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1. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

Mr Jon Gunnar Ottésson, Chair of the Standing Citteenof the Convention, opened the meeting
on 13 September 2010 and welcomed the other Bunesubers, Mr Olivier Biber, Mr Silviu Megan,
Mr Jan Plesnik and Ms Snezana Prokic, as wellassipresentatives of the Secretariat.

The Head of the Biological Diversity Unit, Mr Fémdez-Galiano, informed the Bureau that Ms
lvana d’Alessandro has been officially nominatedr&&ry of the Bern Convention as ¢f df May
2010; he then introduced to the Bureau two new staimbers: Ms Iva Obretenova, recruited 6h 1
September to take over the activities related tieeted Areas and Ecological Networks, includirg th
management of the joint CoE/EU programme aimingpatsetting-up of the Emerald Network in seven
Central and Eastern European countries; and MsaD@herepanova, appointed as webmaster and
communication officer in charge of the preparatioh a communication strategy for the Bern
Convention.

Before adopting the agenda, the Chair asked tbeet@eiat to inform the Bureau members on the
state of progress of the political reform of theu@cil of Europe, including the outcomes of a megtin
held on 28 April 2010 between the Chair of the 8tag Committee of the Convention and Mr.
Gérard Stoudmann, Special Representative for Osgonal Development and Reform.

Mr Fernandez-Galiano recalled that the main objeaif the reform is to raise the political profile
of the Council of Europe. So far, the reform coraed on priority needs related to internal
governance and operational measures; however ettend stage of the reform will be broader and
will particularly concentrate on strategic develagmmnand identification of priorities for the Coulnof
Europe Programme of Activities. This will includeeview of the more than 200 Council of Europe
Conventions with the aim of assessing their addddevand effectiveness. With regards to the Bern
Convention, the Secretariat confirmed that theitenet be major changes in 2011 and that the budget
allocation for the Convention’s activities will rein substantially the same. However, 2012 will
probably pose new, important challenges, which délinand to the Bern Convention more efforts to
maintain its activities among the Council of Eurgpmrities.

Mr Jon Gunnar Ottoésson thanked the Secretariahfsrinformation and stressed that the meeting
with the Special Representative for Organisati®@®lelopment and Reform had positive outcomes as
it confirmed that the Bern Convention remains tbgskone treaty for protection of biodiversity withi
the Council of Europe framework, while recognisihg effectiveness of its monitoring mechanisms and
its capacity to identify innovative actions to resgd to changing circumstances in the field of retur
protection.

After closing this preliminary information item tlizaft agenda was adopted with no changes, as
set out in Appendix 1.

The participants are listed in Appendix 2.
2. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 2010PROGRAMME OF ACTIVITIES

The Secretariat gave a general overview of therpssgdone with regards to the implementation
of the work programme, as well as on theetings and other activities taking place in #eoad half
of 2010, including an on-the-spot visit to assdss situation of the Hermann tortois€eétudo
hermann) in the Var region (France); the meetings of th@eups of Experts on Biodiversity and
Climate Change (June) and on Island Biodiversitly}J and the 2 International workshop on
Invasive Plants in the Mediterranean Type Regiduaky)], among others.

The Secretariat further informed the Bureau memb®at at its meeting on 9 September 2010,
the Rapporteur Group on Education, Culture, Sp@yth and Environment (GR-C) decided to refer
back to the Standing Committee of the Bern Conwertie draft resolution concerning the renewal of
the European Diploma of Protected Areas awarddgllédoKarpaty Protected Landscape Area (Czech
Republic) for further discussion. The GR-C transeditthe 17 remaining draft resolutions to the
Committee of Ministers for adoption without furttagbate.

Mr Fernandez-Galiano also informed the Bureau foigwing the study on the assessment of the
status and distribution of the Ruddy Duck, andrthgew of the implementation of the Ruddy Duck
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eradication strategy, a meeting to prepare a Earopkction Plan on the Ruddy Duck will be
organised next November n view of submitting restdtthe Standing Committee.

Finally, the Secretariat presented to the Bureawptbliminary list of draft texts to be submitted t
the Standing Committee at its"3fheeting.

The Bureau thanked the Secretariat and noted apiiioval the progress made in implementing
the Convention’s work programme.

2.1 Protected Areas and Ecological Networks

The Secretariat informed the Bureau about the ¢ortiing meeting of the Group of Experts on
Protected Areas and Ecological Networks, preparedhe light of the provisions of the “Bern
Declaration on the conservation and sustainableofidggodiversity in Europe: 2010 and beyond”,
which sets-up the year 2020 as the deadline fopteting the Emerald Network of Areas of Special
Conservation Interest. The Group of Experts wiligte called to submit to the Standing Committee a
number of important proposals regarding the proagssnplementation of the Emerald Network,
namely for what concerns the criteria for the difienrassessment of the proposed Emerald sites; the
procedure for the submission of the candidate gsitethe Standing Committee for adoption; the
calendar detailing the steps forward to the implaat®on of the Emerald Network in order to
complete it by 2020. The Group of Experts will atBscuss about the status of implementation of the
Pan-European Ecological Network, by reviewing eximspof good practices as well as of
transboundary and transnational cooperation.

In addition, the Secretariat informed the Bureaat,ths a follow-up of the coordination meeting
held in March 2010 with the European Environmeneiay and the European Topic Centre, the EEA
confirmed the wish to provide assistance with ttierific assessment of the Emerald sites proposed
by the countries for which the Agency has a direeindate, as soon as the criteria for such an
assessment will be set.

Ms Snezana Prokic stressed the need to furtheomxphe issue of the harmonisation of the
Natura 2000 and the Emerald networks, as well asnae data formats and status reporting
compatible among multiple obligations, and welcontexiSecretariat’s effort to focus on this issue.

Mr Megan explained that Romania already faced ith@tson of making the work done within the
framework of the Emerald Network compatible witle tlequirements of the Natura 2000 and offered
his country’s support for sharing the used methagipl

Mr Olivier Biber underlined that the goals set unthee Bern Declaration are ambitious, although
the delay in the completion of the Network callsvnfor urgent action. He pointed out that the
calendar for completing the Emerald Network by 28R0uld be used as, or in conjunction with, a
strategic plan which would ensure the achievemetiteogoals set by the Bern Declaration.

Mr. Plesnik stressed that a prompt decision of $tending Committee on the criteria for the
evaluation of the Emerald proposed sites, as vgatinaa concrete timeframe for the implementation of
the related activities by 2020 would be particyldiinely on the one hand because this would come
just one month after the COP-10 in Nagoya, which present the CBD Programme of Work on
Protected Areas for 2020; on the other hand bedhis&ould allow to present the progress made in
the implementation of the Network at the 7th Mieigtl Conference "Environment For Europe”,
scheduled in September 2011. He also suggestethth&ureau, as well as the Standing Committee,
express their full support to the European EnvirentAgency with regards to the work to be done in
the framework of the Memorandum of Cooperation whiga Council of Europe.

Mr Jon Gunnar Ottésson underlined that the Drajerda of the Standing Committee meeting
could be eventually reviewed in the light of thaocmmes of the meeting of the Group of Experts on
Protected Areas and Ecological Networks.



T-PVS (2010) 16 -4-

2.2 Biodiversity and Climate Change: adoption of tk opinion to the
Council of Europe Parliamentary Assembly Recommend&on 1918
(2010) — “Biodiversity and climate change”

Mr Fernandez-Galiano informed the Bureau on themues of the meeting of the Group of
Experts on Biodiversity and Climate Change, helRaykjavik (Iceland) on 21 and 22 June 2010. The
Group of Experts examined 3 reports, on “Climatange and mountain biodiversity”, on “Climate
change and island biodiversity”, and on “Climatarfe, wildland fire and biodiversity in Europe”.
As a result, the Group of Experts will submit thoraft recommendations to the Standing Committee
for adoption. The Secretariat highlighted that Been Convention was pioneer in the field of climate
change and biodiversity, and that the work of tBisup of Experts particularly prove the capacity of
the Convention to innovate.

