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Subject: Inflexibility of the Birds Directive when a species is no longer endangered and becomes 
viable

The Birds Directive deals with the conservation of wild birds in the EU. The aim of the Directive is to 
protect species, but also to control them and their use. Annex I to the Directive lists the species that 
require protection and Annex II lists the species that may be hunted in the EU or in some of its 
Member States. However, the Directive does not take account of species that are no longer 
endangered and are now viable.

The barnacle goose (Branta leucopsis) is one such example: it was endangered but is now viable. In 
autumn 2019, for example, its population in Finland was estimated at 33 700 and it has been growing 
at a rate of 10% a year. This increase in the population has caused significant problems for Finnish 
farmers, whose crops are being eaten by thousands and even hundreds of thousands of barnacle 
geese on their migratory routes in the spring and autumn, destroying whole harvests. Their excrement 
and aggressive behaviour have also caused humans harm in outdoor public places, parks and 
bathing areas. Barnacle geese are also causing harm elsewhere in Europe, e.g. in Sweden, Estonia 
and the Netherlands, when they pass over or where they sojourn.

The Birds Directive therefore does not serve its purpose in this context. Controlling geese populations 
would be a way to avoid harvest losses. Outdoor areas would not be rendered unusable and millions 
of euros in compensation would be saved. The inflexibility of the Birds Directive makes the 
conservation policy less acceptable in the eyes of our citizens when a species that is viable is over-
protected.

I would like to ask the Commission:

1. Why does the Birds Directive not take into account a situation where endangered species 
become viable?

2. Why is the barnacle goose on the EU’s list of birds subject to special conservation measures, 
when it is clearly no longer an endangered species?

3. Will the Commission consider moving the barnacle goose from Annex I to Annex II of the Birds 
Directive, so that it might be treated as a game bird in certain countries?


