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1. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

Mr Jan Plesnik, Chair of the Standing Committeghaf Convention, opened the meeting on 11
April 2011 and welcomed the other Bureau members,QHvier Biber, Mr Jon Gunnar Ottdsson, Ms
Snezana Prokic and Mr Silviu Megan, as well agdpeesentatives of the Secretariat.

The Chair introduced the Draft Agenda of the nmggtivhich was amended and further adopted (see
appendix 1).

2. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 2011PROGRAMME OF ACTIVITIES

2.1 Monitoring of Species and Habitats: General oveiew

The Secretariat informed on the progress madeanntiplementation of the work programme, as
well as on themeetings and other activities taking place in thst fhalf of 2011, including the
meetings of the Groups of Experts on Invasive Algpecies (Malta, 18-20 May) and on Island
Biodiversity (France, 9-11 June), as well as tfié®Bnta Europa Conference, scheduled to take place
in Krakow, Poland on 23-27 May.

The Secretariat additionally informed that moreadetl communications would follow under
other agenda items concerning the meetings orghmighin the framework of the Emerald Network,
the Group of Specialists on the European Diplomé&aftected Areas and the preparation of the
European Conference on lllegal Killing of Birds.

Regarding biodiversity and climate change, the adat communicated that an internal Task
Force has been established to streamline Coun&iudpe activities in the field of climate changg,
the initiative of the Director of Culture and Cuttliand Natural Heritage. The proposal to orgaaise
transversal Conference to analyse the issue ofri&@é Change and Human Rights”, as well as the
possible role of the Council of Europe towards tieeessary changes in societal values is being
studied. The Conference would contribute to raiswgareness with regards to protection of the
environment, protection of human health, socialestdn, welfare and equity, educational needs
especially of young generations, and cultural aatdinal heritage. It would take place in 2012 (selcon
half).

Furthermore, the Secretariat briefly updated theeBu members on the outcomes of th& 10
meeting of the EU Coordination Group on Biodiversind Nature (Brussels, 8 April), particularly
focussing on the adoption of the EU 2020 BiodiwgrStrategy (on %4 May), the new biogeographical
process which is being studied for Natura 200G saed the possible implications of the draft polic
guidelines under discussion in DG MARE, DG AGRI &@ REGIO.

Moreover, the Secretariat informed that this yehe tindependent legal analysis of the
implementation of the Convention in at least onat@eting Party will concern Switzerland and wil b
prepared by Prof. Jean Untermaier (France). TheeBe@t also briefed that so far 13 country
analysis have been prepared and discussed by #rigfg Committee; in 2011 the Secretariat
suggested to focus on Switzerland as the countgngaged in the implementation of the Emerald
Network of Areas of Special Conservation Interesd ¢he legal report could back Swiss national
authorities in assessing the related legal and radirative measures currently being in force. In
addition, the legal analysis could be then use@®Wwiss authorities in their communication with the
wider public on the application of the Bern Convwemnin the country.

Finally, the Secretariat informed that the repdrthe 3¢" meeting of the Standing Committee has
been forwarded to the Council of Europe Committe&limisters for information, and published on
the Biological Diversity Unit's website; a numbeir mublications will be issued in 2011 (six reports
including guidance on biodiversity and climate aj@nthe European Charter on Recreational Fishing
and Biodiversity, new editions of the Europeantstrg on invasive alien species and of the Code of
conduct on horticulture and invasive alien plattg, Georgian and Russian versions of the Emerald
Network information brochure). Other visibility @ms include the publication on the Council of
Europe main web-page of a thematic file on the Beomvention as well as the production of an
information radio podcast available in English,rtede and Spanish.
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The Bureau thanked the Secretariat for the worledand the progress made in implementing the
Convention’s work programme.

2.2 Progress in the setting-up of the Emerald Netwvk

The Secretariat informed the Bureau on the starairess of the joint CoE / EU project aimed
at the setting-up of the Emerald Network in 7 Calnand Eastern European countries and South
Caucasus.

More concretely, the Secretariat informed that@i 2 four national seminars have already taken
place as well as the sub-regional seminar gathéhagnational teams from Belarus, Moldova, the
Russian Federation and Ukraine. Three more natgeralnars and one sub-regional seminar will take
place in Armenia, Georgia and Azerbaijan during tleet 3 months. The Secretariat reminded that
this is the last implementation year for the prbjand that the final results are expected by early
December; the second interim report to the Euroggammission has been recently adopted and is
now published on the website.

In view of preparing the project’s follow-up, a nieg with the European Commission (DG ENV
and EuropeAld) is scheduled for"2May 2011. The possibility of engaging in a newnjgiroject for
Morocco and Tunisia should also be further devedope

The Secretariat further informed that preparatooykwto complete Phase | and start Phase Il is
underway for Norway and Switzerland. A technicamser will be organised in Norway on 6-7
September this year, in co-operation with ETC/BDriBg the autumn, another technical seminar will
take place in Switzerland, although the datestiteossbe confirmed.

In addition, the Secretariat informed the Bureat thchnical and political coordination meetings
with the European Environment Agency and the Eumop@opic Centre are taking place in the
framework of Phase Il of the Emerald Network cdangitin process. In this respect, the Secretariat
reported the outcomes of the Preparatory biogebgrabseminar for 6 West Balkans countries
(Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Monteog§erbia and “the former Yugoslav Republic
of Macedonia) organised in Paris, on 26-27 Jan2&d/l, in co-operation with the EEA and its
ETC/BD. The Seminar was held as a preparatory stem@mrds an assessment of the Emerald
Candidate sites in the region, and set the groonthé main seminar to be held in autumn 2011.

As a result of the Preparatory Seminar held irisPthie national “Emerald teams” should now
update the database delivered to the Bern ConveBgeretariat in 2008, including revising possible
technical inconsistencies. A clear timetable amlividualised guidelines have been produced for each
country, in order to support their work and engheecompletion of the national database on time for
the main biogeographical West Balkan Emerald semina

Mr Plesnik, who chaired the preparatory biogeoliegd seminar, informed that its results are
encouraging, particularly because all the partiohgacountries submitted high quality as well as
comprehensive databases. He stressed that theasecoinfirmed that the majority of habitat types
included in the Annex | to the Habitats Directiveddn Resolution 4 (1996) of the Bern Convention
are the same or easily convertible; he pointedtloait the practice showed that the decision of the
Standing Committee to adopt the EUNIS Habitatssifigation system in spite of the Palaearctic
classification has allowed for a simplificationwasll as for the harmonisation of approachésnce,
it is now largely agreed among all actors that th&merald biogeographical assessment will help
any future Natura 2000 biogeographical assessment.

Ms Snezana Prokic congratulated the Secretarniathé co-ordination of the work related to the
setting-up of the Emerald Network. She confirmed dommitment of her authorities towards the
completion of the Emerald Network, although sheessied that it is crucial to ensure good
communication with the European Union in order ¢b teir support and active involvement towards
the harmonisation of both the networks. Ms Prokialfy noted that it would certainly be necessary t
start working on European management guidelineaytid that heterogeneous, national management
policies are implemented instead.

The Secretariat explained that co-ordination eibth the EU and the EEA/ETC-BD specifically
aims at allowing progress within the Emerald Netwwithout putting an additional work burden over
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participating countries. Furthermore, the Secrataonfirmed that measures have been undertaken to
ensure that the evaluation of the Emerald data aslifar as possible, take into account the expegie
and criteria of establishing the Natura 2000 Nekwbinally, the Secretariat recalled that the Cdiégn

for the implementation of the Emerald Network, agopby the Standing Committee at its"30
meeting in 2010, includes clear deadlines for tleparation and adoption of management guidelines.

In this respect, the Chair noted that, in due tithe Emerald Network will certainly be able to
take advantage from the lessons learnt througmeiae EU biogeographical process, scheduled to be
launched the end of this year and which will foomseffective management of ecological networks;
the CBD’s work in the framework of its Programmeidrk on Protected Areas, and the assessment
of the Natura 2000 Network which will be presenbgdthe EEA at the Rio +20 Conference to take
place in 2012 should also be taken into account.

The Chair concluded the discussions on this agé@eda by recalling that the EEA is also in
charge of preparing an “Assessment of Assessmeetsdrt for the Seventh “Environment for
Europe” Ministerial Conference, to take place irnahs (Kazakhstan) from 21 to 23 September 2011.
The overall goal of this report is to assess tlggoreal needs, priorities and sustainable long-term
mechanisms to keep the pan-European environmeretr uachtinuous review. The good co-operation
between the Council of Europe and the EEA will headded value for keeping the Bern Convention
up-to-date on the progress made in the field afiibersity in othefora.

2.3 European Diploma of Protected Areas: Report sm the meeting of the Group of
Specialists and draft renewals in 2011

The Secretariat presented the main outcomes omteting of the Group of Specialists on the
European Diploma of Protected Areas, held in Stagbon 14-15 March 2011.

The Secretariat informed that, at the requesthef €zech authorities, the Group of Specialist
postponed to 2012 the discussion on the on-theaggmhisal’s report (July 2010), prepared following
the application submitted by tHeumavaNational Park (Czech Republic) in 2009. The Seciat
stressed the exceptional European interest ofatigia which forms, together with the trans-boundary
Bayerischer WaldNational Park, the largest area of natural and-sataral forest between the Atlantic
and the Urals. However, the recent organisatioimahges in the National Park, the question of thike ba
beetle plague prevention as well as the oppoditidhe recent park administration’s policy expredsg
some local inhabitants advised for reporting tlsewssion concerning the award.

