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PART | —OPENING

1. OPENING OF THE MEETING AND ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

Relevant documents:  T-PVS (2012) 1 - Draft agenda
T-PVS (2012) 14 -Annotated draft agenda

The draft agenda was adopted with amendments.

2. CHAIRMAN 'S REPORT AND COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE DELEGATIONS
AND FROM THE SECRETARIAT
Relevant documents:  T-PVS (2012) 2 and 15 - Repbttse Bureau meetings in April and September 2012

The Chair, Mr Jan Plesnik, presented the Chaisnaport, informing that the work programme
of activities for 2012 had been completed in camity with the decisions taken the previous year,
despite the continuous suppression of posts witlérnSecretariat. The Chair detailed the outcomes
of the meetings of the Bern Convention’'s Group gpé&tts emphasising on the draft documents
which were forwarded to the Standing Committeeafmalysis and possible adoption. He continued
by informing about the work carried out by the Burgstressing that the number of complaints
lodged under the Convention has again increas@@1ig@, risking to become a burden for both the
Parties and the Secretariat. In order to ensureeffi@ent and smooth running of the case-file
system, the Bureau had decided to amend the ordimglaint form so to limit its length to three
pages, and to set a five-page limit for the attdaleports. The Bureau further decided to reduce the
number of reporting requests for those complaintschv can be forwarded to the Standing
Committee directly or for those for which an inffjement procedure at the EU level is pending.

The Chair further informed on other issues deglth® Bureau over the year, including the
possibility of a mediation process prior to the ripg of case-files; a request of amendment of
article 22 of the Convention put forward by Switaad; budgetary implications for the Bern
Convention; and its strategic development.

In addition, the Chair highlighted the excellendgress of Parties towards the setting-up of the
Emerald Network and, in this respect he warmly kieanboth the European Union (EU) and the
European Environment Agency (EEA), through its EBRZ-for the continuous financial and
scientific support in the setting-up of the Emend&twork.

Finally, the Chair acknowledged the excellent woskried out by both the Secretariat and the
other Bureau members, and concluded by particufgdeting the Vice-Chair, Mr Olivier Biber,
who will retire after the Standing Committee megtiMr Biber has attended most of the Standing
Committee meetings, contributing to the developnwnihe Bern Convention through his strong
commitment, scientific, networking and politicallisk

Ms Claudia Luciani, recently appointed Director @émocratic Governance, Culture and
Diversity, welcomed participants including Contragt Parties, observer countries and
representatives from other international biodiwgreonventions, international inter-governmental
and non-governmental organisations, national NG@srdependent experts.

Ms Luciani declared herself impressed by the sulisfawork carried out by the Standing
Committee and by the very interesting set of maimtp mechanisms established under the
Convention, including those which the Parties puplace on a voluntary basis. She was pleased
to recall that the Bern Convention has been reseghby the Committee of Ministers as one of
the Council of Europe’s key Conventions; howevle smphasised on the challenge to navigate
between this recognition and the political suppanich the leadership of the Council of Europe
has expressed, and the constraints set by the mionodsis.

Ms Luciani wished to ensure the Parties of herngfroommitment to defend the interest of
the Convention, within the limits of her mandatbéeSurther referred to the need to broaden the
active financial involvement of the Ministries oh®ronment of Contracting Parties in order to
ensure that the Bern Convention receives apprepristble and predictable funding for its
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effective implementation. In this regards, she egped her deepest gratitude to the Parties who
made voluntary financial contributions to the budgfehe Convention in 2012.

She concluded by acknowledging the important firreontribution allocated to the setting-
up of the Emerald Network by the European Unionchilgigned a new joint programme for the
next four years, targeting seven Central and Ba&aropean and South Caucasus countries. She
stressed that the partnership between the Eurdge&m and the Council of Europe is more and
more converging on a number of political challengetich makes it extremely solid and
successful.

The Chair thanked the Director for the strong stafets in favour of the Bern Convention.

The Chair further asked Observer states and Omgons if they wished to inform the
Committee about either the progress towards tlificedion of the Convention or their respective
activities.

Mr Andreas Streit (EUROBATS), speaking on behalfiaf Convention on Migratory Species
(CMS) informed the Committee about the CMS strateplan development process. He
emphasised on the links between the Bern Conveatidrthe CMS and other related Agreements,
recalling the joint work carried out on the consgion of species and the current mutual interests
including invasive species, climate change, the faldeNetwork of Areas of Special Conservation
Interest, and conservation of birds.

Mr Streit stressed that the future CMS StrateganF2015-2023 will focus on conservation
issues rather than on the CMS instruments, whidlhmweike it an overarching framework for all of
those working towards the conservation of migraspgcies.

The Chair thanked Mr Streit for his interventiordaancouraged both the CMS and the Bern
Convention’s Secretariats to ensure that the réispgarogrammes of activities are interlinked.

Conclusion: The Committee took note of the information preedrty the Chair and the Secretariat
on the implementation of the 2012 Programme of\vitatis.

The Committee welcomed the strong support in fawduhe Bern Convention expressed by Mrs.
Claudia Luciani, Director of the Directorate of Degnatic Governance, Culture and Diversity and
thanked her for her statement.

PART Il —MONITORING AND |MPLEMENTATION OF LEGAL ASPECTS

3. MONITORING OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE LEGAL ASPECT S OF THE
CONVENTION

3.1 Report on the implementation of the Conventioin one Contracting
Party (Switzerland)

Relevant document:  T-PVS/Inf (2012) 18 — Experijsart on the implementation of the Convention irtSwland

Mr Jean Untermaier presented the updated reporthenimplementation of the Bern
Convention in Switzerland, emphasising on the gttenwhile highlighting also some gaps,
including the difficult coordination between ther@@ns in charge of biodiversity management,
and the conservation of the grey wolf.

The delegate of Switzerland, Mr Reinhard Schnjdtignked the consultant for finalising the
monitoring report which provides a good overview tbeé legal framework in place for the
implementation of the Convention. However, he wishe complete the information presented
with a few important updates, namely following tteeent adoption of the National Biodiversity
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Strategy. Regarding the wolf, Mr Schnidrig streses need to consider this issue in a broader
geographical context, namely regarding the pomratianagement of the species in the Alps.

The representative of Pro Natura, Mr. FriedrichiMwelcomed the informative report but
highlighted that only a few updates were introdusatte last year. Mr Wulf stressed good
progress regarding aspects which were criticiseZDitll and welcomed the adoption of the Swiss
Biodiversity Strategy, whose Action Plan is undeywide further referred to the setting up of the
Emerald Network, a process for which Switzerlans $laown strong commitment. Still, Mr. Wulf
highlighted some implementation gaps, and the tdadequate financial resources for instance to
carry out national species and habitat inventosie® train cantonal biodiversity conservation’s
officers.

Conclusion: The Committee took note of the updated monitoriggprt, particularly welcoming
the most recent developments in the country.

3.2 Biennial reports 2005-2006, 2007-2008, 2009-2010 ncerning
exceptions made to Articles 4, 5, 6, 7 or 8 and gdeennial reports
2005-2008

Relevant documents:  T-PVS/Inf (2012) 14 - BienRiaports 2005-2006
T-PVS/Inf (2012) 15 - Biennial Reports 2007-2008
T-PVS/Inf (2012) 16 - Biennial Reports 2009-2010
T-PVS/Inf (2012) 17 — General Reports 2005-2008
T-PVS/Inf (2012) 3 - Summary tables of reportingier the Bern Convention

In conformity with Article 9, paragraph 2, of th@®@ention, Parties having made exceptions
to Articles 4, 5, 6, 7 or 8 shall present theseepkons in writing.

The Secretariat presented the biennial reportsvettestressing that these are made public to
enable NGOs, local people and other stakeholderxetned with nature conservation to
participate in the monitoring exercise. The Secr@tafurther informed thathe full list of
derogation reports received is included in the “Swry table of reporting under the Bern
Convention”.

Conclusion: The Committee took note of the biennial reportsnsitted. It stressed the important
role of these reports in the monitoring of the iempéntation of the Bern Convention, and invited
the Contracting Parties which have not yet fuldilinis obligation to do so as soon as possible.
The Committee further thanked Azerbaijan who sutadiGeneral reports on a voluntary basis

PART Il - INSTITUTIONAL MATTERS

4. REQUEST OF AMENDMENT OF ARTICLE 22 OF THE BERN CONVENTION
BY SWITZERLAND
Relevant document:  T-PVS (2012) 4 — SwitzerlandguRst of amendment of article 22

The Secretariat informed that, in a letter addidt$sehe Secretary General on 16 November
2011, the Swiss government requested an amendmetitle 22 of the Convention so as to
enable any State to enter reservations regardingitespecies specified in Appendices | to 1lI
after having signed the Convention or depositethggument of ratification, acceptance, approval
or accession. The Secretariat reminded the proees#itied down in Article 16 of the Convention.
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The delegate of Switzerland presented the factstlaadhistorical background behind the
proposed amendment. He recalled that the wolf daank to the country in 1997, causing troubles
to the shepherds who had not been prepared tonitbathe species. The authorities put in place a
framework of regulations which couldn’t solve thiguation on the long-term. After several
debates at the Parliament level, Switzerland ragde® the Standing Committee to downgrade
the protection status of the wolf. The Standing Guttee rejected the proposal in 2005.

Switzerland tried to deal with the presence of wudf through the so-called wolf concept,
which provides a framework allowing shepherds tbtke wolf under certain conditions without
changing the protection status of the species. Wewaet the political level these measures are
still considered as insufficient to protect theebtock and the interests of the shepherds. An
amendment to Article 22 of the Convention, allowaryy Party to make reservations concerning
the undertaking made at the moment of the sighaaaaession or ratification of the Convention if
the circumstances in the country have radicallynged, would enable Switzerland to downgrade
the protection status of the wolf. The delegatessied that the wolf population is growing and
expanding, with more than 20 individuals whose @nes has been confirmed.

The delegate of «the former Yugoslav Republic aicktbonia », Mr Aleksandar Nastov,
expressed his country’s support to the Swiss prlpts fact, « the former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia » is facing similar problems, with a wabpulation comprising around 1,050
individuals which are strictly protected by law. Wever, the compensation measures put in place
to repair to the financial loss suffered by theptieeds are becoming unsustainable for the country
as they represent a budget of around 4 million £pey year.

The delegate of Norway, Mr @ystein Starkersen, idemed that such an amendment could
reduce the scope and effectiveness of the Convesire it would allow any Party to introduce
reservations for any species at any moment. Hadudtressed that the interpretation of Article 22
after the amendment could be problematic, partitutegarding the proof of the “radical change”
which would justify the reservation. He concludednwting the opposition of his country to the
principle of the proposed amendment.

The delegate of the European Union (EU), Ms Milddavakova communicated the
opposition of the European Union to the proposarméndment and informed that, in the event of
a vote, the EU would represent its 27 Member States

The delegate of Croatia, Ms Zrinka Domazetovicoiinfed the alignment of her country to
the position of the European Union.

The representative of Pro Natura, Mr Friedrich Walthorted the Parties to oppose to the
request of amendment, and presented three mairmards: the proposal is not in line with
international legislation, namely the Vienna Conti@non the Law of Treaties and its definition
of “reservations”; article 9 of the Bern Conventialneady allows Parties to make derogations if
there is no other satisfactory solution and iféxeeption will not be detrimental to the survival o
the population concerned; there are better alteablutions to prevent damage to livestock for
instance by implementing herd protection measuresotoperation with the farmers in affected
areas.

The Secretariat reiterated the procedure, poirguigthat, according to Article 1382 of the
Convention, “within the areas of its competences #uropean Economic Community shall
exercise its right to vote with a number of votgsia to the number of its member States which
are Contracting Parties to this Convention (...)".eT8ecretariat added that the quorum for
holding a vote was a majority of the Contractingtiea, and noted the presence of 37 Contracting
Parties in the meeting room.
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Decision Taking into account this information, the Chawted that a vote in favour of the
amendment was not possible and, with the conseoistise Contracting Parties, declared the
proposed amendment rejected.

Further to the request of the delegate of Switnellsthe Committee instructed the Secretgriat
to send an official communication to Swiss authesitvith advice on how to address the problems
encountered so far using existing procedures uhde€Convention (e.g. Article 9).

PART IV —MONITORING OF SPECIES AND HABITATS

S. MONITORING OF SPECIES AND HABITATS

The Secretariat reminded that Contracting Partéa® lthe possibility to report to the plenary
on specific conservation actions which have nohtssalt with by the Groups of Experts.

The delegate of Albania informed about the adoptigrthe Ministry of Environment, Forests
& Water Administration, of the Action Plan for ti@onservation of Sea Turtles and their Habitats,
which will serve as a roadmap for the developmésea turtle research and protection throughout
the country. Its adoption directly contributestie tmplementation of International Conventions to
which Albania is Party and that include provisiar the protection of sea turtles and their
habitats.

