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1. Introduction.
The Rio de la Plata Grasslands (RPG, 750,000 km2, Soriano et al. 1992, Fig. 1) are the main complex
of temperate grasslands ecosystems in South America. About 60% of the RPG (~460,000 km2)
are included in Argentina, comprising the entire eco-region of the Pampas and a small part of the
Uruguayan savannas or Northern Campos in the North-east of the country (Dinerstein et al.
1995).
Pampas and Campos have a conspicuous and unique biodiversity, with thousands species
of vascular plants, including more than 550 different grass species. Mesothermic grasses prevail in
this region of mild climate (mean annual temperature of 10 to 20◦C) and a mean annual rainfall
between 400 and 1600 mm (Soriano et al. 1992). In some subtropical grassland areas, species
richness of grasses and legumes is as high as the vegetation of some tropical forests (Nabinger et
al. 2000; Overbeck et al 2007). There are also about 450-500 bird species -60 of them are strict
grassland dwellers- and nearly a hundred species of mammals (Bilenca and Miñarro 2004).

Mesopotamic
pampa

Brazil

Rolling pampa
Inland
(Flat)

pampa
Northern
campos

Uruguay

Southern campos

Argentina
Flooding pampa

Inland
(West)

pampa
Southern pampa

- Uruguayan savannas
- Pampas

Fig 1. The Rio de la Plata Grasslands, classified by eco-regions and regional units.
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2. Brief description of the
regional units of the Rio
de la Plata Grasslands in
Central and North-east
Argentina.
Several units can be recognized at the RPG in Argentina, on the basis of geology,
geomorphology, drainage, soils and vegetation (Soriano et al. 1992, Fig. 1):
•
•
•
•
•
•

Rolling Pampa
Inland Pampa
Southern Pampa
Flooding Pampa
Mesopotamic Pampa
Campos (i.e., Northern Campos)

Rolling Pampa
The relief of this unit is gently rolling. Good drainage is provided by a distinct network of fluvial
valleys, tributaries of the Río de la Plata and the Paraná River. This network is plainly exoreic, and
natural ponds are lacking.
On fertile soils main original plant communities include the “flechillares” of genera like Stipa,
Paspalum, Piptochaetium and Aristida. However, even at the begining of the XX century it has been
almost impossible to find in this unit flechillares or other grasslands communities in its pristine
form (Parodi 1930 in Soriano et al. 1992).
Inland Pampa
This unit lacks a fluvial network, the flat landscape being broken by ridges of fixed sand dunes. In
some cases, dunes have been reactivated by farming activities. Good drainage conditions
characterize the Eastern part of this unit, due in part to the sandy nature of the soil.
Notwithstanding, extensive marshes and natural ponds occur because of the slight slope and the
impervious layers underneath. To the West of this unit strong aeolian forces have moulded the
structurally flat landscape into an undulating relief; drainage is not impeded and many palaeodepressions originated by deflation have turned into natural ponds.
Dominant species are the grasses Sorghastrum pellitum and Elionurus muticus, with and increasing
cover of Poa ligularis and Stipa spp. to the Southwest. There are also shrubs and small trees like
Prosopis alpataco and Geoffroea decorticans, which increase in density in overgrazed areas (Soriano et al.
1992).
Southern Pampa
The southernmost unit includes the mountains of the Tandilia and Ventania Systems, as well as
their pediments and the coastal plain with a moderate slope to the Atlantic Ocean. The fluvial
network is well defined and exoreic. There are rock outcrops and deep soils in the alluvial fans;
over large parts of this area silt deposits overlie a continuous limestone sheet.
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Pristine vegetation of this unit includes several species of Stipa (S. neesiana, S. trichotoma, S. tenuis)
and Piptochaetium (P. napostaense, P. lejopodum). The unit is also rich in endemisms, with more than
400 species of native vascular plants (Soriano et al. 1992, Frangi y Barrera 1996).
Flooding Pampa
This unit includes the lowlands known as the Laprida basin and Río Salado basin. Low
morphogenetic potential results from the very slight slope of the plain in this area. Drainage is
endoreic or areic, resulting in extensive and lengthy flooding during periods of abundant rainfall.
Distinctive features of relief are some dorsal ranges and crescent-shaped ridges on the Eastern
side of natural ponds. There are also ridges of fixed dunes and of deposits of shell debris parallel
to the Atlantic coast.
This unit includes most of the plant species of the Rolling pampas, plus a series of species adapted
to frequent floodings. Typical grassland communities include Bothriochloa laguroides, Paspalum
dilatatum and Briza subaristata, whereas at the South and Southwest of the unit plant comminities
are dominated by Paspalum quadrifarium. However, in many areas grazing has changed the original
structure and composition of the grassland and includes several forbs and exotic species (León et
al. 1984, Sala et al. 1986). Several communities are also developed in flooded areas, depending of
the timing and length of the flooded period and soil salinity (Vervoorst 1967; Soriano et al. 1992).
Mesopotamic Pampa
This unit is located between the Uruguay and Paraná rivers. The relief of this unit is mostly rolling
and even hilly in a portion of the area. Well-dissected rivers and streams surrounded by gallery
forests form a remarkable network. Sediments are loessic to the West and richer in clay to the
East.
Plant communities are represented by species of several genera such as Axonopus, Paspalum,
Digitaria, Schizachyrium and Bothriochloa. Halophytic steppes are typical of the bottoms of the valleys.
Northern Campos
The relief of this unit is generally flat, but interrupted in some areas by low mesas or rock
outcrops and sand deposits. Drainage is free resulting in a rich fluvial network; rivers and streams
are sorrounded by gallery forests.
Main grass species are Paspalum notatum, Axonopus compressus and Andropogon lateralis, and several
species of Luziola y Leersia in humid soils (Valls 1986, Soriano et al. 1992, Nabinger et al. 2000).
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3. Land use changes of
Pampas and Campos in
Argentina.
After the European colonization, RPG have progressively become one of the most
important areas of beef and grain production in the world. The introduction of cattle, sheep and
horses during the XVI century, and the introduction of agriculture by the end of the XIX century
have deeply modified the original landscape, which led to a great loss of grassland habitat, at least
in its pristine form (Soriano et al., 1992).
Habitat loss, hunting pressures and zoonotic diseases introduce by exotics have
threatened many native species including the emblematic Pampas deer (Ozotoceros bezoarticus), the
most threatened mammal species of the region (Bilenca and Miñarro 2004). By the beginning of
the 19th century, Pampas deer could be counted by millions all over the region, whereas nowadays
there are less than 2,000 individuals scattered in small populations (Demaría et al. 2003; Bilenca &
Miñarro 2004, Fig. 2).