The Group examined the reports from the reneveitsvprior to the analysis of the draft Resolutions
for the renewal of the Diploma. The Group identiftbe question of the management plans as being one
of the main issues, and thus decided to systertiatimmsider the existence of an effective managgme
plan as a condition (i.e. not anymore a recomméngafor the renewal of the Diploma. The Group
agreed to a joint renewal to the transboundamoise(France) andsran Paradiso(ltaly) National
Parks, at the concerned authorities’ request. rithén recommended the renewal of the European
Diploma for a period of 10 years to 11 Diplomasite

Concerning the 2 non-renewals still pending, tker&ariat informed that on-the-spot appraisals
will be carried out in autumn at both tiBéalowiezaNational Park (Poland) and thgelovezskaya
PushchaNational Park (Belarus), with a view of analysith@ implementation of their management
plans.

The Secretariat further informed that the Grougd Bdong discussion on the future of the European
Diploma and made proposals concerning its inshitiati aspects, the reporting system, the settingfup
an apposite financial system to mobilise privatetigioutions, the visibility of the Diploma as wel§ its
links with other labels and the role of the Diplomahe implementation of th&ichi targets.

Finally, the Secretariat informed the Bureau tlatkeeping with the principle of rotation, the
Group's current membership would be modified; tepresentatives of Germany, ltaly and the
Netherlands would leave the Group. The term ofceffof the other 3 specialists (France, Russian
Federation, and United Kingdom) was renewed foe&§.

Mr Megan informed that he personally visited tBemavaNational Park and that this can be
considered as an interesting laboratory of ideasre&vnew management options are being tested, for
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instance to prevent bark beetle plagues. Howewer jmpossible to know beforehand if these options
will be effective; the managers of the Park wiledegime before being able to assess their results.

Mr Biber recalled that the Secretariat's reposgnainformed on several proposals formulated by
the Group of Experts concerning its future work,ickhwould worth to be further discussed; he
suggested that the Secretariat prepares a cortsalidacument on the issue, to be discussed at next
Bureau meeting.

Decision The Bureau took note of the information provideyl the Secretariat. It welcomed the
discussion on the future of the European Diplomé iastructed the Secretariat to present an updated
version of document T-PVS/DE (2011) 12 — FuturéhefEuropean Diploma of Protected Areas at next
Bureau meeting, in September 2011.

The Bureau agreed to forward the 11 draft Resolstan the renewal of the European Diploma to|the
Committee of Ministers for adoption.

2.4 lllegal killing of Birds

The Secretariat informed on the state of preparaif the European Conference on lllegal Killing of
Birds, organised by the Council of Europe in corafien with the Game Fund of Cyprus (Ministry of
Interior), to take place in Larnaka (Cyprus) on &8/ 2011.

A preparatory meeting held in February in Brusgglthered together the representatives of the
Council of Europe, the Game Fund, the European Ossion, BirdLife International and FACE, to
discuss the aims and goals of the Conference, lhasuw® define its practical structure.

Regarding the goals of the conference, the prapsrgroup agreed that this should contribute to
identify the extent of the problem in Contractingrties; to provide an overview of law enforcement
mechanisms; to examine options for supporting nati@uthorities to enforce their legislation and
improve compliance with obligations; to take stotkational experiences and put forward examples of
good practices; to identify priorities on a consgion point of view. The Conference should have a
“positive” focus, aiming at suggesting to the StagdCommittee of the Bern Convention practical
measures, options and/or strategies to be impleadatstop illegal killing, trapping and trade afds
in Contracting Parties.

Regarding the scope of the Conference, this wilcern “activities which are illegal under national
or regional law, and which are aimed at marketimdsp or deliberately killing or catching them aiv
thus not covering indirect or side effects (like &xample accidental bird poisoning due to theaise
pesticides). Such activities include: shootingfpiag in closed period, shooting/trapping in areétb w
shooting prohibition, shooting/trapping by unauthed persons, killing of protected species, use of
prohibited means, non-respect of bag limits, va@dmnpoisoning...”.

The Secretariat further informed that the Confeeewill have plenary sessions, devoted to
presentations of practical experience from botlonat authorities and nature conservation NGOs, as
well as three working groups which will analyse tégal, biological and cultural/educational aspects
of the phenomenon. The Conference will be openedhbyMinisters of Justice and of Interior of
Cyprus, and officials from Contracting Parties e Bern Convention, the European Commission,
other international multilateral environmental centions, Cyprus national authorities, nature
conservation NGOs, experts and other relevant std#ters will participate in this important event.

Contracting Parties have been invited to prephogtgeports on the situation in their country,
which will complement the information gathered e tEU in the frame of an overview of law
enforcement mechanisms.

The Secretariat noted that the Draft Agenda, disaseghe goals and objectives of the Conference
are very ambitious, and that this initiative raiseigh expectations and interest from many
stakeholders. However, the Secretariat highlighied the estimate budget allocated to this task has
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consequently increased if compared to what ingialjreed by the Standing Committee, while no
additional financial contribution has been proposgdther partners or beneficiaries.

Mr Biber thanked the Secretariat for the work iearout for the preparation of the Conference and
welcomed the involvement of FACE, noting that tenmitment of the hunters will be a valuable tool
for tackling the issue. He further asked if the féoence could end up with a Declaration or another
instrument to raise the political commitment tovgastbpping illegal killing of birds.

The Secretariat informed that a Declaration cacdmsidered among the possible outputs.

The Chair welcomed the Secretariat's efforts &ppre this and encouraged the Bureau members to
support this process.

3. INSTITUTIONAL MATTERS

3.1 The application of article 9.1 of the Conventio

The Secretariat recalled that the Standing Coremitit its 30 meeting, decided to report to 2011
meeting the discussion and possible adoption ofttfadt Revised Resolution No. 2 (1993) on the
scope of articles 8 and 9 of the Bern Conventian,view of ensuring the coherence of the
interpretation of Article 9 with other relevant ingnents at European level. It therefore asked the
European Commission to compare the proposed isttppn under the Bern Convention with the
interpretation and reporting requirements undesvaaht EU instruments, and to forward its findings t
the Bureau for analysis. In addition, the Commiteessked the Bureau to examine proposals for
improving the reporting system, including the pbgisy of using electronic reporting tools, similtr
those provided for Member States by the EuropedariJn

The Secretariat informed that the European Coniomiss still working on the assessment of the
comments received by its Member States on the isdueh will be co-ordinated through the WPIEI
process. The EU opinion should be therefore regdyetst June.

However, the Secretariat informed that it receigeedy of the U.K. comments on the issue and
that these express some concern on the directim&h seems to have been drawn between EU law
and the Bern Convention. The U.K. considers thigtaidvisable to retain a distinction between the E
Directives and the Bern Convention, especially widgards to the possibility of linking the
interpretation of the Bern Convention to the Eusop€ourt of Justice case law. The Secretariat noted
that this could be an opinion shared by other B&nvention Contracting Parties.

For what concerns the reporting tools, the Sedag¢tanformed the members of the Bureau that
the European Commission sent an official letteppsing to enlarge to the Bern Convention the use
of the EU derogation reporting system called Hakid€his reporting tool already fulfils the
requirements of Resolution No. 2 (1993) and moshefadditional information which was proposed
in the draft revised model form for biennial regdoy the Bern Convention Secretariat last December
can be derived from it; while the information ore tbonservation status of the derogated species (if
required) is reported by the EU Member States uAdicle 17 of the Habitats Directive. The letter
includes detailed information on the functioningtbE EU derogation reporting and Habides. In
addition, the European Commission suggests thatditional step towards streamlining the reporting
flows and optimizing resource allocation would beconsider EU-reportinde factocompliant with
the Bern Convention.

Moreover, the Secretariat raised the attentiothefBureau on the following issues which could
need to be carefully explored:

» The compatibility of the two reporting systems,tatarly with regards to the possibility, opened
under the Bern Convention, to address biodiveisiyes through administrative measures instead
of legislative ones;

» The compatibility of the lists of species and hatsit(and their different degree of protection)
under the two legal instruments;

» The interpretation of the conditions for derogasion
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» The reporting languages (Council of Europe offitéaiguages are English and French, while the
EU allows for reporting in the national languagevigmber States);

> The need for additional human and financial resegito handle the Habides tool;

» The possibility of accepting the EU reporting asaring the reporting of the Contracting parties
which are also EU Member States.

Mr Biber welcomed the co-ordination efforts by tiBern Convention and the European
Commission, as well as the proposals coming from BC. He stressed that the issue of the
harmonisation of reporting tools and tasks has Hemmdled for a long time, without finding a
satisfactory solution, because sometimes it is iatpe to proceed on a case-by-case basis. Hddhere
suggested to consider as much as possible thetirgpsubmitted by the EU as satisfactory, while
keeping the flexibility to the Secretariat to agskContracting Parties to provide additional infotiom if
needed (for instance when the species to be deghtisvnot included in the Directive, and more
generally when the reporting is not completely aeldpo the Bern Convention’s requirements).

Mr Ottosson recalled that article 9 is the “coagficle of the Bern Convention and that this should
be kept in mind while adopting any decision conicgyithis particular provision.

Decision The Bureau took note of the information providadthe Secretariat. It welcomed the ¢o-
ordination efforts to avoid putting an additionaporting burden on Contracting Parties. It asked th
Secretariat to forward to the Bureau members tladysis of the European Commission as soon ag it is
available, as well as to be alerted in case oftiaddil delays.

