0B OXOTbI?

9. CKOJIbKO, MPUMEPHO, NTULL MO rpynnam BUA0B A06bIBa 0ObIYHbIN (TUMNYHbBIN) OXOTHUK 33
BECHY 1 oceHb 2019 r.? (Hanpumep —om 2 8o 10 ymok, 1-3 eycs, 3-5 a200HuUKa, uHo20a 2-3
MenKux Kyauka. Obpauwjaem sHUMaHuUe, Ymo amo bydem He cpedHaa 0obbiua, a 0obbiva
cpedHe20 OXOMHUKQA)

CKONbKO MaKCMMaNbHO KTO-TO M3 OXOTHUKOB A06bln 3a BeCHy M oceHb 2019 r., uan 3a
APYrov 3anOMHUBLUNIACA CE30H? (Hanpumep: 00UH OXOMHUK, PACCKA3bI84s1, YUMo 00UH pa3
006611 18 A200HUKOB, 3MO bbls10 NPUMepPHO 5 nem Hazaod)

10. HaJ'IM‘-IVIe/OTCYTCTBMe TpeHOO0B 3a nocnegHune 5-10 net no Bcem OTMEYEHHbIM BblLe
nosnymnam

(Hanpumep: 0OXOMHUK08 ¢ busemamu ocmasock MPUMeEPHO CMOsbKO Xe, YePHbIX CMB0s108
C€Maso 3Ha4umesibHO MeHble, MPUE3XUX OXOMHUKO8 ¢ bunemamu cmaso bosbuwe
npoyeHmos Ha 10-15, 0o6bi4a 2yceli CuMbHO COKPAMUAACL, MAK KAK UX CMAs0 MeHbWe Ha
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nposieme, 0066140 yMOK — 0OCMAsACh HA NPEeXCHeM ypoBHe, A200HUKO8 cmaso bosbuie, HO
Ha HUX mernepb CMasau MeHbWe oxomumcs, 3a nocsaedHue 3-4 200a NoA8UAUCL
K8aOpOYUK/bl, HO KOomopbix e30m o bepezy 0anexko om rocesnka, Km Ha 15-20, 6611 00uH
CMapuK, Komopblli paHbWe 108U MeAKUX KY/AUKO8 cemsamu, Ho 08a 2000 HA3a0 OH ymep U
m.o. um.n.)

11. PerynnpoBaHue oxoTbl.

3HAOT 1M OXOTHMKM, [,06bIYA KaKMX BUAOB 3anpeLleHa (34ecb OCHOBHOE BHUMaHWe
Ha KYJIMKOB, HO €CTb CMbIC/1 CMPOCUTbL U MPO Apyrve Bnapl)? Kakon % OXOTHMKOB (3KcrnepTHas
OLEHKA) MOXKET Pas/InunTb 3TN BUAbI: ) AePrKa NTULY B pyKax 6) Ha paccTosHMM BbicTpena?

FOe 1 Kakune BblaeneHbl OXOTYroAbs, 38 KEM OHU 3aKpeneHbl (MM He 3aKpenaeHbl)?
KaK gaBHO 3T1 yrogba 6bian BbliAeNEHbl U MEHANOCH 1M YTO-HMBYAb 3a nocneaHune 5-10 net?
HackonbKo cob61104at0TCA rpaHuULLbl OXOTMO/1b30BaHUA Ha NPaKTUKe?

KaKue paspelntesnbHble JOKYMEHTbI 06bIMHO OPOPMAAIOT MECTHBIE OXOTHUKM U KaK
(4uepes Koro) oHuM 37O genatoT? Kakaa YacTb OXOTHMKOB OXOTUTCA, He nmen 6e3 Bcex
OOKYMEHTOB?

Hackonbko d)aKTW-IeCKM CO6I'IIO,CI|aIOTCﬂ CPOKMH OXOTbl B6/1M3M Nocenika 1 B A3aNbHUX
yFO,CI,bﬂX? B Kakue nepunoabl roga OHM 4Yaule BCero HapyLLIaIOTCﬂ?

KTo dpaKkTnyeckm nposepaeT OXOTHUKOB (B T.4. MECTHbIX U MPUE3IKUX)?

Ecnn npoBepAtoT Npueskune, To CKOMbKO TaKUX NPOBepAtoLWwMX NobbiBano B NOCENKe
32 2019r?2018r.? 3a nocnegHue 5 net? MpoBoasTca peiapl, UAN NPOCTO
npuesKaet nHcnektop? MNposoaaTca v penabl (Nnposepku) cpeam bpuras npuesKmx
pbibakoB?

KTO 1 KaK KOHTPOAMPYET HalMUYME Y HUX OPYIKMA U LOKYMEHTOB Ha OXOTY?
EcNv MecTHble — TO HaCKOIbKO UX BOATCA OXOTHUKK?
MHOro nu cnyyaes, KOr4a OXOTHMKOB 3@ YTO-TO HaKasbiBanMu?

M3BeCTHbI In cAyyaun, Korga ntoam cHUTanm 3To HecrnpaseaMBbIM U cnyqaﬁl
CTaHOBMAICA NPpeaAMETOM WWNPOKOTro O6CV)-K,£I|GHMFI B nocenke?

HackonbKo cyuiecTsytoLmMe NpaBuia yCTPanBatoT OXOTHUKOB?
HacKkonbKo cyuiecTBytoLMe NpaBuia peasibHO OrPaHUYNBAIOT (PeryinpyroT) OXoTy?

Hacko/sbKo cyuwecTsyoLLMe npasuna obecneumBatoT COXpaHeHune peakmnx BVI,LI,OB?

11



4, Poster with shorebirds of Far East of Russia

12



5. Handout material: Cards with protected shorebird species and QR code with a
link to the website with the online anonymous questionnaire
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AHOHMMHAaZa aHKeTa o0 gobblue NTuy,

Pycckoe 06LecTBoO coxpaHeHus n uaydyenus ntuy (POCUIM) n Pa6oyas rpynna no Kyamkam
CeBepHolt EBpasum (PTK CE) nayyatoT BIUAHUSA OXOTbl Ha NOMNYNAALMU KYSTMKOB U
BOJOMMABAKOLWMNX NTUL, TMXOOKEAHCKOro MPOJIETHOrO NyTU. Bbl okaxkeTe 60/bLUY0 NMOMOLLb
HalleMy uccrefoBaHuIo, eC/in OTBETUTE Ha BOMNPOCHI 3TOM aHKeThl.

Coob6LieHHasa Bamu nHpopmaunsa 6yaeTt ncrnosib3oBaHa TONbKO B HAyYHbIX LIENISIX.

CtpaHuua 1 n3 13

Hanee


https://policies.google.com/terms
https://www.google.com/forms/about/?utm_source=product&utm_medium=forms_logo&utm_campaign=forms

ANNEX 2. Online questionnaire on shorebirds harvesting
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AHOHMMHAaZa aHKeTa o0 gobblue NTuy,

Kynukn

[o6biBanu nn Bbl KynnkoB 3a nocnegHue 5 net?

O HeTt

CtpaHuua 2 n3 13

Hasap, HNanee


https://policies.google.com/terms
https://www.google.com/forms/about/?utm_source=product&utm_medium=forms_logo&utm_campaign=forms

AHOHMMHAaZa aHKeTa o0 gobblue NTuy,

Kynukn

CKOnbKO cpepHux KPOHLWHeNOB Bbl 0obbinu 3a 2019 ron?

Mown oTBeT

CtpaHnua 3 uns 13

Hasap, Hanee


https://policies.google.com/terms
https://www.google.com/forms/about/?utm_source=product&utm_medium=forms_logo&utm_campaign=forms

AHOHMMHAaZa aHKeTa o0 gobblue NTuy,

Kynukn

CKonbKO Apyrmx KymkoB (KpoMe CpeiHeT0 KpOHIIHena) Bbl 4o6binm 3a 2019 rop?

KpynHbix Kynvkos

Mown oTBeT

CpefHux KynmkoB

Mown oTBeT

Menkunx Kynmkos

Mown oTBeT

CtpaHuua 4 n3 13

Hasap, Hanee



AHOHMMHAaZa aHKeTa o0 gobblue NTuy,

Kynukn

Ecnu 3HaeTe, HaNULWNTE Ha3BaHMA BUOOB KYJTMKOB, KOTOPbIX Bbl 0,o6b1nK (MO)KHO
YKa3aTb MECTHbIE HaBBaHVIFI)Z

Momn oTBeT

CtpaHuua 513 13

Haszap, Hanee


https://policies.google.com/terms
https://www.google.com/forms/about/?utm_source=product&utm_medium=forms_logo&utm_campaign=forms

AHOHMMHAaZa aHKeTa o0 gobblue NTuy,

Kynukn

Hackonbko 4acTo f06bIBaIOT KYMKOB (KPOME CpeJIHETO KPOHILIHEIIA) B
Ballen MECTHOCTM OpPYyrme OXOTHUKN?

O Yacto

O PerynsipHo

O Pegko

O Cny4yainHO Npun oxoTe Ha ApYyrux NTuy
O

Hukorga

CtpaHnua 6 ns 13

Hasap, Hanee


https://policies.google.com/terms
https://www.google.com/forms/about/?utm_source=product&utm_medium=forms_logo&utm_campaign=forms

AHOHMMHAaZa aHKeTa o0 gobblue NTuy,

Kynukn

K10 nx pobbiBaeTt?

O MecTHble OXOTHMKM (M3 Ballero nocesnka)

O Mpuesxue

O N mMecTHble n npunesxue

CtpaHunua 7 ns 13

Hazap, HNanee


https://policies.google.com/terms
https://www.google.com/forms/about/?utm_source=product&utm_medium=forms_logo&utm_campaign=forms

AHOHMMHAaZa aHKeTa o0 gobblue NTuy,

Kynukn

Kak 06bl4HO [06bIBAlOT KYNIMKOB?

