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1. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

Mr Jan Plesnik, Chair of the Standing Committeghaf Convention, opened the meeting on 23
April 2012 and welcomed the other Bureau membersedisas the representatives of the Secretariat. He
thanked the Parties who already submitted finaramatributions to the budget of the Convention and
encouraged the others to do so in the near future.

The Chair introduced the Draft Agenda of the nmegtivhich was adopted without amendments
(see appendix 1).

2. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 2012PROGRAMME OF ACTIVITIES

[T-PVS (2011) 12 — Programme of Activities]
[T-PVS/Notes (2012) 4— Note from the Secretariat]

The Secretariat informed about the setting uphef reference T-PVS/Notes, created to identify
working documents which are not likely to be sulditto the Standing Committee, or which have a
provisional status without necessarily being diattuments.

In addition, the Secretariat updated the Bureaprogress made in the implementation of the 2012
Programme of Activities, informing on a number afetings attended by the Convention’s staff, as well
as on the state of preparation of the meetingseoBern Convention’s Groups of Experts.

In this respect, the Secretariat stressed thanteting of the Group of Experts on Birds, initiall
scheduled to take place in June 2012, has beepgnest to 2013 in order to ensure co-ordination with
other relevant stakeholders (mainly the recentigltished CMS Working Group on minimising the risk
of poisoning, the AEWA and BirdLife Internationafarticularly relating to species action plans, as
well as to ensure the proper preparation of th&dvaand documents and of the questionnaires for the
reporting from Parties on issues such as powerlimesl energy and sensitivity mapping.

Moreover, the Secretariat recalled that a spegiiiestionnaire has been sent to all Parties tasfocu
and harmonise their reporting on the implementatiathe guidance on biodiversity and climate change
in the framework of the correspondent Group of ExgpdReports are expected by'2@ay in order to be
assessed by an independent consultant.

The Secretariat further informed on the progresgtds the preparation of a Charter on Fungi-
Gathering and Biodiversity (in co-operation withQWN), as well as on the forthcoming launch - via the
website and a press release - of a promotionabviadethe Emerald Network, produced under the frame
of the EU/CoE Emerald Joint Programme in the Ceatrd Eastern European countries, and the South
Caucasus. More concretely regarding visibility, tBecretariat listed a series of press articles
highlighting the progress made in the establishnoérthe Emerald Network, mainly published by
IUCN, the ENPI Info Centre, and CEE Web for Biodsity.

Finally, the Secretariat was pleased to inform Bweau that, following an alert message
concerning the possible drainagdJs€inj salina in Montenegro (a Candidate Emerald sitd)the joint
intervention of the Secretariats of the Bern Cotiean the Ramsar Convention and the AEWA, the
national authorities decided not to release thbaiisations which would have permitted the tourist
exploitation of the site.

The Chair thanked the authorities of Montenegrrottfieir commendable decision and expressed
satisfaction for the good co-operation betweerctreerned biodiversity related Conventions.

2.1 Implementation of the Bern Convention in Switzeand

The Secretariat informed that, following the preagon of the draft report on the implementation
of the Bern Convention in Switzerland to the StagdCommittee, the national authorities have been
invited to send comments to the consultant. A fitvaft report will be ready for next Bureau meeting

The delegate of Switzerland, Mr. Olivier Biberressed that Swiss authorities have conducted
thorough consultations with all the officers invadlvin the implementation of the Bern Convention
within the Ministry; the comments which have beentgo the consultant are therefore consolidated an
complete.
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2.2 Progress in the setting-up of the Emerald Netwk: General overview

[T-PVS/Notes (2012) 1 —
Possible contribution of the Bern Convention todhkebrations of the Habitats Directive/Natura 2G0@1 LIFE]

The Secretariat informed that the joint CoE/EUjgbon the setting up of the Emerald Network
in seven, Eastern European countries and the Staubasus (ENPI countries) has come to an end in
April 2012. The activities which took place in thest trimester of 2012 in the frame of the joint
project consisted in additional visits to MoldovadaAzerbaijan to solve some pending technical
issues mainly concerning the Emerald databasdelitase of a follow-up project, a quality check of
the data provided so far by all countries will tgtace as a preliminary activity to the launch bage
Il of the Emerald Network. The financial and naisratreport for the whole project will be sent t@th
European Commission by i®ctober 2012, while a public presentation of thejezt results will be
made at the"3European Congress of Conservation Biology in Glasm September.

The Secretariat further recalled that negotiatimnsa follow-up project aimed at the preparation
and implementation of Phase Il in the same sevantdes are well advanced.

Moreover, the Secretariat informed on the stat@ark in Switzerland and Norway, stressing that
a first biogeographical seminar for Switzerlandl walke place in July, while Norway is looking at
possible dates for the organisation, still in 20b2,its second technical Emerald seminar, in
preparation of their first biogeographical Semipkanned for 2013.

Regarding Morocco and Tunisia, the Secretariadlled the strong interest of both countries to
work on the setting up of the Network if some fumasuld be available. To this end, the Secretariat
has contacted IUCN Centre for Mediterranean Codioerato study the possibility of a joint
collaboration there.

In addition, the Secretariat provided informat@nthe preparation of the meeting of the Group of
Experts on Protected Areas and Ecological Netwdihksluding the drafting of Guidelines on the
management of Emerald sites, and of proposaldordporting by Parties on the management of the
sites; an updated biogeographical regions’ mapEimope including marine areas; the comparative
analysis of the lists of habitats in Resolution Mq1996) of the Bern Convention and in Annex | of
the EU Habitats Directive; the presentation of aftdAction Plan for the implementation of the
PEEN).

For what concerns the co-operation with the EfE, $ecretariat informed of broader and more
concrete discussions with the ETC/BD concerningpidssible involvement into the future joint
EU/CoE project in the ENPI countries. Regarding Support to the setting up of the Emerald
Network in South Eastern Europe (the Balkan regid&l)C/BD might use funds from the IPA
programme to address protected areas issues liaghos.

The Secretariat further raised an issue of conmgarding the co-ordination of activities related
to the establishment of ecological networks. Int,fac has been noticed that in some countries
(particularly the ENPI countries), training on thatura 2000 Network are being organised with
different national teams from those working on 8wdting-up of the Emerald Network, without
ensuring that the information flows properly, andheut using the knowledge and data accumulated
through the Emerald process. This can lead theigofficers who are trained on the Natura 2000
methodology and legislation to oversee the Emdratikground that the country has gained, as well as
the obligations towards the Bern Convention. Motehange of information at national level and from
the European Commission on this issue is highlgmenended.

Finally, the Secretariat informed that the Berm@mtion is now a full member of the EU Expert
Group for Reporting under the Nature Directiveserehtechnical issues such as the adaptation of the
Emerald software to the new Natura 2000 softwageuader scrutiny.

Mr. Biber recalled the milestones foreseen inGlag¢endar for the implementation of the Emerald
Network (2011-2020), asking the Secretariat’s viewsboth the possibility of meeting the deadlines
set and on the enlargement of the Network beyoedréigional scope of the Council of Europe,
making a particular reference to the PEBDLS asssipte frame for the implementation of the PEEN.
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The Secretariat explained that meeting the dessllé®ems so far absolutely possible. Regarding
the development of the PEEN taking into accountwloek done by the PEBDLS, the Secretariat
offered co-operation with some conditions, namelgtart a new process taking into account current
developments which would suggest a new role for[PER The Secretariat further informed that the
Council of Europe has engaged in a consultatiorge® on the Neighbourhood Co-operation with
some African, Middle-East and Asian countries. Oacdear frame for this co-operation will be set
up, the Standing Committee could consider whicmties to approach for a possible enlargement of
the Emerald Network.

The delegate of Serbia, Ms Snezana Prokic, thatli@®ecretariat for the work done in Balkan
region and wished to stress the role of the Bernv€otion as an excellent tool to foster nature
protection, particularly outside the EU. She exgeedssatisfaction for the decision of the Standing
Committee to adopt the EUNIS system and to harmaotfie lists of protected habitats and species
under the EU Habitats and Birds Directives and utite Emerald Network

The Chair thanked the Secretariat for the workedmmd encouraged EU Member States to use the
events to mark the #Ganniversary of the Natura 2000 Network as an dppiy to recall the key role
that the Bern Convention has played in the estabisnt of a EU habitat legislation, as well as the
work done on the Emerald Network to ensure thengettp of a harmonised and comprehensive Pan-
European Ecological Network.

2.3 European Diploma of Protected Areas: Report from the meeting of the Group of
Specialists and draft renewals in 2012 (to be presed to the Committee of
Ministers)

[T-PVS/DE (2012) 13]

The Secretariat presented the main outcomes omteting of the Group of Specialists on the
European Diploma of Protected Areas, held in Stnagpon 9-10 February 2012.