In addition, the Bureau asked the Secretariat épge a proposal including possible scenarios en th
ways forward to be discussed at next Bureau meeting

3.2 The Bern Convention and the Reform process atddincil of Europe

The Head of the Biodiversity Unit, Mr Fernandezli@®, updated the Bureau on the state of
progress of the Council of Europe political refofmJanuary 2011 the Secretary General of the Glounc
of Europe presented to the Committee of Ministeessecond phase of the reform proposing a series of
measures concerning the programme and budget oDtbenisation, including the outline of his
priorities (based on the three operational pilldusnan Rights, Rule of Law and Democracy), the kevie
of the intergovernmental structures, the move tbeanial programme and budget and the review of
conventions.

The objective of the second phase of the reforta ncentrate resources on priority programmes
by sun-setting activities with decreasing impacd aeducing the total number of operational
programmes (resulting in internal redeploymentathldinancial and human resources).

For what concerns more particularly the Convestiohe Task Force on Convention review set-up
internally by the Secretariat in 2010 providedratfanalysis of the relevance of the more thanQ68
conventions, considering that the Bern Conventlosukl be regarded as one of the “Key” Council of
Europe treaties. In 2011, the Secretary Genergloges the elaboration of a Comprehensive Report for
the attention of the Committee of Ministers offgri critical review of the relevance of the conieng;
the report should be prepared by the end of Seieii 1.

However, it can already be presumed that the Bemvention will have to face important cuts in
the Ordinary Budget as from the next budgetary ecy{@012-2013). In fact, most, if not all of the
international conventions related to biodiversityues have along a financial mechanism ensuring the
implementation. This does not apply to the Bernv@aotion, as at the Council of Europe the decisions
on the budget are taken by the Ministries of Fardiffairs in charge of identifying priority actiorfer
the whole organisation.

It seems that is now necessary to broaden theeafitiancial involvement of the Ministries of
Environment of Contracting Parties in order to eaghat the Bern Convention receives appropriate,
stable and predictable funding for its effectivepiementation. In view of the above, the Secretariat
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suggested that the issue of the adequate finantitige Bern Convention is brought to the attentbn
the Standing Committee, who should decide on wdlatto give to the Convention, on which priorities
and with which resources.

Mr Biber pointed out that the problem of the fingag is present even at national level, where the
budgetary allocations to the Ministry of Environrheme often the first to be reduced in periods of
financial crisis.

Ms Prokic considered that the Bern Convention khgo through the same or similar financing
system of other international biodiversity relatédnventions, where the contributions from Member
States are compulsory. She suggested that the BBurgites Contracting Parties to participate in the
financing process with a minimum amount expecteddsh Country, although still on a voluntary basis.

The Chair suggested holding a discussion on gdessilieria to propose to Contracting Parties a
voluntary indicative scale of contributions. Théda could be prepared using the scale of assessmen
adopted by UNEP as an indicative basis for Goventsneanaking clear that the contribution would
remain voluntary but should come from as many Gatitig Parties as possible. He concluded by
informing the Bureau that the Czech Republic hasn#ly forwarded it voluntary contribution to the
Secretariat.

Mr Biber stressed that contributions raised is thay should be allocated to the whole Programme
of Activities of the Bern Convention, without magiulistinctions between core and non-core actiyities
core and non-core expenses, operational or sdate¢apenses. The proposal was supported by Ms
Prokic.

Mr Ottésson recalled that on 28 April 2010, bethg Chair of the Bern Convention, he had a
meeting with Mr. Gérard Stoudmann, Special Reptatiga for Organisational Development and
Reform. Mr Ottésson stressed that the meeting lusitige outcomes as it confirmed that the Bern
Convention would remain the keystone treaty fotgution of biodiversity within the Council of Eurep
framework, while recognising the effectivenesst®hnonitoring mechanisms and its capacity to identi
innovative actions to respond to changing circuntsa in the field of nature protection.

Decision The Bureau took note of the information provitlgdhe Secretariat.

It instructed the Secretariat to prepare, for thgt Bureau meeting, a list of the necessary voiynta
contributions from all Bern Convention’s ContragtiParties, taking as a reference the Council of
Europe indicative scale for State contributiongh® Ordinary Budget. The document should include
information on the budgetary reform of the Coun€iEurope, as well as explain the reasons for a&mor
active involvement of the Ministries of Environméntthe financing of the Convention. A draft budget
estimate, identifying the financial needs of then@mtion for 2012-2013 should accompany the biénnia
Draft Programme of Activities.

o)

The Bureau will re-discuss the issue at its nexating, in view of approaching Contracting Partied
suggesting semi self-funding options to the Stapdiommittee.

4. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION: FILES

(Note a detailed description of each case-file up toethldecision of last Standing
Committee meeting is included in document T-PVS12D03 — Summary of Case files)

The Secretariat introduced this agenda item byrinifogy the Bureau that, following the decision
taken by the Standing Committee at its 28th me&ting4-27 November 2008, a “Register of case-files”
to number the old files and the new incoming orastieen put in place to provide quicker accedseto t
information related to them. The “Register of chles” is meant to be a living document, which viz#
regularly updated by the Secretariat. It is acbésghrough the Bern Convention’s main web-page
(www.coe.int/bernconvention
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4.1 Specific Sites - Files open
- Ukraine: Proposed navigable waterway in the Bystrve 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 wetland in Ukraine — and the whole Dandéléa dynamics.

At its 30" meeting the Standing Committee decided to keepc#se file open and agreed to
establish a Select Group of Experts to facilitatéodue on the issue. The Group should meet dfeer t
relevant Parties and the Chair of the Standing Citteenagreed on the terms of reference.

On 26 January 2011 the Chair of the Bern Convenfitamding Committee, Mr. Jan Plesnik,
addressed a letter to both Ukrainian and Romani#imoaties proposing the terms of reference (ToR)
for the Select Group of Experts. According to thee Group of Experts should “support the
Standing Committee and the Bureau in the followafiphe implementation of Recommendation No.
111 (2004), analysing the information received frBarties and observers and making proposals to
improve both the implementation of the recommermatnd the conservation of the Danube Delta
and its unique biological diversity”. The membepshiould include representatives of all concerned
parties, as well as officials of the main concerigdrnational Conventions and Agreements, and the
European Union. The reports of the meetings of @reup would be forwarded to the Bern
Convention Bureau and Standing Committee as welloaall members of the select group. For
technical matters the Secretariat would be supgokg independent experts appointed by the
Secretary General of the Council of Europe. Thst fireeting was scheduled in spring 2011.

On 17" February 2011 the Secretariat was informed by idiaa authorities that Ukraine is not
in a position to accept the proposed ToR as they rfdt correspond to the decision of thé"30
Standing Committee meeting, aimed at the creatibra &Select Group of Experts to facilitate
dialogue”. Ukrainian authorities proposed to prepamended ToR at the Secretariat request.

On 2T February 2011 Mr Plesnik addressed again botheBairiviting them to contact each
other in view of discussing some new terms of exfee acceptable to both Parties and communicate
them before 1st of April 2011.

On 28" February 2011 Romanian authorities addressed eéheefriat proposing an amendment
to the first paragraph of the ToR initially forwadiby the Chair to both Parties.

In March 2011 the Ukrainian authorities sent anated report on the state of progress of the
development projects concerning the Danube River.

The authorities inform that early 2011 Ukraine, Roima and Moldova started the implementation
of the project “Joint environmental monitoring, @ssment and exchange of information for integrated
management of the Danube Delta region”, under tispiaes of the International Commission for the
Protection of the Danube River (ICPDR) and UNECHisTs considered to be the first step towards
the Integrated Management Plan of the Danube aksaselo improve cross-border cooperation to
facilitate harmonization of monitoring systemshe area.

The report stresses that one of the main Ukraipraorities is its active involvement into the
process of preparation and further implementatibthe activities under the EU Strategy for the
Danube Region (EUSDR), which will provide new ogpaities for sustainable development while
addressing both environmental concerns and thefoeedonomic developments in the region.

On 16" March 2011 the Secretariat received by fax antatien from Minister Laszl6 Borbély
(Romania) to attend - on ®March 2011 - a meeting of the Joint Commissioatgighed under the
Agreement between the Ministries responsible fsirenment of Moldova, Romania and Ukraine for
the creation of a cross-border protected areaeoDidnube Delta and the lower River Prut. Due to an
extremely short notice, the Secretariat regrettédform its unavailability.

Finally, the European Commission informed that tlext meeting of the EU-Ukraine Sub-
Committee "Energy, Transport, Nuclear Safety andifeBnment" would take place on"24nd 2%
March in Brussels and that the implementation ¢drimational multilateral environment agreements
including the Aarhus Convention and the Espoo Cotier, particularly in relation to the Bystroe
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Channel, would be among the agenda items. The Cssioni additionally informed about the
preparation of a meeting between the EU and thaibilen authorities, to be held in April to discuss
further EU assistance to Ukraine on Espoo Conventio

Mr Megan deplored once more the lack of commurdcatiith the Ukrainian authorities, who
sent a report to the Secretariat without notifyintp the Romanian authorities. He further noteat th
PHASE Il of the project is unfortunately almost queted and that it has been carried-out
disregarding the recommendations of the Standingr@ittee. He concluded by stating that Romanian
authorities would appreciate if the Standing Corteritcould refuse to accept that the Channel was
built in compliance with the provisions of the B&onvention.

The Chair highlighted that the terms of refereriwd he proposed to the concerned Parties were
very neutral and aimed at improving dialogue inwi identifying a satisfactory solution for all.