The President of MEDASSET, Ms Lily Venizelos, emgisad on the presence of both the
endangered loggerhea@dretta carettq and green turtleQhelonia mydgsin Northern Albania.
She recalled that, based on the scientific resafita project carried out by MEDASSET, and
within MEDASSET’s mission to promote sea turtle servation throughout the Mediterranean,
the organisation submitted the Action Plan to th#arities in order to assist the country in its
efforts to protect the species.

She concluded by thanking the Ministry for the dbete collaboration which let to this
important milestone in sea turtle conservatiorhimn Mediterranean.

The Committee welcomed the information presented.

5.1 Select Group on Invasive Alien Species

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Inf (2012) 5 — Summamnain conclusions of the Select Group
T-PVS/Inf (2012) 1rev — European Code of CondacBotanic Gardens on IAS
T-PVS (2012) 9 - Draft Recommendation on the EeampCode of Conduct for Botanic Gardens
on IAS
T-PVS/Inf (2011) 26 rev — European Code of CondlucZoological Gardens arjuariaon 1AS
T-PVS (2012) 13 - Draft Recommendation on the Beam Code of Conduct for Zoological
Gardens andquariaon IAS

a. Codes of conduct and draft recommendations

The Secretariat presented the recent, proactiv& wiothe Convention on the topic, mainly
focussed on the analysis of pathways of InvasivemABpecies (IAS) introduction in Europe and
the elaboration of voluntary instruments. The Secia informed on the finalisation of Codes of
conduct on IAS and Botanic Gardens, Zoological &asdandAquaria, and on the drafting of two
other Codes of conduct (respectively on Hunting bkl and on Recreational Fishing and IAS),
as well as of guidelines on Protected Areas and IAS

Mr Vernon Heywood (consultant), presented the Cold€onduct for Botanic Gardens on
IAS while Mr Riccardo Scalera (consultant), presednthe Code of Conduct for Zoological
Gardens andquariaon IAS.

Several delegations supported the codes presentedielcomed the innovative work of the
Convention in this field.
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More particularly, the Cyprus Presidency of the @olof the European Union (Cyprus
Presidency) on behalf of the EU Member States ar@ht2 thanked the Secretariat and the
experts involved for the preparation of the two €oadf conduct, which were considered as
valuable initiatives to protect biodiversity agdin&S. The EU Member States and Croatia
proposed some few amendments to the texts of @it Recommendations presented, namely in
order to refer to Target 9 of the headline targetgpted by the Xl Conference of the Parties to the
Convention on Biological Diversity, and Target 5tbé EU Biodiversity Strategy 2020 adopted
by the Council of the European Union in June 204dre particularly on the Code of Conduct for
Botanic Gardens, the EU and its Member States andti@ suggested to recall the work of the
International Commission on Phytosanitary Measuwvitsin the framework of the International
Plant Protection Convention.

The delegate of Norway also wished to thank thesglbants for the preparation of the Codes
of conduct and to support both draft recommendatginessing, however, that these documents
should be probably revised in future to be adapta®brding to the improvement in knowledge.

The representative of EuroGroup for Animals, Msc8yaMcLennan, particularly welcomed
the Code of onduct for Zoological Gardens and Aigui@and appreciated the emphasis of this code
on prevention, as this is recognised as the most-eftective approach to IAS problem. She
further stressed that the endorsement of Europsandfation of Zoos and Aquaria in this code of
conduct is beneficial to the strength and poteutigtribution of the code.

Decision The Committee took note of the report of the rimgetf the Select Group, including tILe

proposals for the future work of the Conventionlaf. The Committee particularly praised the
innovative approach of preparing voluntary instratsewith the aim of ensuring responsible and
proactive policies, and applying these in a cohtam@nner across Europe.

The Committee amended and adopted the followingmeatendations:

» Recommendation No. 160 (2012) on the European @b@»nduct for Botanic Gardens on
IAS (appendix 5 to this report);

» Recommendation No. 161 (2012) on the European @b@onduct for Zoological Gardens
and Aquaria on IAS (appendix 6 to this report).

b.  Monitoring of the European Strategy on the eradiation of the ruddy duck (Side
event)

The Committee took note with satisfaction of tkeaeflent progress achieved in the eradication
of the ruddy duck in Europe in 2012, stressing timination of birds was going at the cadence
required to complete the process in four years.Gtmmittee congratulated in particular the States
where the species is still present regularly (Betgi France, The Netherlands and the United
Kingdom) for their efficient work and their plans further strengthen cooperation on the
eradication efforts, and welcomed the vigilance actibn by other States where the species has an
occasional presence. The Committee noted withfaetisn that such a complex operation of
eradication of a species in a whole continent igrecedented and its success would bring certainly
prestige to the Convention.

5.2 Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Climate Clange

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2012) 16 - Meeting repbthe Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Clim&hange
(Strasbourg, 1-2 October 2012)
T-PVS/Inf (2012) 8 - National reports on biodiverand climate change
T-PVS/Inf (2012) 11 - Analysis of the implementatiof recommendations made by the Group of
Experts on Biodiversity and Climate Change
T-PVS (2012) 10 - Draft recommendation on theatffe implementation of guidance for Parties
on biodiversity and climate change, under the Bnvention
T-PVS/Inf (2012) 19 - IUCN Guidelines for Reintradions and other Conservation
Translocations
T-PVS (2012) 6 - Draft recommendation on guidafozeParties on conservation translocations
under changing climatic conditions
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T-PVS/Inf (2012) 10 - Draft guidance on marineddersity and climate change

The Secretariat presented the work carried ouhbyGroup of Experts in 2012, highlighting
that the ¥ meeting of the Group has been characterised lyyfétful and enriching debates taking
into account all aspects of biodiversity conseorain a climate change context. For the next two
year, the Group decided to keep the multidiscipjirsproach which has been consolidated so far,
to continue the valuable interaction with othereiast groups within and outside the Council of
Europe, and to continue and improve the monitogrercise initiated in 2012 as a tool to assist
Parties in better focussing their conservatioroasti

As requested by the Group of Experts Mr Philippery\(Belgium), member of the Bureau of
the Council of Europe Steering Committee on Humight® (CDDH) and former chairperson of the
Committee for the Development of Human Rights (DBM) addressed the Standing Committee to
briefly introduce the work of the CDDH. Mr Wery assed that, although the CDDH had not
undertaken specific work on climate change in thghtl of Parliamentary Assembly
Recommendation No. 1883 (2009), the Committee éwently published the"2edition of a Manual
on Human Rights and the Environment to presenteimerging principles on environmental
protection in a systematic and accessible wayadt, £ven if the European Convention on Human
Rights does not guarantee an explicit right toathg and sound environment, the general standards
deriving from it may nonetheless also apply to mmmental matters. The electronic version of the
Manual is downloadable through the CDDH internebhpage.

Furthermore the Secretariat presented the two draftmmendations produced by the Group
and submitted to the Standing Committee for amaly$he Consultant, Mr Nicolas Fournier,
representing OCEANA, presented the draft Guidamc&larine Biodiversity and Climate Change,
to be eventually appended to Recommendation No(2®P1) on the same topic.

The Cyprus Presidency, speaking on behalf of theugdJits Member States, expressed general
support for the draft recommendation on consemétanslocations as these may become more and
more challenging in a climate change context. Riiggrthe draft recommendation on the effective
implementation of guidance for Parties on biodiigrand Climate Change, the Cyprus Presidency
particularly welcomed, on behalf of the EU andNtember States, the report “An analysis of the
implementation of recommendations made by the GuafuBxperts on Biodiversity and Climate
Change (2006-2010)", by Prof. Brian Huntley ancested that on this matter further research,
sharing of experiences and improving the knowleolgghe dynamics of such possible mitigating
measures should be undertaken by the Parties’ d¢entpauthorities, relevant stakeholders and
organisations. The Cyprus Presidency concludethtigsvention by putting forward some minor
amendments to both draft recommendations.

The Secretariat and the Chair expressed their waamks to the consultants involved in the
preparation of the draft documents, and more pdatily to the IUCN for submitting so promptly its
Guidelines for reintroductions and other conseovatianslocations to the attention of the Standing
Committee to the Bern Convention.

Decision The Committee took note of the report of tfferfeeting of the Group of Experts ahd
particularly praised the high quality of the spaakas well as of the working documents,
emphasising on the interesting, complete and usefemhda.

The Committee welcomed the Guidance on Marine Bimdity and Climate Change, and
decided to endorse it as Annex to Recommendation1N2 (2011) on marine biodiversity and
climate change.

Finally, the Committee examined, amended and addptefollowing recommendations:

» Recommendation No. 158 (2012) on guidance for é%adh conservation translocations under
changing climatic conditions (appendix 3 to thigow);

» Recommendation No. 159 (2012) on the effective @mgntation of guidance for Parties jon
biodiversity and climate change (appendix 4 to tégort).




-9- T-PVS (2012) 22

5.3 Group of Experts on Large Carnivores

Relevant document:  T-PVS (2012) 7 - Report of Grolgxperts on Large Carnivores in Europe
T-PVS (2012) 19 - Draft Recommendation on the eoraion of large carnivore’s populations in
Europe requesting special conservation action
T-PVS (2012) 20 - Draft Recommendation on the memagnt of expanding populations of large
carnivores in Europe

The Secretariat presented the report of the meetintpe Group of Experts, held in co-
operation with the Large Carnivores Initiative feurope (LCIE), and mainly devoted to two main
topics: large carnivore populations still at risknd problems caused by expanding large
carnivore’s populations. The Secretariat introduttedtwo draft recommendations elaborated by
the Group and noted the renewed interest of the daUthis issue. In fact, the European
Commission has set-up a discussion group, to wthehSecretariat of the Bern Convention
participate, and will organise a workshop of coneér stakeholders aiming at agreeing on
guidelines for large carnivore management in the EU

The Secretariat concluded by particularly noting ¢hitical situation of the Eurasian lynx in
the Balkans and the poaching that had led to thiackbf all brown bears in Austria.

The EU Member States and Croatia, as well as Noawaly Switzerland proposed a nhumber
of amendments to improve the draft recommendatidine Chair noted the relevance of the
Convention for conservation of large carnivoregjng into account also social aspects of the
wildlife-human conflicts.

Decision The Committee took note of the report of the nmgeand, in particular, of the excellent
synergies developed on the topic with the Euroggammission and the IUCN’s Large Carnivore
Initiative for Europe (LCIE), as these collaboratiwas indeed necessary to support Parties in the
two main issues in this field: the survival of tarened large carnivore populations and |the
acceptance of coexistence with large carnivorearé@as which they have colonised in the past
years and where the different stakeholders nebd tovolved in the solutions.

The Committee thanked Swiss authorities for theekeswt hosting of the meeting.
The Committee examined, amended and adopted tbevifod draft recommendations:

» Recommendation No. 162 (2012) on the conservafiterge carnivores populations in Europe
requesting special conservation action (appendixtfis report);

» Recommendation No. 163 (2012) on the managemergxpénding populations of large
carnivores in Europe (appendix 8 to this report).

5.4 Conservation of birds
a.  State of preparation of the meeting of the Groupf Experts on birds, and

b. 2" Conference on lllegal killing of birds in Europe

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Inf (2012) 20 - Questimenfar the reporting of Parties to the Bern Conwamtdn the
implementation of the Action Points listed in thedBpest Declaration on bird protection and
power lines
T-PVS/Inf (2012) 21 - Questionnaire for the repaytof Parties on illegal killing of birds

The Secretariat informed that the meeting of theu@ of Experts on Birds, initially scheduled
to take place in June 2012, had been postponedl® id order to ensure co-ordination with other
relevant stakeholders and the proper preparatiothefworking documents. Thanks to intense
consultation and fruitful coordination efforts withe CMS, the Secretariat announced that the
meeting of the Group of Experts on birds and tHeCanference on lllegal killing of birds will be
organised over one week, on 27-31 May 2013, batlatik to the first meeting of the CMS
Working Group on Poisoning. This should allow foeafer visibility and participation, better co-
ordination at the international level, and a marst-@ffective logistic organisation.
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The Secretariat stressed that ti&Conference on lllegal killing, trapping and tranfewild
birds will provide updated information on the issfaeusing on the monitoring of implementation of
enforcement measures at the pan-European levedr @tlerested stakeholders are welcomed to join
this initiative as co-organisers. The meeting & @roup of Experts on Birds, jointly convened by
the Council of Europe and BirdLife international|lwoncentrate mainly on the following issues: i.
birds and powerlines; ii. the impact of windfarms birds, including the consistency of the
recommendations/guidance set respectively underCievention and the EU framework, and
eventually the need for preparing some pan-Eurogaatance on sensitivity mapping; iii. updating
on relevant case-files lodged under the Conventienyalidating the decisions taken by the
participants to the"2 Conference on the lllegal killing, trapping andde of wild birds. Another
issue of interest could be the possible endorsemietite Species Action Plans revised by the
European Union since 2006.