O M3 cTan

O OaunHouek

O Lpyroe:

CtpaHunua 8 us 13

Hasap, Hanee


https://policies.google.com/terms
https://www.google.com/forms/about/?utm_source=product&utm_medium=forms_logo&utm_campaign=forms

AHOHMMHAaZa aHKeTa o0 gobblue NTuy,

Kynukn

YkaxuTe, B Kakne Mecsilbl 000biBaloT KYINMKOB B BalLlEN MECTHOCTH

D Mait

NioHb
Uonb
ABrycTt
CeHTA6pb

OKTA6pb

O00000

Opyroe:

CtpaHuua 9 n3 13

Hasap, Hanee


https://policies.google.com/terms
https://www.google.com/forms/about/?utm_source=product&utm_medium=forms_logo&utm_campaign=forms

AHOHMMHAaZa aHKeTa o0 gobblue NTuy,

YTk

Ykaxute, noXkanymcra, CKosnibKo yTok Bbl go6binn 3a nocnegHum rog,

OceHbto 2019

Mown oTBeT

BecHon 2020

Mon oTBeT

CtpaHuua 10 us 13

Hasap, HNanee


https://policies.google.com/terms
https://www.google.com/forms/about/?utm_source=product&utm_medium=forms_logo&utm_campaign=forms

AHOHMMHAaZa aHKeTa o0 gobblue NTuy,

l'ycu

Ykaxute, noXkanymcra, CKOrnbKo ryceun Bol go6binm 3a nocnegHum rog,

BecHon 2020 ropa

Mown oTBeT

OceHbto 2019 ropga

Mon oTBeT

CtpaHuua 11 ns 13

Hasap, HNanee


https://policies.google.com/terms
https://www.google.com/forms/about/?utm_source=product&utm_medium=forms_logo&utm_campaign=forms

AHOHMMHAaZa aHKeTa o0 gobblue NTuy,

F'ycn n ytkm

MNepeuncnunte, NOXKanymcTa, BUAbl ryCen 1 YTOK, a TaK Xe X KONIMYECTBO,
KOTOPbIX Bbl J,06bINM oceHbto 2019 ropa (B popmate BUL - KONNYECTBO):

Momn oTBeT

MNepeuncnunte, NOXKanymcTa, BUAbl ryCen 1 yTOK, a TaK Xe UX KOSIMYECTBO,
KOTOpbIX Bbl 7,061 BecHom 2020 ropga (B dopmate BUf, - KONMMYECTBO):

Mown oTBeT

CtpaHuua 12 s 13

Hasap, Hanee


https://policies.google.com/terms
https://www.google.com/forms/about/?utm_source=product&utm_medium=forms_logo&utm_campaign=forms

AHOHMMHAaZa aHKeTa o0 gobblue NTuy,

O cebe

CoobwuTe, NnoXxanymucra, o cebe:

Baw Bo3pacT:

O 1o 21 roga
(O 21-40 ner
(O 41-60 ner

O 6onee 60 net

Balu oXxOoTHWYMM cTax:

O o 5 net
O 5-10 net
(O 1120 ner

O 6onee 20 net



YkakuTe pervoH(bl) rae Bol oxoTunuck

D Amypckas obnacTtb

Pecny6nvka bypaTtusa

EBpeiickan aBTOHOMHas 0611acTb
3abalikanbCKuUin Kpaw
KamyaTckuin kpan

MarafaHckas o6nacTb
MpuMopcknmn Kpamn

Pecny6nuka Caxa (AkyTtus)
CaxanunHckas obnacTtb
XabapoBCcKui Kpaii

YyKOTCKMU aBTOHOMHbIN OKPYT

ODO000000000

PanoHbl, roe Bbl oXOTMNMCb Ha NTUL, 3a nocnegHue 5 net:

Mon oTBeT

Ecnn xoTuTe, ykaxkute CBOM agpec SNEKTPOHHOM NOYThI 19 06paTHOM CBSA3MK:

Mon oTBeT

CtpaHuua 13 us 13

Haszap,


https://policies.google.com/terms
https://www.google.com/forms/about/?utm_source=product&utm_medium=forms_logo&utm_campaign=forms

AHOHMMHAasa aHKeTa o0 gobblue NTuy,

Bonbluoe cnacnb6o 3a NoMoLLb B HalleM nccneaosaHun!
Haw KoHTakTHbIV agpec ornitholab@mail.ru, mbl 6yaem pagbl OTBETUTb Ha Bawwu Bonpochl.

Bbl MOXeTe 3arpy3nTb LBETHYHO TabnumLy C M306paXKeHUAMU AaflbHEBOCTOUYHbIX KYJIMKOB
TyT: http://bit.ly/wadersDV

m


https://policies.google.com/terms
mailto:ornitholab@mail.ru
https://www.google.com/url?q=http://bit.ly/wadersDV&sa=D&ust=1606504985092000&usg=AFQjCNHfQky2IB2V9KHLr8VP784INRFZAQ
https://www.google.com/forms/about/?utm_source=product&utm_medium=forms_logo&utm_campaign=forms

ANNEX 3. Publications

a) “The results of the joint project of BirdsRussia and WGW on evaluation of the hunting pressure on
waders in Khabarovsk Territory and Amur Region” published in Information Materials of the Working Group on
Waders of Northern Eurasia (Bulletin of the Working Group on Waders of Northern Eurasia. Ne35. Ed. T.V.
Sviridova, A.O. Shubin. Moscow, 2022, p. 36-39) in Russian;

b) “Hunting Pressure on Shorebirds in Khabarovsk Krai and Amur Oblast” published in Spoon-billed
Sandpiper Task Force. News Bull * No 28 = May 2023, p. 25-28, in English;

c) “Assessment of hunting pressure on shorebirds in Russian Far East: summary of the fieldwork in 2019-
2022” prepared for “Spoon-billed Sandpiper Task Force. News Bull. No 29. Autumn, 2023.
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MOMEHT Ha MUTPAIMOHHONW OCTAaHOBKE B 3CTyapuu
pek Xaiipro3zoBa u benorosnoBas BCTpedeHbl BCE BUbI
KYJIMKOB, 3aHeCEHHBIX B KpacHyto kaury Poccuiickoi
Odenepanun U3 OOWTAIONIUX B OXOTOMOPCKOM
peruoxe.

B nenom ce3zon 2021 1. ObII HE OYEHD TUITHYHBIM,
HO YJIauHBbIM 11 OCHOBHBIX HallMX aKTUBHOCTEH. B
CJIEYIOIIEM TOAY MBI IUIAHUPYEM COCPEIOTOUYUTHCS

Ha MacCOBOM  KOJBLEBAHMM KPYIIHBIX  BHUJOB
KYJIMKOB: OOJIBIINX M MaJbIX BEPETEHHUKOB, CPEIHUX
KPOHIIHENOB M, BO3MOXHO, [JaJbHEBOCTOYHBIX
KPOHIIHETIOB.

HanoMHuM, 4YTO HEKOTOpOEe BpeMs Hazalg Mbl
pemmunu myOnuKoBaTh ¢otorpaduu, CAcaHHBIE 3a
BCE BpeMs IMpOeKTa, B akKkayHTe WHCTarpama https://
www.instagram.com/kamchatka_shorebirds/.  Bcex,
WHTEPECYIOUIUXCS ~ HAIMMU  UCCIIEIOBAaHUSIMU,
NpUIIanaeM UX MOCMOTPeTb. M, KOHEYHO ke, MBI
MpUIIIAliaeM BCEX, KTO HHTEpPECyeTcs KyJIuKaMu
BOCTOYHOA3MATCKO-aBCTPATA3UICKOTO  MPOJETHOTO
Iy TH, IPUHSTH y4acTue B Halel padore.

Belyaev M.Y., Weppler J., Wikelski M., Volkov O.N.,
Mueller U., PitzW., Solomina O.N., Tertiski G.M.,
2020. Development of technology for monitoring
animal migration on Earth using scientific equipment

on the ISS RS. // In 27th Saint Petersburg International
Conference on Integrated Navigation Systems (ICINS),
IEEE: 9-17.

Summary. The results of the expedition
of the Federal State Budgetary Institution
«VNII Ecology» in the estuary of the rivers
Khairyuzova-Belogolovaya (Western Kamchatka)
in 2021. The expedition of «VNII Ecology» has been
studying the largest Kamchatka wader stopover site
annually since 2015. In 2021, five ornithologists
conducted wader counts, wader catching and scanning
of knots and godwits for engraved leg flags (ELF).
During 1.5 months, we put out 12 satellite tags ICARUS
on Great Knots Calidris tenuirostris and worked out
the method of catching of large-sized waders with
mist nets during high tides using an acoustic trap. In
total, we caught and marked with ELF 21 Black-tailed
Godwits Limosa limosa and 31 Bar-tailed Godwits
L. lapponica using this method. Some pictures from
the expedition can be found on our Instagram account
https://www.instagram.com/kamchatka_shorebirds/.

N.C. Hopodees, A.Il. Ueanos, [I.H. Poxxkosa,
I0.A. Jlomaruna, A.B. Kongparses

PE3YJIbTATbl COBMECTHOI'O NMPOEKTA POCUN U PIK CE MO OLEHKE BJIIUAHUA OXOTbI
HA KYNTUKOB B XABAPOBCKOM KPAE U AMYPCKOW OBJIACTHU

B pamkax coBmecTHOro mnpoekra Pycckoro
obmectBa coxpaneHus u uzydenus nrun (POCHUII)
u Paboueit rpynnbl o kynukam CeBepHoil EBpazuu
(PTK CE) no oueHke BIMSHMSI OXOTbl Ha KYJIHKOB
Hansuero Boctoka Poccum (cm. UM PT'K Ne 34) B
2021 r. obcnenoBanbl 1Ba peruoHa — Xa0apoBCKUi
Kpail 1 Amypckast 001acTh.

