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The river concerned: the Doubs 

 

 

 

 

 



The fish species concerned 

Rhone streber, Annex II SW European Nase, Annex III 

Lampetra planeri (Annex II HD) Cottus gobio (Annex II HD) Doubs trout 



Many issues 

Hydropower  

surges  

Pollution 

Obstacles to  

connectivity 

 

 

 



Short history of case file 

Bad situation of Apron and River  

has been known for many years 

New HPP water regime had  

worsened situation 

Local and national protests  

did not trigger necessary actions 

Pro Natura files complaint (T-PVS/Files(2011)21) 

June 2013: on the spot appraisal 

December 2013: adoption of recommendation N° 169 

Feb 2015: First draft of National Action plan in favour of 

the Doubs 

 



Status of activities on implementation 

  Swiss government / FOEN / Cantons active 

  Swiss Gov’t Report deals with every point of the 

recommendation  

  Knowledge has been improved (e.g. genetic identity) 

  Action Plan (PND) has now been finalized.  

Has been consulted with NGOs, 2 key suggestions have been 

taken into account: 

Analysis on pollution (Bilan des flux), done but unsatisfactory 

Follow-up group with stakeholders established  

Catalogue of measures on almost all recommendations 

Still gaps, suggestions not taken on board 

BUT: Still little effects on the ground !!! 

 

 



NGO assessment on distance to targets 

  

 



Key findings 

  Achieving favourable State of the 

Rhône streber (N°1 of Recommen-

dation): newest report from Aquarius 

reports only three (3) aprons that have 

been found in 2015 - situation very 

alarming ! Plus 1 dead. Certainly still 

very far from achieving overall goal of 

recommendation.  

Structural improvements (N°2) :  

some improvements in tributaries 

(finalized), but not sufficient; structural 

mapping (NE)  

 

 



Key findings (2) 

Hydropower plants (N°3 and 4) :  

• regime has been changed in 2014,  

but fish mortalities continue btw. dams 

• follow-up does not foresee further adaptation  

• 2015 report (Aquarius) states that this regime will per se 

not be sufficient   

• constructive measures necessary so rapid changes in 

water flow can be buffered (abruptly from 9m3  2m3) 

• Report suggests changing regime to gaining electricity 

by run-of-river power station would be most efficient ; 

this would also rid of any rapid changes and related fish 

mortalities.  

 

 



Key findings (2) 

 

 



Key findings (3) 

• Sewage water treatment (N°5) : modernisation of 

plants, moving ahead, but too slowly, also due to lack of 

resources (support of federal government?) : 

−Le Locle NE (2020) 

−La Chaux de Fonds NE (pre-study underway, ?)  

• Diffuse pollution from agri- and sylviculture (N°6) :  

−No clear analysis or modelling on pollutants, FOEN study 

«Bilan des flux» (3/2016) doesn’t explain effects, own 

analysis underway (Pro Natura); French runoff important 

−No measures except buffer stripes in place (required by law 

anyway) – needed but not sufficient (Maize increasing)  



Key findings (4) 

• Monitoring (N°8) of water quality insufficient (1 site 

only, methods ?)! 

• No monitoring of other relevant fish species 
(Parachondrostoma toxostoma, Doubs trout, Lampetra spp., Cottus gobio)  

• Re-establishing connectivity / destruction of weirs 

(N° CH 1) : concrete plans in 2 places, but JU plans to 

reinstall micro hydropower which hinders progress; also 

local opposition to destruction of weirs upstream 

• N° CH 2: National Action Plan for the Doubs (NAPD) 

agreed; Management plan for Emerald site « Doubs » 

will be set up, despite initial opposition by Canton JU. 



Other points : 

• Still lacks in participation / governance; esp. 

Coordination btw NAPD and Binational groups and France 

needs improvement, Plan of Groupe binational 2014 now 

mentioned in NAPD, no dialogue at cantonal level);  

• Still not clear that NAPD 

is the central plan, set- 

ting measures,instead of  

reporting measures de- 

cided in other fora  

w/o NGOs – status must be  

clarified 



Other points : 

• Still lacks in participation / governance; esp. 

Coordination btw PND and Binational groups and F not 

evident, no references to Plan of Groupe binational 2014, 

no dialogue at cantonal level);  

• Still not clear that PND is the central plan, setting 

measures, instead of assembling / reporting measures 

decided in other fora w/o NGOs – status must be clarified 

• Overall calendar (N°CH 2) still missing (but detailed 

calendars in every measure) 

• No budgets, but sources mentioned… 

• …….  



Conclusions 

Progress in hydropower regime and deciding measures, 

action plan finalized , but still gaps, needs improvement 

Complaint helpful, has produced more traction 

But deadlines missed, many measures are only plans 

yet, little effect yet on the ground, while Rhone streber 

further declines  

Major issues w/o changes: pollution (wastewater, agri- 

and sylviculture), structure and connectivity 

Regular reporting at every meeting of the standing 

committee is necessary until Rhone streber in favourable 

conservation status (N°10)  

File should be kept on stand-by to keep momentum 

 