The representative of BirdLife International, Miill@m van den Bossche, gave a very detailed
presentation of the questionnaires prepared for réporting of Parties respectively on the
implementation of the Action Points listed in thed&pest Declaration on bird protection and power
lines and on illegal killing, trapping and tradevafd birds. He explained that BirdLife Internatein
will be in charge of compiling and assessing tipies received so to present the analysis of tkee da
submitted at next meeting of the Group of ExpentBivds. The Secretariat further informed that the
replies to the questionnaires will be expected g ef March 2013. The Parties will receive a
reminder letter in January exhorting them to cbuote to this monitoring exercise.

The representative of Terra Cypria, Dr Artemis d@nmly, praised the Council of Europe’s
initiative to organise a second conference on lilegdl killing, trapping and trade of wild birds,
focusing on implementation and keeping the momerandithe interest arose on this topic in 2011.
She then gave a short update on the situationeirRépublic of Cyprus and the British Sovereign
Base Areas, where the use of illegal lime-stickamgd mist-netting was again unfortunately
prejudicial to the birds, particularly during laaitumn. Dr Yordamly further informed that Terra
Cypria, in cooperation with a major Cypriot medieoygp and the Cyprus Department of the
Environment, had been awarded a LIFE project tonpte understanding of biodiversity in Cyprus,
which would include also the issue of illegal bkitling. Thus Terra Cypria was addressing the
question of social awareness; she hoped that tpedfynd United Kingdom governments would
equally meet their obligations towards enforcem&tie concluded by congratulating BirdLife on
the questionnaires prepared, particularly the aganding the implementation of the Larnaca
Declaration, and requested that NGOs should beded in the reporting process as their input is
relevant.

The representative of the AEWA, Mr Sergey Dereliaformed on relevant actions carried out
under the Agreement on powerlines, including a cetmpnsive report prepared with funding from
the German electricity holding on powerlines aretbcution of birds, which will be submitted to
the Parties to the CMS for a possible follow-up. fielly noted that the first meeting of the
signatories of the Raptors MoU would be held in Abliabi, United Arab Emirates, from 9-11
December 2012.

The Chair thanked all the speakers for their v@etions and exhorted the Secretariat and the
CMS and its related Agreements to continue worliith such a synergistic approach.

Decision The Committee took note of the information présdrby the Secretariat and by BirdLife
International. It invited Parties to reply in weitt and within the deadlines to the questionnaires
prepared for the reporting exercise.
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5.5 Conservation of fungi

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Inf (2012) 12 - Draft Céraoin the gathering of fungi and biodiversity
T-PVS (2012) 17 — Draft recommendation on the @hamn the gathering of fungi and biodiversity

The Secretariat briefly presented the backgroumidiwled to the preparation of a Draft Charter
on the gathering of fungi and biodiversity, stragsthat this work was possible thanks to the
involvement of the IUCN. The draft text had beerculated electronically to the members of a
IUCN Working Group on the Drafting of a Europeana@hr on fungi-gathering before being
submitted to the Bureau of the Convention and teledates of the Parties. The Secretariat stressed
that the draft Charter should be considered asohttoencourage active conservation through
gathering fungi and that, as a side effect, itdpdd that by raising awareness of the importance of
fungi for recreation and livelihoods, the Chartell also help obtain better protection for species
that needs it.

The delegate of Switzerland, Ms Sarah PearsoretP@oted that lichens only appear at the
beginning of the draft text and considered thavatuld be appropriate that the final Charter takes
them into due account.

The delegate of France, Ms Marianne Couroubldjligioted that the comments sent to the
drafters by her authorities were not included mfthal draft text. Speaking on behalf of the EW an
its Member States and Croatia, she stated th&lthlember States and Croatia are fully aware that
the threats the fungi of Europe face should be watety and promptly addressed in order to achieve
sustainable use and comprehensive conservatiandif/érsity including ecosystems. However, she
noted that the draft text did not seem to take @mmount policies and initiatives currently exigtin
many countries and therefore the options proposaddwrepresent a step back in practices and
regulations. Before being endorsed, the Chartanldirecognise the existence of stricter regulations
when the national context requires it. In addititne EU and its Member States and Croatia wished
to raise the attention of the Standing Committe¢hef existence in Europe of flourishing illegal
harvesting and trade of fungi which certainly hawvedetrimental impact of natural habitats.
Considering the extent of the problem, the cons®ragproach of the Charter as regard concertation
and responsibilities of harvesters did not seemate and in accordance with ground realities.

Decision The Committee examined the draft European Chamethe gathering of fungi and
biodiversity and recognised the need to adequatiyess the threats that the fungi of Europe face,
also in order to achieve sustainable use and cdmapsive conservation of biodiversity including
ecosystems.

However, the Committee considered it necessargvotd more time to the analysis of the draft
Charter and therefore decided to postpone its ead@nt to the next Standing Committee meeting.

5.6 Habitats

Relevant Documents: T-PVS/PA (2012) 17 — Reporhef4" meeting of the Group of Experts on Protected Asrab
Ecological Networks
T-PVS/PA (2012) 13 — Compilation of governmentarép and contributions on the establishment
of the Pan-European Ecological Network
T-PVS/PA (2012) 12 — Draft Action Plan on the fetudevelopment of the Pan-European
Ecological Network
T-PVS/PA (2012) 08 — Draft resolution concernihg hational designation of adopted Emerald
sites and the implementation of management, reypaind monitoring measures
T-PVS/PA (2012) 14 — Draft list of sites to beiclly adopted as Emerald sites
T-PVS/PA (2012) 16 — Draft list of proposed Emersites to be officially nominated as candidate
Emerald sites

a. Group of Experts on Protected Areas and Ecologidt Networks — Progress
report and draft resolution

The Chair of the Group of Experts on Protected suaad Ecological Networks, Mr Jacques
Stein, presented the progress made by the Gro@plid. As planned in the Emerald Calendar
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(2011-2020), the constitution process of the Endefdétwork pursued with several activities
implemented in the target countries.

Regarding the completion of phase | of the Netwsdonstitution process, a contract for a
second European Union/Council of Europe Joint Ruogne on the setting-up of the Emerald
Network in seven Eastern and Central European andhSCaucasus countries was signed in
October 2012. The project would be officially labed at a side event taking place during the
Standing Committee. The new project covers theoge2D13-2016 (four years) and will focus on
achieving the biogeographical process of Phasedlliseven beneficiary countries.

Moreover, the work on the setting-up of the Emendktwork continued in Switzerland,
through a biogeographical seminar to assess theieoty of all 37 Swiss candidate Emerald
sites, and Norway, where a second technical Emsgatdnar provided for a final quality check of
the Norwegian Emerald database, as well as fomptaening of the process further on. More
particularly, the final Norwegian delivery of progexl Emerald sites can be expected at the end of
2012, while a first biogeographical Seminar for Way should take place in 2013.

Regarding Morocco and Tunisia, the Secretariatlleztthe strong interest expressed by both
countries to work on the setting-up of the Netwifrfunds were available. An activity targeting
both countries is included in the draft 2013 progrse of activities of the Convention, pending the
allocation of voluntary contributions.

The delegates of Albania and Serbia informed the@ittee on the efforts made at national
level to streamline Natura 2000 & Emerald processe® avoid duplication of work and ensure
efficient use of resources. However, both countdasswell as Montenegro, shared the difficulties
encountered in mobilising the necessary finaneisburces to continue this work.

The delegate of “the Former Yugoslav Republic ofcktonia” informed that his country
will continue to work on both the Emerald and Nat@000 setting-up processes through a new
two-year project to be launched soon. Coordinatioactivities with NGOs and local communities
is an important objective of the project.

The Secretariat insisted on the need to ensuradination of the activities related to the
Emerald and Natura 2000 networks at national leaed, confirmed its availability for technical
support to the countries which may request so.

The Chair of the Group of Experts further informiwht a contract was awarded to the
European Centre for Nature Conservation (ECNCpfeparing, for the Council of Europe, a draft
Action Plan for the setting-up of the Pan Europé&&ological Network (PEEN). Mr Kristijan
Civic (ECNC) explained that the Action Plan builds the discussions held by the Group of
Experts and proposes few simple activities, matnlyrgently address defragmentation, which
may be implemented by the Convention to contribatthe development of the PEEN. Requests
for voluntary contributions will be sent to theentsted Parties in order to eventually start the
implementation of the Action Plan under the 2018gPamme of Activities.

The Secretariat further presented the draft reisolutoncerning the national designation of
adopted Emerald sites and the implementation of ag@ment, reporting and monitoring
measures, which is aimed to become a referencengodufor concrete functioning of the
Network.

Proposals of amendments were presented by the Ekdbkte States and Croatia, while
Switzerland sponsored the proposals made by thegeptative of Pro Natura. Other delegations
expressed their support to the Resolution. Thegdédeof Ukraine, Mr Igor Ivanenko, echoing the
comments from other Parties working on the Emefdédwork, proposed that the Group of
Experts on Protected Areas is instructed to worktloe possible ways for transposing the
requirements for the Emerald Network at nation&elethrough the national designation of
adopted Emerald sites.
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Decision: The Committee took note of the report of the Grofifcxperts meeting in 2012 and
welcomed the progress achieved in 2012 in thengetip of the Emerald Network and expressed
its appreciation of the efforts of Contracting Rertand Observer states on that process.

The Committee examined, amended and adopted RiesolND.8 (2012) on the national
designation of adopted Emerald sites and the impheation of management, monitoring and
reporting measures (appendix 9 to this report).

b.  Setting-up of ecological networks - Progress oithe establishment of the
Emerald Network

The Secretariat reminded the new terminology adbjoe the “proposed Emerald sites”,
“candidate Emerald sites” and “adopted Emeraldssitehich corresponds to a certain phase in
the constitution process of the Emerald network #merefore shows progress towards its
completion.

Two draft lists of sites were submitted to the mtitn of the Standing Committee: one
concerning proposed Emerald sites to be officialyninated as candidate Emerald sites,
including 957 sites submitted by 7 Central and &asEuropean and South Caucasus countries; a
second list of sites was submitted by Switzerlaordpfoposing its 37 already candidate Emerald
sites for official adoption as Emerald sites.

Decision The Committee adopted as Emerald sites the 8% sitbmitted by Switzerland, listed|in
document T-PVS/PA (2012) 14. It further acknowlediged welcomed this adoption as historical
since these were the first sites to officially orte the Emerald Network.

The Committee officially nominated as candidate Ealiksites the sites submitted by 7 Central
and Eastern European and South Caucasus coulisties,in document T-PVS/PA (2012) 16.

The Committee expressed its gratitude to the Ewamopdnion for the financial support
provided for four additional years to the settingaf the Emerald Network in Central and Eastern
Europe and the South Caucasus. It further thankedEuropean Environment Agency and|its
European Topic Centre for Biological Diversity fitreir cooperation and scientific and technigcal
support and encouraged a strengthened involvemeydrticular with regards to the constitution|of
the Network in Central and Eastern Europe.

c. European Diploma of Protected Areas

Relevant documents: T-PVS/DE (2012) 15 — Repot@ihteeting of the Group of Specialists on the EemoDiploma
of Protected Areas in 2012
T-PVS/DE (2012) 13 — Adopted Resolutions on thewal of the European Diploma of Protected
Areas in 2012
T-PVS/DE (2012) 18 — Draft Resolution on the renewfathe European Diploma of Protected
Areas to the Belovezhskaya Pushcha National PaBklarus

The Secretariat informed that, in 2012, the Diplah#rotected Areas was renewed to ten
diploma holding areas. A successful on-the-spotaapgl was held in the Poloniny National Park
(Slovakia) following the difficulties encountered lthe national authorities to implement the
conditions and recommendations attached to therdsmwal of the Diploma. Furthermore, the
Secretariat received two new applications for thard of the Diploma, respectively from Armenia
(Khosrov State Reserve) and from Ireland (Burrgiorg. The reports and recommendations of the
relevant on-the-spot appraisals should be exanfipelde Group of Specialists in 2013.

The Secretariat further informed that the discussi@mn the application submitted by the
Sumava National Park in the Czech Republic werénggastponed in 2012 at the request of the
Czech authorities. The reason is the on-going geoédrafting a new Act for the Park, including
its zoning regulations.
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The delegate of the Czech Republic, Ms Alena Vasatkapologised for postponing the
discussion on the application of the Sumava NatiBaak. She expressed the appreciation of her
authorities for the work carried out by the expenb visited the Park. Nevertheless she pointed out
that the current priority for the authorities i® threparation of the new Act on the National Park
Sumava and related strategic documents, includarticplarly the management plan which will
integrate, as much as possible, the recommendati@ae following the on-the-spot appraisal.
While confirming the interest of the Czech Repulidicthe European Diploma of Protected Areas,
the country preferred to put the application of $nenava National Park in stand-by for the moment.

Regarding the issue of the renewal of the Dipldandhe Belovezhskhaya Pushcha National
Park (Belarus), which was pending since 2011, #gmre$ariat informed that, following the on-the-
spot appraisal, the independent expert suggestdek tGroup of Specialists a renewal for a limited
period with conditions and recommendations. Adiscussing the appraisal's report, the
Bureau suggested a renewal for 5 years, compatithiprevious practice under the Diploma.