The Secretariat informed about two new applicatioespectively received by Armenia (for the first
time ever) and Ireland. The two candidate area® limth an exceptional interest: for instance the
Khosrov Forest State Reserve in Armenia counts miéimy emblematic species such as the leopard
(Panthera pardus the mouflon Qvis gmelinj and the Black VultureAegypius monachyswhile the
Burren region in Ireland appeared on the counffgstative List of World Heritage Sites as a cultura
landscape. An expert visit already took place imémia in April, while the visit to Ireland is plaeah for
June. The reports by the independent consultattsb&isubmitted to the attention of the Group of
Specialists at its next meeting.

The Secretariat further noted that the discussionthe application of the Sumava National Park in
the Czech Republic were again postponed at theeseémqf the Czech authorities as the process of
preparing and adopting a new act on the Park iimgduthe zoning regulations, was not finished and wa
still being discussed with the various partnerse Becretariat stressed that the Park is a Biosphere
reserve classified also as a Ramsar site; yetithés gransfrontier with a German Park which hdfus
European Diploma. This makes it even more urgenpubin place appropriate management and
infrastructures.

Moreover, the Group of Specialists analysed thewal of the diploma for ten areas, eight of which
were visited by independent experts through orspi- appraisals. The Group expressed positive
recommendations for all the sites.

Regarding the non-renewal of the Diploma B&lovezhskhaya PushciNational Park (Belarus),
the Secretariat informed that the expert who cdraet the on-the-spot appraisal suggested that the
Diploma be renewed for a limited period with coimlis and recommendations. However, after a
lengthy discussion, the Group recognised the pssgmade and the authorities’ commitment to meeting
the requirements of the Diploma but felt that, beftaking a decision, it would be best to wait luitti
had received all the finalised and adopted textstae map showing the functional zoning. It therefo
requested a series of documents (which have beempgy sent the Secretariat after the meeting ef th
Group of Specialists) and proposed that the mb#eeferred to the Standing Committee for decision.
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Finally, the Secretariat informed about the dismms concerning the future of Diploma: an
independent consultant prepared a report incluthiegdistribution of biogeographical regions, a gap
analysis, updated factsheets on Diploma sites;Tai.Group recognised the urgent need for creating
new dynamic for the award, namely by issuing tadetalls for applications, by making better use of
available material (annual reports and expert aggdraeports), by increasing visibility, and by teet
explaining the added value of the Diploma compangith other designations, namely managerial
excellence and its role in halting the decline ature in Europe. The Group recognised that extgndin
the European Diploma and preparing for th&® &fniversary celebrations were still top of theraige
and instructed the Secretariat to prepare a dodunnemow to convey these different messages.

The Chair thanked the Secretariat for the presentand expressed once more the appreciation of
the Bureau for the work carried out by FrancoiseéB@ver the past years.

He wished to conclude by informing on the situatin Sumava National Park: two proposals
concerning a new Act are currently under scrutmy &ill be soon submitted to the Parliament.

2.4 Select Expert Group on Invasive Alien Species
[T-PVS/Inf (2012) 5]

The Secretariat gave a brief summary of the coraigsof the meeting of the Select Expert
Group on Invasive Alien Species, held in Romey]tad March 2012. The Select Group examined the
different stages of development and negotiatiorsewéral draft codes of conduct and guidelinesto b
submitted to the Standing Committee for possibleptidn, and agreed that the approach of voluntary
instruments should be continued as this is comphang to the regulatory work proposed by the
European Union. However, the Group also suggebidsbme work on the prioritisation of pathways
would be needed to select which issues to be ta¢kleugh new codes. Moreover, the Group stressed
that it would be important to join efforts of IUCI$SG and others organisations on terminology, and
to prepare some common guidelines on this issue.

The Secretariat further informed that the Bern @mtion will probably organise a side event on
Invasive Alien Species during the World Conservattmngress in Korea.

The Chair informed that the European Commissiomdhad in January a public consultation
over three months on a new dedicated instrumemtasive Alien Species, which will probably take
the form of a Directive. As a result, the Commissieceived thousands of replies from both the
general public and relevant stakeholders and is incilve process of assessing these. Afterward, the
proposed legal instrument will have to be submittethe European Parliament and to the European
Council for approval. However, the Chair pointedt dbat the dedicated instrument will be
accompanied by a list of Invasive Alien Speciesictvhwvill be extremely difficult to prepare as it siu
be comprehensive enough to satisfy the needs aniew@xpressed by all concerned actors. In this
particular context, the voluntary approach undemaky the Bern Convention will be even more
relevant.

2.5 lllegal killing of Birds: short update on progess

The Secretariat gave a short overview of recevgldgments regarding the issue of illegal killing
of birds, including co-operation between the Beon@&ntion and other stakeholders. In this respect,
the Secretariat informed that the European Comamspublished, in January 2012, the report on
"Stocktaking of the main problems and review ofiorel enforcement mechanisms for tackling
illegal killing, trapping and trade of birds in tHelU", whose aim was to collect the views of EU
Member States on the issue. The actions that akeemwisaged at EU level mainly concern: (i) the
extension of the existing EU-TWIX database mecharis illegal activities related to birds protected
under EU legislation; (ii) awareness raising araining for the judiciary, including a new training
module for judges on environmental crimes with &cgd focus on illegal killing of birds; co-
operation with the EU Forum for Judges (EUFJE)awehthe issue of illegal activities under the Birds
and Habitats Directives as a topic for the EUFJE22@nnual conference; co-operation with the
European Network of Prosecutors for the Environn{BNPE) to deal with organised environmental
crime, particularly in waste and wildlife; the pimsléty of launching a communication action on some
well identified cases of illegal killing of birds.
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The Secretariat further recalled that tA&Buropean Conference on illegal killing of birdsder
the aegis of the Bern Convention, is scheduledle place in 2013. The Secretariat is liaising with
CMS, which recently set up a Working group on Miisimg the risk of poisoning for migratory birds,
to explore the possibility of organising back takahe first £ meeting of the CMS working group
and the 2 European Conference on illegal killing of bird&igwould ensure a bigger impact in mass
media, a wider expert audience and a particulard@n the issue of poisoning, which was identified
as one of the trickiest threats by the participamtthe Larnaca conference in 2011. The Secretariat
also informed that a contract with BirdLife Intetioal is under preparation to ensure the draftihg
specific questionnaires to frame the reporting frdParties on the implementation of the
recommendation on illegal killing of birds.

The Chair thanked the Secretariat for the preientand informed about the outcomes of the
Birds in Europe 3 (BIiE3) kick-off meeting (Mikulothe Czech Republic, 9-10 February 2012), which
he attended in his capacity of Chair of the Stamd@ommittee. The 3-day conference, organised by
BirdLife International, in cooperation with a numba relevant stakeholders and with the financial
support of the EU, contributed to assessing chijicaurrent wild bird indicators following the new
criteria identified by IUCN, and outlined curremdafuture policy requirements for common bird
monitoring outputs. Participants also focussedhenuse of data for research & emerging issues and
discussed the preparation of the third versionBifds in Europe ». The Chair concluded by recalling
that the main aim of the project carried out byoasortium leaded by BirdLife International is to
mainstream the production of the IUCN European Retlof Birds, the 3 edition of Birds in Europe
and 2° edition of the Atlas of European Breeding Birds#opublished by the European Bird Census
Council and to gather reliable data for reportimgler the EU Bird Directive and that within this pan
European process, the Bern Convention has beemglag important role.

3. INSTITUTIONAL MATTERS

3.1 Request of amendment of article 22 of the Bei@onvention by Switzerland

The Secretariat recalled that, in a letter addetse¢he Secretary General on 16 November 2011,
the Swiss government requested an amendment teAR?2 of the Convention consisting in entitling
any State for which the circumstances have raglichhnged in its territory since the entry intcctoof
the Convention, to make one or more reservatiagerding the certain species specified in Appendices
to 11l to the Convention, even after having sigiteat deposited its instrument of ratification.

The Secretariat further explained that, followihg fprocedure settled down in Article 16 of the
Convention, the Secretary General has forwarde® (danuary 2012) the request of amendment to all
Member States of the Council of Europe, to anyatigny to the Convention, to any Contracting Pday,
any State invited to sign the Convention and toStaye invited to accede.

As the proposed amendment targets an operatiomabkjan (Articles 13 to 22 of the Convention),
its adoption requires the approval of the Committeinisters.

For entering into force, the amendment should thexdirst be adopted by the Standing Committee
with a three-quarters majority of the votes casént forwarded to the Committee of Ministers for
approval; and finally be accepted unanimously ley3f Contracting Parties.