In addition, the Secretariat reported that the @dtee of Ministers requested by 15 September
2010, the Standing Committee’s opinion on Recomragod 1918 (2010) of the Parliamentary
Assembly on “Biodiversity and Climate Change”. TBeoup of Experts examined the draft opinion
and submitted it to the Bureau for adoption on Hedfahe Standing Committee.

The Bureau adopted the document T-PVS (2010) &ft@omments of the Standing Committee of
the Bern Convention on Recommendation 1918 (20fltheoParliamentary Assembly of the Council of
Europe on “Biodiversity and climate change™, ansked the Secretariat to forward them to the
Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe.

2.3 Large Carnivores

The Secretariat informed the Bureau on the “Warsksbn Large Conservation in the Caucasus”,
organised by the Bern Convention and held in Tipbiieorgia, in June 2010. The workshop aimed at
reviewing the status of all large carnivores in tegion, as well as to discuss priority actions tfe
future. Lack of proper data was pointed out as & rpeoblem for all the species and also lack of an
adopted common methodology that may make the egisind future data comparable and verifiable. A
draft recommendation was prepared for possible tamofy the Standing Committee of the Bern
Convention in the sense of endorsing the existidGN Strategy for the conservation of Large
Carnivores in the Caucasus region, and asking goemts to prepare or implement national action
plans for the concerned species.

2.4 Invasive Alien Species

The Secretariat informed the Bureau on the ongguiork on Invasive Alien Species, a topic on
which the Council of Europe has been very actieddist 20 years.

The Secretariat informed the Bureau that the Bgonvention co-organised, together with the
European and Mediterranean Plant Protection Orgtmisand the European Environment Agency, the
“2" Conference on Invasive Alien Plants in Meditersangype Regions”, held in Trabzon, Turkey, last
August. The Conference has permitted to presewgoorg conservation work on Invasive Alien Plants,
better understand research needs and present &lidigeuintergovernmental work in this field; in
particular, the Secretariat presented the 2003(&ar Strategy on Invasive Alien Species, as wehas
Code of Conduct on Horticulture and IAS. The Coerfee highlighted the need of early warning and
rapid response systems, as well as of institutistnehgthening to improve prevention and controtag
of Invasive Alien Plants. The results of the coefee, the so-called “Trabzon message” will be
presented for information to the Standing Committee

2.5 Island Biodiversity

The Secretariat presented the results of the ntweaif the Group of Experts on Island
Biodiversity, a group which held its second meetamgl thus still needs some “consolidation”. The
Group analysed the value of species in islandgr thénerability to a number of environmental
changes that severely affect islands, and the teeesteive special conservation attention. Theeissu
of invasive alien species in islands was also dised, as well as the need of a specific precauiona
approach, including the need to indentify priostfer eradication of species, particularly mammals.
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2.6 European Charter on Angling and Biodiversity

The Secretariat informed that, following the megtiof the Ad hoc Working Group for the
Elaboration of a European Charter on Angling anobiBiersity (April), a revised Draft Charter will be
received shortly and prepared for submission tdstiaading Committee for adoption.

2.7 The application of Article 9 of the Convention:legal report on
conditions for exceptions

The Secretariat presented the findings of thetDegort on the legal opinion on the interpretation
of Article 9 of the Bern Convention, prepared by iadependent consultant at the request of the
Bureau. The legal opinion is based on a short clatnpm of the bi-annual reports where Article 9 has
been applied, to determine whether the restrictmmslerogations foreseen under the Convention are
broad and clear enough to be considered sufficidmd.report provides a detailed analysis as wedl as
suggested interpretation of/for each paragraphrotlé 9, seen in conjunction with Resolution No. 2
(1993) of the Standing Committee on the scope titles 8 and 9 of the Bern Convention

In the case of derogations, the report suggesagdtyse their consistency with the overall aim of
the Convention, the compliance with the conditieet for the derogations, and the procedural
conditions; it also provide a comparative analygts EU legislation and case law.

In addition, the legal opinion highlights that theporting system set under both the Bern
Convention and Resolution No. 2 does not requinéid3ato report on three key issues, such as the
reason for the derogation; the alternative solgtioonsidered and the scientific data used to caanpar
them; or the results obtained. According to thesattant, a more detailed reporting system would
allow for a better monitoring of compliance withlightions, and for easier detection of any riskdor
species arising unintentionally through derogations

The Bureau thanked the Secretariat for the prasentof the Draft legal opinion; it decided to
hold a discussion on possible guidelines for tipoming system set under article 9.2 of the Bern
Convention at the next Standing Committee meetingisked the Secretariat to prepare a draft
template for Bi-annual reports, to be examinedattext Standing Committee meeting.

3. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION : FILES

(Note a detailed description of each case-file is indeed in document T-PVS (2010) 2
revised — Summary of Case files)

3.1 Specific sites — Files open
- Ukraine: Proposed navigable waterway in the Bystre Estuary (Danube delta)

This case concerns the excavation of a shippinglaanBystroe estuary of the Danube delta in
Ukraine, which is likely to affect adversely bottetUkrainian Danube Biosphere Reserve — the most
important of Ukraine’s wetlands — and the whole l@ndelta dynamics.

In March 2010, the European Union informed the @dusf Europe that Ukraine has adopted a
final decision on the project at the end of Jan2&30, agreeing to start works related to thedodle
implementation of the Danube-Black Sea NavigatiautR, thus initiating the implementation of
Phase Il of the Bistroe Channel project. The cafidoes therefore monitored by the European Union.
No new information has been received from the Uiaa government in 2010.

Mr Silviu Megan informed the Bureau that the exdmras works foreseen under Phase Il of the
project aimed at opening a navigable waterway tijindhe Bystroe estuary are well advanced and that
these are already beyond what was initially foreseehe plan submitted by Ukrainian authorities to
Romanian ones for information. He asks the Bureamndintain the file open and to urge a reply by
Ukrainian authorities.

The Bureau took note of this information and askedSecretariat to write to Ukrainian authorities
to get an updated report as well as to highlightded to confirm their participation at the megtifhe
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Bureau also asked the Secretariat to liaise welEiropean Union for more updated information @n th
case.

- Cyprus: Akamas Peninsula

This case concerns plans for the tourist developnmethe Peninsula of Akamas (Cyprus), with
detrimental effect on an ecologically valuable am many rare plant and animal species protected
under the Bern Convention.

In June 2010, Cyprus authorities have informed3beretariat that a part of the Akamas Peninsula
has been officially proposed, by the Governmer@ygrus and after decision of its Council of Minrste
to integrate the Natura 2000 Network, as both a &itCommunity Importance (SCI) and as a Special
Protection Area (SPA), pursuant to the Habitate®ive. The final boundaries of the area, as veethe
management plan in Greek, have been forwarded eéoS#cretariat. Moreover, Cyprus authorities
informed that the proper conservation of the aodaetincluded in the Natura 2000 network will eesur
the long-term protection of the species and habitahcerned. In addition, the Secretariat has been
informed that the Council of Ministers is implemagta Plan for the management of the entire area of
Akamas Peninsula (thus not limited to the Natur@02@rea), combining both the needs of nature and
those of local Communities. This plan includes fgions for the improvement of the infrastructutes t
restriction of certain human activities taking @an the area (i.e., safari, rally, etc.), the ppoon of
ecotourism. A Project Manager will be soon recduiter ensuring the smooth implementation of the
Management Plan.

For what concerns the town planning, the compef@epartment has initiated the selection
procedure for development zones that will ensueeptiotection of the environment in parallel witle th
promotion of the sustainable development of tha.are

With regards to the Natura 2000 area of Limni (f®@ialia”), Cyprus authorities informed the

Secretariat that part of the area is considerethtisnal forest, thus the Forestry Department hizrge

of daily monitoring of the entire site. The cohstane is protected by several national laws, which
prohibit any disturbance of the turtle nests, all asany development on the beach. Furthermoee, th
Department of Fisheries and Marine Research, asdimpetent authority on the protection of turtles,
carry out a yearly monitoring plan, aiming at thetection of the species. The Draft Management Pla
for the Natura 2000 site has been presented td ¢ocamunities in March 2010, but negotiations are
still on-going.