Kak u mpexnae, OCHOBHBIM HCCIIEI0BATEIbCKUM
MOJAXOAOM  OBIJIO  MpPOBEIEHHE AHOHMMHOTO U
MEPCOHAIBHOTO AHKETUPOBAHUS OXOTHUKOB, a TAKKE
JeTanbHble Oecelbl ¢ JKCHepTaMH Ul BbISICHEHUS
CTETIEHU BOBJIEYEHHOCTH OXOTHHKOB pa3IMYHBIX
BO3PAaCTHBIX M COLMAIbHBIX IpPyNN B JOOBIBaHHE
KynukoB (puc. 1, 2). Buumanue ynemnsuim Takxke coopy
CBEJIEHUI 0 J00bIYE PEAKUX BUIOB BOIOIIIABAIOIINX
nTvl. 3arparuBas B Oecelax IIUPOKUIM  CIIEKTP
OOBEKTOB OXOTbI, CpEelU KOTOPBIX YTKH M TYCH
3aHUMAIOT OYEHb BAXHOE IOJIOXKEHUE, YHa&Tcs
MOJYYHTh OoJiee MOAPOOHbBIE CBEIACHHUS U O KYJIUKaX.

Kak wu mnpenmonaraisock, B XOlIe ONPOCOB
U 1mocieAyroned  oOpa0OTKHM  MOJIyYeHHBIX
JAHHBIX BBISBJICHA KOJOCCANbHAs pa3HUIA B

36

XO3SIICTBEHHOM HAarpy3Ke Ha OTIEJIbHBIE BUBI
KYJIUKOB M Ha IPYIIy B LEJIOM B 3aBUCHUMOCTHU OT
reorpaUyecKoro TMONOXKEeHHsI paiionHa. B orinmuue
or Kamuarkm n CaxanuHa, 3HAYUTENIbHAs 4YacTh
TEPPUTOPUM KOTOPBIX IPEACTABICHA IPUMOPCKUMHU
9KOCHUCTeMaMu, XabOapoBCKkuil kpail u AMmypckas
0051acTh — MaTepUKOBBIC PErHOHBI. bosbInas yacTb
UX TEPPUTOPHM YHAJeHAa OT MOPCKOTO IMOOEpexkbs
U HaxOAWTCS BHE 30HbI MACCOBBIX KOHLIEHTPALUU
KYJIUKOB B IIE€PUOJ CE30HHBIX Murpauui. Ilosromy
N00bIYa CTalHBIX BUJOB KYJIMKOB TaM CPaBHUTEIBHO
HeBenMka. Bwmecte ¢ Tem HepenkuM Tpodeem
OXOTHUKOB CTAHOBUTCS TAKOM KPYITHBIN U OXPaHAEMbIN
KyJUK, KaK JaJbHEBOCTOYHBIM KPOHUIHEN. OTOT
BUJI THE3IUTCA IPEUMYLICCTBEHHO BO BHYTPEHHHUX
paifonax XabapoBckoro kpasi 1 AMypckoil obmactu
U, KaKk IOKa3ajdd ONpPOCHI, PETYISIPHO T0OBIBACTCS
OXOTHUKAMM KaK B CE30H Pa3MHOXKEHMs, TaK U BO
BpeMsI BECEHHETO IPOJIETA.

XabapoBcKHii Kpail — TPETHi 10 pa3Mepy peruoH
Poccuiickoit deneparuu, €ro miomaab COCTABISAET
787 ThIC. KM?, a HacellcHHEe HEMHOTHM IIPEBBIIIACT



Puc. 1. Bragumup [IpoHkeBUY ompammBaeT OMbITHOTO
oxotrHuka B noc. Jle-Kactpu Yibuckoro paiioHa
Xabaposckoro kpas. ®oto: A.M. Manpna.

Fig. 1. Vladimir Pronkevich conducts a survey of an
experienced hunter in De-Kastri village, Ulchsky District,
Khabarovsk Territory. Photo by A.I. Matsyna.

1,3 MIIH dYeNoBEeK, MpH IUIOTHOCTH 1,65 uenm/km?.
[IpoTsk€HHOCTP  peruoHa B MEpPUIAHMOHATIHLHOM
HarnpasiieHuu npessimaet 1700 km. [IpoTsHyBIIMCH
oT rpaHulbl MaragaHckoil o0n. Ha ceBepe [0
[Ipumopckoro kpast Ha fore, Xa0apoOBCKUW Kpai
XapakTepu3yercs KpaiiHe pazHoo0pa3HBIMU
OPUPOJHBIMU YCIIOBUSIMU U 30HAJIBHOCTHIO. MHOTHE
3anuBbl  OXOTCKOrO MOpsI B TpaHHIAX pEeruoHa
OCTAIOTCSl  BOXHEMIIUMHU  KIIOYEBBIMH  TOYKAMHU
MUTPAIIMOHHBIX OCTAHOBOK [ MHOTHUX BHJIOB
KYJHKOB BOCTOYHOA3UATCKO-aBCTPANA3UNCKOTO
HOPOJIETHOTO MYTH.

Onpockl ¥ aHKETUPOBAHNE OXOTHUKOB BBITIOJTHEHBI
B 14 u3 17 paitonoB XabapoBckoro kpasi. OCHOBHas

pabora OblTa COCPEIOTOYEHA B  IEHTPAIBHOMN
yacTu peruoHa. B ceHTsOpe u OkTs0pe oOmas
MPOTSHKEHHOCTD ABTOMOOMITBHBIX MapIIpyToB

npeseicwiia 4,5 Teic. kM. B ynanéuueiii  BepxHe-
BypeuHckuii p-H 100Mpannch Mo JKEJIE3HOU JTopore.
Bo Bpemst moe3nok npoBouiu 0ecebl ¢ OXOTHUKAMU,
B TOM YHCIJI€ C OpakOHbEpaMH, U CO CHEIHAINCTaMU
B olOmactu oxpaHbl mpuponsl. I[IpokuBarommux B
CEBEPHBIX TPYAHOJOCTYIHBIX pailoHaX HKCHEPTOB
OTIpAIIMBAJIK TI0 Tee(oHy.

Baxunou YaCThIO HUCCIENOBAHUS OBLITO
HAKOIIJICHUEC NEPBUYHBIX  JAaHHBIX, OCHOBAaHHBIX
Ha PAa3/IMYHbIX TOYKax 3pPCHMHA, MECTHOU IMPAKTHUKE
MIPUPOAOIIOJIB30BaHNUA U HCU3BCCTHBIX PAHEC ACTATIAX
OXOTBI Ha KYJIHKOB. BakHO ObLIO cOCTaBUTH OOLIYIO
KapTHHY COBPEMEHHOM OXOThI Ha BOJAOIUIABAIOIIUX U
OKOJIOBOJHBIX NTHUIL B Xa0apOBCKOM Kpae, He ONUPasiCh
Ha CYUIECTBYIOLUE CTEPEOTHUIIBI.
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Puc. 2. becena ¢ MoOABIMI OXOTHUKAMU B
HuxomaeBckom paiione XabapoBCKOTO Kpas.
®oro: B.B. [Iponkesuu.

Fig. 2. Conversation with young hunters in Nikolaevsky
district, Khabarovsk Territory. Photo by V.V. Pronkevich.

OKcIlpecc-aHalu3  HaKOIUIEHHOIO  Marepuana
YKa3bIBa€T Ha JOCTATOYHO BBICOKYIO XO3HCTBEHHYIO
Harpy3ky Ha BC€ BHIbl KyJUKOB B palOHax HX
PEryJIspHBIX MUTPALIMOHHBIX OCTAHOBOK B OXOTCKOM,
AsHo-Maiickom u Tyrypo-UymukaHckoM palioHax
Kpas. B 3Tux mecrax umeercs npoTsbKEHHAs 3araHas
6eperosast nmuHus Oxotckoro mops. Haubonee gacto
TaM J100BIBAIOT T€ BU/IbI KYJIHKOB, KOTOpBIE 00Pa3yIOT
IUTOTHBIE JIOKAJIbHbIE CKOTUIEHUS, @ MIMEHHO: OOJIBIIOTO
MECOYHMKA, MaJoro U OOJBIIOTO0 BEPETEHHHUKOB,
YepHO300MKa U MEeCOYHMKa-KpacHomeiky. Cpenu
OXOTHHMKOB, OIIPOLIEHHBIX B INpuUMOpckoM Tyrypo-
UymukaHckoM paiione, 47% OoTpuLaTeIbHO OTBETHIIN
Ha BOINPOC «IOOBIBAIOT JIU OHM KYIUKOB?», a 53%
PECIIOHJIEHTOB PEryJIIpPHO OXOTHUJIMCh HAa HHX, IIO
KpaliHell Mepe B nocieqHue Tpu roga. OTMeTHuM, 4TO
41% wn3 Hux poosBaan oT 20 1o 50 mTHIl 3a CE30H,
a Oomprmast yacth (59%) — ot 50 mo 100 KynukoB.
Hekoropble pecrnoHAEHTHl yKa3blBajdu 3HAUYUTEIBHO
OoJIbIIIee YNCIIO 3aCTPETICHHBIX MU 33 CE30H KYJIMKOB
— 500 u 6onee. Haubonee mokazaTenbHbIe Cly4yan
OTAENIBHBIX «YJAUHBIX» OXOT CBUJIETEIBCTBYIOT O
TOM, 4TO 3TO JlajeKo He mpenen. Bee nobObiBaromue
KYJIMKOB OXOTHUKH OOBIYHO CTPEJISAIOT 10 CTASIM ITHULI,
410, 0€3yCIOBHO, BEAET K MHOXKECTBY CIy4YalHBIX U
HalpacHbIX JXepTB. B psne ciayuyaeB HaM ynajioch
HalTH NOATBEP)KIACHUS 00 UCIOIB30BAHUU JOOBITHIX
KyJMKOB B KauecTBE NMPUMAHKU IPU JIOBJIE COOOIS.
BoNbIIMHCTBO OXOTHHMKOB, COOOIIABIIMX O TaKoOH
IIPAKTUKE, YKa3blBaJIU, YTO JI€JaJIM 3TO B MPOIIIOM.
Cpenu NpenrnouTUTENBHBIX B KauecTBE IPUMAHKHU
BHUJOB, B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT paiioHa NPOKUBaHUS,



Ha3pIBJIM psiOuMKa, oHAarpy, peiOy. Ho B Mectax
MacCOBBIX CKOIUICHHI KYyJUKOB, TIJ€ HECKOJIbKO
BBICTPEJIOB TO3BOJISIIOT J0OBITH Cpa3y JECATKH, a
TO W COTHHU NTUIl (pHUC. 3), Bcerma OyaeT OCTaBaThCs
BO3MOXKHOCTh HCIIOJIB30BaHUS [UIsl ATOM LETH U
KYJIUKOB.

