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Database update shows biodiversity data
sources are proliferating

In September , the Species Monitoring Specialist
Group of the IUCN Species Survival Commission launched
version . of its Database of Global Data Sources for
Biodiversity Conservation Monitoring (speciesmonitoring.
org/data-sources.html). The database arose from an audit
of biodiversity data sources (Stephenson & Stengel, ,
PLOS One, , e) that found  databases and data
platforms judged to have had potential relevance for
monitoring at the global level, had included at least some
time-series data, and had been updated recently. The
objective of maintaining and updating the database is to
help actors involved in biodiversity conservation, from
governments to civil society organizations to businesses,
identify potential data sources that could supplement the
primary data they collect in their own monitoring systems.

Although some data sources have been archived or closed
down since , others have emerged, and the total number
of identified sources that meet the selection criteria is now
. We also updated the list of reports published regularly
to synthesize global data, which has expanded from  to .

Many challenges identified in the original audit remain.
Some global databases are still difficult to find or access. The
landing pages of most websites and portals do not clearly
state the target users, the sources of the data available, the
length of the time series, what the data can be used for, how it
should be used, and by whom. Furthermore, the absence of
any global typology of sources makes it hard to categorize,
systematically search for and access available data. Many
conservation actors and scientific publishers encourage free
and open sharing of data, and .% of the sources listed
have some data or data products instantly, freely and openly
accessible. However, this figure is similar to the .% found
in the original audit, suggesting the limitations to data
sharing are not being resolved as quickly as necessary.

Recent research by specialist group members (e.g.
Stephenson &Walls, , Amplify, , –; Mansourian &
Stephenson, , Current Landscape Ecology Reports, ,
–; Kim et al., , Proceedings of the Royal Society B,
, ) shows that many users of biodiversity data,
especially companies and financial institutions, are con-
fused by the overwhelming choice of indicators and data

sources and therefore unclear on which to use. The updated
database of data sources helps point people in the right
direction by categorizing potential data uses for indicators
on states, pressures and responses. However, until more
managers clarify the aims and uses of their databases and
platforms, and adopt functionalities driven by the needs of
defined users, the continued proliferation of biodiversity
data sources risks adding to confusion rather than
improving conservation monitoring.
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Grassroots action removes five bird species
from Poland’s game list

Poland has adopted a landmark legal reform strengthening
bird protection. On  September , the Ministry of
Climate and Environment issued a regulation amending the
list of game species, removing five birds (Journal of Laws of
the Republic of Poland, , item ). The law will enter
into force on  January . The affected species are the
common pochard Aythya ferina, tufted duck Aythya
fuligula, Eurasian coot Fulica atra, Eurasian woodcock
Scolopax rusticola and hazel grouse Tetrastes bonasia,
previously listed under the  regulation on game
animals (Journal of Laws of the Republic of Poland, ,
item ). As of , all will have full legal protection.

This reform responds to mounting evidence that
selective hunting of waterbirds in species-rich wetlands is
infeasible. At Lake Miedwie, a Natura  site in western
Poland, analysis of hunting bags from three consecutive
seasons revealed that % of the bird species shot were
legally protected. In addition, the globally Vulnerable
common pochard, which was still a game species at that
time, was also frequently hunted. This study demonstrated
systematic misidentification and concluded that waterbird
hunting in Important Bird and Biodiversity Areas leads to
indiscriminate killing and disturbance of entire bird
assemblages (Marchowski et al., , Avian Research,
, ).

Documentation gathered by ornithologists also showed
that hunting impacts extend beyond direct mortality.
Gunshots followed by human or dog activity to retrieve
shot birds cause panic flights, disrupt daily cycles, break up
family groups and induce behavioural changes. These
effects are particularly severe in wetlands where huntable
and protected species gather in large numbers.
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