4. |IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION : FILES

[T-PVS/Notes (2012) 3 — Summary of case files antptaints]
[T-PVS/Inf (2012) 2 — Register of Bern Conventiaaise-files]

(Note a detailed summary of each case-file is availaltledocument T-PVS/Notes (2012)03 —
Summary of Case files)

4.1 Specific Sites - Files open
- Ukraine: Proposed navigable waterway in the Bystrve Estuary (Danube delta)

The Secretariat recalled that this case concem®&xbhavation of a shipping canal in the Bystroe
estuary of the Danube delta in Ukraine, whichkelii to affect adversely both the Ukrainian Danube
Biosphere Reserve and the whole Danube delta dgsami
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Ukraine launched the first phase of the projecklia 2004, after which the Standing Committee
adopted « Recommendation No.111 (2004) on the gempoavigable waterway through the Bystroe
estuary (Danube Delta) », inviting Ukraine to sumpavorks, except for the completion of phase I,
and not to proceed with phase Il of the projectl wetrtain conditions were met. However, in March
2010, the European Union informed the Secretaniat in January 2010 Ukraine adopted a decision
aimed at starting the implementation of Phase thefBystroe Channel project.

The delegate of Ukraine presented an updated repdtte 31 Standing Committee meeting,
including information which was questioned by theegjate of Romania. As a result, the Standing
Committee decided to keep the case file open araskao the three concerned Parties, namely the
Republic of Moldova, Romania and Ukraine to reporthe current state of the situation as well as on
the implementation of the provisions included irc&amendation 111 (2004).

In February 2012 Ukrainian authorities sent a fgiort highlighting that the works related to the
implementation of Phase Il of the Bystroe Chanmejget have not started. Moreover, the report
stated that Ukraine prepared an EIA which was hatdé¢he Government of Romania and discussed
by a panel of international experts before beingraaled, and that a separate analysis of the imp#cts
the full implementation of the Channel in a trangiaary context is also available. Furthermore, the
authorities informed about a series of other messumplemented to comply with the
recommendations made by the Standing Committee.

The report sent in February 2012 by the authoritieshe Republic of Moldova informed on
different mechanisms for trilateral co-operation¢liding the Joint Commission, as well as on a
number of projects targeting the area of the futtower Prut River and Lower Dniester Biosphere
Reserves, including the designation of future reserthe integrated management of the Danube Delta
region, the cross-border cooperation and capaaitgibg measures.

In their report, the authorities of Romania affiéhat Ukraine has not only finalised the
implementation of Phase | of the Bystroe projeat, lias also completed some of the works foreseen
in the framework of Phase Il. They stressed thatwirks in the area have continued over the past
years and that, in its current design, the propades significant risks of an adverse impact on the
environment, including on their own territory.

Finally, the European Union informed that the Ewamp Commission has financed a project to
support Ukraine in the implementation of the Arfamgl Espoo Conventions. The inception report is
now being assessed by the competent EC officers.

The Bureau acknowledged good progress in commuaiicitom all the concerned Parties, who
generally submitted their reports within the deaeli and focussed on key information. However, it
noted on the one hand that it has not been pogsilaiesess the analysis, prepared by Ukraine eof th
impacts of the full implementation of the Chanme&itransboundary context, as this is not available
one of the two official languages of the CouncilEirope; on the other hand, the discrepancy of
views between Ukraine and Romania with regardeearhplementation of Phase II.

Decision Following an extensive discussion, the Bureauddetto request Ukrainian authorities
to send, not later than August 2012, the Engliahdiation of the analysis of the impacts of thé fu
implementation of the Channel in a transboundanteod. It further instructed the Secretariat t
contact the Ramsar Convention for its support, #mel European Commission for morg
information on the activities foreseen under thejgut for the implementation of the Aarhu
Convention which could have an added value to stileeBystroe case-file. Finally the Burea
decided that the possibility of an on-the-spot afgai could be considered at next Bureau meeting
if the situation will remain unclear by then.

O oo =%

- Cyprus: Akamas Peninsula

The Secretariat recalled that this case concdanms fior tourist developments in the Peninsula of
Akamas (Cyprus), with detrimental effect on an egalally valuable area with many rare plant and
animal species protected under the Bern Convention.
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The Secretariat didn't receive updated informatisom the complainant. However, the
Government of Cyprus sent a succinct report exprgsgisagreement towards the NGO's claim of
inadequate designation of both the Akamas andPRlods’ Gialia” areas, and informing about controls
carried out by the competent authorities, and aeaoral framework for granting building permits.

Finally, the authorities informed that a full sdifin package of information is being prepared in
the framework of the complaint opened under the l&gislation and that this information will be
forwarded at the same time to the Secretariat @B&rn Convention, most probably by the end of
June 2012.

Decision The Bureau decided to keep the case file openirastaicted the Secretariat to contagt
both the European Commission and Cyprus authorfiiesnid-July 2012 for information on
further developments concerning the infringementedure.

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

This case was opened to challenge the buildingwiihd farm at Balchik and Kaliakra which is
one of the main migratory routes in Europe. Howgetlke Secretariat noted that the complaint is
acquiring a wider dimension as the plaintiff, suppd by AEWA and BirdLife International,
expresses further worries due to the fact that wiaman developments in Bulgaria are rising
exponentially.

The Secretariat recalled that two on-the-spot aggiravere organised under this complaint (one
in 2005, and the other in 2007, both resultinghim adoption of specific Recommendations), while the
European Commission opened a first infringementcgaare in 2008 because of insufficient
designation of 6 sites as SPAs under the Bird Direcone of which is the Kaliakra IBA.

At the last Standing Committee meeting it was dettitb keep the case file open, asking the
authorities of Bulgaria to present an updated iteand to take into consideration the provisions of
Recommendation No. 130 (2007) « on the wind fartaaned near Balchick and Kaliakra, and other
wind farm developments on the Via Pontica routelgBua) ». The Committee further instructed the
Secretariat to continue to follow up this complaint close co-operation with the European
Commission, taking into account the three ongoiriigrigement procedures.

Noting the lack of reply from Bulgarian authoritighe Secretariat summarised the information
sent for the last Standing Committee meeting, whsapported the energy strategy up to 2020;
recalled that the Ministry had issued formal instiens for the General Inspectorate of the
Environment and Water to reduce the number of aisihitions issued pending the launching of the
national plan; informed on the launch of a planAjril 2011) to map the most important sites for
birds and to minimise risks.

The complainant submitted an updated report in Ma&@®&12 affirming that Bulgarian authorities
are both failing to fully implement the relevantoenmendation with regards to the wind farms and
putting additional threats to Balchik and Kaliakites through a large number of other developments,
including tourist complexes, golf courses and istinactures, for which authorisations are beingedsu
disregarding the natural value of the sites.

Moreover, the complainant questioned again theityuaf the EIAs which do not examine
alternative solutions or locations, nor the possibkgative and cumulative impacts, and denounced
delays in the adoption of the Strategic Environraerissessment of the National Plan on
Development of Renewable Energies.

In conclusion, the NGOs requested that the Buregesuthe authorities of Bulgaria to transmit a
progress report on the implementation of the recemdations, including a clear action plan of
activities and measures envisaged for implemeniggn, as well as to immediately stop issuing
authorisations and licences regarding wind farmetigsments in the area.

In a report sent in January 2012, the European Gssiwn informed that its relevant Services are
assessing new information received from both thigdian Government and the NGO on this issue,
and that, on 30 September 2011, a complementary Letter of Formatic was addressed to
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Bulgarian authorities in order to expand the saufftbe recent case.

The Secretariat added that it received copy oftierleddressed by the Chair of the AEWA
Standing Committee to the Government of Bulgargarding plans to construct a wind farm adjacent
to Durankulak Lake, a key wintering site for thelmlly threatened Red-breasted godBeaifta
ruficollis), as well as a Ramsar site, a Special Protecteth ABPA) within the EU Natura 2000
network and an Important Bird Area (IBA).

In his letter, the Chair of the AEWA Standing Cortie® expressed worries regarding the new
wind farm plan, which would have the potential tmlanger the coherence of the area as a wintering
ground for the Red-breasted goose. He further ntitatithe project was approved in spite of the
objections raised by nature conservation NGOs tlaaicthis is not an isolated development. Therefore
he requested more detailed information and offésesend an Implementation Review Process (IRP)
mission to Bulgaria in order to assess the issug¢henground and to recommend solutions to the
country’s Government.