Decision The Bureau decided to keep the case-file opensiitucted the Secretariat to: follow-up the

issue with both the EU and the Espoo Conventiontamt the Romanian authorities for receiving the
outcomes of the meeting of the Joint Commissiomaldished under the Agreement between |the
Ministries responsible for environment of Moldo¥®gmania and Ukraine for the creation of a crass-
border protected area of the Danube Delta andathier| Prut River; contact the Ukrainian authorities
for an updated and more precise report on eachgmwowf Recommendation No. 111 (2004).

- Cyprus: Akamas Peninsula

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

At its 30" meeting the Standing Committee decided to keeffilthepen, while asking Cyprus to
present a report for its next meeting, as wellasend to the Secretariat as soon as possible the
translation into English of the management plarLfomi and to fully implement its Recommendation
No. 63 (1997). The Committee asked the Secretariftllow-up the file in close co-operation with
the European Union.

In February 2011 the Secretariat received a shtidrlsent by Cyprus authorities informing that
the Management plan for the Limni area is only iandé in Greek.

In March 2011 the European Union informed that@oenmission is analysing the reply recently
submitted by Cyprus authorities in the frameworkhef complaint lodged for insufficient designation
and protection of the Akamas Peninsula under tharld2000 network.

Ms Prokic noted that it is essential that ContragtParties produce clear and complete reports
which allow for a meaningful analysis of the sitaatat stake.

Decision The Bureau took note of the lack of additiondbimation from Cyprus authorities. It
decided to keep the case-file open and asked ttretdgat to urge the Cyprus national authoritees t
translate the Management plan for the Limni ardee Bureau stressed the importance of getting|the
English version of this plan to be able to asskessituation. The Secretariat will continue liagsin
with the European Commission to get updated inftionaon the follow-up of the complaint lodge
for insufficient designation and protection of thkamas Peninsula.

o

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

This case concerns the building of the first wandfs in Bulgaria, at Balchik and Kaliakra, on the
Black Sea coast. The NGO is challenging the che#ien located on the Via Pontica which is one of
the main migratory routes in Europe especiallystmaring birds.
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At its 30" meeting, the Standing Committee decided to keepctise-file open and continue to
follow it up in close co-operation with the Europe€ommission, taking into account the three
ongoing infringement procedures.

The Secretariat has not approached yet Bulgaridnosties in 2011.

In March 2011 the European Commission confirmed th@ new authorisation for further
developments has been issued for Kaliakra. In idlithe Commission received updated information
by both Bulgarian Government and the NGO in Jan@afyl but this is still being assessed. DG ENV
will meet Bulgarian authorities at the beginningAgril, in Sofia, and will take the opportunity to
further discuss the Kaliakra case.

Decision The Bureau decided to keep the case-file opemdar to be vigilant on the development|of
other windfarms in the region. It instructed ther@eariat to continue to follow the file in cooptoa
with the EU and AEWA, as well as to keep the Buregdarmed about the outputs of the meet|ng
between the EU and Bulgarian authorities.

- 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 thevaliof the Common Hamster.

At the 2010 Standing Committee meeting, in lightred small size of the hamster population, as
well as of the current management, the Committegddd to keep the case file open and continue to
follow it up in close co-operation with the Europgaommission.

On 20 January 2011 the conclusions of the EU AdeoGeneral on the case pending before the
European Court of Justice concerning France angnbiection of the Common Hamster were made
public (the hearing took place in October 2010)e Tdpinion recognises that agro-environmental
measures were put in place in 2008, to protecspeeies, while pointing out that these measures are
insufficient. The Advocate General considers thajricaltural practices and inappropriate
development of road infrastructures threaten th@téiaof the species. According to the opinionsthi
leads France to the violation of article 12, paapbr 1d of the Habitat Directive concerning the
conservation of the natural habitats as well asilof fauna mainly because:

» The agro-environmental measures taken in favotlmefCommon Hamster only target 60% of the
area populated by this species and were not apigizones other than those of priority action;

» The measures undertaken are insufficient for gngrttie long-term survival of the species, and

» The coherent and coordinated measures undertakéhef@reventive protection of the Common
Hamster against the deterioration of its habitatstitl incomplete.

The Advocate concludes that France has failed i@ fts obligation to strictly protect the
Common Hamster under the Habitats Directive andests that the country is fined by the Court. The
judgment has not been issued yet.

In March 2011 the French authorities reported amnithplementation of the Action Plan for the
Common Hamster (2007-2011), mostly confirming timeasures mentioned in previous reports are
continuing being performed. The report informs lo@ onitoring of the populations as well as on the
reinforcement of wild populations through the apgtion of the new protocol tested in 2010 to a
larger number of individuals. The authorities aiddidlly inform that the installation of electricrfees
around the parcels of land where hamsters aresedesas so far successful.

With regards to the effects of involving the farmethe report stresses that the objective of 22%
of favourable cultures is now largely achievedhie Northern ZAP and almost reached in Southern
ZAP (772 hectares of favourable crops out of d twitd,451 ha).
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Regarding the road infrastructures, the last seatiothe expressway d?iémont des Vosges
now operational, while for the project of the Shasrg Western ring road 200 hectares of favourable
crops are foreseen as compensatory measures.

Finally, the report mentions that the exchangesh wBerman and Dutch partners will be
intensified.

Decision The Bureau took note of the information provided decided to keep the case-file open. It
asked the Secretariat to liaise with the EuropeaiofJand to inform the Bureau members once|the
decision on the case pending before the ECJ is malole.

- ltaly: 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 orm taise.

At its 30" meeting, noting that the decree concerning thaibgrof the trade and keeping of the
American Grey Squirrel had not been approved yet,Standing Committee decided to keep the file
open and asked Italy to inform the Committee ardBhreau of progress made in the implementation
of the LIFE+ Project and the adoption of approgriagislative tools.

In March 2011 Italian authorities communicated lte Secretariat that no new information is
available to date; however, they promised to prevedproper update for next Bureau meeting in
September.

Decision The Bureau decided to keep the case-file openaskdd the Secretariat to approach |the
Italian authorities to make sure that a progrepsnds provided on time for a meaningful discussio
at the next Bureau meeting, and that it includderination on both the progress made for the
adoption of the decree and the implementation®Life+ Project.

4.2 Possible files
- France: Protection of the European Green ToadRufo viridis) in Alsace

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

At its 30" meeting the Standing Committee decided to keeffilthas a possible case-file as the
procedure for drawing up the National Action Pleadmot been completed. It asked the French
authorities to report at the next Bureau meeting.

In March 2011 the French authorities informed ttet continuous replacement of persons in
charge of the drafting of the National Action Plaithin BIOTOPE (the Agency which won the call
for tenders for the elaboration of the Plan) hasilted in an additional delay for the finalisatmirthe
document. Indeed, it very recently came to lighattBIOTOPE failed to consult many important
stakeholders, and that the comments from someosttivho were consulted had not been reflected in
the document.

As a result, the DREAL Lorraine held a meeting vittle BIOTOPE Directorate and urged the
agency to finalise the Action Plan by early sum@@t1. A meeting for the scientific assessment of
the Draft Plan was scheduled in March 2011. The pleould be submitted to the National Council of
the Protection of Nature by the autumn 2011.
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In the meantime the European Commission has reg@vgetition against the motorway bypass
around Strasbourg, which would impact the GreendTpapulation a species which is strictly
protected under the Habitats Directive. The Comimisis assessing the case.

Decision The Bureau took note of the report provided lgyFnench authorities and decided to keep the
case-file open. It instructed the Secretariat tatinae to follow-up this case and to request thenén
national authorities to send the Action Plan (idiig information and data on its future implemeotat
on time to be assessed by the Bureau membersrathmeeting in September 2011.

In addition, the Bureau asked the Secretariatmtirage liaising with the European Union on the éssu

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

In December 2007 the Secretariat received infoondtiom the Chair of the Bern Convention’s
Group of Experts on Amphibians and Reptiles coriogrthe threat presented by a residential housing
project in Hassel6sund Vaster, Smogen, to the aorthost population of the Natterjack To&difo
calamitg, a species listed in Appendix Il to the Bern Gamtion.

The decision regarding the plan for the resideftfalsing project had been appealed in 2008 to
the County Administrative Board of Vastra Gdétalaadd in 2009 to the Swedish Government. Since
then, the Swedish Environmental Protection Agenggits the decision of the Swedish Government
on this issue.

At the 2010 Standing Committee meeting the delegh&wveden confirmed that there would not
be a decision in 2010, although he stressed tleapldn had not been implemented and no other
developments had taken place so far.

The Committee decided to keep the complaint as sailple file, and asked the delegation of
Sweden to inform the Secretariat as soon as thiside®n the appeal will be available. It agreed to
review the possible case-file at the next Stan@iagmittee meeting.

The Secretariat has no new information to date.

Decision The Bureau took note of the lack of new inforrmatand decided to keep the complaint as a
possible file until its next meeting. It instructéee Secretariat to contact Swedish authoritientb
out the current situation concerning the outstapdegal case, and namely: to request a report
informing on the reasons behind such a long delajelivering the decision on the appeal; to infarm

on the approximate timeframe for its delivery; tdorm on the measures undertaken to face| the
situation in the meantime. The Bureau will takeegision on the follow-up to this complaint at jts

next meeting.