Decision: The Committee welcomed the renewal of the Dipldmden diploma holding areas and
praised the successful result of the on-the-spptaggal held in the Poloniny National Park (Sloyak
Republic). It further acknowledged the applicatidos the award of the Diploma by two argas
respectively in Armenia and Ireland.

The Committee examined the Draft Resolution onrérewal of the European Diploma to the
Belovezhskaya Pushcha National Park and agreddeqgprinciple of an exceptional renewal for 5 ygars
only. The Draft Resolution will be forwarded to tBemmittee of Ministers of the Council of Europe fo
possible adoption.

PART V —MONITORING OF SPECIFIC SITES AND POPULATIONS

6. SPECIFIC SITES AND POPULATIONS

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2012) 11 — Summary af filss and complaints
T-PVS/Inf (2012) 2 — Register of Bern Conventiorase-files

6.1 Files opened

»  Ukraine: Building of a navigable waterway in the Bystroe Estuary (Danube
delta)

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2012) 11 — Summary af files and complaints
T-PVS/Files (2012) 7 — Government report (Ukriine
T-PVS/Files (2012) 7add — Addendum to the Govemmimeport (Ukraine)
T-PVS/Files (2012) 4 — Government report (RepubditMoldova)
T-PVS/Files (2012) 14 — Government report (Romani
T-PVS/Files (2012) 1 — EU report
T-PVS/Files (2012) 47 — Reports by other concestalleholders

This case concerns the excavation of a shippingldarBystroe estuary of the Danube delta
in Ukraine, which is likely to affect adversely hdahe Ukrainian Danube Biosphere Reserve — the
most important of Ukraine’s wetlands — and the wHoanube delta dynamics.

The Secretariat recalled that, in 2004, the Stapd@ommittee adopted Recommendation
No. 111 (2004) on the proposed navigable watenlwegugh the Bystroe estuary (Danube Delta),
inviting Ukraine to suspend works, except for tlenpletion of phase |, and not to proceed with
phase Il of the project until certain conditionsrevenet.

In 2008 Ukraine informed the Secretariat that ‘tlarks on the Phase Il never started and are
not going to start until the appropriate procedamesbeing implemented”.

However, in March 2010, the European Union inforrtieat Ukraine had adopted a decision
to start the implementation of Phase Il of the BistChannel project.
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At its last meeting the Standing Committee decimekkep the case file open and to ask to the
three concerned Parties to report on the curreste sof the situation as well as on the
implementation of the provisions included in Recosnghation No. 111 (2004).

After examining the reports submitted by the thRseties in February 2012, the Bureau
decided to request to Ukrainian authorities theli&hdranslation of the analysis of the impacts of
the full implementation of the Channel in a transtdary context, and it instructed the Secretariat
to request more information to the Ramsar Convarditd the European Union.

In August 2012 Ukraine sent both the EIA (as amdnithe2009) and the analysis of the
impact in a transboundary context. These documeont€lude that the Bystroe option would
represent ‘the least-impact’ alternative to the ¢doeDanube Biosphere reserve (DBR) in terms of
long-term viability with respect to the sustainablatural resource management and suitable
governance of anthropogenic activities taking piadihe areas of the Bystroe Branch.

The Ramsar Convention couldn’t really contribute the reporting request as no new
information was available at the Secretariat. Theopean Union, informed that in the framework
of a new EU-funded project a draft law on Enviromtaé Impact Assessment in Transboundary
Context was due to be submitted to the UkrainiatidPaent for adoption at its autumn session.

The Bureau decided to keep the case file open rstducted the Secretariat to contact the
European Union, the Convention concerning the Etiote of the World Cultural and Natural
Heritage, the Espoo Convention, the Ramsar Coramgnéind the WWF for their opinion on the
documents submitted by Ukraine. The Bureau furihstructed the Secretariat to request to
Ukrainian authorities to forward to the Standingn@oittee the list of organisations and
international experts which participated in the sagdtation process prior to the finalisation of the
EIA.

The Secretariat further summarised the report sitbenby the WWF, which was the only
organisation which replied to the reporting requastording to WWF analysis, the EIA seems to
comply with the formal requirements of EIA but ailo address concrete relevant issues, as for
instance: emergency situations are not asses&kntiwledge gaps and the level of uncertainties,
the post-project analysis of results of the moimgpand management programmes, the social and
economic forecasts, the latest hydro-morphologichhnges in the Delta, the cumulative
environmental impact in the transboundary cont®lareover, WWF considers that the list of
measures to reduce the negative impact does ntatisdnstitutional arrangements.

The delegate of Ukraine, Mr Igor Ivanenko, preserttee EIA stressing that the document
went through the assessment of 17 internationaéréxpHe explained that the EIA addresses
additional aspects that were not considered inipusvreports, including a rationale conduct for
the transboundary EIA process, information on theicseconomic situation in the areas of the
Lower Danube Basin, scientific projections to deliee the potential impact of Phase Il on the
restoration of the environment in the affected zsoren updated assessment of transboundary
aspects of some project activities and their halbiss, considerations of alternative navigation
routes and their possible environmental impact.ednih has been particularly developed to secure
answers to questions and comments expressed bRdh@nian NGOs, International Non-
Governmental Organizations, Romanian Public anceegmtatives of the Romanian authorities.

The delegate of Romania, Mr Liviu Dumitru, thanKékrainian authorities for the efforts in
improving communication. Yet, he noted that thene still several gaps and shortcoming in the
EIA. For instance, the mathematical modelling usgedJkraine is based on data which were not
transmitted to the Romanian side, despite severplasts in this sense. Moreover, according to
the authorities of Romania, the EIA focuses alnexsiusively on the impact of the works on the
Ukrainian side of the Delta while the transboundanpact is not properly assessed. Therefore
Romania is not completely reassured by the ElAtakés not deal with all the environmental
consequences rising up from the project and thesutations undertaken under the Espoo
Convention where not duly taken into account. Mmilitu stressed that Romania requested to
Ukrainian authorities to continue the consultatidng didn’'t have a reply. He concluded by
reminding that at the fifth session of Meeting lo¢ fParties to the Espoo Convention, the Parties
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endorsed the findings of the Implementation Conesitto the effect that Ukraine has only
partially fulfilled the Espoo requirements regaglihe Bystroe Channel, while the Parties to the
Aarhus Convention issued a caution to Ukraine givmthe continuous non compliance with the
provisions of the Convention. Romania finally respeel that the impact of project is further
assessed before continuing with the implementatid®hase two.

The delegate of Ukraine informed that the Ramsarv€ntion has stopped monitoring this
file after considering that the conservation of ¢tbacerned wetlands is satisfactory.

The representative of the Council of Europe Comfeeeof INGOs, Ms Edith Wenger, wished
to support WWF position reminding that there areeaies of gaps in the implementation by
Ukraine of Recommendation No. 111 (2004) and thatsi still unclear how the public
consultations regarding the project were organiaad which public they addressed. They
suggested to consider the proposals made by the WhfRely to organise an expert workshop
under the aegis of the Convention, to exhort Uledm include all environmental conservation
aspects in the EIA, to carry out again the modglbhthe different structural interventions, etc.

Following the debate, the Parties requested thér @harganise a secret vote to decide on the
follow-up to be given to this case-file.

Decision: The Committee took note of the reports of bothdilkan and Romanian authorities and of
comments and concern from other Parties and Ohserve

Following a ballot, the Committee decided to kdepdase file open.

The Committee further noted that the opinions ohemf the stakeholders approached in writing
by the Secretariat were still missing. It thereforgtructed the Secretariat to reiterate its retguis
feedback and to inform the Bureau at its next meeti

»  Cyprus: Akamas Peninsula

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2012) 11 — Summary af filss and complaints
T-PVS/Files (2012) 15 —Report by the Government
T-PVS/Files (2012) 43 —Report by the NGO
T-PVS/Files (2012) 1 — Report by the EU

This case concerns pressures from tourism in eomegi Cyprus known for its great
environmental value, including notably very impottaesting beaches for two species of marine
turtles. The Committee has been discussing thegiase 1996. Two on-the-spot appraisals were
carried out in 1997 and 2002 and a recommendatioptad in 1997.

The sufficiency of the designation of the areaspant to the Birds and Habitats Directives
is still being dealt with by the European Union &ne authorities of Cyprus.

The delegate of Cyprus, Mr Antonis Antoniou, infeanthat the Cyprus Department of
Environment has proceeded to the revision of themés Peninsula mapping using high
resolution satellite and aerial images. Additionadiite visits and sampling were also made. Once
the information will be properly analysed, apprapei protection measures will be taken. Mr
Antoniou concluded by reaffirming that, concernitiie “Polis-Gialia” area, the authorities
disagree with the claim that the area which has bdesignated is inadequate. However, he
informed that Cyprus is reviewing the monitoringdainspection process in place so to ensure
adequate surveillance of the area.

The delegate of Norway stressed that the factttieafile that had been open for sixteen years
was a sign that the actions undertaken by the atifsowere so far not enough effective to solve
the conservation problems encountered. There wegrattable lack of progress.

The representative of Terra Cypria stressed tlas, file has been open for some time
because, although some steps have been takenathegot such as to satisfy the Standing
Committee that significant protection is being asem to the habitats and ecosystems of the
Akamas Peninsula, and in particular to the tunlesting on its coast and on the adjoining coast of
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Limni. Regarding Limni, she stressed that this deedirectly adjoining Akamas with an even
bigger concentration of loggerhead turtles, soheeiof the two sites should be considered in
isolation. Since Limni represents the case of amplemented management plan Terra Cypria
was happy to learn from the Cyprus delegate trafptiotection measures for the area are under
revision, though as yet incomplete. She concludeteuested to the Committee to keep the file
open.

The delegate of Cyprus insisted that the necesstadies were been done and that turtle
nesting beaches were well protected.

The representatives of MEDASSET and the Societa®daea Herpetologica noted that
marine turtles were very threatened in the Mediteean and that implementation of the
Convention and the Habitats Directive was esserfiaty therefore supported the request made
by Terra Cypria.

Decision The Committee took note of the information pr@ddoy the delegate of Cyprus and the
representatives of non-governmental organizatittrieok further note of the state of progresg of
the exchanges between Cyprus and the European Gsiomiconcerning the supposed
insufficient designation of the Natura 2000 area.

The Committee decided to keep the case file opdreanouraged Cyprus to fully implement
its recommendation N°63 (1997). The Committee rihstructed the Secretariat to continue |co-
ordination with the European Union on this complain

»  Bulgaria: Wind farms in Balchik and Kaliakra — Via Pontica

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2012) 11 — Summary af filss and complaints
T-PVS/Files (2012) 40 — Report by the Government
T-PVS/Files (2012) 16 — Report by the NGO
T-PVS/Files (2012) 1 — Report by the EU

The Secretariat recalled that this case was openeldallenge the building of a windfarm at
Balchik and Kaliakra which is one of the main migrg routes in Europe. However, the
complaint is now acquiring a wider dimension as wWiadfarm developments in Bulgaria are
rising exponentially.

An on-the-spot visit was carried out in Septemi@52on the basis of which the Committee
adopted “Recommendation No. 117 (2005) on the fdaset up a wind farm near the town of
Balchik and other wind farm developments, on the Yontica route” asking the Bulgarian
authorities to reconsider their decision to appritveproposed wind farm in Balchik in view of its
potential negative impact on wildlife and takingcaent of Bulgaria’'s obligations under the
Convention.

A new on-the-spot appraisal was carried out in J20@7, following which the Standing
Committee adopted “Recommendation No. 130 (2007jhenwindfarms planned near Balchik
and Kaliakra, and other wind farm developmentshenia Pontica route”.

In June 2008, the European Commission opened @ngafment procedure against Bulgaria
because of insufficient designation of 6 sitesRassunder the Bird Directive, one of which is the
Kaliakra IBA.

At the last Standing Committee meeting the file Wwagt open, asking the authorities of
Bulgaria to present an updated report and to take iconsideration the provisions of
Recommendation No. 130 (2007) on the windfarmsr@dmear Balchick and Kaliakra, and other
windfarm developments on the Via Pontica route gBrih).

The Secretariat informed that the Bureau didn’eiee timely information by the authorities
in 2012. However, it learnt about AEWA’s worrieggaeding a new windfarm plan near a key
wintering site for the globally threatened red-Isted goose (Branta ruficollis) and accepted the
invitation of the AEWA Standing Committee to evealty join an Implementation Review
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Process (IRP) mission to the country in order 8ess the issue on the ground and to recommend
solutions to the Government.

The delegate of Bulgaria, Mr Nikolay Nedyalkov, suarised the report sent by his
authorities in September this year, highlightingttrof the 2526 wind energy projects received
since 2007, only 117 have been constructed futthebtaining the necessary authorisations. None
of these is located in a Natura 2000 area. He durteported on the measures undertaken to
implement the relevant Standing Committee Recomiai@ms stressing that, since 2007, no new
development has been authorised without fulfillthg EIA/AA procedure. Moreover, the legal
framework has been reviewed through the adoptiones¥ Environmental Protection Law and
Biological Diversity Law which introduce a 5-yeanlt of validity for EIA and AA decisions.