Fig. 2. Current and historic
distribution of Pampas deer in
Argentina (adapted from Canevari
and Balboa 2003).

Teodoro Zollinger 1872 - Museo
Histórico Nacional, Argentina.

Nowadays, only one third of the Pampas in Argentina are covered by natural or seminatural grasslands, whereas in the Campos the area covered by grasslands is up to 80% (Table 1).
According to the last national official records (INDEC 2004) over 900,000 hectares of
natural or semi-natural grasslands has been lost during 1988-2002, which means that the area
covered by grasslands has been reduced by an annual rate >0.5% (Paruelo et al 2005). Moreover,
the expansion of agriculture varies among the regional units of the Pampas, so that in some local
areas the annual rate of conversion of grassland remnants to crops and/or forest plantations may
be even over 2-5% (v.g., Demaría et al. 2003; Paruelo et al 2005; Table 1).

8

The Conservation Status of Temperate
Grasslands in Central Argentina

Recent agricultural expansion has been led by soybean crop. A formerly marginal crop
which represented less than 3% of the sown area in the early 1970s, soybean has become the main
crop in Argentina, covering nearly 40% of the sown area (i.e., more than 14 million ha in
2003/2004; Paruelo et al., 2005). In 1996, a transgenic soybean cultivar resistant to the herbicide
glyphosate was introduced on the market and rapidly adopted by farmers, so that the growth of
the sown area of soybean has increased even further. (Martínez-Ghersa & Ghersa 2005). Other
consequences of the recent agricultural intensification and expansion in the Pampas are 1) the reallocation of livestock to areas with less agricultural aptitude and 2) an increase in the stocking rate
at grasslands, so that typical cattle breeding areas like the Flooding pampas are suffering the
effects of increasing grazing pressures (Rearte 2007).