—*

4.3 Complaints in stand-by

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

A complaint was received in 2009 from the “Espaeesdlidarité et de Coopération de I'Oriental”
(ESCO), based in Oujda, Morocco concerning the lblaya site, a “zone of biological and ecological
interest” (SIBE, in the French acronym), as wellaaRamsar site (since 2005). The organisation
reported on the mega-project “New tourist site aid&”, part of the country’s ‘Blue plan’ for the
strategic development of the tourism industry.

At its 30" meeting the Standing Committee instructed the &wr® analyse the report of the
consultative visit organised from 12 to 16 OctoB@t0 in the framework of the Ramsar Convention
and take appropriate decision on this issue.
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The report of the Ramsar consultative visit walsdanade public in February 2011; however, due
to the political crisis in the region the Ramsacr8&riat is not yet in a position to disseminatesithe
report is still waiting for the validation by thational competent authorities.

Decision The Bureau took note of the information provideyl the Secretariat. It instructed the
Secretariat to liaise with the Ramsar Conventiod asked for an updated report on the situation
within next month.

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

In April 2010, the international non-governmentaganization “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 (commemmals and touristic infrastructures) in Dniester
River Delta, which would affect several protectpdaes and habitats under the Bern Convention.

The complaint was discussed at the last Bureauimgeletld in September 2010. On that occasion,
noting the lack of response from Ukrainian autlesithe Bureau decided to re-consider the case as a
complaint in stand-by at the first Bureau meetm@011. It asked the Secretariat to contact Ukaaini
authorities for further information.

In February 2011 the Ministry of Environmental Raton of Ukraine sent a report on the
ecological situation of theTendrivskaBay”, “YagorlytskaBay” and “Northern part of thBniester
Liman’ Ramsar sites. The report informs on the actisitiarried out by the administration of the
Black Sea Biosphere Reserve to protéendrivskaand Yagorlytskabays, namely through regular
inspection raids by the gamekeepers as well asfigpactions to protect water birds while breeding
the wetlands. The report also informs about thekvadrthe scientific staff of the Biosphere Reserve,
in charge of several targeted studies as well daseoinventory of flora and fauna, and of rare gmec
of the regions.

The authorities stresses that the natural resoufc®e Reserve are not commercially exploited.
However, the guards of the Park discovered thegdll catching of shrimps occurs in the territory of
the Yagorlytska bay Ramsar site. The State Ecahbditspectorate of the North-West Black Sea
Region has been informed and asked to take appte@ctions. However, the report does not provide
information on measures foreseen or already undanrtin this respect.

Regarding the Lower Dniester National Nature Pod report informs that the area maintains high
levels of biodiversity; the exploitation of its matl resources is regulated by law; hunting is
prohibited in the national park. Permits for theveating of reeds, eco-tourism and other activities
issued according to scientifically based limits ethare fixed annually by the authorities.

Finally the report informs that two developmentjpcts are currently ongoing within the wetland
on the banks of the Dniester River, following thpprval of the competent authorities given on the
basis of appropriate documentation. One of thesggqts is run by a private enterprise called “First
Dniester Fish Plant” devoted to fishery activitigsccording to the report, the State Ecological
Inspectorate in the Odessa Oblast/region recentigd violation of environmental laws by the private
enterprise while verifying compliance with envirogntal legislation. It appeared that the area of
construction is polluted by waste, and that envitental measures required by the project are not
being implemented; from the report it is not cléahe damage amounts to 3,264.02 UAH or if the
company has been fined 3,264.02 UAH (which corredpto approximately 300 Euros). The
Secretariat has requested a clarification whichnwasirrived to date.

In March 2011 the Ramsar Secretariat informed a@hagquest for update concerning the situation
in the three Ramsar sites was sent ochQdtober 2010 but that this has not received aasfidation
since. The Ramsar Convention Standing Committedingees scheduled for May 2011 and written
National reports should be submitted by Septembgt 2
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Decision Noting that some of the issues related to thrapaint still need to be clarified, the Burepu
decided to keep the complaint as a complaint indstey. The Bureau instructed the Secretariagt to
write to Ukrainian authorities for an updated pexg report including: additional information on the
violation of the environmental law by the privatempany in charge of the development projects in
the area, as well as a clarification on the natfithe damages, the measures taken by the competent
authorities to mitigate their impacts and the sanstenvisaged; any useful information on preventiv
measures in place to protect the area and itsatalfibm other possible threats.

The Bureau will take a decision on the follow-upthits complaint at its next meeting in Septemper
2011.

4.4 Complaints received by the Secretariat (since thest Bureau meeting)
- France: culling of badgers in Cote d’Or

In October 2010, the Secretariat received a comipfedsm a French citizen regarding a possible
breach of the Bern Convention related to the aglh BadgersNleles melgsin Cote d’Or(Eastern
France, in the Burgundy region), a species whidls fander Annex IIl of the Convention. The
complainant is concerned about the entry info forc\pril 2010, of two prefectural ordinances (the
complaint refers in fact to two decrees) allowihg tapture and, with some limits, the cull of badge
as measures to tackle bovine TB. The ordinanceséera reward of 10 Euros per captured animal.

The complainant states that 2,000 badgers hadkikeshin June 2010. @ly 25% of these had been
analysed, with only 0.6% found to be affected by TB

According to the documents submitted by the complati, in July 2010 the State Secretary for
Ecology questioned the application of the decresk addressed a letter to the Prefecture stating that
the measures undertaken to deal with the situatipeared to be extreme.

On 10 January 2011he Secretariat received a copy of a letter seth®yNGO AVES Association
de Protection des Espéces Menagéeshe Prefect o€6te d’Ordenouncing the renewal of the ordinances
for 2011, as ir2010 almost 3,000 badgers had been culled or tdaippe wholeDépartment

In March 2011, the French authorities sent a repetdiling the measures undertaken to halt the
increase of bovine TB which had potentially serimamsequences on both public health and the
agricultural economic sector.

The authorities note that tl&dte d’Oris an area particularly vulnerable to bovine TB2007-
2008, disease prevention campaigns revealed agaiperof the infection in bovine breeding, with 11
cases registered in 2007 and 18 cases in 2008.

Following the findings of an expert mission carr@a in July 2009, the Ministry of Agriculture
began systematically monitoring all bovines of oweelve months of age in Céte d’Or. As a result,
around 250 farms had to suspend their activities %% bovines were slaughtered with an incidence
of the disease representing 3% in the cattle paipalarhe contamination of wildlife was also proyen
particularly with regard to Badger, Red De€e(fvus elaphysand Wild Boar $us scrofa

In this context, the veterinary department of thieisry of Agriculture, Food, Fishing, Rural and
Spatial Planning (MAAPRAT) elaborated specific riskanagement measures, including the
monitoring of Bovine TB in wild fauna. These measiwere implemented in the framework of the
general action plan against bovine TB @dte d’'Or and included the trapping of badgers for
monitoring purposes, as well as their culling ir threas where the cattle population was most
severely affected by the disease.

The authorities highlight that the trapping of baxdgtook place over a short period, between the
end of March 2010 and the beginning of July 20&@(adth disease-affected and non-affected areas in
order to assess the geographical distribution ofingo TB within the wholeDépartement The
monitoring should have initially concerned a minmmof 400 badgers (200 in the contaminated area
and 200 in the non-contaminated one). Howeverhagrapping proved to be geographically biased,
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the authorities in charge were obliged to incre¢hsenumber of operations to include 1,471 badgers
trapped in the contaminated area and 1,679 indfeeone.

Analysis was carried out on 300 badgers from thetarninated area (revealing a relatively
significant percentage - 6% - of infected animalsyl on 253 badgers from the safe zone, confirming
the absence of infection there. These results aecplarly relevant for the future developmentaof
appropriate action plan to fight against bovineifiB sustainable way.

The campaign to be implemented in 2011 will seovedmplete the information collected to date
on developments in the sanitary situation in @fe d’Or Départemeniand will be limited to the
monitoring of 300 badgers from the contaminated ared 300 badgers from a buffer zone in the non-
contaminated area, to ensure that the diseasendbespread. The trapping of badgers will start in
March 2011.

Furthermore, the authorities advise that they hageiested the opinion of the National Agency
for Sanitary Security of Food, Work and EnvironmgiNSES) on possible management measures to
face the risks of contamination of the cattle papah by wild fauna. The opinion is expected by
April 2011. Finally, the National Office for Hungnand Wild Fauna is carrying out a project aimed at
analysing the interactions between wild and dorodatina. The authorities advise that they will take
the findings of this project into consideratiortlie implementation of mid-term strategies.

The Bureau noticed that the situation presentedasities with the previous cases related to the
culling of badgers in the U.K. and Ireland. The &ur stressed that the badger is a species protected
under Appendix Il of the Bern Convention, and thl@bntracting Parties are allowed to make
derogations to the provisions of the Conventionaurgtrtain circumstances. Exceptions can be made,
for instance, to prevent serious damage to crogsstbck, forests, fisheries, water and other fooins
property, provided that the measures undertakeh mat be detrimental to the survival of the
population concerned. Still, the Bureau would gelheradvise to Contracting Parties the choice of
vaccination, wherever possible, to prevent theirgglbf badgers; in this particular case, the Bureau
notes that the incidence of the bovine TBC in thdder population is very low and it deplores that
only a low percent of the badgers captured or duileve been analysed.

Decision The Bureau took note of the information providgcthe Secretariat and thanked the French
authorities for their report.

Taking into account the problems encountered byatitborities during the trapping process cartied
out in spring 2010, as well as their commitmeniirtot next monitoring to a short period of time apd
to 300 badgers from the contaminated area and Z@@dos from a buffer zone in the nan-

contaminated area, the Bureau asked the Secretmnatte to French authorities to recall the Bern

Convention aims, provisions and obligations anthédke sure that these are taken into account during
the campaign to be implemented this year. Frenthoaties will be invited to submit an updated
report for next Bureau meeting.