In a report sent to the Secretariat in July 201® NGO Terra Cypria states that the site
boundaries proposed by the Cyprus Government am&cydarly insufficient for the protection of
species and habitats, and in breach of the agrdemesde with the European Commission at the
Biogeographical Seminar for Cyprus in December 200@ report lists a series of habitats, mammals
and birds species which are insufficiently covelpgdhe current SCI. Concerning the turtles nesting
on Akamas beaches, the NGO considers that despjieated recommendations by the Bern
Convention’s Standing Committee neither the state the local authority have taken adequate
measures to protect the turtle nesting beach mt tvbthe Anassa hotel.

In July 2010 the European Union informed that them@ission recently received a complaint
claiming insufficient designation and protection tife Akamas Peninsula. In that context the
Commission will assess the sufficiency of the desigd site as well as the measures implemented to
safeguard its conservation values, with a viewnguang compliance with relevant provisions under E
nature legislation.

In the light of the information received, the Buredecided to keep the file open and requested the
Secretariat to liaise with the European Union enftflow-up of their review.

- Bulgaria: Wind farms in Balchik and Kaliakra — Vi a Pontica

This case concerns the building of the first wardfs in Bulgaria, at Balchik and Kaliakra, on the
Black Sea coast. The NGO is challenging the chegen located on the Via Pontica which is one of
the main migratory routes in Europe especiallysfoaring birds.
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In July 2010 the European Union informed that tleem@ission continues to closely follow-up
windfarm developments in the region of Kaliakra &@wadchik, and is currently working on its future
steps regarding the three relevant infringementgaares against Bulgaria, namely:

«  For insufficient designation of Kaliakra ImportaBird Area (IBA) as Special Protection Areas
(SPA); a letter of formal notice was sent by ther@oassion on 6 June 2008;

«  For windfarm developments and other urbanizagoojects breaching the Birds Directive’s
provisions in Kaliakra Important Bird Area (IBA); letter of formal notice was sent on 27
November 2008;

*  For systematic failure to provide adequate ptaiador its bird sites, by authorizing a number of
urbanization, tourist and windfarm projects in 1BASunder the Birds Directive and 17 IBAs
before they were designated as SPAs. The lettdorafal notice, sent on 29 October 2009,
covers the sites on the Black Sea Coast in NortlBdgaria.

In addition, the Bulgarian authorities informed thagropean Union that no new authorisations for
development in SPA Kaliakra and IBA Kaliakra haveeb issued since the beginning of the year
2010. Currently there are no constructions on tidesignated areas as a general ban has been issued
until the end of the year 2010.

The adoption of the National Renewable Energy Actan, originally planned for June 2010,
will be delayed for a few months as currently a S&& appropriate assessment pursuant to Art. 6(3)
of the Habitats Directive are under developmente Titan will indicate "red spots" where the
cumulative effects should be taken into account.

In August 2010 BirdLife Bulgaria sent a report stgtthat although there have been some
positive steps taken by the Bulgarian authoritieseslate 2009, it seems that the Black Sea cdast s
are still in danger. Birdlife thus requests the rBeConvention to continue following-up the
developments concerning this case file.

The Bureau decided to keep the file open and afikedSecretariat to write to the Bulgarian
authorities for further information and for repagiat next Standing Committee meeting. The Bureau
also asked the Secretariat to liaise with EU origbee.

- France: Habitats for the survival of the Common Hamster (Cricetus cricetu$ in
Alsace

In 2006, the Secretariat of the Bern Conventioreikem a complaint from the Association
“Sauvegarde Faune Sauvagxpressing its concern over the insufficient meas aimed at ensuring
the maintenance of the habitats needed for thevaliiof the Common Hamster.

In July 2010 the French authorities submitted arepn measures taken:

» Monitoring of populations: following the 2010 suyyehe presence of the hamster was confirmed
in 25 municipalities, 24 of which are in the BasikiRAnd 1 in the Haut-Rhin (in 2000, the species
was present in 85 municipalities). Despite therdtage of the range observed from 2000 to 2010,
after a significant fall in numbers in the core amebetween 2001 and 2004, the surviving
populations have shown an upward trend in theféastyears.

» 2010 is a better year for the species. The ovaredbase in the size of the hamster population in
Alsace in the past year could be explained by am®d planting of crops favourable to the species
and the greater burrow density observed.

» Reinforcement of wild populations: in early 201@ ®@NCFS OQffice national de la chasse et de
la faune sauvagelaunched an applied research programme with timecé monitoring more
specifically the fate of released hamsters. Anrimteeport will be produced at the end of 2010.
The ONCFS an&auvegarde Faune Sauvage continuing to work in partnership to improkie t
3 breeding programmes. Exchanges with German anchpartners will be intensified.

» Farming: mobilisation of farmers and their leadsrsontinuing, as reflected in particular in the
increased area covered by contracts (eg in théerortand Piémont priority action areas, the
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increase is significant, both within the zones (hé0tares) and outside them, in the vicinity of
known burrows (+110 hectares).

» Urban development: 3 zones have been designattdribal area (301 municipalities), reclaimed
area (155 municipalities), and priority action a&€da0 municipalities). All the urban planning
documents concerned included a hamster survey(da 26d 2010.

As regards development projects, information hasadly been provided to a large number of
developers. A procedure is currently being intraaluto ensure that when applications for planning
permission are considered, projects impacting anshers, their rest areas or their breeding sites ar
identified and include a hamster impact study.

» Road infrastructure: as regards road projects withie national network which have been
declared of public interest and are located indfeas where the hamster is present (Strasbourg
western bypass and southern ring ro@@mont des Vosgesxpressway), allowance has been
made for significant compensation measures inrtipact studies and public interest procedures.
In the case of the project at the most advancegke sthePiémont des Vosgesxpressway, the
state, which is the main contractor, began the ldpueent of crops favourable to the hamster
under agreements with farmers in 2006. As regdrelsStrasbourg southern ring road, in order to
encourage the migration of hamsters away from thjggted construction site, and in anticipation
of compensation measures, 57 hectares of favoucatybs were contractualised in 2009 and 2010

» Prevention of infringements: a plan for the prei@nbf infringements was signed in May 2010.

The Bureau decided to keep the file open and atk@®EGecretariat to contact the NGO for an
updated report.

- Italy: Eradication and trade of the American Grey squirrel (Sciurus carolinensi¥

In 2007, the Standing Committee asked the Bureaxamine the possibility of opening a file for
a possible breach of the Convention by Italy os tidse. An on-the-spot appraisal was carried out in
May 2008.

The main conclusions of the expert’s visit were tha presence of the American grey squirrel in
Italy was a serious threat for the survival of finetected native Red squirrel, and that this expans
trend had the full potential to turn the invasiarioi a continental problem, where France and
Switzerland would become the next countries tonbaded.

In 2008, the Standing Committee agreed to opersa fila.

At its meeting in March 2010, the Bureau askedSkeretariat to contact Italian authorities for
getting a copy of the decree and of the Memoranofucooperation.

In July 2010, Italian authorities informed the Sariat that the Memorandum of cooperation,
signed in August 2009 by the three concerned Rsegmastill awaiting the signatures of the competent
Provinces for entering into force. The draft ded@ebanning the trading and keeping of the Grey
squirrel is currently under discussion of the cotapelegal offices. However, the Italian authostie
also informed that the LIFE+ Committee approvedMay 2010 the project proposal “LIFE09
NAT/IT/000095 "EC-SQUARE. Eradication and contrdlgrey squirrel: actions for preservation of
biodiversity in forest ecosystems". The project lenpentation should start in September 2010, and
the National authorities are confident that it wglive a crucial contribution to solve the problems
generated by the Grey Squirrel in Italy.