He concluded by highlighting that, at the requdghe Ministry of Environment and Water,
the National Plan of the Renewable Energy Sources also reviewed and a ban introduced to
overcome, reduce and if possible completely eliteinall potential adverse effects that the
construction of windfarms may have on the NATURAQGites.

The representative of BirdLife Bulgaria, Ms Irinékblaeva Mateeva, summarised the content
of the reports submitted by her NGO in 2012, singsghat the EIAs realised for Balchik and
Kaliakra areas do not examine alternative solutiondocations or the possible negative and
cumulative impacts. She welcomed the recent dewatops, particularly regarding the legislative
framework, but stressed that the ban for new wimdfarojects in Dobrudja region does not apply
for the already approved projects or those undsesasnent. She also feared that enforcement of
the legislation and its implementation could tage kong. She requested the Committee to keep
the case-file open and to ask the Bulgarian govemfor more regular and detailed progress
report on implementation of the recommendationwal as a clear action plan of activities for
fulfilling the obligations set under the Conventiaith regards to the conservation of birds.

The representative of the AEWA, Mr Sergey Derelimated that the windfarm developments
along the Via Pontica are a real concern not oslyabse they affect species protected under the
AEWA but also in the light of the case opened amhndfarming project for 95 turbines in the
vicinity of the Lake Durankulak in Bulgaria, an aref particular importance for the Globally
Endangered red-breasted goose as well as a winteiten Mr Dereliev regretted to note that the
AEWA Standing Committee didn't receive a reply e toffer to send an advisory mission on the
ground. In fact, the latest information receivedtlta Secretariat was that the procedure was
returned to the stage of EIA with the requiremehtadditional studies and analysis to be
conducted. The AEWA wished to acknowledge the stapiertaken by the Government with
regard to developing renewable energy sourcesdiatirthe delays in implementation, the lack of
specific information on progress in the implemeontabf Recommendation No. 130 (2007), and
the lack of certainty concerning how the authasitigll address the contentious vast number of
already approved wind turbines in areas of higtdibErsity value, taking into account that the
National Action Plan on Renewable Energy Sourcdg @mncerns new project submissions.

He concluded his intervention by making a numbguroposals which received the support of
the Parties.

Decision The Committee took note of the report presentethb authorities of Bulgaria, as we
as of the concerns of the complainant and othee@bss.

=y

The Committee acknowledged the steps undertakethdyGovernment of Bulgaria wit]
regards to development and adoption of a Natior@ioA Plan on Renewable Energy Sources
2011-2020 and other reported measures but notettheadame time, that concrete progress|are
delayed and windfarming is still insufficiently ndgted.

Considering some of the points of the statementhef Chair of the AEWA Standin
Committee, the Committee decided to keep the disegen and ask the Government of Bulgaria
to submit, before the ?38tanding Committee meeting, a structured, detailetl comprehensivi
report on the implementation of all provisions @d@mmendation No. 130 (2007).

«

D
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Finally the Committee reiterated its availabilitgr feventually joining an AEWA advisory
visit if the authorities of Bulgaria agree to it.

»  France: Habitats for the survival of the Common Hanster (Cricetus cricetus) in
Alsace (France)
Relevant documents: T-PVS (2012) 11 — Summary af files and complaints

T-PVS/Files (2012) 44 — Report by the GovernmeAtdenda
T-PVS/Files (2012) 1 — Report by the EU

This complaint concerns the preservation and primmaif appropriate agricultural practices
that may ensure the survival of the declining comrhnamster Cricetus cricetu populations in
Alsace. A recommendation by the Committee was tbsuel1998, after which the situation
improved, to be reversed later.

In 2011 the European Court of Justice ruled agdhmanhce for failing to take adequate
measures to protect the species.

The Secretariat presented the case, noting thetrspecies’ decline of the species both in
overall number and in number of municipalities vehigiis present.

The delegate of France presented the Governmeattrapting that the implementation of
both the Habitats Directive and the Conventioncangsidered as priorities, but that the obligations
related to this specific file have to be implementea difficult context of lack of local acceptanc
of the species which finds it difficult to surviwe a changing agricultural landscape. A recovery
plan for 2012-2016 is being implemented aiming ¢verse the decline in the species, with
appropriate incentive measures and restockingeoptipulation. The plan has also a scientific side
and promotes awareness on the conservation optwes.

The representative @auvegarde Faune Sauvageplained the reasons of the decline in the
species and noted that it could not be expectatitave in only 9,000 hectares spread over only
four municipalities. Although recognising some effoat the governmental level, the NGO
considered that the authorities are not doing elmoug

The representatives of the CERPH&ance Nature Environnement, Alsace Natarel the
Conference of INGOs also invited France to speedefiprts and work more closely with
municipalities and the farmers to increase the @acee of the species.

Decision The Committee took note of the report presenteéfdance and the observations made
by the non-governmental organisations. The Comeigtmphasised on the decline of the species
in Alsace, although it congratulated the Frenchegoment for the agro-environmental programme
launched for 2012-2016, wishing that this couldite a tangible increase in the distribution|of

the species and the number of individuals.

The Committee decided to keep the case-file opdih conservation measures bear their
fruits and invited French authorities to reporhéxt Standing Committee meeting.

» ltaly: Eradication and trade of the American Grey qquirrel (Sciurus
carolinensis)

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2012) 11 — Summary af files and complaints
T-PVS/Files (2012) 13 - Report by the Government

The Secretariat recalled that this case concem$tbsence of the American grey squirrel
(Sciuruscarolinensis) in Italy, as a serious threat for sevival of the protected native red
squirrel Sciurus vulgariy and the related potential to turn the invasidrthis species into a
continental problem.

Two Standing Committee recommendations have be@ptad as a follow-up to this
complaint, respectively Recommendation No. 78 (1929 the conservation of the red squirrel
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(Sciurus vulgariyin Italy, and Recommendation No. 114 (2005) andbntrol of the grey squirrel
(Sciurus carolinens)sand other alien squirrels in Europe. The latksaltaly to start without
delay an eradication programme.

Following an on-the-spot appraisal carried out @0 the Standing Committee agreed to
open a case-file and addressed a list of recomndeact&ons to the Italian government (including
monitoring, eradication, a trade ban, regionalatmiation and co-operation).

In 2009 the delegate of Italy reported on progressle towards the adoption of legislative
tools to control the species. Yet, in 2011 the Camea noted that the adoption of the draft decree
aimed at banning the trade of the species wasaspknding issue and thus decided to keep the
case-file open.

The Secretariat explained that the two reports $téxinby Italy to the Bureau’'s attention
inform about the implementation of the operatiopalt of a LIFE+ project on eradication in
Piedmont, Liguria and Lombardy Regions. Some adw@ment was also reported about the
procedure for the adoption of the draft decredoaigh this was still pending last September. The
Bureau forwarded the complaint to the Standing Catem

The delegate of Italy, Mr Vittorio De Cristofarorgsented the last Government report,
submitted in November 2012. He informed about adrand eradication, keeping and import, and
trade in the species. Regarding the first issue DdrCristofaro recalled that Italy co-funds the
LIFE+ project mainly conceived to devise and impéenGrey squirrel management actions; the
concrete implementation of these measures stamtdanuary 2012, unfortunately gaining sharp
criticism by animal welfare organisations. Due to appeal presented by some NGOs to the
Regional Administrative Court in Piedmont Regiohe teradication measures for which the
necessary authorisations had been already deliagesdow in stand-by.

However, the action plan is being efficiently implented in both Liguria and Lombardy
Regions despite a wide negative mass-media camphigaddition, a survey visit by Swiss
Canton technicians in charge of IAS control wascessfully conducted in Lombardy to evaluate
the progress of the grey squirrel management action

Regarding the keeping and import of the species, Ddr Cristofaro referred to the
international context, recalling that, thanks tpraposal put forward by Italy, the grey squirrel is
now listed in Annex B of the EU Council Regulatitio. 338/97, thus being now among those
species whose introduction into the EU is partidylalangerous to native species of flora or
fauna.

Finally, concerning the ban decree, this was signethe Minister of the Environment and
forwarded to the other Ministers involved in anini@de and management for their definitive
countersignature. It is expected that the decrassoed by the end of 2012.

The delegate of Switzerland, Mr Olivier Biber, waited the progress obtained with
eradication on the ground and thanked ltalian aittbs for their efforts, in a difficult mediatic
and social context. However, he stressed that 8edirzd will not be completed reassured until the
species is completely under control. This is unfieately a goal which has not been reached yet.
He concluded by asking that the case-file is k@giho

The delegate of Iceland, Mr Jon Gunnar Ottéssosh&d to highlight that the complaint is
under screening since several years now, and ieaCommittee is expecting the adoption of a
decree on banning the trade of the species sineasitfour years. He hoped that at next Standing
Committee meeting the Italian authorities will beleato inform about the enforcement of the
adopted decree.

The Chair wished to emphasise that the Bureau apgwweciated and acknowledged the
efforts done by the authorities, both in the sesfseproving communication with the Secretariat
and the Bureau, and for eradicating the speciegshenground. However, the Bureau also
recognised that this process has just started, ingeathat the Convention should continue
monitoring the situation.
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Decision The Committee took note of the information preedrby the delegate of Italy, alLd
acknowledged the regular reporting and the progresise implementation of a dedicated Life+
project. The Committee further noted that the aidopof the draft decree aimed at banning the
trade of the species is expected soon.

However, it stressed that the progression of ttecisp is not yet under control and that
eradication efforts are at a beginning stage.

Therefore the Committee decided to keep the césesfien and instructed the Bureau| to
closely follow-it up. It invited the delegate o&ly to report to next Standing Committee meeting.

6.2 Possible files

> France: Protection of the European Green ToadRufo viridis) in Alsace

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2012) 11 — Summary af files and complaints
T-PVS/Files (2012) 22 — Report by the Government
T-PVS/Files (2012) 1 — Report by the EU

This complaint was lodged in 2006 by the AssocraBWJFO (Association pour I'étude et la
protection des amphibiens et reptiles d’Algatmrusing on threats to the European green toad
(Bufo viridig) few remaining habitats in Alsace. It specificalygeted shortcomings in the impact
studies carried out for a major bypass and urbameldement projects, and a project for the
construction of a leisure complex.

In 2008, the French government reported that anm&sbn plan for the common spadefoot
(Pelobates fusciisand the green toad was under development, ainttigtive of the regional
authorities (DIREN Lorraine). The plan would bedgat the end of 2009, with specific actions
starting in 2010. However, due to different reasotme preparation of the plan had been
considerably delayed.

Noting that the national action plan was still fintlised in 2011 the Committee decided to
keep the complaint as a possible file.

The Secretariat informed that the contract with to@sultancy tasked with drafting the
national action plan had been terminated at thenhegy of 2012, and that an agreement had
subsequently been signed with the National Musefiraiural History (MNHN) Paris. The
Bureau took note of this new development and deciddforward the complaint to the Standing
Committee as a possible file.

The delegate of France, Mr Michel Guery informed the development towards the
operational implementation of the regional actitemp for the European green toad in Alsace and
Lorraine, were the species is identified as a ftyimne. He detailed the priority actions identfie
in Alsace and stressed that in Lorraine, some pi®jehich could have an impact on the green
toad population or its habitats were left or sutggddo compensation measures.

Regarding the National Action Plan, its revisedsiar n° 6 was submitted to the Steering
Committee and a meeting was planned for DecemhiE2. Zlhe Action Plan addresses some of the
issues which were pending in previous versions #alges into account the most recent
developments in knowledge and research.

The representative of th8ocietas Herpetologic&rance (SHF), Mr Jean-Pierre Vacher
supported byrance Nature Environnemergtressed that, despite some progress, the fiatlaf
the National Action Plan has not been release@nétno information is available on the Ministry
of Environment's website. He welcomed the decigmmlesignate the MNHN as the instance in
charge of the drafting process but requested tigatdmplaint is kept under scrutiny until the Plan
is adopted and its implementation started.

The representative &auvegarde Faune Sauvadér Jean-Paul Burget, supported the views
of the representative of SHF, emphasising thattlinee populations present in the Haut-Rhin
(Alsace Region) are decreasing.
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Decision The Committee took note of the information preedrby the delegate of France and|by
the representatives of the NGOs. The Committedduracknowledged progress at local leve| as
well as the collaboration with the Paris Naturastdiy Museum.

The Committee decided to continue monitoring tloisiplaint keeping it as a possible file.