- Greece: threats to marine turtles in Thines Kiparssias

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

The complainant refers to the obligations for tli€acting Parties mentioned in articles 4 and 6
of the Bern Convention, and highlights tlaaretta carettais also protected by other international
multilateral environmental agreements, among wkittS, CITES and the Barcelona Convention for
the protection of the Mediterranean Sea againstifmt, and the EU Habitats Directive.
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At the second Bureau meeting in 2010, the Secattafiormed the Bureau that a letter requesting
further information had been addressed to Greehoaities on 7 September 2010. The Bureau took
note of the information provided; due to the vdmgrs notice given to the Greek authorities to pdevi
a reply, the Bureau decided to re-consider the taintpat its next meeting.

In March 2011 the Greek authorities forwarded te Secretariat the response sent off' 22
December 2010 by letter to the European Commidsiwalation to the protection of priority species
in the Natura GR 2550005 site.

The response states that a law concerning biodiye@nservation has recently been approved by
the Greek Parliament to ensure a more effectiveeption regime for the priority species in all Natu
2000 sites. The law will enter into force as sosiit & published in the Government's official Gaee
(probably at the end of March 2011). In additionthat, the Ministry of Environment is drafting a
Joint Ministerial Decision, based on a specific ismvnental study of 2002, which will regulate all
activities within the GR 2550005 Natura 2000 sigpboviding a specific legal protection regime. The
Joint Ministerial Decision will allow the handlingf conservation problems in an integrated way for
the wholeThines Kyparissiadlatura 2000 site.

Among the measures taken, national authorities fiawearded to local authorities the specific
environmental study mentioned above, along withresiBlential Draft Decree which includes a
Management Plan for the Area, with the requesakihyg these into account to enforce the necessary
environmental protection measures. The responsdiaddly informs that a recently adopted
Ministerial Decision requires the official approwaithe Ministry of the Environment for any license
of exploitation of the sandy seashore sites isfiyethe local authorities. However, the respongibili
concerning the compliance with obligations relatedhe exploitation itself lies down to the local
authorities and the State Property Service. As ¢em@ntary information, the national authorities
confirmed to the Secretariat that the State Prgetvice of the Prefecture bfessiniahas recently
issued “demolition protocols” for all the constnoacis illegally built in the area. These protocofe a
being executed by the responsible authoritieseP®loponnesus Region.

Decision The Bureau thanked Greek authorities for thermédion provided. It decided to review
this complaint at its next meeting, after the bregdeason. The Bureau instructed the Secretariat t
contact both the national authorities and the NGQupdated reports.

- United Kingdom: increase in turtle mortality in Epi skopi and Akrotiri areas

On 16th August 2010 the Secretariat of the Bern vEntion received a complaint from
MEDASSET (The Mediterranean Association to SaveSba Turtles) and Terra Cypria reporting an
important increase in sea turtle mortality ratestfpularly significant foicChelonia mydasndCaretta
carettg in Episkopi area, which is an area under the robrdf the British Sovereign Base Area
Administration (SBAA) and nearby Akrotiri. The Gre@urtle Chelonia mydasand the Loggerhead
Turtle (Caretta carettd are both threatened species protected undereghe®onvention.

MEDASSET submitted the complaint to react to a waynthey received from Episkopi
Turtlewatch (ETW), an NGO working closely with (AT\WAkrotiri Turtlewatch. The complaint
reports that an increase in sea turtle mortality Iieen observed 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 marine turtle nesting lleeésewhere.

The complainant refers to the obligations for tlmniCacting Parties mentioned in articles 4 and 6
of the Bern Convention, and highlights ti@telonia mydasndCaretta carettaare also protected by
other international multilateral environmental agreents, including CMS, CITES and the Barcelona
Convention for the protection of the Mediterran&sa against pollution.
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At the second Bureau meeting in 2010, the Secattafiormed the Bureau that a letter requesting
further information had been addressed to the aitit®of the United Kingdom, with copy to Cyprus
authorities, on 7 September. The Bureau took nbtheoinformation provided; due to the very short
notice given to the U.K. authorities to providesgly, the Bureau decided to re-consider the complai
at its next meeting.

In February 2011 the U.K. authorities sent a coftm@nsive report informing on the death of turtles
as well as on the enforcement of legislation, andneasures taken to address the issue. The report
questioned some of the data submitted by the NG@;hnit considered to be inaccurate. For instance,
the Government states that the current SBAA Fiskedirdinance and Regulations were not amended
after 2007 and that the 5 metre limit for castimgsnhas been in place since 2005, a period during
which Turtlewatch reported very few deaths. In &ddj these regulations mirror the equivalent @f th
Republic of Cyprus Fisheries Regulations. U.K. atitles also challenge the supposed danger of
localised extinction of the Loggerhead populatidmicli, according to them, is not based on scientific
grounds.

The Government informs that the main cause of dapffears to be incidental entanglement in
fishing nets but it argues that the conflict betwéishing and marine turtles is general and ndaisol
within Episkopi Bay and that occurs across the whafl the Mediterranean. The report provides an
overview of the measures taken to address the,issneng which regular coastal land and marine
patrols for the enforcement of the Fisheries Omtligaand the Protection and Management of Nature
and Wildlife Ordinance by the Customs, the SBA &wland Marine Units; the pursue of Foreshore
offences through written or verbal cautions andniveys; individual liaison meetings between the
Custom Officers and professional fishermen; tubibat and/or diving/snorkelling surveys to gather
more specific information on turtles and their abiassociation; the distribution to fishermen of
education leaflets on turtles, co-operation with Bepublic of Cyprus Department of Fisheries and
Marine Research.

In conclusion, the report considers that the trendartle mortality cannot be established with the
accuracy needed as previous searching effort cdmabnfirmed. In addition, general information
seems to suggest that there have been many maitenggyof marine turtles in Cyprus during the last
few years in comparison with the past and thats#lection of both Akrotiri and Episkopi as nesting
sites can be seen to be increasing. The reportustescthat the proposed change of fishing depti fro
5 to 10 metres does not, preliminarily, seem tabeffective measure to address the issue, although
this needs further investigation, and it suggdsas appropriate actions should be eventually agreed
with the appropriate authorities of the Republi€Cyprus.

The NGO report sent in February 2011 informs tdating a meeting held on 3Danuary, the
British Bases reassured Terra Cypria that theetwkvey will continue and be completed by the end
of March 2011. Once the survey finalised, a meetiily be organized between the British Bases,
MEDASSET, Terra Cypria, Episkopi Turtle Watch ahé Republic of Cyprus to discuss its findings
as well as possible solutions. Terra Cypria infothag since the complaint was submitted, seven more
turtles were found dead in the area: three adglydrheads, one sub-adult and three juvenile green
turtles. The NGO asks the Bureau to keep the @ituan the 2011 agenda.

Decision The Bureau thanked both the U.K. authorities ted\NGO for the information provided, as
well as for the constructive attitude aimed at iowimg dialogue to find shared solutions. The Burgau
instructed the Secretariat to continue monitorihgs tcomplaint, namely by requesting updated
progress reports for next Bureau meeting. More i&aly, the Bureau asked to be informed on|the
outputs of the further meetings between the comekstakeholders.

- Norway: management of carnivores

On 3% March 2011 the Bern Convention Secretariat receaecomplaint from WWF Norway
concerning the Norwegian management of the Gre¥f WE&anis lupu¥ and Brown Bearlrsus
arctog as the population targets are extremely low, idlegal hunting and culling of individuals are
quite frequent.
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In fact, the wolf population is regulated by cujjiof a quota if the population is above the
politically set target or if individuals are outsithe politically designated management zone. @&ulli
is also permitted to limit loss of sheep livestocldomestic reindeer.

The current wolf population target (both a maximama a minimum) for Norway has been set at 3
litters of cubs to be born each year within a defimanagement area for breeding wolves. This was
reached for the first time in 2010, 6 years aftteradoption of the target.

The current bear population target has been sk htters to be born each year, distributed across
five unconnected administrative areas. During regsryars, between 3 and 6 litters have been
registered or estimated to have been born in Nanfaybehind the politically agreed population
target.

The complainant stresses that the management goliare very much based on political
agreements within the parliamentary majority arat the on-going process to review the population
targets for both wolf and bear will probably endhnéven lower targets than the current ones.

WWEF additionally regret that there is no officigiraement on a joint management approach with
Sweden, neither for grey wolves nor for brown bgatsle many individuals have their home range in
both countries and several international panelsxperts already underlined the need for a large and
interconnected population to maintain genetic Vighdf the species.

The complainant requests the mediation of the Bemvention (statement or opinion) to remind to
national authorities the obligations related to @envention before a decision on new population
targets is taken (summer 2011).

The Bureau was worried to learn that the Grey WaH a “critically threatened” status in the 2010
Norwegian Red List of Threatened Species, which e sign that this population is at a certain
risk and that more ambitious targets are probalelgded. Similar concern was expressed for the
Brown Bear.

Decision The Bureau took note of the information providgdthe complainant and of the deadline
for adopting new targets for the management optipulations of both large carnivores in Norway.

The Bureau instructed the Secretariat to write tywégian authorities recalling the provisions|of
article 2 of the Bern Convention and encouragirggNlorwegian government to take into account|the
objectives of the Conventions while setting popatatargets for large carnivores.