In the light of the above the Bureau decided tgpkitse file open and asked to the Secretariat to
invite Italian authorities to report at the nextu&ling Committee meeting.

3.2 Possible file

- France: Conservation of the European Green ToadBufo viridis) in Alsace

A complaint was lodged in 2006 by the AssociatiasHB (Association pour I'étude et la protection
des amphibiens et reptiles d’Alsadecusing on threats to the Green toad’s few raimgihabitats in
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Alsace. It specifically targeted shortcomings ie impact studies carried out for a major bypass and
urban development projects, and a project for ¢mstcuction of a leisure complex.

The French authorities submitted a report to theredariat in July 2010. The procedure for
drawing-up the national action plan is ongoing. €ésal meetings of the committee of national and
European experts and of the monitoring committeeevield in 2009 and 2010. Among other things,
these meetings highlighted the need for the platakkte account of the green toad populations in
Rhineland-Palatinate, Baden-Wurttemberg and Svérdr and developments in those populations.
They also made it possible to move ahead withdhking of sites and the prioritisation of actiotts,
establish a link with the protected areas stratagy the “green and blue network” and to specify
awareness-raising and educational measures.

Following these meetings, a fourth plan is cursebking drafted. It will be forwarded to the
Environment Ministry in the course of summer 2010.

Seven road projects liable to have an impact omgteen toad populations in Lorraine and Alsace
are currently under scrutiny.

Generally, one may note a concerted effort withdifferent stakeholders and greater attention to
amphibian issues in development projects and uptarming documents.

The Bureau decided to keep the file as a poss#de-file and to wait for the final version of the
action plan. It asked the Secretariat to contaenéh authorities and invite them to report at next
Standing Committee meeting.

- Sweden: Natterjack Bufo calamitg) population on the coastal island of Smbgen

In December 2007 the Secretariat received infoonaftiom the Chair of the Bern Convention’s
Group of Experts on Amphibians and Reptiles coriogrthe threat presented by a residential housing
project in Hasseldsund Vaster, Smogen, to the aeorthost population of the worldwide distribution
of the Natterjack toad (Bufo calamita), a speased in Appendix Il of the Bern Convention.

At the 2008 meeting of the Standing Committee, 8veedish delegation informed that the
decision regarding the plan for the residential gy project had been appealed to the County
Administrative Board of Vastra Gotaland and thatthe meantime, the plan had come to a halt
pending the outcome of the decision by the Coumisnidistrative Board.

In September 2009, the Swedish government repdtat the County Administrative Board
rejected the appeals of the Municipality’s decisias it considered that the habitats for the Nait&r
toad had been taken into account in a satisfacteapner. The County Administrative Board's
decision has now been appealed to the Swedish Goest and the Swedish Environmental
Protection Agency awaits the decision of the Swedisvernment on this issue.

At the 29th meeting of the Standing Committee, dedegate of Sweden confirmed that the
decision of the government on the appeal was pgndid the project had been stopped in the
meantime (the decision was expected in early 20IBe Standing Committee took note of the
information presented by the delegation of Swedghasked them to inform the Secretariat when the
decision on the appeal will be available. It agreerkview this case in 2010 as a “possible cadse fi

At its meeting in March 2010, the Bureau decidedait for the decision and reconsider the issue
at the next meeting. Swedish authorities haventgcensured that they will inform the Secretagat
soon as a final decision on the issue is reached.

The Bureau took note of the information provided aecided to keep the file as a possible case-
file while waiting for the notification on the fihdecision.

3.3 On-the-spot appraisal

- France: Impacts on the Hermann tortoise Testudo hermanni of: (1) a waste
management plant in the commune of Cabasse; and (2) housing project in the
commune de Ramatuelle (Var)
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Following an invitation from the French authorities expert, Mr Guy Berthoud (Switzerland),
accompanied by a member of the Secretariat, urmeao on-the-spot visit whose aims were to:

« Analyse the measures taken for the protection efHbrmann tortoise in the Plaine des Maures,
in particular following the establishment of thdional nature reserve;

e Study the projects for the siting of a waste mansge plant in Cabasse (CET) and the
construction of housing in Ramatuelle and the tisrdaey pose to the species;

The visit highlighted the decisive role played hg Bern Convention in the establishment of the
reserve and the launching of the action plan.

With regard to the two complaints, the various désions held brought out not only the existence
of major ecological issues but also a desire onptré of the promoters of the projects to minimise
their impact.

The CET project is no longer on the agenda fortitme being, as the local authority has not
amended its urban development plan; it might, h@uenepresent an alternative to the Balangan waste
disposal site.

As for the housing project, the Mayor of Ramatudbeed with increasing demographic pressure
and the local population’s housing needs, has geavextensive justification for the project, whiah,
his view, meets an overriding public interest. Tineject has received a favourable opinion from the
fauna and flora committees of tl@onseil National de la Protection de la Natule was deemed
acceptable subject to the taking of significantidance, reduction and compensation measures. If the
project is carried out in accordance with the dpmEations, it should not have a major impact on the
species.

The Bureau took note of the information provided asked the Secretariat to present the expert’s
report as well as the draft recommendations at 8&ding Committee meeting.

3.4 Complaints in stand-by
- Wind turbines in Alta Maremma (lItaly)

In September 2008, the Secretariat received a @intpfrom the Comitato Nazionale
Paesaggisticp based in the Alta Maremma region, concerning pleor a wind-farm of 6 mega
turbines at Bellaria (Roccalbegna), less than 3lwayafrom an existing 10 turbine plant in the town
of Scansano (built without EIA and therefore desthillegal but still operating). The location bkt
turbines at Roccalbegna would worsen the damagadlrcaused by the turbines at Scansano, and
would interrupt an important ecological corridotween the sites of the Albegna valley and those of
the Trasubbie and Trasubbino.

The Bureau discussed the complaint in March 20a9 asked for more information about the
status of the project and on the affected populatio

In February 2010, the NG@NP/Comitato Civico per Roccalbegnaported on the status of the
project:

» A proposal to site 6 x 2MW mega wind turbines oa tiest of a hill in the town of Roccalbegna
was presented to the Office of Evaluation of Enwinental Impact in Florence, and interested
parties were invited to submit their comments byd2Banuary 2010 (the NGQ@bmitato Civico
per Roccalbegripresented a substantial dossier on 21st Januatydimg reports of wildlife
experts).

» The existing wind farms in the area are locatednnBA. The planned turbines, with masts 80
metres height and blades span of 90 metres, drve $ited less than 3 km away from the existing
10 turbines of Poggi Alti.

» The project presented by ENEL Green Power is Igrgalsed on data that the NGO considers
distorted and misleading, as it ignores the cunwdaimpacts, and does not indicate the bird
species present in the area, such as the Lanner.
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» WWEF stated that the project would impact the follagvspecies:Short-toed Eagle, Stone Curlew,
Lanner Elaphae Quatorlineatd‘Cervone” — black rat snake), Hermann Tortoise

» The decision-making process for renewable enerdtalp: All decisions have been delegated to
local government. Regional authorities decide hamynMWs they want to install but they leave
it to companies and local councils to negotiate.

» ISPRA, the ltalian environmental research institijeoposes an unfavourable verdict to the
realisation of this installation”.

The Bureau took note of the information provided amstructed the Secretariat to write to the
Italian authorities to ask to produce an updatqubnte clarifying the question of the cumulative
impacts of the windfarms. If no new informatiorpi®vided before next Bureau meeting, the Standing
Committee could eventually consider the possibititppen a case file.

In July 2010, the Secretariat has been informetItakan authorities would provide a reply on
the complaint as soon as possible.

The Bureau took note of the lack of new informatimailable on the case and decided to consider
the case as a possible case-file. The Bureau als&esiecretariat to send a notification of this sieci
to Italian authorities and to invite them to repatrnext Standing Committee meeting.