B Amypckoit obnactu paboTy MpOBOAUIN MyTEM
QHOHUMHOTO aHKETHPOBAHHUS OXOTHHUKOB. AHKETHI B
yucne 400 5k3. pacnpoCTpaHWIM CPEeId OCHOBHBIX
oxotmnoinb3oBareneir peruona: APOO «PAOOOwuPy,
Boennoe oxorobiiectBo, OO0 «OX0OTX03SHCTBO
[[InmanoBckoe». [lo OKOHYaHMM CE€30HAa OXOTHI
ynanochk cobpars 130 3amonHeHHBIX aHkeT. Cpenu
PECIIOHIEHTOB J0JIH T€X, KTO OXOTUTCS U HE OXOTUTCS
Ha KyJUKOB, pacrpeaenuiuch kak 48 u 52%,
COOTBETCTBEHHO. B AMypcKko#i 0071., T1e HeT MOPCKOTO
noOepekbs, OXOTa Ha CTallHble BUABI KYJIUKOB B
LIEJIOM HE pacnpoCTpaHeHa. DTO HAIIO OTpakKeHHE
U B OMPOCHBIX JTAHHBIX — TOJILKO 18% OmpoIIeHHbIX
yKa3aju, 4YTO JTOOBIBAIOT KYJIMKOB CTPEJISsl MO CTasIM.
Emé 40% pecnoHAEHTOB yKa3aiau, 4TO JT0OBIBAIOT
OAUMHOYHBLIX nOTHILl, a 46% He OTMETHJIH JTOr0 B
cBoux otBerax. IIpsmbIx (HakToB, YKa3bIBAIOIIKUX
Ha JI00bIBAaHUE [AJIbHEBOCTOYHBIX KPOHIIHENOB B
AMypcCKoii 001., ynamochk coOpaTh HAMHOTO MEHBIIIE,
yeM B XabapoBckoM kpae. OT4acTu 3T0 MOXKET OBITh
pe3yabTaToM pa3anuuil B METOAMKE cOOpa Marepuaa:
nepcoHaibHble Oecenbl JatoT 0osblle MHPOpPMALIUH,
YeM aHOHUMHOE aHKETUPOBaHUE.

Mpbl BHOBb YOEOWINMCh, YTO TEOpeTHYecKas u
MpaKTHYecKasi OJArOTOBKA OXOTHUKOB B OIIPEJEIICHUN
BHJIOBOW TPHHAJICKHOCTH JTOOBIBAEMBIX MMH IITHIT
HAaXOJIWUTCS HA O4YEeHb HHU3KOM YypoBHe. B Poccum
CYLIECTBYET JePUUUT JOCTYNHOH JIMTEpaTypbl
U UHPOPMAIMOHHBIX PECYpCOB, MO3BOJSIOLINX
OXOTHUKaM TMOBBIIIATh 3TOT YpoBeHb. M 4ro emgé
Ba)KHEE — HET CTUMYJIMPYIOMINUX HUIH OOS3bIBAIOIINX
K 9TOMY T'OCYAapCTBEHHBIX ME€XaHU3MOB. OTeIbHbIE
npuMepbl 00yUYEHHUS U TPOBEPKU 3HAHUN OXOTHHKOB
Mbl CMOIVIM OOHApy>KUTh B HEKOTOPBIX OOIIECTBax
OXOTHUKOB XabapoBckoro kpasi (BoeHHO-OXOTHHYBE
obmectBo, Bepxuebypeunckoe POOwuP), HO 51O
MOKHO CYMTaTh HCKJIIOYEHHEM U3 IpaBwia. Mbl
MOJATOTOBWJIM CHelMalbHbI moctep (puc. 1,2, 4),
JEMOHCTPUPYIOIIMM HE TOJIBKO MHOroodpasue
KyJUKOB, HO Takke HWHQPOPMUPYIOUMI O BUAaX
NTUL, 3anpeléHHbIX K J00bl4e U 0 pa3mepe
mrpados, IIPEyCMOTPEHHBIX poccHiicKuM
3aKOHOJATEIbCTBOM 3a HUX J00b14y. KoneuHo,
tupax B 500 3K3eMIUISIpOB, KOTOPBI MBI CMOIIU
Hareyararb, HeZJ0OCTaTOYEH JJIsl TOTO, YTOOBI 3aKPBITh
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Puc. 3. Tymiku 53 OobIIMX ECOYHUKOB — YacTh
U3 HECKOJIbKMX COTCH MTHII, TOOBITBIX M3 IIOTHOM
OT/IBIXAIOIICH CTau YEThIPbMSI BHICTPEIIAMH.
®orto: AWM. MarisiHa.
Fig. 3. The carcasses of 53 Great Knot are part of several
hundred birds taken from a dense roosting flock with four
shots. Photo by A.l. Matsyna.

uMeroluiicss Hemoctarok  uHbopmarmu.  OgHaKo
WCIIONIb30BAaHUE 3THUX IUIAKaTOB MPU IPOBEICHUU
ONMpPOCOB O0Ka3aJl0 HaM OIPOMHYIO HPAKTUYECKYIO
MOJACPKKY M BOOIYIIEBUIIO OXOTHUKOB MOApPOOHEe U
BHUMATEJIbHEE OTHECTUCH K MHTEPBBIO. PyKOBOACTBO
PErMOHANIBHBIX OXOTHUYBUX BEIOMCTB IO3UTHUBHO
MPUHUMAJIO TPEIIOKEHUSI K COTPYAHUYECTBY B
pacrpoCTpaHEHUH  TaKUX  JEMOHCTPALMOHHBIX
MaTepuaioB, U 3TO MOXKHO YCIIEIIHO HCIIOJIb30BaTh
B Oymymem. s OOJBIIMHCTBA OXOTHHKOB CTaJiO
OTKPBITHEM TO OOCTOSITEIHCTBO, YTO MHOTHE BHJIBI
KYJIMKOB 3alpelnieHbl K 0X0Te, a pasMepsl mrTpadoB
3a UX J00BIYY B psifie CIy4aeB MPOU3BENN CepbE3IHOE
BIICYATIICHUE.

OCHOBHOM  aHa/M3 TOJIYyYEHHOIO MaTepuala
enl€ He OKOHYEeH. Mbl HajeeMmcs, YTO IMOJIyYeHHbIE
CBE/ICHUSA, TMO3BOJSIT Ham Oojiee TOYHO OLECHUTH
XO3SIICTBEHHYIO Harpy3ky Ha KyinukoB JlaibHero
Bocroxka Poccun.

Mpe1 Omarogapum Bocrounoa3uarcko-
ABCTpania3uiickoe MNapTHEPCTBO IO HCCIEIOBAHUIO
vurparuii nirun; (EAAFP), JlemaprameHT ceabckoro
U BOJHOTO XO34MCTBA M OKPYXKAIOIIEH cpessl

[IpaBurensctBa  ABctpamuu  (The  Australian
Department of  Agriculture, Water and the
Environment) u UNEP/CMS 3a ¢QuHaHCOBYIO

noaAepxky. B paboTe wucmonb3oBaHbl MaTepualbl,
MIPeI0OCTaBICHHBIE LlenTpom KOJIbIICBaHUS
HIT23 PAH, MunuctepcTBOM NPUPOAHBIX PECYPCOB
XabapoBckoro Kkpas, YIpaBleHHEM [0 OXpaHe,



Puc. 4. IlocTep MOKHO OCTAaBUTD Ja’Ke TaM, IIe OXOTHUKH OBIBAIOT OYEHB peiko. BUKMHCKOE paliloHHOE 00IEecTBO
OXOTHHKOB H PBIOOJIOBOB, tor XabapoBckoro kpas. @oro: A.M. MarsiHa.

Fig. 4. The poster can be left even where hunters are very rare. Society of hunters and fishermen in the Bikinsky district,
south of the Khabarovsk Territory. Photo by A.I. Matsyna.

KOHTPOJIIO ¥  PETYIMPOBAHUIO  HCIHOJIH30BAHUS
00BEKTOB JKMBOTHOTO MHpa M Cpeabl MX OOUTaHHS
Amypckoit obmactu. Mbl BbIpakaeM 0J1arofapHOCTh
COTPYOHMKAaM O3THX  OpraHu3aluid, a  TakKxKe
KOHCYJIBTaHTaM, MPEI0CTABUBILUM IICHHBIE CBEICHUS
0 YHCJICHHOCTH U PAaCIpPOCTPAHEHUHU KYJIUKOB.

Summary. The results of the joint project
of Birds Russia and WGW NE on evaluation of
the hunting pressure on waders in Khabarovsk
Territory and Amur Region. In 2021, a study of the
impact of hunting on wader populations migrating
along the EastAsian-Australasian Flyway were
conducted in two administrative regions of the Russian
Far East. The data collection was carried out via
anonymous and personal surveys of hunters, as well

as detailed interviews with experts, to determine the
degree of involvement of hunters of various age and
social groups in wader hunting. It has been established
that hunting for abundant and flocking species of
waders is mainly carried out in areas located on the
coast of the Sea of Okhotsk. In the interior regions,
the Far Eastern Curlew Numenius madagascariensis
is mainly hunted, despite the hunting ban. This rare
species is very vulnerable as it becomes easy prey
during spring waterfowl hunting. The training of
hunters to determine the species of the hunted birds
is at a very low level due to the lack of information
resources.