- France: threat to Riella helicophyllain the Department of the Bouches-du-Rhéne

On 17" March 2011 the Secretariat of the Bern Conventémeived a complaint from the NGOs
NACICCA, Les Amis des Marais du Vigueir@MDV) and theCollectif Santé Environnement de
Port Saint Louis(CCSE) concerning the building of an inland watgywas well as logistic and
industrial infrastructures in thieort Saint Louis du Rhénaunicipality, which would pose a threat to
some species protected under the Bern Conventiamgly the Greater Flaming®hoenicopterus
roseus, Tawny Pipit Anthus campestrisSpectacled WarbleSylvia conspicillata,Eurasian Stone-
curlewBurhinus oedicnemus, Bufo calamisestern Spadefoot Tod&klobates cultripesSchreiber’s
Bat Miniopterus schreiberji Among these, the NGOs are particularly concerioedhe long-term
survival of the Freshwater LiverworRiella helicophylla) an endemic plant species listed in
Appendix | to the Bern Convention which does natdfé of any specific protection status in French
legislation. The species is also protected undareinl to the Habitats Directive, it is listed ihet
European Red Book of Bryophytes and it occurs asgmt in only four European Union Member
States where it is a rare species. Part of the wahesie the project should be implementadojens
salins du Cabanis a SPA under the Birds Directive and is locaitedhe transition zone of the
Camargue Biosphere Reserve.
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The complainants fear the extinction of Riella helicophyllan France and denounce:

» A possible breach of article 5 of the Bern Conwamtiegarding th&®iella helicophyllaas France
would have failed to the obligation of taking thepeopriate legislative measures to ensure its
strict protection. In fact, the species does ngeap in the French ministerial decree of 20 January
1982 which lists the plant species to be protecedthe national territory. Its presence has
however been confirmed in France since 1968ddit@n, the area chosen for the development
of the inland waterway is also known for hosting af the largest populations Bfifo calamita
in France which, according to the complainants, ldialso be severely threatened,;

» A possible breach of article 4 of the Bern Convantwith regards to the obligation of taking
appropriate legislative measures to ensure theeceaison of the habitats of the wild flora
species, especially those specified in Appendicasd Il to the Convention. The development
project could in fact initiate the destruction &06hectares of coastal lagoons and Mediterranean
salted steppes.

The complainants stress that the public authoritghiarge of the development projects in object
(the Grand Port Maritime de Marseiljehas not looked for an alternative solution whiebuld have
allowed for derogation under article 9 of the Cantian.

The complaint includes the following support docuatse

v' Aletter sent on October 2010 to the Ministry oblegy requesting that the old saline@dbanis
proposed as a Site of Community Importance (pS€lpé¢ declared as a Special Area of
Conservation (SAC) under the Habitats Directiva] tirat theRiella helicophyllais integrated in
the national list of protected species, in comm@awith art. 5 of the Bern Convention;

v" An opinion by the National Museum of Natural Histdtaris confirming the need to ensure the
protection of both the site as a SAC and the camtkspecies;

v Some extracts of the development project plannettidégrand Port Maritimede Marseille.

It should be noted that the development projech iprinciple meant to diminish road traffic in
order reduce gas emissions.

Decision: The Bureau took note of the information providedtbg complainant, as well as of the
particular biological interest of the species coned. However, noting that the Secretariat wasmot
a position to notify the complaint to French auities before the Bureau meeting, the Bureau decjded
to re-consider the situation at its next meetin§éptember 2011.

Therefore the Bureau asked the Secretariat to coRtanch authorities to request their reply.

5. FOLLOW -UP OF PREVIOUS RECOMMENDATIONS

- Recommendation No. 110 (2004) on minimising adverseffects of above-ground
electricity transmission facilities (power lines) a birds: Analysis of the NGO report

The Secretariat recalled the debate of last Stgn@mmmittee meeting, where the Committee
reiterated the need to develop and implement, ofaree, as appropriate the work aimed at
improving technical standards, and to adopt mitigaimeasures and encouraged the dissemination of
technical and ornithological research related tal lsafety. The Committee asked the Bureau to
analyse the recommendations included in the updd@®® report, particularly with regards to the
proposal of introducing a temporarily reportinguggment on a 2-years follow-up basis on progress
made towards the effective implementation of Recenuation 110 (2004).

The Secretariat summarised the main issues idahtifiy the NGO report, namely the need to
expedite work in Western and Central Europe; trezlirie avoid new legacy of dangerous power poles
in Eastern Europe, as well as to raise awarenesdeatrocution of birds in Western and Northern
Europe. According to the NGO, the implementationsafe power poles is generally too slow;
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although there has been sufficient research an@rexme on the issue, these still need to be
consolidated and spread around. The Secretariatuned by recalling that some Contracting Parties
expressed concern on the proposal of introducinadalitional reporting requirement.

Mr Biber noted that the issue is going to be dedih also by other international multilateral
environmental conventions in 2011 and that it woblkl advisable to have their opinions and
contributions to avoid duplicating efforts.

Decision The Bureau noted that the issue of electrocudfdnirds also concerns the AEWA, the Bonn

Convention, and the EU. Yet, the Bureau instru¢ktedd Secretariat to transmit the reports submitted
under the Bern Convention to other concerned ratdtial agreements and organisations including
intergovernmental ones in order to get their opisiand avoid duplication. The replies should be the

forwarded to the NGO and eventually integratechim teport. The findings will be discussed at next
Bureau meeting.

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

- Recommendation No. 151 (2010) of the Standing Comiteie, adopted on 9 December
2010, on protection of the Hermann tortoise (Testud hermanni) in the Massif des
Maures and Plaine des Maures localities (Var) in Fance

The Secretariat recalled that the Standing Comentexided to review Recommendation No. 144
(2009) and Recommendation No. 151 (2010) at neaddtg Committee meeting. The Secretariat
will approach the concerned authorities for an tgdl@rogress report in due time.

The Chair reminded the Bureau members about tleenmtional conference, to be organised by
the Norwegian authorities on 2-5 May 2011 in Trogidh (Norway), and which will discuss wind
energy and wildlife impacts. He recalled that tmelihgs of this Conference will certainly be taken
into account when dealing with the follow-up of Retnendation No. 144 (2009).

- Recommendation No. 120 (2006) on the European Stegly for the Conservation of
Invertebrates

- Recommendation No. 132 (2007) on the conservatiohfangi in Europe

- Recommendation No. 136 (2008) on improving the camwation of the Common
hamster (Cricetus cricetus) in Europe

The Secretariat reminded that a number of recomatems are proposed to the Bureau for
follow-up every year. These are chosen among tbhemeendations whose implementation is not
regularly monitored by a Group of Experts and whtogdc is particularly relevant with regards to the
PoA of the Bern Convention.

Mr. Ottésson welcomed the suggestion to monitorirtipdementation of the Recommendations on
the European Strategy for the Conservation of tebeates and noted that the Group should be invited
to hold a meeting soon. He recalled that the Bemmvention is the only biodiversity related treatyieh
has a Group of Experts on Invertebrates. Mr Bibgpsrted this proposal.

Ms Prokic noted that some disparities in the waysenting the information in the country
reports on various topics covered by the Bern Cotioe make it difficult for the Bureau members,
and more generally for Contracting Parties, to ss#ee information provided.

The Chair suggested recalling to Parties the inapog of the reporting exercise which is meant
to provide a constructive feedback on the apphbicatf the Convention. He asked the Secretariat to
prepare, for each reporting exercise, a table ef @ontracting Parties who contributed to it. He
furthermore asked the Bureau members to re-distigsepportunity of a meeting of the Group of
Experts on Invertebrates at next Bureau meetinligh of the Draft biennial PoA and budget.
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6. STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION

6.1 CoE Parliamentary Assembly report: “Need to assss progress in implementation
of the Bern Convention”

The Secretariat informed that last January the renment Committee of the Council of Europe
Parliamentary Assembly (PACE) should have presetueitie Plenary a report, as well as a Draft
Recommendation and a Draft Resolution on “The nee$sess progress in the implementation of the
Bern Convention”. However, the item has been pastdao the PACE Spring session (11-15 April
2011; discussion scheduled to take place on 13| Ap4:00 p.m.). The Secretariat will inform the
Bureau members on the possible adoption of theioresd documents.

6.2 Implementation of the CoP-10 decisions: settingrgets for the Bern Convention

The Secretariat recalled that, at it§“3ﬁeeting, the Standing Committee instructed theeBuito
examine carefully the CBD Strategic Plan for thestg010 period in view of possibly setting
European Targets for 2020 regarding some issuspetfial concern for the Convention. The Bureau
is invited to propose activities that may help iempent the CBD in the territory of the Convention,
thus contributing to play a regional role in itgplementation of CBD.

The Bureau discussed the issue and agreed thairdier not to put additional burden on
Contracting Parties, the regional targets for teenBConvention have to be drawn taking into account
the work and contribution by other instruments.d&dination with the EU for updated information on
the EU 2020 Biodiversity Strategy, to be adopteddBrMay 2011, is needed. The Secretariat will
follow-up the work for updating SEBI indicators, iwh could be used also in the framework of the
Bern Convention. The Chair will send his own vidawshe Secretariat within a month.

Decision The Bureau instructed the Secretariat to anabgadh of the Aichi targets and sub-targets
and to identify those to which the Bern Conventa@m contribute. The Group of Experts will be

associated to this exercise. The Bureau will discagain this issue and submit proposals to| the
Standing Committee.