- France: Black Grouse {etrao tetriX in Drébme and Isére

In April 2009, the association ASPAB9sociation pour la Protection des Animaux Sauvages
sent a complaint to the Secretariat for the posdibbach of Articles 7 and 9 of the Bern Convention
by France concerning the Black Grouse (in Appentdispecies) in the departments of Drébme and
Isére. In particular, the complaint stated that &nractivities such as tourism and sport developsnent
in mountain areas are destroying the winter andodemtion sites of this species, causing also
disturbances in these areas and in their calliteg sivhile hunting compounds the problems for the
species.

The ASPAS association reports that current poparidevels in France are estimated at 16000-
20000 individuals, with an “unfavourable conservatistatus” at the national level and a strong
decrease in numbers, especially in the Dréme regioere estimates are at about 100 individuals.
ASPAS contests the French hunting regulations, vl not favour the repopulation of Black grouse
nor prevents their destruction, given the unfavble&r@onservation status of the species, and therefo
are not in line with the Bern Convention. The NG@shalso lodged a complaint to the European
Commission in June 2010. The information providegd French authorities at the European
Commission’s request is being currently analysed.

In July 2010, the French authorities submittedport to the Secretariat, which described:

» The monitoring of the distribution area, which &ned out through national surveys and systems
for supervising the population. The distributioeaof this species in the French Alps has shrunk
by about 9% since the last decade. The averagelgimm is estimated at 8 400 adult males,
which represents an 8% decrease compared to 19H)-19

» The breeding situation: it is clear that the deseelm numbers in the northern Alps is not the
result of a chronic decline in breeding;

» The hunting situation: Since the introduction of tompulsory personal hunting record, hunting
statistics have been better known and are cemdaliyy the mountain galliform observatory
(OGM).

Hunting of male black grouse is authorised throughBrance from the third Sunday of
September to 11 November but completely bannekein/ar. The shooting plan introduced in Haute-
Savoie in 1995 has gradually been extended to afdkedépartementsf the French Alps.

Only thedépartementsf Drome and Isére are yet to introduce such a. pralsére, however, the
length of the hunting season may be altered byPtieéect according to the success of the breeding
season and the size of young birds.
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In Dréme there are no special regulations on thgtleof the hunting season. Hunting may be
prohibited, however, in years when breeding wasr.pegemplary management of hunting seems
essential.

Other causes for concern are the reduction andkiorg up of habitats owing to growth and
changes in human activity, particularly the devatept of ski resorts.

Available objective data show that the situationthaf black grouse in the French Alps is not yet
desperate but the time has almost certainly comaki® action, particularly in the northern Alps. In
2009, the regional environment, planning and hausiivectorate (DREAL) worked with Rhéne-
Alpes Region to devise and implement a regionabagilan, which the OGM was asked to run. It is
planned to extend it to the Region of Provence-&l@@éte d'Azur as soon as possible.

The main aims of this plan are to enhance, addhtb a-ordinate the conservation measures
introduced in the French Alps since the beginnihthe 1990s. Most of these measures were based on
hunters’ ideas. Their support on the ground isrgiddo promote and/or facilitate the implemerudati
of the action plan at local level, particularly side protected areas.

In spite of people’s sensitivities and providedt thanting is subject to an appropriate regulated
shooting plan (with no impact on the populatiorgniing hunting, and hence losing the support of
hunters, would probably be more of a counter-prtdecstep than a beneficial one for the
conservation of the black grouse.

In national nature reserves where hunting is stilthorised, the Rhone-Alpes environment
directorate (DREAL) followed the advice of the Rmghl Scientific Council on the Natural Heritage
and decided not to introduce a general ban butdoegd on a case-by-case basis.

The Secretariat informed the Bureau that the Ewopédnion is also examining the situation in
the area. The Bureau took note of the informatioovided and decided to keep the case as a
complaint in stand-by. It asked the Secretariatliéise with the European Union for further
information on their analysis.

- Morocco: Tourism development project in Saidia decting the Moulouya wetland
site

A complaint was received in 2009 from th&space de Solidarité et de Coopération de
I'Oriental” (ESCO), based in Oujda, Morocco. It concerns Maulouya site, a “zone of biological
and ecological interest” (SIBE, in the French agr)) as well as a Ramsar site, since 2005.

In June 2010, ESCO sent in videos and a pressseelealling for a halt to the following
activities:

» The diversion of the water which supplied the Chaamarshes and the oxbow lake formed by the
Moulouya river, in which dozens of species of birmtsuding flamingos used to take refuge.

» The discharge of raw sewage from the Méditerranidi& tourist complex into the wetland.

The visit to the site scheduled by the Ramsar Quive Secretariat for April has been put back
until 12-16 October 2010. The Bureau decided ta vemi the findings of Ramsar Secretariat's field
visit and to reconsider the complaint at next Bureeeting.

- The Vjetrenica cave (Bosnia and Herzegovina)

In 2008 the Secretariat received a complaint framm NGO (Speleologic Society “Vjetrenica —
Popovo Polje”) of Bosnia and Herzegovina. The caimplconcerns the Vjetrenica cave, a complex
cave, 6700 m long, which belongs to the TrebiSrijoaer system.

The Secretariat received no new information froen NGO in 2010. However, in July 2010 the
Bosnian authorities informed the Secretariat thatrenica cave is now protected under the category
of Natural Monument, in accordance with articled8he Law on nature protection of Federation of
Bosnia and Herzegovina. The law aims at protecing preserving the specific outstanding natural
features of Natural monuments, and prevents anjogaion or use of the area which is not in line
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with the law’s protection and preservation purposéBe cave is also officially proposed for
integrating the UNESCO World Heritage list.

In addition, the authorities of Bosnia and Herzega\unform that the cave has been the object of
several projects aimed at its restructuration dfearing been damaged during the war. A road has
been built to facilitate the access to the cave afea has been demined, illumination has beemput
place, and the interior of the cave has been sécubdl the mentioned projects have been
implemented further approval by the competent aitths and in accordance with law requirements.

The Bureau took note of the information received aonsidered the reply from the national
authorities as satisfactory. It thus decided te fihe case and asked the Secretariat to notify its
decision to both the authorities and the compldinan

3.5 Other complaints

- Ukraine: Afforestation of steppic habitats

In 2009, the National Ecological Centre of Ukrasent the Secretariat a complaint regarding
plans to expand the area of forest lands in Ukrainereating and reestablishing forests, mostly in
Ukraine’s steppic regions (South, centre and Eastring 40% of the country). This was an initiativ
of the President of Ukraine, as reflected in Dediee 995/2008, of November 2008. The NGO
considered that these plans would threaten numegioireal and plan steppic species, including
endemics. The complaint indicated that foreststpthin steppes “have to be replanted every year”,
while “it is hardly possible to revive lost stepflogical diversity even if repeated forestatisn
ceased”.

In September 2009, the Bureau agreed to requestdmplainant to provide the information
referred to in the on-line complaint form.

In February 2010, the complaint form was sentdatiing that steppe biotopes provide unique
habitats for species which can live only in therheif presence is considerably smaller than it is
necessary for their sustainable functioning as ibeydity reserves, as they are scattered over the
territory and heavily exposed to man-caused negagffects. If these territories are turned to
afforestation, the ploughing of the land precediffgrestation would completely destroy the existing
plant communities and fauna habitat; while the timeaof man-made forests in the steppe natural
complex would prevent its restoration and furtheistence of typical species in this territory. The
NGO also complained of the lack of a State momigrsystem for endangered animal and plant
species in Ukraine which results in limited infotioa available.

However, the Secretariat considers that the cantplapresented in a too general way.

The Bureau asked the Secretariat to request metailetl information to the Ukrainian
authorities, and to possibly link this issue to theults of the Emerald project in Ukraine and the
eventual designation of the area as a candidatedioirste.

No new information has been received in 2010.