Eco-region

Pampas
Campos

Regional unit

% Croplands

% Grasslands/Rangelands

% Pastures

% Forests/Plantations

1960

1988

2002

1960

1988

2002

1960

1988

2002

1960

1988

2002

Rolling Pampa

36.5

44.1

57.6

29.7

27.8

24.1

22.9

19.9

12.5

0.8

1.4

1.4

Inland Pampa

38.3

42.4

52.1

24.3

17.6

15.9

25.2

20.6

15.9

2.1

3.2

1.3

Southern Pampa

35.0

39.9

44.6

51.6

36.8

35.1

3.7

14.8

14.3

1.4

1.0

0.8

Flooding Pampa

13.6

10.0

12.9

70.9

60.5

68.1

4.6

10.0

9.8

0.5

0.5

0.3

Mesopotamic Pampa

18.1

15.8

26.5

52.2

53.4

45.2

3.1

8.5

5.5

15.0

10.6

13.6

Average

29.5

31.3

39.3

42.8

34.7

32.6

11.8

15.3

12.5

6.5

7.7

7.5

1.6

0.7

1.3

82.9

79.6

81.5

----

0.6

1.0

5.1

2.6

1.8

Table 1. Land use trends for the main land uses in agroecosystems of the Pampas and Campos in Argentina
(Source: Viglizzo et al. 2006).

There are few studies regarding the impacts of these recent land use changes on
biodiversity (but see Filloy and Bellocq 2007, Codesido et al 2008a). Comparison of bird species
distributions in the province of Buenos Aires between 1993 and 2006/07 reveal many changes in
species distributions which are associated with recent land use changes (Fig. 3). Species which are
strict grassland dwellers like the Greater Rhea (Rhea americana) or the Elegant Crested-Tinamou
(Eudromia elegans) have shown important retractions in their distributions, whereas other species
like the Upland Sandpiper (Bartramia longicauda) and the Tawny-throated Dotterel (Oreopholus
ruficollis) which inhabits in crop areas and overgrazed turfs have shown an increase in their
distributions.
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Examples of bird species retractions
1938-1993

2006-2007

Examples of bird species expansions
1938-1993

2006-2007

Fig. 3. Comparison of bird species distributions in selected districts of Buenos Aires province between 1938-1993
(Narosky and Di Giacomo 1993) and 2006-2007 (Codesido et al 2008b, Bilenca et al., in prep.).

Thus, historical processes and current trends in land use indicate that the conservation of
natural grasslands at the RPG in Argentina requires urgent actions.

4. Extent of protection
and conservation efforts
of temperate grasslands
in Argentina.
Temperate grasslands are among the biomes with less extent of protection in the world
(4.59%; Chape et al. 2003). The extent of protection of temperate grasslands is even worse in
Argentina, where only 1.05% of the Pampas and 0.15% of the Campos are included within any
kind of protected area (Burkart 2006, Moreno et al. 2008).

10

The Conservation Status of Temperate
Grasslands in Central Argentina

During recent years, two major efforts have been carried out in order to 1) diagnose the
conservation status of temperate grasslands and 2) to perform a conservation strategy for
temperate grasslands in Argentina:
•
•

The inventory of Valuable Grassland Areas (VGAs), developed by Fundación
Vida Silvestre Argentina (Bilenca & Miñarro 2004), and
The inventory of Important Bird Areas (IBAs), developed by Aves Argentinas
and BirdLife International (Di Giacomo et al. 2007)

In this section we will briefly describe the main findings resulting from both efforts.

Fig. 4. Valuable Grassland Areas (VGAs) and Important Bird Areas (IBAs) identified in the Pampas and Campos of Central and
NorthEastern Argentina, classified by eco-region and by sub-regional units (Bilenca & Miñarro 2004, Di Giacomo et al. 2007).
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4.1 The inventory of Valuable Grassland Areas (VGAs).
Basically, the operational definition of a VGA (also called Área Valiosa de Pastizal or AVP,
in Spanish) is a “considerable area of natural grasslands under good conservation conditions”.
Thus, the size of a VGA may vary from a few hectares, for instance, where is the last relict of an
endemic species, to big areas where patches of natural or semi-natural grasslands with a relevant
biodiversity are the dominant element in the matrix of the landscape.
The VGAs database has been developed by means of an extensive survey to experts who
provided this information (for more details see Bilenca and Miñarro 2004). As a result of this wide
call for proposals, 147 informants belonging to 56 several institutions (including academic units,
research centres, NGOs, museums, etc.) have collaborated in this effort, representing an
answering rate of more than 40%.
A VGA was considered according to several criteria such as biodiversity (species richness,
presence of endemic or endangered taxa, presence of species indicating good grassland conditions,
etc.), landscape issues (size of the area, scenic conditions), legal status and land tenure of the area,
threats, conservation opportunities and cultural relevance (traditions, history, etc.).