The delegate of Romania, Mr. Silviu Megan, stressed the lack of European guidelines on
ElAs for wind turbines makes it difficult for Pat to ensure a proper planning for the further
development of this green renewable energy. In &wmnhe guidelines exist at the EU level, but these
only concern Natura 2000 sites.

Decision The Bureau decided to keep the case-file openirssidicted the Secretariat to contdct
the authorities of Bulgaria for an updated reporbe assessed at next Bureau meeting; the Bufeau
further instructed the Secretariat to inform theWAk about the readiness of the Bern Convention
to join a field visit should this be organised. &y, the Bureau instructed the Group of Experts [on
Conservation of Birds to discuss the possibilitypodparing European guidelines on ElAs for wipd
turbines at its next meeting in 2013.

- France: Habitats for the survival of the CommonHamster (Cricetus cricetu}in Alsace

The Secretariat recalled that this complaint coreéne measures implemented by France to ensure
the preservation of habitats needed for the suna¥ghe Common Hamster. In 1998 the Standing
Committee adopted Recommendation No. 68 (1998h@mpitotection of the Common hamstéri¢etus
cricetug in Alsace (France). On 9 June 2011 the Europeaunt®f Justice ruled against France for
failing to take adequate measures to protect theiesn

At its last meeting, the Standing Committee decidddeep the case file open: although it welcomed
the efforts made by the French authorities, it aleted the worries expressed by the NGOs and the
request of the European Union to continue keeiagomplaint under scrutiny.

The Secretariat sent out, on 18 January 2012 jaiffiequests for updated detailed information to
both the national authorities and the complainaoiyever, despite several reminders, the Secretasat
not received news.

Decision In the absence of updated reports, the Bureaidettd¢o keep the case-file open and
discuss it again at its next meeting.

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

This complaint concerns the presence of the AmeriGaey squirrel in Italy, for which the
Standing Committee decided to open a case file &y BD08, following an on-the-spot appraisal. A
list of recommended actions was addressed to #h@ritgovernment namely regarding monitoring,
eradication, a trade ban, regional collaboraticth @roperation.

At its last meeting the Committee agreed to keepctise-file open and instructed the Bureau to
closely follow up this issue to ensure that repgrtirom Italian authorities is improved and inclade
information on concrete measures towards both thdietion of the species and the adoption of a
legislative instrument to ban its trade in Italy.
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The report sent by the Italian authorities in Fabyw?2012 informed on several progresses made
concerning the control and eradication of the aipacies under the LIFE+ Project “EC-SQUARE".
The project was presented to local stakeholdegsubilic meetings and surveys were carried out to
determine the population size, the distributiorihaf species, and the societal perception for eiéeh s
where the presence of the Grey squirrel has beevegr A Communication Action Plan and the
General Management Plan for the Grey squirrel veése prepared, while their implementation just
started. A number of other specific measures waderaken at the level of the Regions. The report
does not contain additional news on the keepingimport of the species (ltalian authorities refer t
their contribution under CITES and EU wild plantdaamimal international trade regulations).

Regarding the decree to ban the trade of the sp#aweeauthorities are confident that the negative
opinions expressed by the CITES Scientific Reviewup regarding the import of the Grey squirrel
will provide a more solid ground toward the applafahe draft decree at national level.

Decision The Bureau expressed satisfaction for the vemdgarogress in the planning for the
implementation of the Life+ Project, as well as floe complete and timely information providgd
by the Italian authorities. However, the Bureauidied to keep this complaint under scrutinly,
asking for an updated report to be assessed a¢xtsmeeting, as it noted that the real eradicafion
actions has not started yet. In addition, the Bungas particularly concerned by the delays in the
adoption of a decree banning the trade of the spégithe country. It therefore gave mandate to [the
Chair for addressing directly the Minister of Emriment in order to bring these worries to his kind
attention and to ask for tangible progress in ithspect.

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

The Secretariat reminded that this complaint wakgéd in 2006 by the Association BUFO
(Association pour I'étude et la protection des arbns et reptiles d’Alsagdocusing on threats to
the Green toad’s few remaining habitats in Alsdicepecifically targeted shortcomings in the impact
studies carried out for a major bypass and urbareldement projects, and a project for the
construction of a leisure complex.

In 2008, the French government reported that eomasdn plan for the Common spadefoot
(Pelobates fuscysand the Green toad(fo viridig was under development, at the initiative of the
regional authorities (DIREN Lorraine). The plan Wwbibe ready at the end of 2009, with specific
actions starting in 2010. However, due to diffemeatsons this plan has been still under preparation

At the last Standing Committee meeting the delegatErance communicated some additional
delays in the preparation of the national actianpbut informed that the DREAL Alsace was already
working together with the associations and partrmerscerned, in particular the Association BUFO,
for drawing up a regional action plan.

The Committee decided to keep the file as a pasdild and urged the French authorities to
finalise the procedure for drawing up the Natioketion Plan in view of its final adoption.

In a report submitted in March 2012, the Frenchauities indicated that the contract with the
consultancy tasked with drafting the national acfptan had been terminated and that an agreement
had subsequently been signed with the National Musef Natural History (MNHN). A new version
of the plan will be sent to the members of thevate committee during summer 2012 for approval at
its meeting due in September 2012.

In Alsace, the regional action plan for the Greeadtwas submitted on 30 January 2012 to the
Alsatian steering group of the regional action plé&r amphibians. Priority measures for 2012 were
agreed, including monitoring population trend, daned study of the inclusion of the species in the
“green and blue infrastructure” policy, inclusiam riegulatory zoning and integration of the species
habitat requirements into spatial planning straegi
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In the case of Lorraine, where the Green toad Mss identified as a priority species requiring
the establishment of protected areas, the seledfiadditional sites or reserves is ongoing. Three
other projects which could have an impact on thee@rtoad or its habitats were left or subjected to
compensation measures. A map entitled “Green Toatbgical corridors” was also drawn up and a
technical guide will be produced on integrating @reen toad in development projects.

The Secretariat concluded by stressing that thechré&lational Museum of Natural History is a
reliable partner and should be able to provideadgyuality document within the fixed deadlines.

Decision The Bureau welcomed the information provided ty &uthorities of France and noted
the encouraging developments at regional leveludieg the strengthened co-operation with the
Association BUFO. The Bureau decided to keep thisgaint as a possible file and instructed the
Secretariat to contact French authorities for adatgd report to be assessed at next Bureau
meeting.

4.3 Complaints in stand-by

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

The Secretariat recalled that a complaint was |[ddge2009 by theEspace de Solidarité et de
Coopération de I'Orienta(ESCO), based in Oujda, Morocco, related to a huggect for a new
tourist resort in Saidia which would put at thrda Ramsar site of Moulouya, and many important
migratory bird species.

At the 2010 Standing Committee meeting the Sedattannounced that a Ramsar Advisory
Mission was conducted on the site from 12 to 16o&t 2010. As a result, many recommendations
were made covering all aspects of wild plant andahconservation but the report of the visit was
still pending the approval of the national authesit

At last Standing Committee meeting, the Delegatélofocco confirmed that her government
shared the concerns expressed both by the RanddaheBern Conventions and said it had made of
sustainable development a central plank in its ld@weent policy. Some recommendations were
already being implemented, moreover.

The Committee decided to keep the complaint asv@lint in stand-by and asked the Moroccan
Government to report on the progress made in tideimentation of the recommendations issued as a
result of the advisory visit. It further instructéte Bureau to continue to co-operate with the Rams
Convention on this issue

In 2012, the Secretariat continued to receive madron from ESCO concerning the concreting
over and drying out of the Moulouya SIBE.

However, Moroccan authorities reasserted theirresffon restoring and rehabilitating the areas
concerned, while questioned the reliability of timformation submitted by ESCO, asking the
Secretariat to treat it with maximum caution. Tlaional authorities further informed on a series of
concrete measures under implementation, includiagptanning of the setting up of additional natural
areas, the review of the management plan for theldlya SIBE, the establishment of a new advisory
body, and some other actions to restore acceée tostach and to better raise awareness of theajener
public on the Ramsar site.

Most recently, the Secretariat of the Ramsar Catimerinformed that the situation is promising
and that a number of actions are already beingemehted. However, the Convention will remain
vigilant until the whole set of recommendationgraslated into concrete measures.

Decision The Bureau noted with satisfaction the progressianby national authorities towards
fulfilling the requirements of the recommendatioased by the Ramsar Convention. The Burgau
decided to keep this complaint as a complaintandgtoy and to reassess it at next Bureau meeling,
in light of updated information from both Moroccodathe Ramsar Convention.
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- Ukraine: threat to natural habitats and speciesn Dniester River Delta

This complaint was submitted in April 2010 by tHeGO “Environment — People — Law”,
denouncing development plans in Dniester River @blsed on Environmental Impact Assessment
studies of a poor quality and without adequaterptanand development policies.