»  Greece: threats to marine turtles in Thines Kiparisias

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2012) 11 — Summary af files and complaints
T-PVS/Files (2012) 18 — Government report
T-PVS/Files (2012) 25 — NGO report + Addendum (MEISET)
T-PVS/Files (2012) 46 — NGO report (ARCHELON)

Noting the absence of delegates of Greece theetagiat summarised this complaint recalling
that it was submitted in August 2010 to denounggesed uncontrolled development plans at a
Natura 2000 site (THINES KYPARISSIAS - GR2550008jtimg at threat a unique population of
the loggerhead sea turtlédretta carett

The report sent in March 2011 by the Greek autiesriprovided a number of encouraging
news, including: the adoption of a law on conseoveand biodiversity to ensure a more effective
protection regime for the priority species at atttda 2000 sites; the preparation of a Joint
Ministerial Decision, to regulate all activities thin the Thines Kiparissias site; and the
communication to local authorities of a Presidérdiaft decree and a management plan for the
area with the request of taking these into accdonenforce the necessary environmental
protection measures. However, national authorgtesssed that the responsibility concerning the
compliance with obligations related to the expliita of the sandy seashore sites lies down to the
local authorities and the state property service.

Still, the NGO replied that enforcement of specprotective measures was poor, and that a
number of illegal activities continued to exert @nsiderable amount of pressure on the nesting
marine turtles. Moreover, the Joint Ministerial B#@n has not been yet even at a draft stage and
none of the demolition protocols issued by theeSRabperty Service of the Prefecture of Messinia
for the illegal constructions in the area had beeecuted. The Bureau didn’t receive new
information by its September meeting and decidagc¢onsider the issue in 2012.

The situation remained almost unchanged in 201t litle progress concerning the Joint
Ministerial Decision and the Presidential draftréec

At its meeting in April 2012 the Bureau instructis@ Secretariat to organise an on-the-spot
appraisal for putting mediation in place and gdttgeadditional information for the attention of
the Standing Committee. In September 2012 Greehkoaties informed the Secretariat that its
request of agreement for an on-the-spot visit vesgoduly considered and that a reply would be
communicated soon. The Secretariat regretted torrnfthat no new information had been
received since.

The representative of MEDASSET gave a power-ppmaisentation illustrating some few
examples of degradation collected in 2011-2012 s&hrcluded, for instance, the construction of
four roads within the core NATURA 2000 area, damggts unique sand dune system. Although
the construction ceased and was deemed illegahd&yocal Planning Authority, the Prefecture
Office of Environment and Water Efficiency, and thenistry of Environment, MEDASSET
stressed that no prosecution has followed, andathiorities have failed to act to restore the
damaged sand dunes. Inaction from the authorigems to be in fact a problem also regarding
other disturbing human activities taking placehe area, as for instance, the opening of beach
bars (generating light pollution and noise), fiseemith fishing vessels operating too close to the
shoreline in the Southern Kyparissia Bay, the ddeavy machinery for levelling, clearing, etc.

Moreover, MEDASSET reported that the Municipality Trifylia continues the construction
of a road network within the Natura 2000 area witheither an Environmental Impact
Assessment or authorisation from the Ministry of/iEanment. The Ministry was alerted to these
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works, which nevertheless continued unabated iR 2BIEDASSET concluded by requesting that
a case-file be open.

The Chair noted that the European Commission dssue etter of Formal Notice for
insufficient protection of the area. He therefoskead the delegate of the European Union to
provide updated information.

The delegate of the European Union, Ms Milena Kova, referred to the report sent to the
Secretariat, informing that a field visit was cadriout by the Commission services in July 2012.
In the light of the findings, as well as the repliythe Greek authorities to the Letter of Formal
Notice, the Commission issued in September 2012aséhed Opinion under Article 258 of the
Lisbon Treaty for insufficient protection of theear In case of referral to the Court of Justice of
the EU, the Commission does not exclude to asikCthet for interim measures.

The delegate of Norway, Mr @ystein Starkersemessid that the situation seems to be very
serious and suggested that the Committee sendoagstsignal to Greece for improving
communication and for more complete and sound mdédion on the concrete measures foreseen
or eventually implemented to ensure proper conservaf the area.

Decision: Regretting the absence of delegates from GreeeeCtmmittee further stressed the
lack of relevant and substantial communicationsnfrthe authorities. It decided to keep the
complaint as a possible file, emphasising on tleglrie be informed by the authorities on the state
of the situation in the area.

The Committee instructed the Secretariat to rdcwethe authorities, the NGOs and the EU,
updated and complete reports on this importantissu

»  Turkey: threat to the Mediterranean monk seal (Monachus monachus)

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2012) 11 — Summary af files and complaints
T-PVS/Files (2012) 49 — Report by the Government
T-PVS/Files (2012) 5 — Report by the plaintiff

The Secretariat informed that this complaint walsnsitted end of June 2011 by the Middle
East Technical University Institute of Marine Saieg, concerning development plans comprising
the construction of a road as well as of a new meaterminal near Yesilovacik village (Silitke
district, Mersin Province) with possible detrimdntmpact on the Mediterranean monk seal
(Monachus monachysone of the most endangered mammals in the world.

The complainant expressed concern with regardthéolocation of the planned marine
terminal, foreseen at just 500 meters away fromeading cave (Balikli cave) acting as a bridge
between the core monk seal colony of the area hadptoneers moving during the dispersal
further east.

The Secretariat recalled that the Bureau decidétbnassess the complaint in 2011 so to give
Turkish authorities a reasonable deadline to pesideply.

However, in 2012 only the complainant answeretthéoreporting request, providing complete
and accurate information on the issues raised éyBilreau, namely on the morphology of the
breeding cave which appears to be the only suitedole for whelping in the area. The Bureau
forwarded the complaint to the Standing Committea possible file.

The delegate of Turkey, Mr Aybars Altiparmak, petd the government report, stressing
that the project was approved after undergoinge® procedures. Moreover, an independent
evaluation of the EIA was carried out by three Bsgbrs from the Ankara University. The
authorities further organised a meeting with theglainant to discuss the possible ways forward
but, in the meantime, the issue has been broudbitebtine Turkish National Court. Mr Altiparmak
concluded his intervention by ensuring that thekiBlr Ministry of Forestry and Water Affairs
will be monitoring all developments related to tbamplaint and inform the Secretariat as soon as
the Turkish Justice will emit its judgement.
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Decision The Committee took note of the report by the claimant, which was summarised by
the Secretariat. It further took note of the infatran presented by the delegate of Turkey,
particularly regarding a complaint pending befordaional Court. In light of this new element,
the Committee decided to forward the complainti® Bureau for its follow-up as a complaint|in
stand-by.

»  France / Switzerland: threats to the Rhone strebe(Zingel asper) in the Doubs
(France) and in the cantons of Jura and NeuchateB{vitzerland)

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2012) 11 — Summary af files and complaints
T-PVS/Files (2012) 21 — Government report (France
T-PVS/Files (2012) 3 — Government report (Switzed)
T-PVS/Files (2012) 1 — EU report
T-PVS/Files (2012) 45 — NGO report (Pro Natura)
T-PVS/Files (2012) 48 — NGO report (France Natmgironnement)

This case concerns the decline of a speciestofafisch is protected under Appendix Il of the
Convention, the Rhone strebetir{gel asper in two rivers, the Doubs, a river shared by Feanc
and Switzerland and the Loue, a river situatechenRrench departments of the Doubs and Jura.
The species is declining due to a combination ofofa including pollution, artificial water flows
linked to the management of dams, and tourismitie8v The different sub-populations are small
and isolated, some having been lost in recent yeatably in the 40 km of the lower Loue which
are man-made. A LIFE+ project was implemented bgnEe from 2009 to 2010 while in
Switzerland both the Federal government and thaddarof Neuchéatel and Jura are working to
improve water quality.

The delegate of France said that French authew@tie fully aware of the threat of extinction
endangering the species, and that is why it istBtrprotected within the national territory. She
further informed that, following the LIFE+ projecan action plan was being drafted to be
implemented as soon as possible, covering thereifteconservation aspects involved. She then
detailed the measures so far envisaged to addnesproblem, stressing that Switzerland and
France are working together to address comprehagdire issue, including through changes to
the operation of the hydroelectric plants, improeainof water quality control of the spread of
algae and upgrading of the three weirs to restageation of the fish into the Clos du Doubs. She
concluded by ensuring the commitment of her autiesritowards achieving the proper
conservation of the Rhone streber.

The delegate of Switzerland confirmed the criticahservation status of the species, noting
that its current distribution in the country is lied to a 20-km stretch of the Doubs in Jura, with
the population comprising only 80 to 160 adult fiSupporting the statements made by the
delegate of France, the delegate of Switzerlandircoed that the Doubs is however a complex
ecosystem subject to much disturbance, some of #risimg from the upstream stretches of the
river, where the Doubs builds the borderline betwieence and Switzerland. The main threats for
the species have been identified: hydroelectriesas on the Franco-Swiss Doubs, water quality,
breaks in eco-logical continuum and, potentiakyslire and recreational activities. In this context
effective conservation of the species thereforalireq action plans coordinated at international
level. The Federal Government and the cantons (iNeaetand Jura) are working to improve the
quality of the habitat and its carrying capacityeTissues are being ad-dressed comprehensively
through a governance body institutionalised by Eeaand Switzerland in May 2011. She further
said that a sectoral water plan for the Republit @anton of Jura would be drawn up by 2014.
She concluded her intervention by stressing thatz8viand is of the opinion that the overall
strategy for the conservation of the Rhone strabdrthe corresponding operational arrangements
are in place. However, the matter remains compiaraterial terms and some aspects such as the
international nature of the problem, the experiraenaiture of the certain measures already taken
and the lack of knowledge of specific issues jysdifcautious approach. The efforts undertaken at
both federal and cantonal level should be contiraret] indeed, stepped up.
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The delegate of the European Union, Ms Milena NKova, informed that the European
Commission is currently assessing the River Basama@ement Plans (RBMPs) that Member
States have prepared for the implementation oiager Framework Directive (WFD), and will
publish an implementation report in November 2(82e said that the Doubs Franco-Suisse sub-
basin has indeed been reported as being in badicdlestatus from 2006 to 2011, while the
ecological status has been good for the last fears/(and moderate in 2007). Both improvement
on the water management in existing infrastrucamd measures to restore the river continuity
have been defined as priorities for the first plagreycle (2010-2015).

The representative of Pro Natura illustrated, ugio informative power-point and video
support, the situation in the Doubs. He stressatittis is very serious, needing urgent action and
control of sewage, agricultural run off and irreyulater flow by hydroelectric plants. He
acknowledged the efforts from the concerned govemmbut requested that a case-file be open,
in order to exert a certain degree of pressure lwhiay help speeding-up the implementation of
the planned measures. His proposal was supportetiebyepresentatives dflsace Natureand
France Nature Environmentho believe that the situation in the Loue is a#oss as that in the
Doubs

Decision The Committee took note with interest of the mpopresented by France anhd
Switzerland, as well as the observations made byNatura,Sauvegarde Fane Sauvage, Alsace
Nature and France Nature Environmergoncerning the decline of the species. The Coramjtt
noted that the matter was complex and that, althdaggh Parties were doing efforts to imprgve

the situation, the species is in a critical statee Committee decided to keep the complaint as a
possible file and suggested to organise and orsjioé-appraisal in order to prepare a list| of

recommended actions to be submitted to the Patitmir 33' meeting. The authorities of France
and Switzerland expressed their agreement.

»  Sport and recreation facilities in Cirall key turtle nesting beach (Turkey)

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2012) 11 — Summary af files and complaints
T-PVS/Files (2012) 50 — Report by the Government
T-PVS/Files (2012) 28 — NGO report

The Secretariat recalled that this complaint qoestihe allocation of a land including 75% of
Cirall beach to “Orman Spor” football society fdretestablishment of football grounds and
recreation facilities. The complainant, UlupinaCirali community, stressed that Cirall beach is
among the 20 key marine turtle nesting areas irkéjuand has been designated dDegree
Natural Site, belonging to the Olimpos-Beydaglaatibnal Park.

According to the complainants, the land was alleddb the sport society by the Ministry of
Forests, while the Ministry of Environment and Diepenent delivered a permit to use the area as
“C Class” excursion area”, i.e. allowing for theutistic exploitation of the site. The complainants
highlighted that Orman Spor’s sponsor is in fattiiism promoter.

The Secretariat further reminded that, in June 2812 complainant informed that the Bar
Association of Antalya lodged a complaint agaihst Ministry of Environment and Development,
requesting both the cancellation of the decisiomveding the area into a “forest recreation area”
and the decision to allocate it to “Orman Spor"e™f Administrative Court of Antalya delivered
its ruling, quashing the decision consisting imediting to Orman Spor the land in question, but
confirming the decision regarding the land uses @evklopment of the area. The decision was
appealed.

Noting the absence of reply from the Turkish authes the Bureau decided to forward the
complaint to the Standing Committee as a possilale f

The delegate of Turkey apologised for the lackegfly to the reporting requests, explaining
that the authorities preferred to wait for the Galecision before informing the Secretariat. He
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emphasised that, following the ruling by thH¥ Rdministrative Court of Antalya, the authorities
gave back the protection status to the site whiiimg for the decision on the appeal.