Eco-region (Dinerstein Nº of identified Units (Soriano et al. Nº of identified Area covered by the
VGAs (ha; %)
et al. 1995)
VGAs
1992)
VGAs
Rolling Pampa
5
11,300 (0.2%)
Inland Pampa
7
890,407 (5.2%)
Pampas
33
Southern Pampa
7
30,723 (0.4%)
Flooding Pampa
12
506,897 (5.2%)
Mesopotamic Pampa
2
9,593 (0.3%)
TOTAL
1,448,920 (3.4%)
Campos
3
3
140,000 (5.1%)
Table 2. Number and area covered by Valuable Grassland Areas (VGAs) identified in the Pampas and
Campos of Central and NorthEastern Argentina, classified by eco-region and by sub-regional units.

A total of 36 VGAs were identified in the Pampas and Campos of Argentina (Table 2,
Fig. 4, see the APPENDIX for the complete list of VGAs at the Rio de la Plata Grasslands). The
32 VGAs which have defined limits sum up nearly 1,590,000 hectares, or 3.5% of the total area
(Table 2). Overall, the area covered by all VGAs is at least 3 times greater than the area actually
covered by protected areas in the region (Burkart 2006). About 61% of the VGAs are totally or
partially overlapped with existing protected areas (Table 3).
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VGAs are quite well distributed within the several regional units of the Pampas (Table 2),
even though the greatest proportion of the area (96%) of the VGAs are concentrated in the
Inland pampa, the Flooding pampa and the Northern campos, generally in sites with little or no
agricultural aptitude (Fig. 5).

Nº of
identified
VGAs
Eco-region

Pampas
Campos

33
3

Nº of VGAs which have a
total or partial overlap
with existing protected
areas
20 (61%)
0 (0%)

Table 3. Number of Valuable Grassland Areas (VGAs) in the Pampas and Campos of Argentina which have a total
or partial overlap with existing protected areas, classified by country and by eco-region.

Grasslands on rocky
outcrops
Grasslands on well-drained
soils
Other types of grasslands
Grasslands on sandy soils
Grasslands on salty soils
Seasonally flooded
grasslands
0

5

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 90 95 100
Number of identified VGAs (%)

Fig. 5. Types of graslands included in the inventory of VGAs.

Almost half of the VGAs (47%) are on private lands, and most of these areas are devoted
mainly to cattle breeding (Fig. 6).
According to the experts, the introduction of exotic plants along with poaching and illegal
trade are the most frequent threats to the conservation of the RPG, followed by other threats
which act over great extensions, such as the expansion of agriculture and the substitution of
grasslands by forest plantations (Fig. 7).
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No use
Hunting
Other
Urbanization
Forestry
Agriculture
Conservation/research
Turism
Ranching
0

5

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 90 95 100
Number of identified VGAs (%)

Fig. 6. Land uses within the VGAs.

Subsistution of grasslands by pastures
Tourism
Pollution
Infrastructure development
Exotic animal species
Urbanization
Expansion of cropland areas
Overgrazing
Forest plantations
Poaching and illegal trade
Exotic plant species
0

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 90 95 10
0
Numbe r of ide ntifie d VGAs (%)

Fig 7. Percentages of the main threats affecting the conservation of Valuable Grassland Areas in Central and Northeastern
Argentina as reported by the informants.
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4.2 The inventory of Important Bird Areas (IBAs).
The inventory of Important Bird Areas (IBAs or Áreas de Importancia para la Conservación de
las Aves -AICAs- in Spanish) is an international initiative developed by BirdLife International
focused to identify and protect a network of critical sites for bird species. This initiative is leaded
locally in Argentina by Aves Argentina (Di Giacomo et al. 2007). IBAs have been identified on the
basis of several criteria such as 1) presence of globally threatened species, 2) presence of species
with restricted distribution at endemic bird areas, 3) species confined to a specific biome and/or
4) species that form big bird congregations. Moreover, birds are considered good indicators of
terrestrial biodiversity in general (Di Giacomo et al. 2007), so that the identification of IBAs may
contribute to identify areas of conservation importance for other taxa with less information
available than for birds.
A total of 33 IBAs were identified at the grasslands of Central and Northeastern
Argentina (Table 4, Fig. 4), covering more than 4,700,000 hectares or 10.4% of the total area
(Table 4). As in the case of the VGAs, most of the area covered by IBAs is concentrated in the
Flooding pampa, the Inland pampa and the Northern campos (Table 4). There is a quite good
overlap between the map of both VGAs and IBAs (Fig. 4).