The Secretariat contacted the Ramsar Conventi@®10, which also expressed concern on the
compatibility of these activities with the maintesa of the ecological character of the sites and
requested more information to Ukrainian authorities

In September 2010, noting the lack of response fdimainian authorities, the Bureau decided to
re-consider the complaint as a complaint in stand-b

At the last Standing Committee meeting the Delegditélkraine presented an updated report
informing that the concerned sites maintain higkelef biodiversity, in compliance with the Ramsar
criteria. He further detailed the conservation@wiin place and informed on the actions undertaken
to fine the company which was found in violationtloé environmental law. He concluded by noting
that a management plan for the area was undernatéepa

The Committee decided to keep the complaint asnaptaint in stand-by in order to assess the
progress made in the preparation of a managemant@t the area.

In the report sent in February 2012 the authoritidfsrmed on the progress towards both the
finalisation of the management plans for the NatioRark and the designation of the « Dniester
Liman » and the « Dniester-Turunchuk Crossrivera®seas wetlands of international importance
(Ramsar sites) should also be completed.

Regarding the alleged violations of the environrakl#w by the private companies in charge of
the development construction works in the area,Qffice of the Prosecutor General of Ukraine
investigated the issue and found no violation.

The Secretariat noted that, despite several madsr@aminders, the complainant didn’t provide a
reply over the past year.

Decision The Bureau decided to keep the complaint as aplkont in stand-by until the
management plans (and their English translations)fiaalised and sent to the Secretariat. The
Bureau further instructed the Secretariat to cdritikcainian authorities for an updated report to pe
presented at the next Bureau meeting, and to fellpvihis complaint in co-ordination with the
Ramsar Secretariat.

U

- Greece: threats to marine turtles in Thines Kipaissias

The Secretariat reminded that this complaint walsnsiied in August 2010 to denounce
uncontrolled development plans in a NATURA 200@ iTHINES KYPARISSIAS - GR2550005)
putting at threat a unique population of the Logged sea turtledaretta caretta.

The report sent in March 2011 by the Greek autlesriprovided a number of encouraging news,
including: the adoption of a law on conservatiomi@diversity to ensure a more effective protection
regime for the priority species in all Natura 2G0@s; the preparation of a Joint Ministerial Deis
to regulate all activities within the Thines Kipsgias site; and the communication to local autiesrit
of a Presidential Draft Decree and a managementfptathe area with the request of taking these int
account to enforce the necessary environmentabgioh measures. However, national authorities
stressed that the responsibility concerning theptiamce with obligations related to the exploitatio
of the sandy seashore sites lies down to the bndalorities and the state property service.

Still, the NGO sent an updated report claiming #wforcement of specific protective measures
has been still poor; that a number of illegal atés continued to exert a considerable amount of
pressure on the nesting activity of marine turtikat the Joint Ministerial Decision has not beeane
at a draft stage and none of the demolition prdsocssued by the State Property Service of the
Prefecture of Messinia for the illegal constructiam the area was executed.
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Noting the absence of a reply by Greek authoritigsyell as of any other additional information
from the European Commission, the Bureau was natposition to properly assess the situation and
decided to reconsider it in 2012.

In March 2012, Greek authorities forwarded to teerStariat the reply sent in December 2010 to
the European Commission in relation to the probectf priority species in the Natura 2000 site, and
informed on progress related to the procedure tier dpecial protection of the area. They further
affirmed that the Administration of Messinia Pretge has been instructed on the need to protect the
site in order to ensure that the requirementsrs¢uthe Habitats Directive are met.

The NGO maintained the claims already expressetheaasituation has remained unchanged and
the Joint Ministerial Decision has not yet beerftdth

Decision The Bureau decided to consider the complaint pgsaible file and to forward it to th
Standing Committee to decide whether or not to agpease-file. The Bureau further instructed the
Secretariat to organise an on-the-spot appraigalpédting mediation in place and gathering
additional information for the attention of the &dang Committee.

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

The Secretariat received this complaint in Augudt@® from MEDASSET and Terra Cypria
reporting an important increase in sea turtle nioyteates in Episkopi, an area which is under the
control of the British Sovereign Base Area Admirasbn.

The complainant considered that almost all the hdeatcorded in the area were the result of
interaction with fishing activities and specifigalhet fishing, and that's why it concluded that the
increase in sea turtle mortality was directly rethto the change in the net fishing regulationtipgt
in place a 5 metre limit for casting nets.

The authorities informed that the main cause oftdegpeared to be incidental entanglement in
fishing nets and provided an overview of the meastaken to address the issue.

In 2011, the Bureau examined the complaint andidered that more updated information was
needed for properly assessing the situation. liddecto keep the complaint under scrutiny and
instructed the Secretariat to contact UK autharifer an updated report, to be discussed at the fir
Bureau meeting in 2012 under the agenda item “Caimigl in stand-by”.

In March 2012, the Sovereign Base Area AdminisirafiSBAA) informed about measures to
improve enforcement of legislation in relation tshfng activities and the protection of nesting
beaches; activities carried out by the customelation to fishing offences and revocation of fighi
licences; the modalities and results of the Mafinetle Survey, carried out between June 2010 and
September 2011 (including an analysis of the tunésting interest within the SBAA and in
comparison with the rest of the island, a listesfammendations, and an action plan).

The SBAA stressed that despite some constraintsSilmvey is credible and based on a
methodology agreed with relevant expert departmen®yprus and the UK and the NGOs. It further
informed on its follow-up, consisting of joint SBAR0C aerial surveys which would put the SBA
turtle interest and bycatch in context with thet ifsthe island. Its outcome will recommend furthe
management measures such as the designation ofreerpeotected area.

The NGO report stated that although the total nurobeeaths recorded in 2011 is 25 (33 deaths
recorded in 2010), it is worrying to note that bése, 22 concerned the Green sea tu@thelonia
myda$; furthermore, the NGO noted that, due to thaéngjlup of the Zapalo Harbour during winter,
there was exceptionally no fishing by boat in theaauntil mid May 2011. The figures registered in
the first two months of 2012 are equally worryimgth three deliberate killings recorded as well as
the strandings of five turtles on beaches adjoifipiskopi.

Regarding the cooperation with the SBAA authorjtd® NGO considered that this was not
constructive, due essentially to a lack of commatniom. Furthermore, the plaintiff maintained doubts
regarding the Survey methodology and considerdd shece the issue of turtle deaths in Episkopi and
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Akrotiri area has been still waiting for an efferetiand urgent solution, the complaint should be
submitted to the Standing Committee for considenati

Decision The Bureau deeply discussed the complaint antyseththe Survey submitted by UK
authorities. It considered the information provideg the government as satisfactory apd
recognised the efforts undertaken so far, includimgasures put in place to avoid or minimise
accidents. Therefore the Bureau decided not to #@sfitem on the agenda of its future meetingsg.

1.4 Other complaints
- Turkey: threats to the Mediterranean monk seal lonachus monachu}s

End of June 2011 the Secretariat received a comglam the Middle East Technical University
Institute of Marine Sciences regarding the develemnplans comprising the construction of a road as
well as of a new marine terminal near Yesilovadllage (Silifke district, Mersin Province) which
would eventually have a detrimental impact on thederranean monk seal as these were foreseen at
just 500 meters away from a breeding cave.

The Bureau stressed that the Monk Seal is one efwtbrld’s most endangered mammal but
preferred to give Turkish authorities the opportyinio provide a reply and therefore decided not to
consider this complaint at the Standing Committee=ting. It instructed the Secretariat to contact
Turkish authorities for a complete report, in parar concerning the status of the project and the
populations of the species affected, as well actimeplainant for more detailed information and data
regarding the morphology of the habitat under thasawell as on the possible habitats in the wvigini
and the population likely to be affected.

Only the complainant replied to the reporting redueproviding complete and accurate
information on the issues raised by the Bureau. rEpert highlighted the endangered status of the
species and the need to concentrate conservatiorisebn the protection of those habitats - more
particularly the caves - in which crucial biolodicaquirements for the species are fulfilled.

Regarding more concretely the breeding cave, thatgdf recalled that the Monk seal was forced
to abandon beach habitat and to turn to cave hdbitaesting and reproduction; however, thorough
studies show that, within the targeted area, on#ikB Cave has the morphology suitable for
whelping and hence is used by pregnant mothersceéfnimg the morphology of the cave the
complainant gave detailed information bringing tmsider that its conservation is directly linked to
the survival of the Monk seal population in Mersin.