The representative of MEDASSET welcomed the infaiomaprovided by the delegate of
Turkey and stated it hoped that the re-designatfahe area will mean better protection in Cirali.
MEDASSET will continue to monitor the situation &iber with the other NGOs.

Decision The Committee took note of the information preésdrboth by the authorities of Turkey
and by the representative of the NGO. It partidulavelcomed the decision of the Antalya
Regional Administrative Court, reconverting thezaireto a ¥ degree Natural Site. Stressing that a
judicial procedure is still on-going, the Commitidecided to forward the complaint to the Bureau
for its follow-up as a complaint in stand-by.

6.3 Follow-up of previous recommendations
NB This agenda item is for information only.

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

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Files (2012) 37 - Govemgigeports on the follow-up of Recommendation M9
(2006)
T-PVS/Files (2012) 41 - Report by the NGOs

The recommendation concerns European action ptarted conservation of the Italian agile
frog (Rana latastgi the crested newf (iturus cristatu$, the meadow vipeMipera ursini), the
Aesculapiarsnake Zamenis longissimiisand the sand lizard certa agilig. Contracting Parties
were requested to draw up and implement their catiomal action plans on these species, as well
as to co-operate, as appropriate, for their coasenrv and to keep the Standing Committee
informed on the measures taken to implement themewndation. Six Contraction Parties
responded to the reporting request. The conservafithe species is taken into account, either by
the national legislation or by their inclusion letnational Red Books. However, only few Parties
have adopted specific action plans and started eimghting targeted measures. As further
confirmed by the report of the European Commissiomch remains to be done as more than two-
thirds of the amphibians species assessed by thdl&tdber States by biogeographical region
(104) included in the Annexes of the Habitats Dikechas an unfavourable conservation status.
Furthermore, some 40% of the reptile species asdessesents an unfavourable conservation
status, although the MS did not provide enough tatssess the conservation status of 63 of the
149 reptile species.

The representative &ocietas Europea Herpetologipaesented the NGO report pointing out
that the lack of implementation of the action plaves partly due to governments not having
sufficiently distributed them, particularly in cauies where conservation competences are set at
the regional/lander level. He stressed the neextitivess outstanding field survey on the Crested
Newt (Triturus cristatus complgxand Orsini Viper Yipera ursinii complexwithin much of their
Eastern European distributions, and without whi¢hrémains impossible to implement
Recommendation 119 (2006), ie. to identify, prataectd manage their key sites and populations.
Furthermore, in challenging three aspects of thesU&port on the implementation of the above
mention Recommendation regarding Sand Lizard anehiGCrested Newt conservation, SEH
pointed out that any hopes that potentially rel¢udabitat Action Plans (HAP) might improve
these two species status are contrasted by thergoeat's own published words that these HAPs
could only help if and when these species signifieawere recognised within these HAPs.

SEH strongly supported the rejuvenation of the BExjéorking Group on Herpetofauna as
an appropriate mean of progressing the currenbAddlans, together with any others that might
be agreed in the future.
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The delegate of the United Kingdom, Ms Elaine KéhitzZformed on the adoption of species
action plans by her authorities, and noted thatitiialoonservation plans were also having a
positive impact on species.

The Chair of the Group of Experts noted the grestdnto increase conservation work on
herpetiles and asked the Committee to include atingeef the Group of Experts in the
Convention’s programme of activities. He pointed that the report of the NGOs stresses that
many species of amphibians and reptiles do not Adagourable conservation status.

Conclusion The Committee took note of the reports presehtedhe States as well as of the
observations of the non-governmental organisat@rcerning the lack or poor implementation| of
the action plans endorsed by the Committee for #vgois and reptiles.

The Committee insisted on the relevance of speuiéien plans and invited parties to fully
implement the recommendation.

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

Relevant document:  T-PVS/Files (2012) 29 - Governsiaeports on the follow-up of Recommendation N28 1
(2007)

Through this recommendation the Standing Committeied Contracting Parties to refer to
the principles and guidelines included in the Eeap Charter on hunting and biodiversity and
apply its principles in the elaboration and impleta¢ion of their hunting policies so as to ensure
that hunting is carried out in a sustainable way.

The representative of the FACE, Mr Johan Svalbyp wias obliged to leave the meeting
before the discussion of this item, requested #wefariat to convey FACE’s comment in relation
to the contribution of Albania on the implementatiof Recommendation No. 128 (2007),
highlighting that the FACE communicated a lettethte Minister of Environment and Forestry of
Albania, in which they raise some serious concekss unsustainable hunting tourism practices in
that country, and urge the Minister to consider agsb other aspects applying a proposal for a 4-
year moratorium on hunting tourism, in order to tiese four years to create adequate structures
to regulate hunting tourism in Albania to makeustainable. FACE remains available to assist
with its expertise and knowledge.

Conclusion The Committee took note of the reports of thdiBsishowing that hunting is almagst
everywhere regulated by law and, in general tepracticed in respect of the principles of the
European Charter.

» Recommendation No. 141 (2009) on potentially invag alien plants being used
as biofuel crops

Relevant document:  T-PVS/Files (2012) 30 - Goverrnsiaeports on the follow-up of Recommendation N411
(2009)

Through this recommendation the Standing Commitieiged Contracting Parties to take a
number of specific measures, namely in order tadatttat species used as biofuel crops escape
from cultivation and become invasive alien speciesh negative effects on native biological
diversity.

The Secretariat presented the report of the Parties

Conclusion The Committee took note of the reports presebietarties on potentials invasive
alien plants used as biofuel crops and instrudtedSecretariat to forward the report to the Grpup
of experts on invasive alien species at its meetirzp13.
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» Recommendation No. 151 (2010) on protection of thélermann tortoise
(Testudo hermanni) in the Massif des Maures and Plaine des Mauresdalities
(Var) in France

Relevant document: T-PVS/Files (2012) 20 —Report by the Government

The Secretariat recalled that, at th& Standing Committee meeting, the NGO which lodged
the two complaints at the origin of the above reemmndation claimed that new information had
been brought to its attention, listing numerougesttb that were not examined by the Committee.
The NGO asked that the case be immediately reopdiedever, the Committee invited the
French government to submit an updated report erfatiow-up to the above recommendation,
making sure that this includes more detailed pamradata and information about the viability of
the population at national level.

At its first 2012 meeting the Bureau analysed tpdated report submitted by the French
authorities which provides answers to the varionistg raised by the NGO. More particularly, the
French government considers that the NGO had matght forward any fresh information which
had not been taken into account during previoussassents.

The Bureau concluded that there are no particutaries to be pointed out in relation to this
complaint and agreed not to reconsider this iteits atext meeting.

The delegate of France, Mr Samuel Busson, sumndatise report of the government
stressing that, according to the prefectural orttex,work to prepare the ground to ensure the
protection and transfer of the Hermann tortoiseghie area concerned had started in early
February 2012. Moreover, a consultancy had beeaiajggl to perform environmental monitoring
of the site and frequent reports were being subohith DREAL, which checked that the work was
progressing properly. He then replied to each efgbints raised by the NGOs, showing that the
research for an alternative location has beenexhout correctly, and that the location which was
retained seems to be the most appropriate sinisetlite less relevant for the Hermann tortoise.
Furthermore, the compensation measures on which GN®N had based its favourable
recommendation were likely to ensure the long-teumvival of the local Hermann tortoise
population.

With regard to the management of the Plaine desré4éailational Nature Reserve, the
scientific manager had taken up his duties on 1chl&012 and the scientific board had been
appointed; eight technicians were recruited in Jalgrnating between training to further improve
their knowledge of the Hermann Tortoise, and mamigpon the ground.

Decision: The Committee noted that the authorities had implged all necessary measures and
provided sound and complete information on all ploénts raised by the NGO at last Standing
Committee meeting. It therefore decided not to kifepimplementation of this recommendation
under scrutiny.

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

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Files (2012) 42 - Report by the NGO
T-PVS/Files (2012) 51 — Report by the Government

The Secretariat recalled that, in August 2009, MEESET submitted a complaint regarding
the supposed severe degradation of the nestinghbeaat Fethiye Specially Protected Area
(Turkey), due to unplanned construction and toudswvelopments.

In 2010, the Standing Committee discussed the igsuelation to the implementation of
Recommendation No. 66 (1998) on the conservatiatustof some nesting beaches for marine
turtles in Turkey.
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In 2011, the NGO reported on some valuable stepiena protect the loggerhead nesting
areas at Fethiye SPA. However, in 2012 the NGCOrinéal that several of these measures were no
longer sustained and that, additionally, one newcb&ont hotel had been built, apparently
destroying the last section of the remaining wetlaMoreover, one new wooden hut and a
concrete patio had been installed directly ontontb&ting beach.

The Secretariat informed that, in the light of theew elements, the Bureau decided to put
the implementation of Recommendation No. 66 onafenda of the 32nd Standing Committee
meeting.

The delegate of Turkey informed on the measuresrtizkin to protect the nests in the area,
including caging, tagging of animals, awarenessingiand monitoring.

The representative of MEDASSET made a detailedgmtation based on photo supports
showing, despite some efforts from the authorifiesk of guarding and of information signs, litter
and light pollution, plantation of introduced spes;i unregulated motorised waters sports and
presence of people and vehicles on nesting beathaght. MEDASSET stressed that, in 2012,
one new wooden hut with a concrete patio was iestaln the nesting beach, while a hotel was
built on the beachfront, destroying the last sectal the remaining wetland. MEDASSET
proposed that a file should be open regarding Fet®PA, and concluded its intervention by
calling upon Turkish government to inform regardihg neutralisation and removal of the toxic
waste as well as sea turtle conservation effork&aranli, and informing the Committee that a new
complaint has been lodged before the Conventioardig the Patara SPA.

The delegate of Turkey acknowledged that the imagesenting the current situation in
Fethiye were “uncomfortable” and stated that he eetp matters to improve, as certain
organisational issues related to the managemehedfeaches are expected to be resolved soon.

The delegate of Norway considered that there isomdor concern, but welcomed the
conscious reaction of the delegate of Turkey. Herefore suggested, with the support of the
delegate of the Slovak Republic, that the file baltdas a possible file.

Decision The Committee took note of the detailed informatipresented by MEDASSET,
bringing to his attention new elements regarding dlegradation of the nesting beaches at the
Fethiye Specially Protected Area (Turkey).

Recalling Recommendation No. 66 (1998) on the amasien status of some nesting beaches
for marine turtles in Turkey, and noting that theceuraging measures undertaken by |the
authorities in 2011 to protect the loggerhead ngséireas seems not sustained since 2012, the
Committee decided to consider this file as a pdsdile at its next meeting.

* * *

Before closing agenda item 6, the Chair exceptlpmessed the floor to the representative of
Terra Cypria who wished to present an update onsthetion of the turtles in the British
Sovereign Base Areas. Dr Artemis Yordamli, exprés$erra Cypria’s concern regarding the
number of deaths — 30 individuals — recently reedrth and around the SBAs. She recognised
that the SBAs Administration has completed a suitvetythe measures to address the issues of
concern have not been promptly implemented. Shedagie Committee to urge the authorities of
the United Kingdom to report on the issue, as a®lio convene a dedicated stakeholder meeting.

The delegate of the United Kingdom, Ms Elaine Kéhd&called that this item is not
anymore on the Standing Committee agenda as tteaBuras properly assessed the situation over
more than one year and has finally decided to disrtfie complaint. However, she also stressed
that the SBAs administration is willing to engage and felicitate, dialogue between the
concerned stakeholders on the matter. She dedself available for informal discussions on
the issue.
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7. SIRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION

7.1 Improving the case-file system by proposing meation
Relevant document:  T-PVS (2012) 3 — Improving theeefle system under the Bern Convention

At its previous meeting, the Committee had agreedhe opportunity to make the case-file
system more flexible by introducing mediation ie first stages of the assessment of complaints.
It asked the Secretariat to present a proposalasfifioation of its rules of procedure to include
this new tool.

The Secretariat summarised the relevant backgrdoesdment and presented a proposal to
amend the rules of procedure.

The Cyprus Presidency, speaking of behalf of theofian Union, its Member States and
Croatia, thanked the Secretariat for the propokaiatification of the Procedures on Opening and
Closing of Files to include rules concerning madimatNoting nonetheless that mediation requires
specialist skills and for the procedure to be ¢ifecthe persons selected should be independent
and should also be experienced in mediation teclesigand bearing in mind the need to contain
the possible costs of the procedure, the Cyprusid&ecy presented a few minor changes to
amend the draft Rules of Procedure.

Three non-governmental organisations expressed ¢bacern saying that mediation should
not weaken the case-file system. The Secretartatirtbat mediation did not substantially change
the case-file system but, on the contrary, intredug supplementary tool.

Decision The Committee took note of the favourable viewgressed by states and observers on
the introduction of a system of mediation under @@nvention; it further adopted the Rules
applicable to mediation as amended, and instrutiedureau to carefully follow up expendityre
related to this new tool within the case-file systso that it remains affordable (appendix 11 to
this report).