A.W. Manpina, B.B. [Iponkesuy, E.JI. Maiipina,
A.A. Cacun, K.b. Knokos, E.E. CbipoeukoBckuii

NMPOEKT U3YYEHNA OUHAMUKU YNCITEHHOCTU BEKACA
WU OPYIUX KYNTUKOB B EBPOMNENCKOW YACTU POCCUM B 2021 rogy

MexayHapoIHbIM MPOEKTaM POCHUII 1o
n3yueHuto Oekaca W BaupAmHena yxe 10 ner!
C 2020 r. poccuiicko-(ppaHIly3CKUid TPOEKT U3YUCHUS
pecypcoB Oekaca B EBpomneiickoit Poccun mpoBogutcst
mo cornamenuto ¢ OpaHIly3CKUM YIIPaBICHUEM I10
ouopazHoooOpaszuto (Office francais de la biodiversité,
OFB). B ampene 2021 aua mnpoaomKeHUS
MOHHUTOPHHTA TOMYJSALIUN Oekaca ObUT OTKPHIT HOBBIH,
Tenepb 00BENUHEHHBIM C MPOEKTOM I10 BaJIb/IIHEILY,
npoekt «Contrat de recherche et developpement
0fb.21.0234 relatif aux etudes et recherches sur les
Scolopacides en Russie Europeenne» (KonrtpakTt Ha
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Hay4yHbIe HccnenoBanus u pazpadorku ODb.21.0234
o u3yuenuro bekacosrix Scolopacidae B EBponeiickoit
Poccumn). O paborax no BanpamHeny B 2021 1. B pamkax
9TOTO TMPOEKTAa HMMEETCs OTIEIbHOE COOOIEeHUE B
HacrosuieM Beimycke UM PI'K.

UccnenoBanust Gekaca B 2021 r. mpoBOIMIN TI0
METOJMKE W TPUMEPHO B 00BEME MPEIbIIYIIUX JIET
(cm. UM PI'K Ne25, 2012). Opnako ¢ 3TOro ce3oHa
MPOEKT OBLT JOMOJHEH YCJIOBHEM, IO KOTOPOMY
TpeOOBajOCh Ha MHOTOJETHMX IUIOIIAAKax Yydéra
OIICHMBATh BHUOBOH COCTaB M MPUOIU3UTEIBHYIO
YHUCIIEHHOCTh BCEX OOHWTAIOIIUX HAa HHUX KYJIUKOB.



COOEPXAHUE

COBbITUA B PABOYEW IPYNME MO KYNUKAM B 2021 rogy
UTOIM PABOTbl ®AYHUCTUYECKOU KOMUCCUN MO KYIIMKAM B 2021 roy
BECTU U3 PETMOHOB
YKPAUHA
tOrO-3AMAL YKPAUHbI
ABIYCTOBCKME YUEThbI MTUL, B A30BO-YEPHOMOPCKOM PEMVIOHE 2021 rOay
YUETbI KYNNKOB HA NMMMAHAX CEBEPO-3AMNALQHOMO NMPUA3OBbA B 2021 rogy
PECNYBJINKA BENAPYCb
POCCUA
KANMHWHIPALCKAA OBACTb
NEHWHIPALCKAS OBMACTb
KPACHOLAPCKUMIN KPAI
PECMNYB/VKA JATECTAH
BOJNTOrPALICKAS OBMACTb
KAMYATKA
CEBEPHbI CAXATIVH

HOBOCTW O NMPOEKTAX MO KYJIUKAM

MEXXOYHAPOLHOW 3KCNEQNLM MO U3YYEHWNIO 1 COXPAHEHMIO NTOMATHSA HA YYKOTKE
20 NIET

JIOMATEHb HA IOI'E YYKOTKWN-2021

OCEHHWW MPOMNET KPEYETKW B KYMO-MAHbIYCKOW BNAOVHE (MPEOKABKA3BLE)

NCCNEAQOBAHUME OBYX BIIM3KOPOOCTBEHHbLIX BUOOB KYINMKOB, HAXOOALWETOCA Mo
rMOBANbHOW YITPO30M MCYE3HOBEHUSA OXOTCKOro YNNTA N MHOTOYMUCIIEHHOTO TPABHVIKA,
ANnA COXPAHEHNA X MUPOBbLIX MOMNYNAUNA

PESYJLTATbI PABOTbI SKCNEOUNLNN OIBY «BHUM 3KONOMA» B SCTYAPUM PEK XANPHO30BA U
BENOIOJIOBAA (BAMNMAOHAA KAMYATKA) B 2021 roay

PE3YJIIbTATbl COBMECTHOIO NMPOEKTA POCUI U PI'K CE MO OLUEHKE BIIMAHWA OXOTbl HA
KYNMKOB B XABAPOBCKOM KPAE 1 AMYPCKOW OBJIACTU

MPOEKT N3YYEHNA ONHAMWKN UACITEHHOCTW BEKACA
W OPYTUX KYNIMKOB B EBPOMEWCKOW YACTW POCCUW B 2021 rogy

OCEHHWW MPOJET U KONbLIEBAHVE BANbALWHENOB B LLEEHTPATbHOW POCCUW B 2021 rOA4Y

PE3YNLTATbI USYUYEHUA OCEHHEN MUTPALI BANBALWHENA
B KOCTPOMCKOW OBJIACTMU B 2021 rofy

PEABUNUTALINA N BOSBPALWEHWME B MNMPUPOLOY BAJIbALWHEMNA

MPOEKT MO MEYEHWIO AYNENEN CMYTHUKOBbLIMW NEPEOATYUKAMM
HA CEBEPE NMOAMOCKOBbBA
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KOJIbLULEBAHUE KYJIUKOB B 2021 rogy

HOBAA NH®POPMALUA O YHUCNIEHHOCTW, TPEHOAX U MPUPOOOOXPAHHbIX
CTATYCAX EBPOMENCKUX KYITUKOB

MNOJNEBbLIE 3AMETKU

MUTPUPYIOLUME KYJTMKKU CYBALLA YEPES 30 NIET
O ®OPYMAX 2021 rOAA

KOH®EPEHLMA MEXXOYHAPOOHOWM rPYMIMbl MO U3YYEHUIO KYJIMKOB B 2021 rogy
IN MEMORIA

B NMAMATb O EBFEHNWN CbIPOEYKOBCKOM (18.05.1968-25.01.2022)

PELUEH3UU

IOPOB A.K. PABMHOXEHWE V1 CESOHHbIE MUTPALIM KYNMKOB BAPABVMHCKOW NECOCTEMNW
(BAMNAOHAA CNBNPE) / OTB. PEA. B.A. KOOKMH. HOBOCUBUPCK: CO PAH, 2021. 243 ¢.+24 c. Bkn.

O KYNIMKAX CEBEPHON EBPA3UN HA NHOCTPAHHbIX A3bIKAX
NMPABUJIA O®POPMJIEHUA MATEPUANOB AJA UM PTrK
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© EAAFP SBS Task Force

The Spoon-billed Sandpiper Task Force (SBS TF) News Bulletin is a regular, half-yearly update of activities of the
SBS Task Force of the East Asian Australasian Flyway Partnership (EAAFP). The News Bulletin is edited by

Dr Christoph Zockler, Coordinator of the EAAFP SBS Task Force with assistance from Sayam Chowdhury, Bangla-
desh and Dr Elena Lappo, Russia, who also chairs the Russian team of the Task Force.

Mission:

The East Asian and Australasian Flyway Partnership (EAAFP) Spoon-billed Sandpiper Task Force (SBS TF) aims
to coordinate the conservation activities identified in the Convention on Migratory Species (CMS) Single Species
Action Plan for the species, which was commissioned by BirdLife International. The activities in the Action Plan are
regularly reviewed and updated by all Flyway Members and a growing network of active supporters and groups in
the Flyway countries, and beyond.

The Task Force originates from the establishment of the Spoon-billed Sandpiper Recovery Team (SBS RT) in 2004,
when several partners active in the conservation of this globally threatened wader met in Edinburgh. With the
growing level of activity, the finalization of the Action Plan in 2008 and a growing network of partners, organisa-
tions and supporters the Spoon-billed Sandpiper Task Force (SBS TF) was formed at the East Asian Australasian
Flyway Partnership (EAAFP) meeting in Korea in February 2010. In December 2010, the Spoon-billed Sandpiper
Task Force (SBS TF) was officially endorsed as one of the first species Task Forces by the Partnership under the
EAAFP Shorebird Working Group. Implementing organisation for the SBS TF is BirdLife International through its
partner Birds Russia. It is chaired by the Government Partner of Russia. Task Force members consist of the EAAFP
Government Partners of key range states for the species and international conservation organisations. These are: the
Russian Federation, Japan, People’s Republic of China, People’s Democratic Republic of Korea, Republic of Korea,
Vietnam, Union of Myanmar, Cambodia, Thailand, Malaysia, Bangladesh and India, the Wildfowl and Wetland
Trust (WWT), Wetlands International, a representative of the EAAFP Shorebird Working Group, Fauna Flora
International (FFI) and experts and conservation organisations from principal range states and other partners. We
are grateful to the RSPB, NABU and the Manfred-Hermsen-Stiftung for their continued support of the SBS Task
Force and Spoon-billed Sandpiper projects across the range states.

Chair: Lili Sun
sunlili@mcf.org.cn

Coordinator: Dr Christoph Zockler (Manfred-Hermsen Foundation)
christoph.zoeckler@m-h-s.org

Disclaimer: The responsibility for opinions expressed in articles rests solely with their authors, and their inclusion in
this News Bulletin does not constitute an endorsement by the Spoon-billed Sandpiper Taskforce or the EAAFP of the
opinion expressed therein. This includes any assertion of territoriality in any maps in this publication. We employ in
our newsletter and other outlets designations in conformity with United Nations practice.
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Hunting Pressure on Shorebirds in Khabarovsk Krai and

Amur Oblast

Matsyna Aleksandr I.!, Vladimir V. Pronkevich? Ekaterina L. Matsyna’, Anton A. Sasin*, Konstantin B.

