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At both European and EU27 scales this species has an extremely large range, and hence does not approach the 
thresholds for Vulnerable under the range size criterion (Extent of Occurrence 10% in ten years or three 
generations, or with a specified population structure). The population trend appears to be increasing, and 
hence the species does not approach the thresholds for Vulnerable under the population trend criterion (30% 
decline over ten years or three generations).

For these reasons the species is evaluated as Least Concern within both Europe and the EU27.

Occurrence
Countries/Territories of Occurrence
Native:
Albania; Armenia; Austria; Azerbaijan; Belarus; Belgium; Bosnia and Herzegovina; Bulgaria; Croatia; 
Cyprus; Czech Republic; Denmark; Estonia; Finland; France; Georgia; Germany; Greece; Hungary; Italy; 
Latvia; Lithuania; Luxembourg; Macedonia, the former Yugoslav Republic of; Malta; Montenegro; 
Netherlands; Norway; Poland; Portugal; Romania; Russian Federation; Serbia; Slovakia; Slovenia; Spain; 
Sweden; Switzerland; Turkey; Ukraine; United Kingdom
Vagrant:
Faroe Islands (to DK); Iceland; Ireland, Rep. of; Liechtenstein; Svalbard and Jan Mayen (to NO); Gibraltar 
(to UK)

Population
The European population is estimated at 113,000-185,000 pairs, which equates to 225,000-370,000 mature 
individuals. The population in the EU27 is estimated at 84,600-140,000 pairs, which equates to 
169,000-280,000 mature individuals. For details of national estimates, see Supplementary PDF.

Trend
In Europe and the EU27 the population size is estimated to be increasing. For details of national estimates, see 
Supplementary PDF.

Habitats and Ecology
During the breeding season this species utilises a wide variety of shallow wetlands, including high altitude, 
treeless moors or bogs usually with some standing water, and swampy forest clearings, reedy marshes and 
rice paddies. The species requires inaccessible ground nesting-sites, so is commonly associated with quaking 
bogs and other impassible mires, especially in the vicinity of Alnus carr woodland or seasonally flooded 
riverine forest. The non-breeding wintering and migration habitats of the species include floodland, swampy 
meadows, shallow sheltered bays, rice paddies (Cramp and Simmons 1980), pastures and savannah-like areas 
(such as open holm oak woodlands in the Iberian Peninsula) (Meine and Archibald 1996). The species returns 
to its breeding areas in March (Vegvari 2002), where breeding begins in late April or early May, occasionally 
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up to three weeks earlier in southern areas (Snow and Perrins 1998). The nest is a mound of wetland 
vegetation (which may be re-used from year to year), generally placed in or near water in inaccessible 
undisturbed bog, heath, marsh, mire (Cramp and Simmons 1980, Urban et al. 1986), or sedge meadow (Malik 
and Prange 1995). Usually two eggs are laid (Archibald et al. 2013). The species is omnivorous in both 
breeding and non-breeding seasons (Cramp and Simmons 1980). This species is fully migratory, although 
isolated breeding populations east and south of the Black Sea may be resident or only undertake local 
movements (Snow and Perrins 1998).
Habitats & Altitude

Habitat (level 1 - level 2) Importance Occurrence
Artificial/Aquatic - Irrigated Land (includes irrigation channels) suitable breeding
Artificial/Terrestrial - Arable Land suitable non-breeding
Artificial/Terrestrial - Pastureland suitable non-breeding
Marine Intertidal - Mud Flats and Salt Flats suitable non-breeding
Wetlands (inland) - Bogs, Marshes, Swamps, Fens, Peatlands major breeding
Wetlands (inland) - Permanent Freshwater Lakes (over ha) suitable non-breeding
Wetlands (inland) - Permanent Freshwater Marshes/Pools (under ha) suitable breeding
Wetlands (inland) - Permanent Rivers/Streams/Creeks (includes waterfalls) suitable non-breeding
Altitude Occasional altitudinal limits

Threats
In both its breeding and non-breeding ranges this species is principally threatened by habitat loss and 
degradation through dam construction, urbanisation and agricultural expansion (including changes in land-
use, intensification, expanded irrigation systems and conversion of traditional holm oak pastures) (Meine and 
Archibald 1996). In parts of its breeding range that are heavily developed the species is threatened by nest 
disturbance from tourism and recreation which reduces its breeding success by increasing the incidence of 
successful nest predation by corvids, wild boar and foxes (Meine and Archibald 1996). Egg collecting is also 
a threat to the breeding population in Turkey (Meine and Archibald 1996). Along its migrational routes and in 
its wintering grounds the species is particularly threatened by habitat fragmentation and the loss of many 
smaller traditional feeding and roosting sites, leading to increasing concentrations of large flocks in smaller 
areas, and therefore increased competition (Cramp and Simmons 1980, Alonso et al. 1994, Meine and 
Archibald 1996). Pesticide poisoning may also be affecting cranes along migration routes and in some 
wintering areas, especially where they depend primarily on grain from agricultural fields (Meine and 
Archibald 1996). Collisions with utility lines are frequent in highly developed areas along migration routes 
and in winter ranges (collisions being the leading cause of adult mortality at wintering areas in Spain) (Meine 
and Archibald 1996). Hunting is a significant threat to this species on migration (Meine and Archibald 1996, 
Nawaz et al. 2006) and illegal shooting has been identified as a problem in other areas (including Portugal 
and south-east Europe) (Meine and Archibald 1996).
Threats & Impacts

