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Common bird count history in Latvia

1962–64 5 plots transect Aivars Mednis 

1982–94 30 plots transect Jānis Priednieks

&Elmārs Pēterhofs 

1995–2006 6 plots point Ainārs Auniņš & 

Jānis Priednieks;



Requirements for the new programme

• Should cover all main habitat classes

• Should be representative for the country

• Should provide reliable indices for most 
breeding bird species

• Representativity for the regions desirable

• Transparent methodology

• Cheap to maintain



Challenges for the new programme

• Lack of bird counting traditions among 
amateur ornithologists

• Lack of interested amateurs

• Lack of counting experience

• No published methodology of bird counts

• No funding



How did we proceed?

• Choosing sampling design 
(2003-2004)

• Writing the methodology 
(2004-2005)

• Presenting the new 
programme in the annual 
meeting of LOB (2005)

• Website
• Articles in the magazine of 

LOB “Putni dabā”
• Getting the money since 

2006



Distribution of monitoring squares



Latvian Common Bird Monitoring scheme

• Systematic grid of 5×5 km 
squares

• One square equal to  
Breeding Bird Atlas square

• Random position of survey 
route within the square



Transects



Sections and belts

• Section length – 500 m

• Counting in 3 belts

– 0 – 25 m from transect

– 25 – 100 m from transect

– >100 m from transect

• Bird counted at the belt where first noticed



Surveys

• 4 times per season

– 20 III – 1 IV

– 20 IV – 30 IV

– 10 V – 20 V

– 5 VI – 15 VI

• Birds are counted within the first 5 hours after 
sunrise



N
Section maps

• 8 sections

• 500 m

• Field form 
filled for each 
section



Field forms



Self-assessment form



Volunteer receives

• Overview map of his route

• Orthophoto maps (for each section 1 colour 
and 3 light b/w copies)

• Set of field forms

• GPS available for marking the route in the 1st 
visit

• Travel expenses are reimbursed (since 2006)



Volunteer sends in

• Filled field forms for each section for each 

count

• Orthophoto maps with marked positions of 

the recorded birds

• Map with actual route if different from the 

original

• Filled self assessment form



Activity of participants

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

2005 2006 2007 2008

Occupied squares

At least one count

Full counts

R
o
u
te

s



Full surveys (3 counts) at least 2 years



Representativity of the scheme
(distribution of the main habitat classes in 100m belts)

-1,860
Open water

2,442,402,2
Wetlands 

51,4650,5053,31
Forest

45,0444,2042,63
Farmland

1,061,041,85

Urban, manmade 
habitats

Latvia (open 

water excluded)
Latvia

Active 

routes



Communication of the results

• Yearly publication of the 
results in LOB magazine 
“Putni dabā”

• Personal reports
• Regular presentations in 

the annual meetings of 
LOB

• Small presents for those 
carrying out “full counts”

• Results published in the 
website

• The first years are critical
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River Warbler Locustella fluviatilis



River Warbler Locustella fluviatilis



Grasshopper Warbler Locustella naevia