After re-examining the complaint, the Bureau stdhsiders that the information provided is too
general. It also suggests to tackle the issuedrrdmework of the on-going work for the settingafp
the Emerald Network in Ukraine. It thus decidedilothe case and asked the Secretariat to ndsfy i
decision to the applicant.

- Norway: Conservation of wolves, brown bears, wokrines and lynxes

In October 2009, the NGO “NOAH - for animal rightsént a complaint form concerning
Norway’s treatment of wolves, brown bears, wolvesirand Iynxes, claiming that from 1 January
2009 Norway had allowed “the shooting of 75 bed®,lynxes, 40 wolverines and 21 wolves”,
although not all these permissions had lead imgd. However, they indicated that “in the period
since autumn 2008 and until today, Norway has ahdtkilled 136 lynxes, 90 wolverines, 20 bears
and 3 wolves. Most of the wolverines were huntedndj their period of breeding, using helicopters,
killing the infants together with their mother imnetden. The number of lynxes and wolverines killed
last year in Norway is the highest number killedcsi 1850”. The NGO further stated that these
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species occur in very small populations and thavipus and current exploitation is affecting their
ability to survive in Norway, where they are listad critically endangered species. The extensive
killing of wolves, brown bears, wolverines and Igsxin Norway, according to the NGO, is the result
of a deliberate policy to keep these species iy serall populations, in order to avoid conflictsthwi
agricultural interests.

Furthermore, the NGO stated that the country has lavided Norway into sectors/zones and
while in some of them the endangered predatorslfobeed in small numbers, in others they are not
tolerated at all. The complaint states that degpié fact that these animals wander across |aegea
they are easily killed when moving outside thecHiriprotected zones, and so this system does not
allow the species to reach levels which are ecoldlyi sustainable and may secure their future
survival. Finally, the NGO considers that Norway lthosen to partially transfer the responsibilaty f
the conservation of wolves and brown bears to @ighbor country, Sweden, where these species
occur in more sustainable numbers than in Norwaygontravention of their obligations under the
Convention.

The NGO reported that the Norwegian declarationoriecs Moria”, of 7" October 2009,
announced that the government will develop a newehfor estimating the population of wolves and
brown bears and according to which the number eédings necessary to secure survival will be seen
in a context of several years, instead of annualsgdn addition, the wolves with their habitat bdr
Sweden and Norway will be counted among the Noraregvolves, in order to meet the targets and
allow more killings of wolves. There will be a lomwlerance to the threats of predators in aredts wi
livestock, and it will be made easier to kill bottale bears and wolves outside the zones where they
are permitted to stay.

The Bureau instructed the Secretariat to writeht dovernment to get a reply before the next
meeting of the Bureau.

In its report delivered in August 2010, the NorveegiDirectorate for Nature Management
explains that the issue of the management of leageivores has been debated in the Parliament on a
regular basis in the last decades, thus generatisgries of white papers (among which a new one
planned to be issued by late 2010). The aim ofatth@pted regulations is “to ensure a sustainable
management of lynx, wolverine, brown bear, wolf gotien eagle”. The management shall also take
into account consideration of livelihood and otlmmmunity interests. A national monitoring
programme has been established to follow the ptipaoldevelopment, and this clearly shows that the
state of the carnivore population development & state of growth.

Mr Olivier Biber stressed that, following the infoation received by the Norwegian authorities,
the situation seems to concern more precisely $beotiderogations under article 9; the Bureau shoul
thus analyse if the Convention is violated, beanmgnind both the provisions of article 9 and 4.

Mr Plesnik pointed out that a key issue is the propn of the population concerned by the
killings. The Secretariat informed the Bureau akibatfigures provided by the Norwegian authorities,
which show an increase in populations of largeivares.

The Bureau took note of the information received;ansidered the reply from the Norwegian
authorities as satisfactory; it considered thatdhge concerns the use of derogations as foreseen b
article 9 of the Bern Convention; it decided ta fthe case and asked the Secretariat to notify its
decision to both the national authorities and tra@ainant.

3.6 Complaints received by the Secretariat (sincée¢ last Bureau meeting)

- Ukraine: threat to natural habitats and speciesn Dniester River Delta

In April 2010, the International Non Governmentab@nization “Environment — People — Law”
sent a complaint to the Secretariat for the posdibbach of Articles 4 and 6 of the Bern Convention
by Ukraine concerning development plans (commepmals and touristic infrastructures) in Dniester
River Delta, which would affect several protectpeéaes and habitats under the Bern Convention. In
particular, the NGO expresses concerns over thefisignt threats to the natural habitats of seyerel
threatened species (although it only mentions s¢Wend species in the complaint), as well as dker
quality of the Environmental Impact Assessment (Eland the lack of adequate planning and
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development policies. The NGO highlights that theaais also a Ramsar site; that seven different
development projects are being implemented in tha;aand that some of these new infrastructures
are being built within 100 meter of a so called dstl protection stripe” of the Dniester River,
foreseen by the Water Code of Ukraine (article 8@hin the protected area called “The Dniester
water meadows”.

In May 2010 the Secretariat contacted Ukrainiath@ities on this topic. However, no
information has been received so far. In addittbe, Secretariat informed the Ramsar Convention on
the presumed massive commercial prawn fishing ¢akilace in the Black Sea Biosphere Reserve,
which includes Ramsar sites “Tendrivska Bay” an@g¥®rlytska Bay”. The Secretariat of the Ramsar
Convention expressed concerns on the compatilgfitthese activities with the maintenance of the
ecological character of the sites and asked t&thte Agency for Protected Areas of Ukraine to repo
on these activities as well as on potential thraat$ possible sustainable solutions. Both Secagsari
will continue to liaise on this issue.

Noting the lack of additional information the Buweaecided to re-consider the case as a
complaint in stand-by at next Bureau meeting. lkedsthe Secretariat to contact Ukrainian autharitie
for further information.

- Greece: threats to marine turtles in Thines Kiparssias

On 22nd August 2010 the Secretariat received a mmgrom MEDASSET (The Mediterranean
Association to Save the Sea Turtles) regardingldpweent plans in a NATURA 2000 site (THINES
KYPARISSIAS - GR2550005) which would affeCtaretta caretta a threatened species protected
under the Bern Convention. The NGO reports aboabuimnolled development on the site (summer
houses building, construction of coastal roadsupation of the beach by, among others, bars,
umbrellas and deck chairs) and expresses conceenghe intensive pressure on the nesting activity
of turtles, which can lead to reducing the uniqapylation ofCaretta caretta

The complainant refers to the obligations for tlmniCacting Parties mentioned in articles 4 and 6
of the Bern Convention, and highlights tl@aretta carettais also protected by other international
agreements, among which CMS, CITES and the Baraefdonvention for the protection of the
Mediterranean Sea against pollution, and the EUtkistDirective.

The Secretariat informed the Bureau that a letegruesting further information has been
addressed to Greek authorities on 7 September 2010.

The Bureau took note of the information providede do the very short notice given to the Greek
authorities to provide a reply, the Bureau decitiede-consider the complaint at its next Bureau
meeting, as a complaint received by the Secretsiriak last Bureau meeting.

- United Kingdom: increase in turtle mortality in E piskopi and Akrotiri areas

On 16th August 2010 the Secretariat of the Bernv€ntion has received a complaint from
MEDASSET (The Mediterranean Association to SaveSba Turtles) and Terra Cypria reporting an
important increase in sea turtle mortality ratesrtfpularly significant folChelonia mydasnd Caretta
carettg in Episkopi area, which is an area under the robrdf the British Sovereign Base Area
Administration (SBAA) and nearby AkrotirChelonia mydaandCaretta carettaare both threatened
species protected under the Bern Convention.