The Secretariat recalled the “Criteria for selagtimderground habitats of biological value”
appended to Recommendation No. 36 (1992) on theetwation of underground habitats, which
could suggest that Balikli cave should be regatdes an underground habitat of ecological value.

Decision The Bureau considered that this issue is serenmugh to deserve attention at the
international level. It therefore decided to ford/ahe complaint to the Standing Committee a$ a
possible file; it further instructed the Secretat@acontinue seeking for the opinion of the nagior,
authorities, to be referred to the Standing Conamittirectly.

- France / Switzerland: threats to the Rhone strelre(Zingel aspe) in the Doubs
(France) and in the cantons of Jura and NeuchateB{itzerland)

The Secretariat received this complaint in Junelafdnouncing the threat of decline in a strictly
protected species, the Rhone strel#@®ndel aspe), due to the pollution of its habitat (the Doubs
River) as well as the lack of investigation by thehorities of France and Switzerland concernirmg th
causes of that pollution. The complainant also ipt question the lack of intervention to stop
hydraulic engineering works such as dams and weihgh act as impassable barriers to the species
and isolate sub-populations from each other.
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The Bureau didn’'t assess the complaint at its f@eseting in 2011 since the authorities of the
concerned Parties couldn’t dispose of enough tordetiver their written reports.

Moreover, the Secretariat was pleased to noteheaptesent Bureau meeting, that the reports
submitted by both Parties are accurate and complete

Regarding the situation in Switzerland the Seciatatressed that the current distribution of the
species in Switzerland is limited to a 20-km stned€ the Doubs in Jura comprising 80 to 160 adult
fish. The authorities are aware of the threattiéospecies, as well as of the complexity of theasibn
due to the fact that the Doubs is an ecosystemhaikisubject to much disturbance. That is why major
efforts are being devoted to improve the qualitythef habitat and its capacity through a governance
body which has been institutionalised by both Feaswed Switzerland in May 2011. The Swiss report
further details a series of measures and steps takboth federal and cantonal level, including the
recent entry into force of a revised federal legish on water protection

The Secretariat further summarised the report sidseinby French authorities, highlighting that
the Rhone streber is regarded as one of the foeciep in the country under serious threat of
extinction. Aware of the threats and limiting fastoas well as of the particular vulnerability bet
species in the Doubs, due also to the presencdanfi@ number of hydroelectric dams and weirs, and
to the consequent degradation of the water qudhitgnch government implemented two dedicated
LIFE Nature projects (1998-2010), aimed at imprgviknowledge and agree on a conservation
strategy. As a follow-up to these programmes, @nak action plan (2012-2016) was drawn up and
adopted in September 2011. The latter also incltideso-ordination of measures with Switzerland
through the establishment and operation of a coatioe network.

In conclusion, both countries show a shared désieet, but they recognise that the cross-border
context, the hydroelectric and agricultural actesgt and the experimental nature of certain measure
already taken, will demand time to achieve reagpees.

Decision The Bureau thanked both Parties for the goodrtegobmitted.

In consideration of the complex transboundary odntbe Bureau decided that the compla|nt
deserves to be considered by the Standing Comnasea possible file. Therefore, unless the
situation changes in the meantime, the Bureaunetlidiscuss it at its next meeting.

Furthermore, the Bureau instructed the Secretawiaequest, for next Standing Committ¢e
meeting, the opinion of the European Commissiot wégards to the pollution of the French part
of the Doubs River in the context of the EU Watearkework Directive.

- Threat to the Brown bear Ursus arcto$ in Croatia

In October 2011 the Secretariat received this campldenouncing the presumed unsustainable
management of the Brown bear populatibinsis arcto} in Croatia, putting at risk the conservation
of the species in the country. The complainang®res mainly focus on: the lack of participation of
all concerned stakeholders; the lack of effectaplementation of the Brown bear management plan;
the use of incorrect methodologies for defining plopulation size; a forest management policy which
disregard bear conservation needs; developmerggisdpjaving a negative impact on the habitat of the
species; lack of appropriate measures against pgaemd poisoning; problem of garbage dumps
affecting the bears. The complaint contains a serigoroposed recommendations.

The report submitted by the authorities of Croapaolds the monitoring role of the « Committee
for the elaboration of the Brown Bear ManagemeahPbr the Republic of Croatia », and defends the
data related to the bear population size, whichcarsidered to be thoroughly founded, reliable and
showing a positive trend. According to the authesitthe planning, construction and management of
forest infrastructure is done in accordance witthtécal and ecological standards, and the issue of
poaching - although it is not negligible - doestghcern the Bear directly. Regarding poisoninggisin
carbofuran, the authorities have legally pursueddétected cases and plugged them as examples of
illegal practices.
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Decision The Bureau discussed the complaint thoroughly odgnised that the issues of the
estimate of the population and of the methodolodias data gathering are controversial. |It
instructed the Group of Experts on the Conservatiobharge Carnivores, which will hold its next
meeting on 24-25 May 2012, to address these issugsollect additional information. The Buregu
further considered that this complaint could make object of mediation in case the Standing
Committee would decide to introduce this new framew The Bureau will re-discuss this
complaint as a complaint in stand-by at its nexéting.

- Management of the Grey wolf Canis lupug in Ukraine

This complaint was lodged in September 2011 by Klgev Ecological and Cultural Center
denouncing the lack of regulation with regardsh® shooting of the wolf in Ukraine, as well as the
illegal trade of Grey wolves’ skins.

The Secretariat acknowledged that Ukraine expressedervation with regards to the Wolf while
acceding to the Convention. Nonetheless, the Se@etrequested further information particularly
regarding the regulations in place, the condition the licenses, the authorised numbers, the
competent authorities and conditions for the cdat@od the conservation status of the species.

The authorities provided an accurate report, infoagnabout a comprehensive legislative
framework, stable population trends since 2008,aarejulatory framework for hunting.

In their reply the authorities recall a similar quaint submitted in 2008 by the same complainant
and on the same matter. The Bureau decided nairtbef explore the issue after considering the
arguments presented by the Government as satigfacto

Decision The Bureau considered the information providedJkyainian authorities as satisfactor
It recalled a similar complaint lodged in 2008 daher rejected, and decided not to put this it¢
on the agenda of its future meetings.

==

- Threat to the Bottlenose dolphin Tursiops truncatu$ in Ukraine

The Secretariat informed that, in September 20hé&, Kyiv Ecological and Cultural Center
submitted a complaint denouncing a steady declinth@ Bottlenose dolphin in Ukraine, and the
deaths caused by industrial fishing operationsaray poachers, as well as the illegal keepindef t
species in commercidblphinaria

In reply to these allegations, Ukrainian authositieformed about the legal framework for the
protection of the species, as well as about theksheperated by the State Ecological Inspection to
control the activity otlolphinaria

Decision The Bureau assessed the complaint and consitlgsiedhore information was needed o
have a clear picture of the situation. For thissoea the Bureau decided to reconsider this
complaint as a complaint in stand-by at its nexeting. It instructed the Secretariat to: (i) cohtgc
the complainant to request the list and addreskékseadolphinaria which are supposed not t
comply with the legislation; (ii) contact CITES a®dCCOBAMS Secretariats for their opinion,
particularly regarding the issue of the permits #mer maximum tolerable number to ensure the
sustainability of the population.

- Wide scale culling of badgers to control bovineuberculosis in cattle (UK)

In January 2012 the Secretariat of the Bern Comwentceived a complaint from the Human
Society International/UK, denouncing a possible able of the Convention following the
announcement made by the UK government on planisttoduce wide scale culling of badgers
(Meles melesto control bovine tuberculosis (bTB) in cattle.
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The complainant particularly considered that: (i@ tUK Government did not properly assess
possible alternative solutions to the problem oBbfii) the non-detriment to the population canhet
determined,; (iii) the eradication plan lacks atiegate purpose.

In reply to this, UK authorities provided argumerfts each of the points raised by the
complainant and noted that, in order to limit thgpact of the policy on badger populations, measures
will be in place to ensure that some badgers rermaigach control area and that culling is not
detrimental to the survival of the badger populatoncerned.

In a later update, the complainant further inforntleat the Strategic Framework for Bovine TB
Eradication in Wales, recently presented by the pmient authority, rejected the policy of culling
badgers favouring, instead, the introduction atsr bio-security measures, and the developmenht an
deployment of vaccines for both cattle and badgé&re complainant stressed that a different
interpretation of science and different solutiowgre identified in two neighbouring areas with the
same problems. Furthermore, the complainant forechidatural England’s advice to DEFRA relating
to the culling which would put into question whatltee plans will place the government in breach of
its commitments under the Bern Convention.