Eco-region (Dinerstein Nº of identified Units (Soriano et al. Nº of identified Area covered by the
IBAs (ha; %)
et al. 1995)
IBAs
1992)
IBAs
Rolling Pampa
3
7,636 (0.1%)
Inland Pampa
7
660,500 (3.9%)
Pampas
25
Southern Pampa
4
241,000 (3.2%)
Flooding Pampa
8
3,096,200 (32.0%)
Mesopotamic Pampa
3
113,500 (3.4%)
TOTAL
4,118,836 (9.7%)
Campos
8
8
616,190 (22.3%)
Table 4. Number and area covered by Important Bird Areas (IBAs) identified in the Pampas and Campos of
Central and NorthEastern Argentina, classified by eco-region and by regional units (adapted from Di Giacomo
et al. 2007).

The Conservation Status of Temperate
Grasslands in Central Argentina

15

5. Towards a conservation
strategy for temperate
grasslands in the Pampas
and Campos of
Argentina.
Summing up, results of both the VGAs and the IBAs inventories reveal that there is still a
great potential for the conservation of Pampas and Campos in Argentina by both the creation
and/or enlargement of existing protected areas, as well as by performing conservation strategies at
eco-regional scale. In addition, many of the VGAs and IBAs are in private lands, reinforcing the
idea that the ranching community has a crucial role in grassland/rangeland conservation. In this
section we will briefly describe the elements of the conservation strategy of the Grassland
Program of Fundación Vida Silvestre Argentina (FVSA) and report the on-going conservation
actions that FVSA has been carrying out in our country.

5.1 Brief description of the elements of the conservation
strategy.
The conservation strategy of temperate grasslands of FVSA is based on five main actions,
as follows:
1. Protected areas in public and private lands: To create new protected areas
and to provide support to existing ones within some VGAs already identified.
2. Grassland management: To establish grassland stewardship and sustainable
ranching, by encouraging and facilitating the promotion of both productive and
conservation-friendly management options among ranchers (v.g., conservationfriendly rangeland management, certification of beef production in natural
grasslands, roadsides and fencerows management, eco-tourism, etc.) and to
evaluate the use of conservation-friendly policies and incentives (v.g.,
management agreements, conservation easements).
3. Conservation and sustainable use of flagship species: To reduce the
extinction risk of flagship grassland species, assuring viable wild populations of
these threatened species in a sustainable farmland context. One of the main goals
of working with flagship species is to sensitize both urban and rural communities
on grassland conservation issues.
4. Training, education and communication: To promote and develop training,
education and communication activities in order to inform sensitize stakeholders,
decision makers and public opinion on grassland conservation issues.
5. Exchange of experience: To strengthen links with local, regional and
international experts involved in grassland conservation.
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The grassland conservation strategy of FVSA seeks to integrate the five main actions
mentioned above in at least one representative VGA for each of the regional units of the Pampas
and for the Campos, articulating efforts with local, regional and national authorities, ranchers and
NGOs (Fig. 8).

Unit

4. Training,
education and
communication

Target area

3. Conservation and
sustainable use of
flagship species.

Urban
area

VGA
Focal urban area
Private
PA
Public
PA

Flagship
species

2. Grassland
management.

Private
PA
1. Protected areas
in public and
private lands.

Fig. 8. The grassland conservation strategy of FVSA.

5.2 A model of the conservation strategy applied in the
Flooding pampa.
As a starting point for developing the current conservation strategy described above,
many of the grassland conservation efforts of FVSA have been focused at one of the largest
VGAs already detected in the Flooding pampa, i.e., the “Refugios de Vida Silvestre Bahía
Samborombón y Laguna Salada Grande” (VGA No. 14; 360,000 ha; Fig. 9) at the Samborombón
Bay area in Buenos Aires province, where the presence of FVSA started in 1979.
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1. Protected areas in public and private lands:
In 2004, the Administración de Parques Nacionales (APN; The National Park Service of
Argentina) asked FVSA to donate the land of FVSA´s reserve of “Campos del Tuyú” (CDT;
which is part of VGA No. 14) in order to create the first National Park devoted to
protect grasslands and the last population of Pampas deer in Buenos Aires province. The
Board of FVSA has accepted the donation of the land (3,040 hectares) owned by FVSA
since the 1980s, and on November 1st, 2006 the donation process of CDT was officially
started. APN will provide support for the implementation of the Management Plan of the
future National Park “Campos del Tuyú”, whereas FVSA will provide its expertise and
technical assistance and will collaborate in on-going conservation projects, such as the
implementation of a buffer area, working in collaborative projects with neighbouring
private landowners.
More recently, FVSA has started in 2008 a project promoting the creation of private
protected areas in the “Refugios de Vida Silvestre Bahía Samborombón”. The project
includes provide assessment and recommendations to local authorities about how to
improve current legal regulations in order to promote land protection and to broadcast
among landowners.