Klokov®, Evgeny E. Syroechkovskiy 1¢
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he assessment of the hunting pressure on shore-

birds in Khabarovsk Krai and Amur Oblast
in 2021 was the third survey (after Kamchatka in
2019 and Sakhalin in 2020) organised by BirdsRus-
sia together with the Working Group on Waders of
Northern Eurasia (WGW NE) to explore the impact
of illegal and legal unsustainable hunting on shore-
birds in the Russian part of EAAF. The main research
approaches were anonymous questionnaires and
personal interviews of hunters, as well as detailed in-

terviews with local experts during personal meetings.

In Amur Oblast, the work included 130 completed
anonymous questionnaires of hunters only. 48% of
the respondents noted that they hunt shorebirds,
and 52% that they do not; 40% of the respondents
indicated that they shot single birds, 18% reported
that they hunted shorebirds by shooting at flocks,
while 46% did not indicate this in their responses.
The harvesting of shorebird in the Amur Oblast is
not so developed as in other Russian Far Eastern
regions because there are no large migratory con-

centrations of shorebirds. According to the ques-
tionnaires, people most often shoot Common Snipe
and Woodcock. Our rough estimate is at least 2,000
each per year. Whimbrel and Far Eastern Curlew are
hit by gunfire much less often (about 100-200 each).
To this must be added several hundred of shot small
and medium-sized shorebirds, and hunters do not
usually distinguish between the species.

In Khabarovsk Krai surveys and interviews with
hunters were conducted in 14 (from 17) districts.
The main work was concentrated in the central part
of the region in areas with roads. A total length of
4,500 km of roads was covered. The remote Verkh-
ne-Bureinsky district was reached by rail. During
the trips, interviews were held with hunters, includ-
ing poachers, and with local conservation experts.
Whenever possible, interviews were conducted
directly at the hunting site and were accompanied
by an inspection of the harvested birds (Fig. 1).
Experts living in the northern hard-to-reach areas
were interviewed by telephone.

Fig. 1. Survey of hunters in Verkhnebureinsky District of Khabarovsk Krai
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Fig. 2b. Number of small-sized
shorebirds harvested annually in
Khabarovsk Krai (expert estima-
tion). The total number of birds
shot within the outline shaded by
each colour is indicated

as 40,000 shorebirds, of
which 6,000 large-sized,
23,000 medium-sized, and
13,000 small ones were
harvested in Khabarovsk

Fig. 2a. The most important stopover sites for migrating shore-
birds in Khabarovsk Krai.

1 - Schastya Bay; 2 - Nikolay, Ulbansky and Tugurskiy Bays;
3 - Uda Bay; 4 - Aian Bay; 5 - coast of the Sea of Okhotsk

We found a huge difference in hunting pressure on
different species of shorebirds and on the group as
a whole, depending on the geographical location of
each surveyed area. In contrast to Kamchatka and
Sakhalin, most of the territory of Khabarovsk Krai
is remote from the sea coast and has few mass con-
centrations of shorebirds during seasonal migra-
tions. For this reason, harvesting of flocking spe-
cies of shorebird is much lower. On the contrary,
the yield of the Far Eastern Curlew (FEC), which
nests mainly in the inland areas of Khabarovsk
Krai and Amur Oblast, is high.

However, Okhotsky, Ayano-Maisky, Tuguro-
Chumikansky, and Nikolaevsky districts of
Khabarovsk Krai have a long western shoreline in
the Okhotsk Sea, where shorebirds stop regularly
and often form dense local concentrations (Fig.
2). 47% of hunters interviewed in the Tuguro-
Chumikansky district gave negative responses to
the question “Do they hunt shorebirds?”, and 53%
of respondents had hunted shorebirds regularly, at
least during the last three years; 41% of them shot
from 20 to 50 birds per season, and 59% - from
50 to 100 shorebirds. Some respondents reported
a significantly higher number of shorebirds shot
per season. In total, we estimated roughly as many

Krai in 2021.

The target of special hunting is mainly large
shorebirds: Wimbrel and Far Eastern Curlew.
Both of them are much less harvested here than
on Sakhalin: We estimated only about 1,000-1,500
Whimbrel and 500 FEC per year. Hunters shot
Whimbrel mostly in coastal districts and FEC in
central part of Khabarovsk Krai and in the valley
of Amur River during migrations and also during
the breeding season.

In the medium-sized shorebirds group, Great Knot,
Red Knot, Common Snipe, Terek Sandpiper, Ruff,
Redshank have been reported as the most often har-
vested species. The first two species are shot most
often by hunters shooting at dense flocks resting on
the shores of the Sea of Okhotsk at high tide.

Some hunters reported especially “lucky” hunts.
For example, in Nikolayevsky District of the
Khabarovsk Krai we recorded a detailed descrip-
tion of such a hunt in the Schastya Bay on Bay-
dukov Island (see also separate article in this
issue!). Two hunters returning home in a motor
boat approached a large mixed flock of shorebirds
resting on the shore. They managed to make only
four shots, after which the birds flew away. While
collecting the birds they started to count them, but
after 360 birds they stopped counting. About a half
of the birds were still not collected. Thus, about 700



Spoon-billed Sandpiper Task Force - News Bull - No 28 - May 2023 27

shorebirds were killed in a few seconds. We man-
aged to obtain a photo (Fig. 3) of cooked carcasses
of over 53 Great Knots. We reminded the hunters
that Great Knot is included in the Red Book of Rus-
sia. Without exception, all interviewed respondents
harvesting shorebirds usually shoot at flocks of
birds without species distinction, which certainly
results in a high number of incidental and wasted
victims.

Small-sized shorebirds are also shot in flocks. In
the Tuguro-Chumikansky District, more than one
third of the hunters surveyed (37.2%) regularly
shot small-sized shorebirds. Dunlin, Red-necked
Stints and Mongolian Plover constitute the bulk of
the birds shot in this size group. Resting Spoon-
billed Sandpipers often feed in mixed flocks with
these species and they are at risk as well. During
surveys, hunters also called Broad-billed Sandpiper
and Sanderling. Unfortunately, most of the well-
known site with mass concentrations of shore-
birds in the Okhotsky, Tuguro-Chumikansky and
Nikolaevsky districts of Khabarovsk Krai are quite
actively visited by humans, including hunters (Fig.
2). Shorebird stopovers are mostly situated in the
valley bottoms of large rivers where currents carry
a lot of silt and sand to the sea. Unfortunately, sev-
eral settlements (Okhotsk, Inya, Vostretsovo, Chu-
mikan, Tugur, etc.) are located in the same areas.

Spoon-billed Sandpiper is at great risk of being ac-
cidentally shot during its migrations on the shores
of the Sea of Okhotsk. As recently as the second half
of the 20th century, it was regularly encountered in
Khabarovsk Krai. Thus, in the 1960-70s, it was not
very rare near the Okhotsk town (Pronkevich and
Morokov 2012). Every year several Spoon-billed
Sandpipers were shot here along with other shore-
birds. The Museum of Regional Studies of Okhotsk
keeps two beaks of Spoon-billed Sandpipers shot
here. The last known sighting of a small flock of
several Spoon-billed Sandpipers in the Okhotsk area
was made in the third decade of May 2005.

Fig. 3. Great Knots carcasses (at least 53 birds) from more than
700 shorebirds shot in Schastya Bay during one short hunt

The survey results confirmed that the main threat
to shorebirds is the low level of awareness and
competence. Both hunters and many employees
of hunting agencies are just as ignorant of dis-
tinguishing between different species, especially
small and medium-sized species. It was revealing
for most hunters that many species of shorebirds
are banned from hunting.

The survey in Khabarovsk Krai and Amur Oblast
has provided the missing data for understanding
the importance of this sector of the Okhotsk Sea
coast for shorebirds of EAAE Several important
shorebird concentrations during autumn migra-
tion are situated in the areas with high hunting
pressure. To obtain a complete picture we need
to further extend the project to include all other
regions of the Russian Far East.
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Introduction

The Arctic Migratory Bird Initiative (AMBI) Work Plan objective 3 states to prevent illegal hunting
and regulate unsustainable legal harvest of Arctic migratory birds along the East Asian-Australasian Flyway
(EAAF). Action 3.1 initiates surveys of hunting pressure on Arctic-breeding shorebirds in stopover areas in
the North-East of Russia, including Chukotka, Kamchatka, Sakhalin and mainland coasts of Sea of Okhotsk®.
The implementation of these activities was started in 2019 by BirdsRussia and Working Group on Waders
on Northern Eurasia. This is the first project focused on the assessment of hunting pressure on Arctic
shorebirds in Russia. The main aim is to reveal the territories of the largest hunting pressure on shorebirds
first of all for priority EAAF Partnership species of shorebirds: Curlew Sandpiper, Red Knot, Great Knot, Far
Eastern Curlew, Black-tailed Godwit and Spoon-billed Sandpiper (SBS). Special attention is paid as well to
Whimbrel, which is the most popular shorebird target species for legal hunting in the Russian Far East.

In 2019 a survey was carried out in Kamchatka (SBS Task Force News Bull. 2020. Ne 22. P. 31-34),
in 2020 in Sakhalin (SBS Task Force News Bull. 2021. Ne 24. P. 26-29), in 2021 in Khabarovsk Krai and Amur
Oblast (SBS Task Force News Bull. 2023. No 28. P. 25-27), and in 2022 in Magadan Oblast (Fig. 1). This article
provides the first summary of the results of these studies.

Methodology

The methodology was based on the experience of estimating waterfowl hunting pressure in the
eastern part of the Russian Arctic developed by E.E. Syroechkovskiy and K.B. Klokov?. It was used in 1999—
2006 to estimate bird harvests in 22 villages of Chukotka and northern Yakutia near the sea coast. We
adapted this approach taking into account that, unlike waterfowl, shorebirds are not the main object of
local hunting. According to our methodology, the survey of each village included two stages. First, in-depth
interviews were conducted with 2—3 experts to identify on a qualitative level the general picture of how
shorebird hunting occurs at this place and how important it was for local hunters.