In their reply, the UK authorities underscored tthegt analysis carried out by the Government in
England concluded that the application of cattleasuees alone would not be sufficient to eradicate
TB. Regarding Natural England’s advice, this wadstainto account the policy was subjected to
changes to address the points raised. Finallyathlorities stressed that DEFRA will commission
independent monitoring that will assess annuallggea activity in each licensed area so to ensure
there is no local disappearance in any of these.

The Bureau had a long discussion on the princighessprit of the Bern Convention. It noted that
the badger does not benefit of the strongest pgioteas it is listed in Appendix Ill to the Convent.
However, it recalled that the numbers in Europe ratatively low, and that the (even if remote)
possibility of local disappearance could definitbly in contrast with the philosophy of a convention
which aims to conserve wild fauna. Another issuéctvlis difficult to assess is the compliance with
the criteria of the « legitimate purpose » andchef« no other possible solution ». In fact, in¢hee of
the bTB, economic arguments are surelgighing on the debate and may influence political
decisions

Decision Taking into account the complexity of the comptaand the concerns raised, the Burdau
decided to reconsider it at its next meeting asraptaint in stand-by. The Bureau will therefofe
decide in September whether to send it or not & Skanding Committee. Finally, the Bureau
instructed the Secretariat to request an updatedrtréo UK Government once the culling staft,
while there is no need to request an additionabntefp the NGO, unless the situation changes
before next Bureau or Standing Committee meetings.

4.5 Follow-up of past complaints

- France: Black Grouse Tetraotetrix) in Drome and Isere
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 23 — Government report and Autiden]

The Secretariat recalled that this complaint wasrstied in April 2009 to denounce the negative
impact of human activities (such as tourism andtspevelopments in mountain areas) on the winter
and reproduction sites of the Black grouse, inraexd where hunting was an additional threat.

The French government repeatedly reported on mesqumdertaken to address the situation
(including monitoring, the implementation of a r@gal action plan, co-operation with the hunters on
the ground as well as relevant hunting regulaticarg] also on the state of the population of the
species.

At its meeting in 2010, the Standing Committee fban ground for pursuing this complaint and
invited French authorities to keep the Secretaggtlarly informed on the situation of the species.
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In March 2012, French authorities submitted a rejpdorming on the numbers and distribution
of the species, and describing the measures takemahage both the species and its habitats. The
report emphasised on the regional action plan tiept the Black grouse and its habitats which,
initiated in 2009, should achieve its first tangibésults in 2013-2014.

Decision The Bureau thanked French authorities for thegdorting and decided to reconsider th
issue in 2014, if needed.

S

5. FOLLOW -UP OF PREVIOUS RECOMMENDATIONS

» Recommendation No. 119 (2006) on the conservatioh aertain endangered species
of amphibians and reptiles in Europe

» Recommendation No. 128 (2007) on the European Chart on Hunting and
biodiversity

» Recommendation No. 141 (2009) of the Standing Comiteie on potentially invasive
alien plants being used as biofuel crops

The Secretariat presented the list of proposed iRewndations to be scrutinised by the Standing
Committee at its 32 meeting. The Bureau agreed with the proposal.

» Recommendation No. 151 (2010) on protection of thdermann tortoise (Testudo
hermanni) in the Massif des Maures and Plaine des Maures dalities (Var) in
France

[T-PVS/Files (2012) 20 — Government report]

The Secretariat recalled that, at the last Stan@mmmittee meeting, the NGO which lodged the
two complaints at the origin of the above Recommatind claimed that new information had been
brought to its attention, listing humerous subjetist were not examined by the Committee. The
NGO asked that the case be immediately reopenedietty, the Committee invited the French
Government to submit an updated report on followeaifhe above recommendation, making sure that
this includes more detailed population data andrinhtion about the viability of the population at
national level.

The Secretariat analysed the report submitted I? 2§y the French authorities, which provides
answers to the various points raised by the NGOreMparticularly, the French government considers
that the NGO had not brought forward any freshrmgation which had not been taken into account
during previous assessments.

The Secretariat underscored that the report sunriily the government is very detailed, showing
that the research for an alternative location reenlrarried out correctly, and that the locatiomnctvh
was retained seems to be the most appropriate gimeehe less relevant for the Hermann tortoise
(Testudo hermanji Furthermore, the compensatory measures whicle baen put in place seem
good so far and the administrative procedure hags bespected. Therefore the Secretariat concluded
that there are no particular worries to be poimtetin relation to this complaint.

—

Decision The Bureau agreed not to reconsider this iteits atext meeting. The French governmer
is invited to present this report at next Standdognmittee meeting for mere information.

6. SIRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION

6.1 Reform process at the Council of Europe

The Secretariat informed on the current statushefreform process at the Council of Europe,
particularly informing on recent changes within tbgectorate of Democratic Governance, Culture
and Diversity (DGII). In fact, Mrs SneZana Samadeédarkovi¢, former Minister of Youth and Sports
of the Government of Serbia, was appointed newdbireGeneral of DGII and took her duties 6h 1
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April. She graduated from the University of Belgeaéaculty of Philology; in the period 2005-2007
she was Assistant Minister of Defence and was argd of strategic planning, international military
cooperation and the Verification Centre, as welCasPresident of the Serbia-NATO Defence Reform
Group. From 2001 to 2005, she worked in the bitdtdepartment at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs

as Deputy Director for Neighbouring Countries, Digpdead of Mission and Adviser at the Serbia
and Montenegro's Embassy in Oslo and Adviser abtrectorate for Europe.

The Secretariat informed that a meeting between Basnard%-Markovi¢ and the Chair of the
Standing Committee took place on 23 April, justdoefthe meeting of the Bureau.

The Chair informed that this meeting was the oaragor presenting the work of the Bern
Convention and advocating for its activities, adlae for having a first outlook of the new Directo
General’s plans for the development of the Direxttr

The Chair stressed that the new General Directdrahguite clear picture of the issues related to
environment, and expressed her will to commit Hetsevards the promotion of this work within and
outside the Council of Europe. However, she undeest that to this end, it is crucial that the
Ministries of Environment of the Contracting Pastigohold the Bern Convention at the national level,
advocating before the Ministries of Foreign Affdios the added value of the Council of Europe work
in the field of nature conservation. She also sedghat national authorities must be imaginativé a
look at innovative way for raising funds, evenlie hational context. Moreover, she highlightedehre
possible areas of work which would be relevantdise the awareness on the Convention: (i) the
participation of the NGOs as expression of thel siociety; (ii) the case-law of the European Cairt
Human Rights; (iii) the close links between enviramt and democracy in the pan-European context.
Finally, she said that the dimension of commungathrough media should be integrated to the work
of the Standing Committee.

6.2 The need to assess progress in the implementati of the Bern Convention —
Committee of Ministers’ reply to PACE Recommendatio 1964 (2011)

[Parliamentary Assembly - Doc. 12807]

The Secretariat presented the reply of the Comenitté Ministers to the Parliamentary
Assembly’s Recommendation 1964 (2011) on the needdess progress in the implementation of the
Bern Convention, as amended further to the propgsalksented by France and Poland.

The Secretariat stressed that the Committee of Stéirs asked the Standing Committee to
continue its reflection on ways and means to engsppeopriate funding to the Convention, taking into
account current budgetary constraints.

The Chair thanked the Parties which supported tken BConvention when meeting their
respective Ministries of Foreign Affairs.

6.3 Improving the case-files system by proposing rd&ation
[T-PVS (2012) 3 — Improving the Case-File Systeth@Bern Convention]

The Secretariat recalled that the Standing Comengtave its support to the idea of complementing
the case-file system with a mediation procedurdiastructed the Secretariat to modify the docun@nt
take into account the suggestions made by the atelegThe Secretariat further presented the revised
document, highlighting the changes made.

Decision The Bureau agreed to forward the document toStiamding Committee for discussion
and instructed the Secretariat to send an electn@gjuest for additional comments to the Bgrn
Convention’s delegates.
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6.4  Implementation of CBD CoP-10 decisions
[T-PVS/Inf (2012) 4 — Implementation of CoP-10 deais]

The Secretariat presented document T-PVS/Inf (201 @epared at the request of the Standing
Committee. The document provides information ondpecific actions and activities organised under
the Bern Convention in support of the implementatbrelevant CBD CoP X decisions. It is meant to
be distributed at next Conference of the PartiehédCBD.

Decision The Bureau thanked the Secretariat for the psatjoar of the document. It further
encouraged Parties to submit their comments forargment by the end of June.

6.5 Setting priorities for the Bern Convention

The Secretariat informed that, according to whaidiml at the last Standing Committee meeting,
an independent expert has been tasked with thérndyadf a document proposing priorities for the
strategic development of the Convention. The fastft should be submitted to the Bureau for
approval at its next meeting before going to tren8ing Committee for discussion.