Fig. 9. Location of VGA No. 14, “Refugios de Vida Silvestre Bahía Samborombón y Laguna Salada
Grande”, Samborombón Bay, Buenos Aires province, Argentina.
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2. Grassland management:
We launched in 2005 a project for the promotion among ranchers of conservationfriendly rangeland management in the Samborombón Bay area, along with researchers
and technicians of the Instituto Nacional de Tecnología Agropecuaria (INTA, the National
Institute of Agro Technology of Argentina), members of the Field Vet Program of the
Willdlife Conservation Society, and from the Agronomy School of the University of
Buenos Aires. The goals of this action are:
•

To introduce among ranchers the use and application of information provided by
satellite images as a tool for sustainable ranching at both the regional and local scales.
It is not intended that ranchers already know how do satellites work or the way the
researchers analyse the information provided by the satellites, but that they do
understand the way they can use the information processed and analysed by the
researchers and technicians into the decision-making process of running their lands in
a sustainable way
(more info about this project can be found at
http://www.vidasilvestre.org.ar/pastizales/camposganaderos/index.htm).
This
project is complemented with local studies at some ranches where ranchers are
introduced to a new local management based on the recognition of the different plant
communities included in the ranch and to carry out a further subdivision of the ranch
into paddocks with homogeneous plant communities, so that then each paddock can
then be exploited more efficiently.

•

To advise ranchers in animal health issues by means of workshops and pilot schemes,
so that they can 1) increase beef production and 2) decrease the risk of disease
transmission between cattle and Pampas deer.

3. Conservation and sustainable use of flagship species:
Since the 1980´s, FVSA has been developing a series of actions toward the protection of
Pampas deer, particularly in the Samborombón Bay area. These actions include:
•
•

•

Monitoring abundance and distribution of Pampas deer along the
Samborombón Bay area by means of terrestrial and aerial surveys.
To assess the interactions of Pampas deer with exotic species (cattle, sheep, Axis
deer -Axis axis- feral pigs and dogs), and to introduce among ranchers and local
rangers management and control practices enabling the conservation of Pampas
deer.
To edit a book with the first plan for the recovery of Pampas deer at local and
national scales.
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4. Training, education and communication:
Since the collaborative work began with the ranching community in 2005, ranchers
attended to several talks on conservation issues in private lands, animal health and
grassland stewardship. In addition, attendants to these meetings completed a survey form
in order to assess the ranchers´ perception of their problems, their awareness on wildlife
conservation issues, and the restrictions they find for conserving wildlife. Morever FVSA
diffused its message at regional rancher meetings like La Nación Ganadera.
Finally, it is the intention of FVSA to reinforce the transmission of wildlife conservation
and cultural values among local people and visitors to the area by providing technical and
economic support to the Regional Museum Santos Vega, in the county of General Lavalle,
next to the future National Park. During this first stage of the project, most of the effort
has been devoted to publishing a book describing the script with the mission and
museographic design.

5. Exchange of experience:
In 2007, FVSA and BirdLife through Aves Argentinas have organized in Bagé (Brazil) the
First Regional Meeting of Ranchers of the Southern Cone. Duriong this meeting Brazilian
ranchers from the State of Rio Grande do Sul shared with their colleagues from the
Samborombón Bay area along with from other Argentine provinces about the
certification scheme of beef production that Brazilian ranchers started years ago.

For 2008-2012, The Grassland Program of FVSA is willing to consolidate in the field the
on-going actions already started in 2005 in a pilot project with local ranchers and to initiate new
conservation actions for expanding the conservation of VGAs in the Pampas and Campos of
Argentina.
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INTA.