L CAFF Congress MB5: Worldwide partnerships to conserve migratory birds: The Arctic Migratory Bird
Initiative. 2018. Available from: https://www.caff.is/arctic- migratory-birds-initiative-ambi [Accessed
8th October 2021].

2 Syroetchkovskiy E.E. and K.B. Klokov, 2010. Using questionnaire method to study the impact of
hunting on waterfowl in the Russian Arctic. Cazarka, 13, pp. 76-103 (In Russian).
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The second step was the survey using anonymous questionnaires that were filled out by the
hunters themselves. In Kamchatka, since the majority of hunters do not distinguish species of shorebirds
we did not use the names of shorebird species in anonymous questionnaire. Instead, we asked hunters to
divide shot shorebirds into the following groups: Whimbrel (well known to hunters); other large-sized
shorebirds (except Whimbrel), medium-sized, and small-sized shorebirds. In addition, we asked to list the
species of harvested shorebirdst which hunter knew, but only a few respondents did so.

Since 2020, in Sakhalin and other regions the methodology was improved. In addition to interviews
with hunters, direct observations of hunting and inspections of harvested birds at key sites were included.
This allowed identify species which hunters could not distinguish themselves. The second novation added
to the methodology was telephone interviews with experts from hard-to-reach areas. Photos on figures 2-
8 show the typical moments of the field survey and hunters interviewing in different regions of the Russian
Far East. Figure 9 presents handouts developed for the project.

In some areas we were not able to conduct an anonymous questionnaire due to the local specifics
of hunting management. Sufficient number of completed anonymous questionnairesl to made a rough
guantitative estimate of the number of harvested birds was obtained in Kamchatka and Amur Region. In
the other regions, the estimate was made as an expert judgement of fieldworkers based on the totality of
the data collected, and taking into account the opinions of local experts. The figures obtained should
therefore be treated as a first approximation, which only gives an indication of the order of magnitude of
the shorebirds harvesting.

Results

As aresult of the surveys carried out, we were able to draw a rough picture of the shorebird hunting
press in five main regions of the Russian part of the EAAF. In total, more than 100,000 people in all five
regions have official hunter's certificates (the exact official figures are not available). About 30,000 of them
annually receive permits to hunt birds (mainly waterfowl). These people are potential shorebird harvesters.
The only shorebird species which is hunted purposefully by a large number of hunters is the Whimbrel. It
is well known to all hunters. It is hunted only in autumn in all surveyed regions, but most of all in Kamchatka
and Sakhalin. Small numbers of hunters also target the Common Snipe and Woodcock (mainly in Amur
Region and Sakhalin). In some areas, hunters also deliberately pursue the Far Eastern Curlew, despite the
fact that it is a protected species. All other shorebird species are mainly hunted as follows:

. by teenager, who do not legally hunt but get trained to become hunters;
. in the absence of other game, in order not to return home empty-handed;
. by some gourmet hunters who consider it a delicacy;

. in furbearer trapping areas as a sable bait.

Because of this, shorebirds, except Whimbrel (which is hunted on purpose), are most often shot
during waterfowl hunts, both in autumn and spring seasons. The hunting pressure depends mainly on the
timing of the migration of a particular species. Shorebird species that form mass aggregations at stopovers
on the dates when waterfowl hunting is open in the area are mainly affected. Those species which have
the peak of migration before or after the hunting season are not shot.

To save ammunition, hunters usually shoot at dense flocks targeting small and medium
shorebirds. This results in a large number of wounded birds that subsequently die, and a significant
number of killed birds that remain undiscovered. The danger of such hunting is that in mixed flocks of
small shorebirds, rare species, includingthe SBS, may be killed or wounded very likely.

The majority of hunters do not distinguish between species of small and medium-sized shorebird.
They call all of them "dumplings", "galushkas", or use other local terms. Only a few hunters know which of
these species are allowed and which are prohibited to hunt. Many hunters do not distinguish between



Whimbrel and Far Eastern Curlew and shoot the latter, together with the first, without knowing it is
prohibited.

Let us consider briefly the results of the project in Kamchatka, Sakhalin, Khabarovsk Kraiy, Magadan
and Amur Oblasts for selected shorebird species and groups of species.

Far Eastern Curlew

As the interviews show, hunters while hunting the Whimbrel often do shoot other large shorebirds,
including Far Eastern Curlews, Bar-tailed and Black-tailed Godwits. Some hunters do not know the right
name of the species, though many of them are aware of them. Here we should distinguish between “proper
poaching”, when hunters do it on purpose by shooting all large shorebirds that have come close to them,
and "accidental poaching", when hunters shoot Far Eastern Curlews by mistake. The main reason for the
error is the fact that young Curlews have a shorter bill than adult ones (similar to the Whimbrel’s bill), and
hunters confuse these two species.

The total number of harvested Far Eastern Curlew in all surveyed regions, according to our
estimates, may amount to more than 2 500 birds per year (Table 1). In Kamchatka and partly on Sakhalin,
hunters shoot it mostly when hunting Whimbrel during their southward migration. In Khabarovsk Krai,
Amur and Magadan Oblasts, it is harvested mainly in spring, in breeding grounds. During individual talks
some hunters described the details of such a hunt. For example, in the vicinity of Talon settlement (Olskiy
district, Magadan Oblast) such hunting was practiced several years ago, until the Far Eastern Curlew
disappeared from this area. Local hunters described to us in detail the method of searching for and hunting
it at nesting sites in June. A thorough knowledge of the ecology and behavior of the species (e.g., distance
to fledging, nature of disturbance near clutches, timing of breeding, tendency to colonize, etc.) indicated
that a targeted persecution by humans is the reason for absence of this species near human settlements
inhabited by hunters.

Table 1. Estimation of number of yearly harvested Far Eastern Curlew and Whimbrel
in five regions of Russian Far East

Region Estimation of number of harvested
birds
Far Eastern Whimbrel
Curlew

Kamchatka More than 1,000 37,000
Sakhalin 1,100 20,000-38,800
Khabarovsk Krai 560 1,400
Amur Oblast 200 100
Magadan Oblast 50 4,300

Whimbrel

Whimbrel is one of the most popular bird for autumn hunting in Kamchatka in Sakhalin among all
waterfowl and shorebird species. It is not hunted in the spring. According to our data, 55 % of hunters
harvest Whimbrel in Kamchatka and 66% in Sakhalin (2019). The greatest number of Whimbrels is shot by
hunters on the western coast of Kamchatka in the Tigilsky and Sobolevsky districts (according our
estimation about 8,000 per year) and in northern part of Sakhalin Island in Okhinsly district (more than
15,000 per year). The average seasonal hunting bag (number of shot birds per one hunter) in these districts
varies from 18 to 27 Whimbrels for the season. In some cases, individual harvest reached 140 Whimbrel
per season (Okhinsky district).

Hunters shot Whimbrel mostly in coastal districts near the Sea of Okhotsk coast. By this reason, it
is almost never harvested in the Amur Oblast, and the total number of Whimbrels taken in Khabarovsk Krai



and Magadan Oblast is much lower than in Kamchatka and Sakhalin (Table 1). This is primarily due to the
difficult accessibility of much of the coast of the Sea of Okhotsk for the majority of hunters in these two
regions. It is also important that these regions are geographically close to extensive breeding areas of the
Whimbrel in the forest-tundra of north-east Asia. Therefore, during the shorebird migration birds may be
distributed over a vast territory. Whereas in Sakhalin and Kamchatka (predominantly on its western coast),
the concentration of migrating Whimbrels in a narrow coastal range is much higher.

As our calculations showed, the total number of Whimbrels shot in Far East of Russia, especially in
Kamchatka and Sakhalin is a very large one compared to published estimates®. We believe that hunters of
these regions are making the greatest impact on the Whimbrel population on the flyway.

In addition, our work has confirmed the disproportionate hunting pressure on the northern
population of Whimbrel migrating via Sakhalin. In contrast to Kamchatka, where numbers of the species
remain stable, significant fluctuations in abundance have been observed on Sakhalin. This indicates a
perennial depression of the species in the region as a result of disproportionate hunting pressure. This is
particularly dangerous when combined with the major transformation of these birds' natural habitats by
oil and gas developments in northern Sakhalin. However, we need to survey all other parts of the flyway to
verify these conclusions.

Other shorebirds

Other large-size shorebirds (except Whimbrel and Far Easter Curlew) are shot in small numbers in
all regions. The Black and Bar-tailed Godwit, Common Greenshank, and Eurasian Woodcock are among
the species that have been reported to us by hunters in the south of Khabarovsk Krai. Godwits, like all
large shorebirds, are regularly harvested by hunters in Sakhalin. Thus, 26.5% of hunters gave an
affirmative answer to the question about Godwit harvest, not distinguishing their species. According to
our expert estimate, the total harvest of Black-tailed and Bar-tailed Godwits in the Sakhalin oblast can
reach 1600 and 1100 respectively.

In Kamchatka interviews show that hunters often shoot relatively large shorebirds, including
Bar-tailed and Black-tailed Godwits when hunting Whimbrel (6% of respondents). Officially, the Black-
tailed Godwit is a game bird, while Bar-tailed Godwit used to be a game bird until 2018, and from
2019, it was included in the Kamchatka Red Book. However, hunters usually do not distinguish
between two species of Godwits.

The greatest number of small and medium-sized shorebirds, which form numerous aggregations
during seasonal migrations, is hunted incidentally in the areas located on the shores of the Sea of Okhotsk
not far from villages and settlements. Such a hunting, however, is somewhat limited by the low numbers
of local people and difficulty of access to these areas for hunters living in the central parts of the regions.