7. ANY OTHER BUSINESS

Mr Olivier Biber, delegate of Switzerland, informéise Bureau members that he will be pre-
retiring, and therefore leave his Ministry by thedeof the year. Mr. Biber will nonetheless attehd t
next meeting of the Bureau, as well as the nextditg Committee meeting, where Switzerland will
probably be able to announce the name of the nésgake.

Mr Silviu Megan, delegate of Romania, also infornikdt he will resign from his position of
Bureau member and delegate of the Bern Convensidroan the next Bureau meeting. The Ministry
of Environment and Forests will appoint a new datedn the coming months.

The Chair thanked both the delegates for their citomemt and hard-work in the past years.

He recalled that the Select Group on Budget woudgktnon 24 April and that next Bureau
meeting is scheduled to take place off $&ptember 2012, in Strasbourg.

He thanked the participants and the interpretedsdaclared the meeting closed.
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CONVENTION DE BERNE COUNCIL CONSEIL

BERN CONVENTION OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Bureau meeting

Strasbourg, 23 April 2012
(Room 16, opening: 9:30 am)

DRAFT AGENDA

1. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA
[Draft agenda]

2. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 2012PROGRAMME OF ACTIVITIES
[T-PVS (2011) 12 — Programme of Activities]
[T-PVS/Notes (2012) 4— Note from the Secretariat]

2.1 Implementation of the Bern Convention in Switzeéand
[T-PVS/Inf (2011) 29 — Expert’'s report on the impéntation of the Convention in Switzerland]

2.2 Progress in the setting-up of the Emerald Netwk: General overview
[T-PVS/Notes (2012) 1 —
Possible contribution of the Bern Convention todblebrations of the Habitats Directive/Natura 2G0@l LIFE]

2.3 European Diploma of Protected Areas: Report frmm the meeting of the Group of
Specialists and draft renewals in 2012 (to be preseed to the Committee of

Ministers)
[T-PVS/DE (2012) 13]

2.4  Select Expert Group on Invasive Alien Species
[T-PVS/Inf (2012) 5]

2.5 lllegal Killing of Birds: short update on progress
3. INSTITUTIONAL ASPECTS
3.1 Request of amendment of article 22 of the Bei@onvention by Switzerland

4. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION : FILES
[T-PVS/Notes (2012) 3 — Summary of case files antptaints]
[T-PVS/Inf (2012) 2 — Register of Bern Conventiaaise-files]

4.1  Specific Sites - Files open

» Ukraine: Proposed navigable waterway in the BysEstiary (Danube delta)
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 7 — Government report (Ukrajne)
T-PVS/Files (2012) 4 — Government report (Repulfiifloldova)]
T-PVS/Files (2012) 14 — Government report (Roménia)
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 1 — EU report]

» Cyprus: Akamas peninsula
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 15 — Government report]
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 1 — EU report]
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» Bulgaria: Wind farms in Balchik and Kaliakra —Viamica

4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

[T-PVS/Files (2012) 16 — NGO report]
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 1 — EU report]

France: Habitats for the survival of the common si@mCricetus cricetusin Alsace
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 1 — EU report]

Italy: Eradication and trade of the American Grguigel (Sciurus carolinens)s
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 13 — Government report]

Possible file

France: Protection of the European Green T&adq viridig in Alsace
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 22 — Government report]
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 1 — EU report]

Compilaints in stand-by
Morocco: Ecological impacts of a tourism centr&aidia

Ukraine: threats to natural habitats and speci@&niester River Delta
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 17 — Government report]

Greece: threats to marine turtles in Thines Kijsas
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 18 — Government report]
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 25 — NGO report and Addendum]

United Kingdom: increase in turtle mortality in Ekopi and Akrotiri areas
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 2 — Government report and Adhien]
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 6 — NGO report]

Other complaints

Turkey: threat to the Mediterranean Monk Sé&&bachus monachys
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 5 — NGO report]

France / Switzerland: threats to the Rhone stréBargel aspey in the Doubs

(France) and in the cantons of Jura et de Neuc(fetzerland)
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 21 — Government report France]
T-PVS/Files (2012) 3 — Government report Switzerland
[T-PVS/Files (2011) 21 — NGO report]

Threat to the Brown Bear in Croatia
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 26 — Government report]
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 10 — NGO report]

Management of the wolfJanis lupu} in Ukraine
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 12 — Government report]
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 9 — NGO report]

Threat to the Bottlenose Dolphimyrsiopstruncatug in Ukraine
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 19 — Government report]
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 8 — NGO report]

Wide scale culling of badgers to control bovineettdolosis in cattle (UK)
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 24 — Government report]
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 11 — NGO report]

Follow-up of past complaints

France: Black Grousd étraotetrix) in Drome and Isére
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 23 — Government report and Autiden]
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FOLLOW -UP OF PREVIOUS RECOMMENDATIONS : PROPOSAL BY THE SECRETARIAT

Recommendation No. 119 (2006) on the conservafieerain endangered species of
amphibians and reptiles in Europe

Recommendation No. 128 (2007) on the European @hash Hunting and
biodiversity

Recommendation No. 141 (2009) of the Standing Cdtaebn potentially invasive
alien plants being used as biofuel crops

Recommendation No. 151 (2010) on protection of Hegmann tortoise Tlestudo

hermann) in the Massif des Maures and Plaine des Mauites (Var) in France
[T-PVS/Files (2012) 20 — Government report]

STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION
Reform process at the Council of Europe

The need to assess progress in the implementati of the Bern Convention —

Committee of Ministers’ reply to PACE Recommendatio 1964 (2011)
[Parliamentary Assembly - Doc. 12807]

Improving the case-files system by proposing rd&tion
[T-PVS (2012) 3 — Improving the Case-File Systeth@Bern Convention]

Implementation of CBD CoP-10 decisions
[T-PVS/Inf (2012) 4 — Implementation of CoP-10 deais]

Setting priorities for the Bern Convention
ANY OTHER BUSINESS
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Appendix 2
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

CzECH REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE

Mr Jan PLESNIK, Adviser to Director, Nature Conssign Agency (NCA CR), Kaplanova 1931/1,
CZ-148 00 PRAGUE 11 — CHODOV

Tel +42 283 069 246. Fax +42 283 069 241 E-nmwilplesnik@nature.cz

| CELAND / | SLANDE

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

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

ROMANIA / ROUMANIE

Mr Silviu MEGAN, Regional Commissioner, Ministry oEnvironnment and Forest, National
Environnmental Guard- Timis Regional Commissar@@dyei 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 Conventhatyiser, Ministry of Environment and Spatial
Planning of the Republic of Serbia, Omladinskilghda 1. Str, SIV Ill, NEW BELGRADE, 11070
Tel: +381 11 31 31 569. Fax: +381 11 313 2458-mail: snezana.prokic@ekoplan.gov.rs

SWITZERLAND / SUISSE

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

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

SECRETARIAT / SECRETARIAT

Council of Europe / Conseil de I'Europe, Directoraé of Democratic Governance,
Culture and Diversity / Direction de la Gouvernancedémocratique, de la Culture et de
la Diversité, F-67075 STRASBOURG CEDEX, France

Tel: +33 388 41 20 00. Fax: +333 8841 3751

Mr Eladio FERNANDEZ-GALIANO, Head of the BiologicaDiversity Unit / Chef de I'Unité de la
Diversité biologique
Tel: +33 388 41 22 59. Fax: +33 3 88 41 37 Tmail: eladio.fernandez-galiano@coe.int

Ms Ivana d’ALESSANDRO, Secretary of the Bern Cori@n/ Secrétaire de la Convention de Berne,
Biological Diversity Unit / Unité de la Diversitédiogique
Tel: 433390 2151 51. Fax: +33 3 88 41 37 Etmail:ivana.dalessandro@coe.int

Ms lva OBRETENOVA, Administrator / AdministrateuBiological Diversity Unit / Unité de la
Diversité biologique
Tel: +333 902158 81. Fax: +33 3 88 41 37 T&mail:iva.obretenova@coe.int
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Ms Francoise BAUER, Principal administrative assist/ Assistante administrative principale,
Biological Diversity Unit / Unité de la Diversitédlogique
Tel: +333 8841 22 64. Fax: +33 3 88 41 37 Etmail:francoise.bauer@coe.int

Ms Véronique de CUSSAC, Administrative assistafitgistante administrative, Biological Diversity

Unit / Unité de la Diversité biologique
Tel: +33 38841 34 76 Fax: +33 3 88 41 37 Tmail: veronigue.decusac@coe.int