Appendix
The complete list of VGAs at
the Rio de la Plata Grasslands.
Valuable Grassland Areas identified in the Rio de la Plata
Grasslands:
Nº
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46

Name

Country
Arg
Arg
Arg
Arg
Arg
Arg
Arg
Pastizales de Casalins
Arg
Estancia Medaland
Arg
La Viruta
Arg
Laprida – Campo Perhuil
Arg
Pajonales de paja colorada de la pampa deprimida
Arg
Pastizales psamófilos costeros del este Bonaerense
Arg
Refugios de Vida Silvestre Bahía Samborombón y Laguna Salada Grande Arg
Reserva de Biosfera Parque Costero del Sur
Arg
Reserva de Biosfera Parque Atlántico Mar Chiquito
Arg
Sistema de las lagunas encadenadas del oeste Bonaerense
Arg
Estación Ordoqui
Arg
Bajíos Ribereños y Corona de Barranca del río Paraná
Arg
Reserva Municipal Los Robles
Arg
Reserva Natural Otamendi
Arg
Reserva Natural Integral Punta Lara
Arg
Estancia San Eduardo
Arg
Pastizales pampeanos semiáridos del sur de San Luis
Arg
Estancia Las Dos Hermanas
Arg
Reserva natural de fauna Laguna La Felipa
Arg
Sistema de grandes lagunas del sureste de Córdoba
Arg
Cuenca de Laguna La Picasa
Arg
Reserva de Usos Múltiples Federico Wildermuth
Arg
Parque Nacional El Palmar
Arg
Refugio de Vida Silvestre La Aurora del Palmar
Arg
Aguapey
Arg
Mora Cué (Caza Pava)
Arg
Campo San Juan
Arg
Campos de la Región de Bagé
Bra
Refugio de Vida Silvestre Morro Santana
Bra
Itaroquém
Bra
Campos de la Frontera Oeste
Bra
Serra do Sudeste
Bra
Laguna de Castillos
Uru
Laguna Negra
Uru
Laguna Rocha
Uru
Pastizales de la Cuchilla grande
Uru
Pastizales de la Región Noreste del Uruguay
Uru
El tapado
Uru
Pastizales intersticiales del litoral del Río Uruguay
Uru

Cerrilladas - Llanura periserrana del Sistema de Tandilia
Cuenca superior Chasicó
Dunas del sureste Bonaerense
Estancia "Paititi"
Parque Provincial Ernesto Tornquist
Pastizales de Chasicó – Villa Iris
Reserva Natural Boca de la Sierra
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Province/State/Departament
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
Buenos Aires
La Pampa
San Luis
Córdoba
Córdoba
Córdoba
Santa Fé
Santa Fé
Entre Ríos
Entre Ríos
Corrientes
Corrientes
Misiones
Rio Grande do Sul
Rio Grande do Sul
Rio Grande do Sul
Rio Grande do Sul
Rio Grande do Sul
Rocha
Rocha
Rocha
Florida, Lavalleja y Treinta y tres
Rivera, Tacuarembó y Cerro Largo
Salto
Paysandú y Río Negro
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Valuable Grassland Areas identified out of the Rio de la
Plata Grasslands:
Nº
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
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Name

Reserva Natural Bahía Blanca, Bahía Falsa y Bahía Verde
Estancia El Pampa
Pastizales de Rucanelo
Pampa de Achala y Quebrada del Condorito
Pastizal serrano - Cuenca río La Tapa
Campo Fiscal La Totola o Vizcacheras

Estancia La Salamandra
Porción no insular del bajo delta del río Paraná
Estancia San Juan Poriahú
Lomada de San Alonso
Parque Nacional Mburucuyá
Región Occidental del Iberá
Campos del Teyú Cuaré
Campos de São Joaquin
Campos de Urubici
Campos de Palmas
Campos Gerais Norte
Campos Gerais Sul
Campos Naturales de Piraí do Sul
Fazenda 4N

Country
Arg
Arg
Arg
Arg
Arg
Arg
Arg
Arg
Arg
Arg
Arg
Arg
Arg
Bra
Bra
Bra
Bra
Bra
Bra
Bra

Province/State/Departament
Buenos Aires
La Pampa
La Pampa
Córdoba
Córdoba
Santa Fé
Santa Fé
Entre Ríos
Corrientes
Corrientes
Corrientes
Corrientes
Misiones
Santa Catarina
Santa Catarina
Santa Catarina y Paraná
Paraná
Paraná
Paraná
Paraná
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