Our observations and interviews revealed the main areas where they are shot relatively
frequently by hunters. These are those places of shorebird concentrations on migration stopovers along
the Sea of Okhotsk coast, which are close to settlements with many waterfowl hunters. These are
western and southern coasts of Kamchatka Peninsula, northern part (Okhinsky and Nogliksky districts) of
Sakhalin Island, coastal (Okhotsky, Ayano-Maisky, Tuguro-Chumikansky, and Nikolaevsky) districts of
Khabarovsk Krai, area around the city of Magadan and Olsky district of the Magadan Oblast. There are no
such places in the Amur Oblast. On Kamchatka of medium-sized shorebirds mostly Great Knot has
importance for hunters. In Magadan Oblast and Khabarovsk Krai the most commonly hunted species in

3 Bamford M. et al 2008 Migratory shorebirds of the East Asian-Australasian Flyway: Population estimates
and internationally important sites (Canberra: Wetlands International — Oceania); Conklin J. R. et al. 2014
Prioritizing migratory shorebirds for conservation action on the East Asian-Australasian Flyway (Hong
Kong).



the medium-sized group, according to our survey, are the Common Snipe, Great Knot, Red Knot, in
Khabarovsk Krai in addition — the Terek Sandpiper, Ruff, Redshank. The Great Knot and Red Knot are shot
mainly in dense flocks resting on the Sea of Okhotsk at high tide. Small-sized shorebirds are also shot in
flocks in the same areas. In Khabarovsk Krai (Tuguro-Chumikansky district), more than one third of the
hunters surveyed (37.2%) regularly shot small-sized shorebirds. The Dunlin, Red-necked Stints and
Mongolian Plover constitute the majority of birds shot in this size group.

In Magadan Oblast more than one third of the interviewed hunters (34%) reported having taken
small shorebirds on occasion or in the past. Many people mentioned that they had done so in their youth
and as children. We believe that Dunlin, Temminck's Stint, Red-necked Stint, and Wood Sandpiper
constitute the main part of the hunting bags in this size group of shorebirds. During surveys hunters also
named the Jack Snipe and Mongolian Plover among harvested birds.

On Sakhalin, according our assessment, the following species (apart from the Whimbrel and Far
Eastern Curlew) are taken by hunters in most quantities: Dunlin (considerably more than all the others —
over ten thousand), Common Greenshank and Woodcock (in the order of few thousand), Mongolian
Plover Terek Sandpiper, Red-necked Stint (in small numbers).

Spoon-billed Sandpiper

SBS currently remains one of the most endangered bird species in the world. It has a narrow nesting
range in the coastal tundras of the Chukotka peninsula. IUCN international conservation status of this
species is "Critically Endangered". In the Far East of Russia Sakhalin Island plays an important role for
migratory stopovers of this species. SBS was registered here by many researchers during spring and autumn
migrations. The most detailed summary of localisation of SBSr sightings in Sakhalin during seasonal
migrations is given by Ilvanov and Ktitorov (2016)* Unfortunately, main SBS sighting sites in Sakhalin fully
coincide with the areas of active shorebird hunting (Fig. 10). To harvest shorebirds, hunters most often
shoot dense flying flocks consisting of several species, in which SBSs usually move as well. Thus, they can
become victim of any such shot.

Clearly, taking into account low population of SBS in total, we are far from knowing all its traditional
staging sites. It is a cause for concern that during autumn migration coinciding with autumn hunting season,
SBS's sightings on the shores of Sakhalin are most dispersive and the birds could potentially end up in any
place where they will be shot. Now, we know of many districts where there is hunting pressure in the known
SBS staging sites. Monitoring and special research should be conducted in several districts of Sakhalin,
important for the declining population of SBS. Seasonal protection should be introduced in a number of
such sites so that there is no hunting there.

We know about the shot of SBS in the past in all of the study areas along the Sea of Okhotsk -
Kamchatka, Sakhalin, and Khabarovsk (Fig. 1). All known cases were incidental. The birds were killed in
flocks of small shorebirds. This hunt is most common not only in northern Sakhalin, but also in several
districts of Khabarovsk Krai, namely Nikolayevsky, Tuguro-Chumikansky, and Okhotsk districts. The
Khabarovsk Krai remains poorly investigated in terms of shorebirds but is undoubtedly important for
migrations of this species. Besides, the probability of shooting of SBS in the northern part of western
Kamchatka coast is supported by the fact that signal transmission from three of the nine birds with radio
transmitters stopped sending signal from this area.

Conclusions and recommendations

4 lvanov A.P., Ktitorov P.S. 2016. Migratory stops of the shored oystercatcher Eurynorhynchus pygmeus
(Linnaeus, 1758) on the island. Sakhalin. In the collection Materials of the 10th Anniversary Conference of
the Working Group on Waders of Northern Eurasia “Issues of Ecology, Migration and Conservation of
Waders of Northern Eurasia”, lvanovo. 174-181 [In Russia].



The results of our survey clearly showed that hunting of shorebirds in the North-East of Russia (most
northern part of EAAF) may negatively impact Arctic shorebird populations especially threatened species
and Whimbrel. Illegal and unsustainable hunting in this region is probably a more significant factor in the
population decline of several shorebird species along the EAAF than it was previously believed.

Although, hunting for small-sized shorebirds in North-East of Russia has declined significantly over
the past 40 years, it still remains an additional threat to the populations of the rare protected species,
including SBS. Shooting in flocks causes the most damage, with many birds being wounded, and many not
found killed birds. Shorebirds are most affected by hunting in the coastal areas of the Sea of Okhotsk close
to human settlements. The majority of shorebirds are hunted here by a relatively small number of local
hunters. With this in mind, the most promising way to protect shorebirds would be to organize regular
awareness-raising activities with the local population in these districts. The best solution of this task would
be to develop a special integrated project combining research, education, and conservation components.

Hunting control in the all North-East of Russia, is weak. For shorebird conservation special
education activities are much needed not only for hunters but as well for wildlife officers. Since hunters
often shoot protected shorebirds because of their inability to identify species and lack of knowledge on the
protection status. As well, hunting inspectors cannot control this process because they also can’t identify
many species of birds. These activities can be conducted together with hunter societies and regional
hunting agency. As we learned during our research, hunting societies are open to such activities. But they
have limited resources.

Significant part of hunters are really interesting to know species which they are harvesting, but
there is no place where they can learn. The publication of a field guide of shorebirds of the Russian Far East
is really very important for improving the level of knowledge of both hunters and hunting officers.

There is also an alternative way of conserving small shorebirds. This is to close hunting of all species of
shorebirds, except for the Whimbrel, which hunters know well. Considering that hunters only shoot small
shorebirds incidentally, such a ban would not seriously harm their interests. This question requires more
research to substantiate it. As well the creation of new protected areas in important for shorebird stopovers
with high level of hunting pressure will be of great importance.

It is highly desirable to continue the initiated work on publishing and disseminating special informational
posters demonstrating the species diversity of shorebirds of the East Australasian Flyway (fig. 11). This
information, not otherwise available to hunters, greatly increases their awareness of the fact that most
shorebird species are prohibited or not allowed to be hunted.

Further research perspectives

Although our study filled a significant gap, the available data on shorebirds hunting in the Russian
North-East is still insufficient to propose and justify an effective Arctic shorebird conservation program. The
methodology used gave acceptable results and it can be applied in other areas. We need further research,
first of all, in Primorskiy Krai, including the Lowland around the Khanka lake, which is an important region
for shorebirds. During migrations, many rare species stop here, including the Far Eastern Curlew, Spotted
Greenshank (Tringa guttifer), SBS and others. Assessment of the impact of hunting on these species is very
important. The coast of the Sea of Okhotsk is one of the least ornithologically investigated areas with
important shorebird concentration sites during autumn migration and high hunting pressure. Our surveys
have not covered all the important places. Besides new regions, the continuation of research in several
districts on the coast of Sea of Okhotsk in the Khabarovsk Krai, in the remote northern districts of the
Magadan Oblast, as well as in western part of Sakhalin and northern part of Kamchatka is highly desirable.
Coverage of the vast continental Far East regions, like Sakha (Yakutia) Republic, Buryatia, and Transbaikal
Region, where shorebirds are also hunted, would complete the research picture.
One more important argument to continue the project is the active involvement of specialists from various
regions of the Far East. Their attention will also help to lobby for shorebird conservation in dialogue with
the authorities.
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Figure 1. Regions of the Far East of Russia surveyed in 2019-2022: 4 — Amur Oblast, 5 —
Khabarovsk Krai, 7 — Sakhalin Oblast, 8 — Magadan Oblast, 10 — Kamchatka Krai; regions proposed for
survey in the nearest years: 6 - Primorskiy Krai, 1 - Republic of Buryatia and 2 - Zabaykalskiy Krai; regions
for prospective studies: 3 - Republic of Sakha (Yakutia), 9 - Chukotka Autonomous Okrug.
Areas of the highest probability of shooting on SBS during seasonal migrations
(highlighted by red points)

Figure 2. Interview with young hunter, Sahkalin, 2020



Figure 3. Interview with an expert hunter in Ulchsky District of Khabarovsk Krai, 2021

Figure 4. Interview with young hunters in the Nikolayevsky District of Khabarovsk Krai, 2021



Figure 5. Bar-tailed Godwit, wounded by hunters at
the Odoptu bay, Okhinsky district. The majority of
wounded birds become victims of unspecialized
predators — Skuas, Crows. The outcome for them is
sad as they are doomed to the painful death

Figure 6. Spotted Redshanks in the nuptial
plumage, harvested during spring duck
hunting at the Piltun bay in the Okhinsky
district of the Sakhalin oblast, 2020



Figure 7. A Dunlin not found by hunter at the Odoptu bay, Okhinsky district, Sakhalin, 2020

Figure 8. Weekend harvest of hunters — mouth of Bolshaya River, Kamchatka, 2019
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Figure 9. Handouts (posters, calendars) used for hunter interviews

Figure 10. Spoon-billed Sandpiper sighting sites in Sakhalin Island (lvanov, Ktitorov, 2016) in relation to
places of intensive hunting and protected areas
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Figure 11. Poster "Shorebirds of the Far East — the national treasure of Russia" developed for the project
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