MEDASSET submitted the complaint to react to a waynthey received from Episkopi
Turtlewatch (ETW), an NGO working closely with (ATMAKkrotiri Turtlewatch. The complaint
reports that the increase in sea turtle mortaktyobserved since the change in the net fishing
regulation operated by SBAA at the end of 2007 .ilade evidence indicates that nearly 100% of the
deaths recorded by Episkopi Turtlewatch were altreffuinteraction with fishing activities and
specifically net fishing. MEDASSET fears a locafisextinction of the nesting population and in a
longer term an impact on nesting levels elsewhere.

The complainant refers to the obligations for tlenacting Parties mentioned in articles 4 and 6
of the Bern Convention, and highlights that Chedomiydas and Caretta caretta are also protected by
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other international agreements, among which CMSESI and the Barcelona Convention for the
protection of the Mediterranean Sea against potuti

The Secretariat informed the Bureau that a letegruesting further information has been
addressed to the authorities of the United Kingdwith) copy to Cyprus authorities, on 7 September
2010.

The Bureau took note of the information providede do the very short notice given to the UK
authorities to provide a reply, the Bureau decitiede-consider the complaint at its next Bureau
meeting, as a complaint received by the Secretsinae last Bureau meeting.

3.7 Follow-up of Previous Recommendations:

(Note a detailed description of each recommendationinsluded in document T-PVS
(2010) 2 revised — Summary of Case files)

- Recommendation No. 66 (1998) on the conservatioragis of some nesting beaches
for marine turtles in Turkey

In Recommendation No. 66 (1998) on the consematdiatus of some nesting beaches for marine
turtles in Turkey, the Standing Committee asked Thekish government to “secure the remaining
unbuilt beach plots against development” in Fethiye

In June 2010 the Environmental Protection AgermySpecial Areas (EPASA) has submitted a
report on this subject, informing on several pregrmade to protect the area as well as to devise an
implement appropriate management measures to cushé impact of various economic activities
such as tourism, fish farming, transport, mining agriculture.

However, early September 2010 MEDASSET reportetherimpact of several construction and
development projects to accommodate tourism, witichld provoke the destruction of Fethiye
nesting beaches. MEDASSET informs that Turkish Attles have recently decided to relocate a
shipyard/drydock currently located within Fethigavh, to Akgol. This relocation would permanently
and irrevocably destroy the key nesting area ofthkgach. In 2007, 2008 and 2009, two-thirds of all
nests in Akgol were laid in the planned projectaaies. on the sandy section at the end of thehbeac
In 2010, there were 36 nests at Akgol, equivalenalmost half of all nests (73) laid at the entire
specific beach stretch (i.e Yaniklar + Akgol).

In addition, according to MEDASSET there are répahat the Turkish Authorities have
approved the bulldozing and destruction of the ramg part of the wetland in Calis (on the right of
the "Sunset Beach Apartments” complex built on okiger part of the wetland in 2004) for the
construction of a new hotel. The beach sectiorctirén front of this area consists entirely of bbds
and is not a nesting area. The section to theofatie "Sunset Beach Apartments"” complex will also
be the site of the construction of another hotbk Beach section in front of this area is one eflést
untouched parts of the Calis beach and nesting atamg on this beach section.

The Bureau took note of the information provided asked the Secretariat to contact Turkish
authorities for a report at the next Standing Cotte®i meeting. The Recommendation could
eventually be discussed again in 2011.

- Recommendation No. 98 (2002) on the project to bdila motorway through the
Kresna Gorge (Bulgaria)

A planned motorway crossing an area of high bicklgdiversity was examined by the Standing
Committee in 2002, leading to the adoption of Rem@mdation 98 (2002) “on the project to build a
motorway through the Kresna Gorge (Bulgaria)’. Thanding Committee invited the Bulgarian
government to abandon the plans to enlarge themuroad and look for more suitable alternatives,
compatible with Bern Convention obligations.

At its 29" meeting the Standing Committee welcomed the pesitiews on the announced
decision to avoid the Kresna Gorge. It agreed tseclthis case file but asked the Government of
Bulgaria to inform the Standing Committee at itgtrmaeeting.
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- Recommendation No.113 (2004) on military antennia the Sovereign Base Area of
Akrotiri (Cyprus)

In July 2010, the UK government sent a new updegpdrt including information on each of the
recommendations. The government informs that battiston studies will be completed with the last
flight path survey which will be undertaken betwesgptember 2010 and November 2010. Once all
reports have been obtained, it is intended to mebogith a joint (SBAA, RoC, Birdlife Cyprus)
appraisal of the data obtained.

With regards to paragraph 2 of the recommendatlon, UK government suggests to close the
item as the Pluto EIA concluded that there waswidemce from which one could predict significant
effects of EM radiation on bird.

In addition, the government informs that Akrotirieflands candidate SPA has been formally
designated in April 2010, as well as Akrotiri Céifind Episkopi cliffs candidate SPAs; the SBA
Administration intends to designate SACs in therfietare. The report highlights the continuing tlen
of water reduction in all Akrotiri wetlands. It algprovides additional information on the activities
carried out by the Akrotiri Environmental Educatiand Information Centre.

For what concerns marine turtle conservation, th& dovernment informs that the
Administration launched, in May 2010, a survey tr@ss the issue of the high number of dead
turtles washing up on SBA beaches. The surveyemidl in November 2010 and will be repeated for
three years.

- Recommendation No. 110 (2004) on minimising adve effects of above-ground
electricity transmission facilities (power lines) a birds

In 2009, the Standing Committee recognised thatighan important issue which requires further
follow-up and agreed to include this issue in 4@ meeting agenda, with a view to discussing # dra
recommendation on the basis of the informationass®ssments received.

A compilation of national reports has been prepanef010 (document TPVS/Files (2010) 11)
following the reports received by 12 Contractingtitga. The NGO report from 2009 (document T-
PVS/Files (2009) 15) has been updated in 2010 divejurecommendations to expedite the work in
Western and Central Europe, avoid new legacy ofjelarus power poles in Eastern Europe and raise
awareness for avoiding electrocution in Northernropa. The NGO report also suggests to
temporarily introduce a bi-annual reporting systentollect regular update on progress made in the
implementation of the recommendation. A decisiontlom issue could be eventually taken by the
Standing Committee at its 3@neeting.

Mr Olivier Biber noticed that electrocution of b&rds equally an issue of concern for the Bonn
Convention, and stressed that it would be fruitémlthe Bern Convention to establish synergies with
the Bonn Convention as well as possibly with thedsenergy management sector.

Mr Plesnik highlighted that it is essential to utge Parties to share good practices in this field.

The Bureau thanked the Secretariat for the infaonatrovided and decided to have a discussion
on the possibility of introducing a bi-annual retg system as well as of adopting a decision &t ne
Standing Committee meeting. It also asked the $®maeto contact the Bonn Convention Secretariat
for updated information on their own initiatives.

- Recommendation No. 137 (2008) on population levehanagement of large
carnivore populations

A compilation of national reports has been prepame2010 following the reports received by 10
Contracting Parties (document TPVS/Files (2010) 12)

- Recommendation No. 144 (2009) of the Standing Comiteie, on the wind park in
Smgla (Norway) and other wind farm developments itNorway

At its 29" meeting the Standing Committee decided not to @pease file following a complaint
lodged in 2001, concerning the establishment of wind farm complexes in the Archipelago of
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Smgla, in an area of importance for the nesting/bite-tailed Eagles and other species. The Standing
Committee adopted Recommendation No. 144 (2009henvind park in Smgla (Norway) and asked
the government of Norway to report on its impleratioh at the next meeting of the Standing
Committee.

4. DRAFT AGENDA FOR THE 30™ MEETING OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE —
DRAFT PROGRAMME OF ACTIVITIES FOR 2011

The Bureau examined the draft agenda and draffr@mme of Activities of the 30meeting of
the Standing Committee as tabled by the Secretarat made a number of amendments before
approving them. The Bureau welcomed the narratdgeidption of the goals to be pursued through the
Programme of Activities and asked the Secretapiatiways provide tentative dates for the activities
foreseen.

5. SrRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION
5.1 Biodiversity day at the Council of Europe

The Secretariat informed the Bureau on the outcarhéise “Biodiversity day”, jointly organised
by the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of dp&, the Congress of Local and Regional
authorities, and the Conference of International$G The meeting produced the Declaration
“Working together for Biodiversity”. By signing thiDeclaration the three bodies have committed
themselves to pursuing their action at pan-Eurodesel to improve biodiversity, protect natural
areas and fight against climate change. They péatly called on governments to recognise the right
to a healthy environment as an integral part of dmumights. The meeting was attended by the
representatives of the main Conventions and Agreenre the field of biodiversity protection,
including the Chair of the Bern Convention’s StagdiCommittee, Mr Jon Gunnar Ottosson, who
presented the main characteristics and activifi¢lseoBern Convention.

5.2 Reform process at the Council of Europe

The Secretariat recalled that this item was dsedigrior to the adoption of the agenda, under
item 1.

6. ANY OTHER BUSINESS
None were raised
The next meeting will be held in Strasbourg. Téraative date is 11 April 2011.
The Chair thanked the participants and declaredrtbeting closed.
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APPENDIX 1

CONVENTION ON THE CONSERVATION OF EUROPEAN WILDLIFE
AND NATURAL HABITATS

Standing Committee
Bureau meeting

Strasbourg, 13 September 2010
(Room 16, opening: 9:30 am)

AGENDA

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 2010PROGRAMME OF ACTIVITIES
2.1 Protected areas and Ecological networks

2.2 Biodiversity and Climate Change: adoption of te opinion to the Council of
Europe Parliamentary Assembly Recommendation 1918 2010) -
"Biodiversity and climate change"

2.3 Large Carnivores

2.4 Invasive Alien Species

2.5 Island Biodiversity

2.6 European Charter on Angling & Biodiversity

2.7 The application of Article 9 of the Conventionilegal report on conditions for
exceptions

3. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION : FILES
3.1 Specific Sites - Files open

» Ukraine: Proposed navigable waterway in the Bysistary (Danube delta)

» Cyprus: Akamas peninsula

» Bulgaria: Wind farms in Balchik and Kaliakra —ViarRica

» France: Habitats for the survival of the common st@mCricetus cricetusin Alsace
» ltaly: Eradication and trade of the American Grguigel (Sciurus carolinens)s

3.2 Possible files

» France: Protection of the European Green T&add(viridig) in Alsace
» Sweden: NatterjaclBufo calamitd population on the coastal island of Smdgen

3.3 On-the-spot appraisal

» France: Impacts on the Hermann tortoi$estudo hermanpiof a waste management plan
and a housing project in the Var region



T-PVS (2010) 16 - 20 -

3.4 Complaints in stand-by

> Italy: Wind farm threat to wildlife in Alta Maremm&rosseto
» France: Black Grousd étrao tetriy in Dréme and Isére

» Morocco: Ecological impacts of a tourism centr&aidia

» Bosnia and Herzegovina: Threats to Vjetrenica cave

3.5 Other complaints

» Ukraine: Afforestation of steppic habitats
» Norway: Conservation of wolves, brown bears, wahes and lynxes

3.6 Complaint received by the Secretariat (sincéne last Bureau meeting)
» Ukraine: threat to natural habitats and specié€niester River Delta

3.7 Follow-up of previous Recommendations

» Recommendation No. 66 (1998) on the conservatiatustof some nesting beaches for

marine turtles in Turkey
» Recommendation No. 98 (2002) on the project todbailmotorway through the Kresna

Gorge (Bulgaria)
» Recommendation No.113 (2004) on military antenndn@Sovereign Base Area of Akrotiri

(Cyprus)
» Recommendation No. 110 (2004) on minimising adveftects of above-ground electricity

transmission facilities (power lines) on birds
» Recommendation No. 137 (2008) on population levaelnagement of large carnivore

populations
» Recommendation No. 144 (2009) on the wind parkmmefa (Norway) and other wind farm

developments in Norway

4, DRAFT AGENDA FOR THE 30™ MEETING OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE — DRAFT
PROGRAMME OF ACTIVITIES FOR 2011

5.  STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION
5.1 Biodiversity day at Council of Europe
5.2 Reform process at Council of Europe
6.  ANY OTHER BUSINESS
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APPENDIX 2

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

CzecH REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE

Mr Jan PLESNIK, Advisor in international co-opeaatj Agency for Nature Conservation and
Landscape Protection of the Czech Republic, Nuae88k 14 000 PRAGUE 4

Tel +420 241 082 114. Fax +420 241 082 999. di:pan.plesnik@nature.cz

| CELAND / | SLANDE

Dr Jon Gunnar OTTOSSON, Director General, Icelaridstitute of Natural History, Hlemmur 3,
125 REYKJAVIK

Tel: +354 590 0500. Fax: +354 590 0595. E-nj@d@ni.is

RoMANIA / ROUMANIE

Mr Silviu MEGAN, Regional Commissioner, Ministry oEnvironnment and Forest, National
Environnmental Guard- Timis Regional Commissar2arei Street, No. 9D, TIMISOARA, Timis
County.

Tel: +40 256 219 892. Fax: +40 256 293 587. d&kmsilviu.megan@gnm.roor
antoaneta.oprisan@mmediu.ro

SERBIA / SERBIE

Ms Snezana PROKIC, Focal point for Bern Conventiatyiser, Ministry of Environment and Spatial
Planning of the Republic of Serbia, Omladinskitghda 1. Str, SIV lll, NEW BELGRADE, 11070
Tel: +381 11 31 31 569. Fax : +381 11 313 2458-mail: snezana.prokic@ekoplan.gov.rs

SWITZERLAND / SUISSE

Mr Olivier BIBER, Chef Biodiversité international@ffice fédéral de I'environnement, des foréts et
du paysage (OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE

Tel : +41 31 323 06 63. Fax : +41 31 324 75 Bmail :olivier.biber@bafu.admin.ch

SECRETARIAT / SECRETARIAT

Council of Europe / Conseil de I'Europe, Directoraé of Culture and Cultural and
Natural Heritage / Direction de la Culture et du Pdrimoine culturel et naturel,
F-67075 STRASBOURG CEDEX, France

Tel : +333 8841 2000. Fax:+33388413751

Mr Eladio FERNANDEZ-GALIANO, Head of the BiologicdDiversity Unit / Chef de I'Unité de la
Diversité biologique
Tel : +33 38841 22 59. Fax:+33 3 88 41 37 mail :eladio.fernandez-galiano@coe.int

Ms Ilvana d’ALESSANDRO, Administrator / Administrate Natural Heritage and Biological Diversity
Division / Division du Patrimoine naturel et deDéaversité biologique
Tel: +33390215151. Fax:+33 38841 37 Etmail :ivana.dalessandro@coe.int

Ms Iva OBRETENOVA, Administrator / AdministrateuNatural Heritage and Biological Diversity
Division / Division du Patrimoine naturel et deDé@versité biologique
Tel: +33390215881. Fax:+33 38841 37 Tmail :iva.obretenova@coe.int
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Ms Frangoise BAUER, Principal administrative assist Assistante administrative principale, Natural
Heritage and Biological Diversity Division / Divigi du Patrimoine naturel et de la Diversité bicjogi
Tel: +333 884122 64. Fax:+33 38841 37 &tmail :francoise.bauer@coe.int

Ms Daria CHEREPANOVA, Administrative assistant /si$ante administrative, Natural Heritage and
Biological Diversity Division / Division du Patriniioe naturel et de la Diversité biologique
Tel : +33 3884143 34. Fax:+33 388 41 37 Etmail :daria.cherepanova@coe.int

Ms Véronique de CUSSAC, Administrative assistafitgistante administrative, Biological Diversity
Unit / Unité de la Diversité biologique
Tel : +3338841 3476 Fax:+33 38841 37 Fmail :veroniqgue.decusac@coe.int