6.3 Structure of the Standing Committee meeting

The Secretariat reminded that the Standing Coreeniiisked the Bureau to hold a discussion on
the structure of the Standing Committee meetingrder to set out a draft agenda which ensures that
enough time is devoted to the targeted items. Bueeariat further stressed that this year thedBign
Committee will be called to examine a biennial Rl budget, following the procedure put in place by
the reform process at the Council of Europe.

The Bureau discussed four different options:
» Considering the possibility to put in place a 5g918yanding Committee meeting;

» Keeping the current structure but setting-up arclesame for oral presentations (especially those
devoted to the case-files and country reports)titignithese to 5 minutes each, using focussed
power-point slides; the Secretariat would haveea #&fternoon for preparing the list of decisions to
be adopted; the meeting would end early in theradtn of the 4 day;

» Meeting for 4 days without a free afternoon for ®ecretariat, who would prepare the list of
decisions overnight; the translation of the docunm@o French would remain an issue; the meeting
would end early in the afternoon of tHeday;

» Meeting for 4 entire days, ending at 6 p.m. thetfoday, but restructuring the agenda so that last
day would be devoted to items which do not reqaigecision from the Standing Committee; the
Secretariat would still have a free afternoon fogparing the list of decisions and ask for their
translation; the NGOs would have time for theirsgrgations.
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Decision The Bureau decided to re-discuss the issue @tStanding Committee meeting, in light of
the Draft PoOA and budget.

6.4 Case-files mediation

The Secretariat introduced this item by stresshg mediation is aimed to develop dialogue
between citizens, civil society and public autliesit and contribute to democracy by the resolution
disputes outside a court. In the framework of theeefile system, the Bern Convention has gathered a
important experience in mediation, particularlyctmvey the findings of the “on the spot appraisarts”
which the Secretariat visits the area accompanjeathkexpert that acts as “external mediator” andsyi
recommendation as to future action after exchangiegs with NGOs, governmental experts and other
stakeholders.

However, the case-file system has been conceived asstrument to deal exclusively with possible
breaches of the Convention. This system could sewvea basis for a new “Bern Convention
Environmental mediation” broadening its scope tweosituations which could affect biodiversity, Bve
though it is clear that they don't infringe the @ention. The mediation should be regarded to as a
“service” offered by the Bern Convention to citizeand public authorities alike (when both parties
agree). The mediation could be proposed to thedBtgnCommittee meeting through a small
amendment to the Appendix to the Rules of ProcefRues applicable to the on-the-spot enquiries).

Mr Biber expressed a favourable opinion to thisppeal although he warned that the mediation
should not be used as a tool for increasing thatidur of complaints or for avoiding that a fileoigened.

Decision The Bureau took note of the proposal made byS#reretariat on the possibility to introduce
a system of environmental mediation under the Beamvention. It instructed the Secretariat| to
elaborate a short document detailing the mediagigstem, as well as the draft amendment to| the
Rules of Procedure and agreed to examine this aeit meeting.

7. ANY OTHER BUSINESS
The Secretariat informed of three issues whichdaot be integrated in the Draft Agenda:

» The Czech Republic asks the Bureau that one offtesentatives is reimbursed for attending the
European Conference on lllegal Killing of Birdstesd of the meeting of the Group of Experts on
Invasive Alien Species as initially agreed by than8ing Committee. In the same sense, Slovakia
requests that one of its representatives is reisaalfor attending the same Conference instead of
the Group of Experts on Protected Areas and Eccdb@letworks.

» BirdLife International is incurring into some addital costs for the preparation of an updated
survey on the illegal killing of birds which woultbver, as far as possible, the 50 Contracting
Parties to the Bern Convention and which would bEsgnted at the European Conference on
lllegal Killing of Birds. BirdLife International ishus looking for financial contributions.

> On 4" April 2011 Medasset sent to the Secretariat aratgutreport on the implementation of
Recommendation No. 66 (1998) on the conservatiatustof some nesting beaches for marine
turtles in Turkey. The report informs that the oalbon of the shipyard/drydock currently situated
within Fethiye town has recently been changed @ovéiry middle of the Akgdl nesting beach. The
NGOs denounces that the development project is mamiand incompatible with Fethiye SPA
status; it calls upon the Bern Convention to ingaesé the continued habitat destruction occurring
in the area, especially in light of the new infotima provided on the issue.
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Decisions

- The Bureau agreed on the proposals for reimbursesudmitted by the Czech Republic and

Slovakia;

- The Bureau thanked BirdLife International for itengribution to the preparation of t

European Conference on lllegal Killing of Birds;wewer, in light of the further cuts to the

he

budget of the Bern Convention as well as of theitashdl costs represented by the working

groups for the Conference, the Bureau regrettedmbe able to authorise financial chan
to the POA;

- The Bureau instructed the Secretariat to contagkiShu authorities for a report on t
implementation of Recommendation No. 66 (1998),clwiwill be exceptionally discussed
next Standing Committee meeting.

jes

he
at

* * *

The next meeting will be held in Strasbourg ore@t&mber 2011.

The Chair thanked the participants and interpsesed declared the meeting closed.
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APPENDIX 1

CONVENTION ON THE CONSERVATION OF EUROPEAN WILDLIFE
AND NATURAL HABITATS

Standing Committee
Bureau meeting

Strasbourg, 11 April 2011
(Room 17, opening: 9:30 am)

DRAFT AGENDA

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 2011PROGRAMME OF ACTIVITIES
Monitoring of Species and Habitats: General ovgiew
Progress in the setting-up the Emerald Network

European Diploma of Protected Areas: Report frmm the meeting of the Group of
Specialists and draft renewals in 2011 (to be prested to the Committee of
Ministers)

lllegal killing of birds

INSTITUTIONAL MATTERS

The application of article 9.1 of the Conventio

The Bern Convention and the Reform process atdtincil of Europe
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION : FILES

Specific Sites - Files open

Ukraine: Proposed navigable waterway in the Byssieiary (Danube delta)
Cyprus: Akamas peninsula

Bulgaria: Wind farms in Balchik and Kaliakra —ViaiRica

France: Habitats for the survival of the common st@m(Cricetus cricetus) in Alsace
Italy: Eradication and trade of the American Grgyigel (Sciurus carolinens)s

4.2 Possible files

>
>

France: Protection of the European Green T&add( viridis) in Alsace
Sweden: NatterjackBufo calamita population on the coastal island of Smdgen

4.3 Complaints in stand-by

>
>

Morocco: Ecological impacts of a tourism centr&aidia
Ukraine: threats to natural habitats and speci@&niaster River Delta
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4.4

6.2
6.3
6.4
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Other complaints

France: culling of badgers in Cote d’'Or

Greece: threats to marine turtles in Thines Kig#is

United Kingdom: increase in turtle mortality in Bkopi and Akrotiri areas
Norway: management of carnivores

France: threat tRiella helicophyllain the Department of the Bouches-du-Rhéne

FOLLOW -UP OF PREVIOUS RECOMMENDATIONS

vV VYV VV VYV V¥V

Recommendation No. 110 (2004) on minimising adveffects of above-ground electricity
transmission facilities (power lines) on birds: Arss of the NGO report

Recommendation No. 120 (2006) on the European egyafor the Conservation of
Invertebrates

Recommendation No. 132 (2007) on the conservafifungi in Europe

Recommendation No. 136 (2008) on improving the epraion of the Common hamster
(Cricetus cricetusin Europe

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

Recommendation No. 151 (2010) of the Standing Cdtaaiadopted on 9 December 2010,
on protection of the Hermann tortois€etudo hermanjiin the Massif des Maures and
Plaine des Maures localities (Var) in France

STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION

CoE Parliamentary Assembly report: “Need to assss progress in implementation

of the Bern Convention”

Implementation of the CoP-10 decisions: settinigrgets for the Bern Convention
Structure of the Standing Committee meeting
Case-files mediation

ANY OTHER BUSINESS
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APPENDIX 2

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

CzecH REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE

Dr Jan PLESNIK, Advisor to Director, Agency for Na¢ Conservation and Landscape Protection of
the Czech Republic, Nuselska 39, 14 000 PRAGUE 4

Tel +420 241 082 519. Fax +420 241 082 999. di:pan.plesnik@nature.cz

| CELAND / | SLANDE

Dr Jon Gunnar OTTOSSON, Director General, Icelahustitute 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 Commissar@@drei Street, No. 9D, TIMISOARA, Timis
County.

Tel: +40 256 219 892. Fax: +40 256 293 587. dtkmsilviu.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

Dr 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 BiologicaDiversity Unit / Chef de I'Unitéa de la
Diversité biologique
Tel : +33 38841 22 59. Fax: +33 3 88 41 37 Fmail :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: +33390 2151 51. Fax:+33 38841 37 Etmail :ivana.dalessandro@coe.int

Ms Iva OBRETENOVA, Administrator / AdministrateuNatural Heritage and Biological Diversity
Division / Division du Patrimoine naturel et deDéaversité biologique
Tel: +33390 2158 81. 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 Véronique de CUSSAC, Administrative assistafitgistante administrative, Biological Diversity
Unit / Unité de la Diversité biologique
Tel : +3338841 3476 Fax:+33 38841 37 &mail :veronigue.decusac@coe.int

Ms Daria CHEREPANOVA, Administrative Assistant /gdsgtante administrative, Biological Diversity
Unit / Unité de la Diversité biologique
Tel : +333 88 41 43 34 Fax:+33 3 88 41 37 T&mail :daria.cherepanova@coe.int