Threat (level 1) Threat (level 2) Impact and Stresses
Agriculture & 
aquaculture

Agro-industry 
farming

Timing Scope Severity Impact
Ongoing Majority (50-90%) Negligible declines Low Impact

Stresses
Ecosystem conversion; Ecosystem degradation; Species disturbance

Agriculture & 
aquaculture

Agro-industry 
plantations

Timing Scope Severity Impact
Ongoing Minority (<50%) Negligible declines Low Impact

Stresses
Ecosystem conversion; Ecosystem degradation

Biological resource 
use

Hunting & trapping 
terrestrial animals 
(intentional use - 
species is the target)

Timing Scope Severity Impact
Ongoing Majority (50-90%) Negligible declines Low Impact

Stresses
Species mortality; Reduced reproductive success

Human intrusions & 
disturbance

Recreational 
activities

Timing Scope Severity Impact
Ongoing Minority (<50%) Negligible declines Low Impact

Stresses
Species mortality; Species disturbance; Reduced reproductive success



Threats & Impacts
Threat (level 1) Threat (level 2) Impact and Stresses

Natural system 
modifications

Abstraction of 
surface water 

Timing Scope Severity Impact
Ongoing Majority (50-90%) Negligible declines Low Impact

Stresses
Ecosystem conversion; Ecosystem degradation; Species disturbance

Natural system 
modifications

Large dams Timing Scope Severity Impact
Ongoing Majority (50-90%) Negligible declines Low Impact

Stresses
Ecosystem conversion; Ecosystem degradation; Species disturbance

Natural system 
modifications

Other ecosystem 
modifications

Timing Scope Severity Impact
Ongoing Majority (50-90%) Negligible declines Low Impact

Stresses
Ecosystem conversion; Ecosystem degradation

Pollution Herbicides and 
pesticides

Timing Scope Severity Impact
Ongoing Majority (50-90%) Negligible declines Low Impact

Stresses
Species mortality

Residential & 
commercial 
development

Housing & urban 
areas

Timing Scope Severity Impact
Ongoing Majority (50-90%) Negligible declines Low Impact

Stresses
Ecosystem conversion; Ecosystem degradation; Species disturbance

Transportation & 
service corridors

Roads & railroads Timing Scope Severity Impact
Ongoing Majority (50-90%) Negligible declines Low Impact

Stresses
Ecosystem conversion; Ecosystem degradation; Species disturbance

Transportation & 
service corridors

Utility & service 
lines

Timing Scope Severity Impact
Ongoing Minority (<50%) Negligible declines Low Impact

Stresses
Species mortality

Conservation
Conservation Actions Underway
Bern Convention Appendix II. EU Birds Directive Annex I. CMS Appendix II. The species is legally 
protected across all of its European range, although stronger enforcement is needed in many areas. The 
European Crane Working Group (ECWG) has coordinated conservation activities including research, 
monitoring, colour banding, habitat protection, education, and recommended changes in agricultural policy, 
since the mid-1980s. Some breeding areas are within protected areas in Russia, Ukraine, Poland, Hungary, 
Spain and Germany. Intensive habitat management in western Europe, including the creation and restoration 
of wetlands, agreements with private land owners to protect key resting and wintering habitats, clearing of 
dense vegetation from roosting areas, development of habitat management plans for protected areas, burial or 
relocation of utility lines, programs to encourage planting of lure crops and use of waste grain for 
diversionary feeding; and compensation programs for farmers suffering crop damage have resulted in 
breeding pairs resettling former breeding habitats. Breeding populations have been most closely monitored in 
Scandinavia, the Baltic nations, Poland, and Germany and in recent years, surveys have been conducted 
regularly at key staging and wintering areas in Russia, Spain, Germany, France, Portugal, Hungary, Sweden 
and Estonia. Intensive research in Europe has focused on demographics, life history, feeding and wintering 
behavior, and habitat and conservation needs (Meine and Archibald 1996). Reintroduction of the species to 
the southwest U.K. began in 2010 with released birds establishing territories and nests (The Great Crane 
Project 2014).

Conservation Actions Proposed
 Legal protection of wetlands and other habitats in the species's breeding grounds, along its migratory routes, 
and in its wintering grounds should be strengthened. Cooperative international conservation programs 
involving the countries along main migratory routes should be established and international research 
expanded. Protected areas at important breeding, staging, resting, and wintering areas should be established or 
expanded and enforcement and management of existing protected areas strengthened. Other measures include 



the continuation of research and censusing, addressing crop degradation problems, education and captive 
propagation and release (Meine and Archibald 1996).
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