7.2 Implementation of CBD Strategic Plan for Biodiersity: setting
priorities for the Bern Convention

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2012) 18 — Prioritiegherstrategic development of the Convention
T-PVS/Inf (2012) 4 - The Bern Convention’s contribatto the implementation of relevant
CBD Decisions at European level

This agenda item was introduced by a video message by the Secretariat of the CBD,
related to the important role of the Bern Convantioproviding the appropriate contribution to the
collaborative implementation of the Strategic PFan biodiversity 2011-2020 and its Aichi
Targets.

Furthermore, the Secretariat presented a docunsmbmarising the Convention’s
contribution to the implementation of the decisidaken by the Parties to the Convention on
Biological Diversity at their 1O meeting in 2010.

Finally the Consultant, Mr Hervé Lethier, presenkds report aimed at identifying priorities
for the strategic development of the Convention.

Decision The Committee took note of the priorities iddstiffor the strategic development of the
Convention and welcomed the agreement of the Badithe proposed approach for future work. It
instructed the Bureau to take this strategic approato account while following-up the
implementation of the Programme of Activities am@ tConvention’s contribution to the CBD
Strategic Plan 2011-2020.
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7.3 Financing the Bern Convention

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2012) 8- Financing thekwbthe Bern Convention
T-PVS/Inf (2012) 6 — Contributions of the ContragtiParties to the discussions of the Bern
Convention Advisory Group of Experts on Budget
T-PVS (2012) 5 - Report of the meeting of the AdwsGroup on Budget

The Secretariat presented the working documentiexpg that the budget provided by the
Council of Europe to the Convention had been cuapyroximatively 30% in the past two years
(around 180,000 €) and that three options were esigd to the Committee: cutting activities;
going for a more reliable funding by compulsory iliutions by Parties; or maintaining the
present, less predictable, system of double fundi{@guncil of Europe and voluntary
contributions), based on a “recommended” amount.

The delegate of the United Kingdom, supported wgtAa, Belgium, Croatia, Cyprus, the
Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Frar@ermany, Hungary, the Netherlands,
Lithuania, Poland, Romania and Slovakia, recognibedimportance of the work of the Bern
Convention in conserving European biodiversity amtouraged all Parties to make voluntary
contributions to support the Conventions work. Mwer, the above mentioned group of countries
wished to highlight the significance of the work Brotected Areas and particularly the Emerald
network, and appreciated its harmonization withukat2000. Bearing in mind the close link
between human rights and the environment, thesetdes strongly encouraged continued
financial support from the Council of Europe to t@envention. While preferring the option
according to which the Convention continues to ikecboth funding from the Council of Europe
and from the Parties, the countries recognisediffieult financial context and proposed to orient
the funds to priority activities and to cut nonepiily ones (Option 1). They further suggested to
increase savings wherever possible (for instan@eguas working language only one of the
Council of Europe official languages, asking EU gmments to fund their own attendance to
meetings, reducing consultancy even for techniodl specialised issues, and reduce the number
of on-the-spot appraisals) and concluded by extptiie Bureau to explore further opportunities
for additional innovative funding partnerships wthivate enterprises or organisations.

The delegate of Norway agreed that there is a f@esh adaptive approach and, at the same
time, it is important to keep the political suppand the financial contribution from the Council of
Europe so to ensure a link between the Conventiwh the Ministries of Foreign Affairs.
However, he warned that cutting activities would sim@robably reduce the impact of the
Convention and its relevance at both pan-Europedngéobal scale. He therefore strongly opted
for Option 3, consisting in a “recommended” volugteontribution from Parties.

The delegate of Switzerland recalled that his tguwwould opt for Option 2, consisting in a
binding financial mechanism, which would be the treguitable solution. However, this option
would create huge procedural problems to be imphkede including an amendment to the
Convention. He therefore expressed Switzerlandhgtpmsition in favour of Option 3, maintaining
the present system of double funding by the CouoftiEurope and voluntary contributions.
However for the latter, the Parties would be predidvith an indicative scale for voluntary
contributions taking into account the relative emoic weight of each Party which would allow
them to rely on objective criteria for their volang contributions. The delegate of Switzerland
also agreed that, whenever and wherever possilégs have to continue being made. But he
stressed that Option 1, entailing drastic budgeg, ¢ési not conductive for the Convention.

The delegations of Albania, Iceland, Georgia, Manaorocco, Senegal, Serbia, “the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia”, Tunisia, Turkeydadkraine agreed on the need to explore
further saving opportunities but expressed strargpert to the statements made by Norway and
Switzerland and declared being in favour of Opon

The representative of Pro Natura, relaying thetiposof a number of NGOs and observers,
underlined the crucial importance of the Conventiespecially for Parties outside the EU, and
also as backing for EU legislation. He underlineat tstaff reduction from 30 persons to 4 in less
than fifteen years is a dramatic development, aatl further downsizing will disenable the work
of the Convention such as on-the-spot visits arsg-€des, as well as specialised working groups.
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In this context, Option 1, meaning the continuatidrthe decline, is unacceptable for the civil
society, particularly when it is widely recognisibet the Council of Europe, being a reference for
Democracy and Human Rights in Europe, should coateddressing issues such as biodiversity
loss and climate change, as these make the basis bife on earth vanishing.

The Cyprus Presidency wished to reiterate thatBteand its Member States attach great
importance to the Convention and wish to ensuré iteavaluable work can continue in these
difficult financial times. They welcomed the sugges of the Chair to take the discussions
forward within an Advisory working group and lookédrward to the opportunity to explore
issues with our partners.

Decision The Committee took careful note of the viewsh#d Parties, particularly regarding the
rejection of option 2. The Committee decided t@lelith an Advisory Group that will work with
the Bureau and Chair, and whose terms of referemtiebe established by the Chair |n
consultation with the Bureau.

The Committee further instructed the Bureau tayeaut a careful analysis of the opiniops
expressed by Parties at the Standing Committeeimgeess well as to seek for the views of other
States, taking into account also Council of Eurbpdgetary previsions for the 2014 and 2015.
The Bureau is requested to submit to the Comméteeaft decision on budgetary matters af its
next meeting. The Secretariat was instructed toswonParties on their possible voluntary
contribution and the form in which they prefer ézeive financing requests.

7.4 Draft Programme of Activities for 2013
Relevant document:  T-PVS (2012) 12 — Draft Prograrofrictivities for 2013

The Secretariat presented a proposal of activitiethe year 2013, prepared according to the
instructions of the Bureau.

Decision The Committee examined, amended and adoptedigggmme of activities as it figures
in appendix 12.

7.5 States to be invited as observers to the3&neeting

The Committee decided unanimously to invite théofeing States to attend its "83neeting:
the Russian Federation, San Marino, Algeria, Belat@ape Verde, Holy See, Kazakhstan,
Kyrgyzstan, Mauritania, Tajikistan, TurkmenistangddJzbekistan.

PART VII- OTHER ITEMS

8. ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN AND VICE-CHAIRMAN
Relevant document:  T-PVS (2009) 16 — New Rules of&tore of the Standing Committee

In accordance with Article 18(e) of the Rules obdedure* The Chair, Vice-Chair and two
additional Bureau members shall be elected at tik & each meeting. They shall execute their
respective terms of office from their election ordgauntil the end of the meeting following the
meeting where they were elected. Their terms wleafiay be renewed, but the total length of term
of office shall not exceed four years or, as appaip, the end of the first meeting following the
expiry of this period of four yedrs

The Committee elected Mr Jan Plesnik (Czech Reguddi Chair.
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The Committee elected Ms Snezana Prokic (Serbig)casChair.

The Committee further elected Mr @ystein Starker@darway) and Ms Jana DurkoSova
(Slovak Republic) as Bureau members.

According to Rule 19 of the Standing Committee Ruld procedure, the Committee
acknowledged the automatic election of the previbhair, Mr Jén Gunnar Ottésson (Iceland), as

a Bureau member.

9. DATE AND PLACE OF THE 33 MEETING
The Committee agreed to hold its next meetingdn@' December 2013, in Strasbourg.

10. ADOPTION OF THE MAIN DECISIONS OF THE MEETING
The Committee adopted document T-PVS (2012) Mist 1

11. ANY OTHER BUSINESS

None were raised.
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Appendix 1
List of participants

I. CONTRACTING PARTIES / PARTIES CONTRACTANTES

ALBANIA / ALBANIE

Mr Fatos BUNDO, Director of Biodiversity, Ministrpf the Environment, Forests & Water
Administration, Rruga e Durresit, No. 27, TIRANA.

Tel: +355 68 20 42 518. E-madihtos.bundo@moe.gov.abr fatos.bundo@gmail.com

Ms Elvana RAMAJ, Senior Expert, Biodiversity Direrate, Ministry of the Environment, Forests
& Water Administration, Rruga e Durresit, No. 2TRANA.

Tel: +355 69 21 21 425. Fax: +355 4 22 70 624£&-mail: Elvana.Ramaj@moe.gov.alr
eramaj@hotmail.com

ARMENIA / ARMENIE

Ms Hasmik GHALACHYAN, Phd, Head ofPlant Resources Management Division, The
Ministry of Nature Protection, Agency of BioresoescManagement, Government Building 3,
Republic Square, YEREVAN.

Tel: :+374 580711 or +374 273890. E-mh#dsmikghalachyan@yahoo.com

AUSTRIA / AUTRICHE

Mr Harald GROSS, Amt der Wiener Landesregierunggistaatsabteilung 22 — Umweltschutz,
Dresdnerstraf3e 45, A-1200 WIEN.

Tel: +43 1 4000 73788. Fax: +43 1 4000 99 7378&mail: harald.gross@wien.gv.at

AZERBAIJAN / AZERBAIDJAN

Mr Rashad ALLAHVERDIYEV, Head Expert, Departmentofction of Biodiversity and
Development specially Protected Nature Areas, Ntyisf Ecology and Natural Resources, B.
Aghayev str. 100-1, AZ-1073 BAKU

Tel: +994 55 455 3554, Fax: + 994 12 492 73 5%-mail : allahverdiyev.r@yandex.ru
emin.garabaghli@gmail.cgrelgunahmedov@gmail.com

BELGIUM / BELGIQUE

Ms Sandrine LIEGEOIS, Attachée en charge de lallee#t Espéces », Service public de Wallonie
- Direction de la Nature, Département Nature eté&grAvenue Prince de Liége, 15, B-5100
JAMBES

Tel : +32 81-33 58 87. Fax: +32 81 33 58 22 mé&i} : Sandrine.LIEGEOIS@spw.wallonie.be

BULGARIA / BULGARIE

Ms Rayna HARDALOVA, Head of Biodiversity DivisioMinistry of Environment and Water,
22, Maria Luiza Blvd., 1000 SDOFIA

Tel: + 359 2 940 6163. Fax: + 359 2 940 6127mai: hardalovar@moew.government.bg

Mr Nikolay NEDYALKOV, Head of Natura 2000 DepartrmterMinistry of Environment and
Water, 22, Maria Louisa Blvd., 1000 SOFIA.
Tel.: +359 2 940 6189. Fax: +359 2 940 6127mdtk nnps@moew.government.bg

CROATIA / CROATIE

Ms Zrinka DOMAZETOVK, Head of the Biodiversity Division, Ministry of Eimonmental and
Nature Protection, Nature Protection Directoraiepiiblika Austrije 14, HR-10000 ZAGREB
Tel: +385 1 4866 127. Fax: +385 1 4866 100. dkmrinka.domazetovic@mzoip.hr
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CYPRUS/ CHYPRE

Mr Antonis ANTONIOU, Head of Delegation, Expert, pagtment of Environment, Ministry of
Agriculture, National Resources and Environmen®&llikarides Str. nO. 10, 1071 NICOSIA.
Tel: +357 99 588535. E-mad:l.antoniou@hotmail.conkalianasvana@gmail.com

Mr Lefkios SERGIDES, Expert, Department of Enviramty Ministry of Agriculture, Natural
Resources and Environment, 7A Agapinoros Str., 33RMASSOL.
Tel: 4357 99 208786. E-magergides@gmail.conkalianasvana@gmail.com

Ms Kaliana SVANA, Environment Expert, Departmentifvironment, Ministry of Agriculture,
Natural Resources and Environment, 20-22, 28thliactdve., 2414 NICOSIA., EGKOMI
Tel: 4357 99 477591. E-makalianasvana@gmail.com

CZECH REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE

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

Tel +420 283 069 246. Fax +420 283 069 241. di:fan.plesnik@nature.cz

Ms Alena VACATKOVA, Head of Unit of Natura 2000, partment for the Species Protection
and Implementation of International Commitmentsnistiry of the Environment, Vrsovicka 65,
100 10 PRAHA 10.

Tel: +420 267 122 470. Fax: +420 267 126 470mdi: alena.vacatkova@mzp.cz

DENMARK / DANEMARK

Mr Lars DINESEN, Head of Unit, Nature Planning aBubdiversity, Danish Ministry of the
Environment, Danish Agency for Nature, HaraldsgaBleDK - 2100 COPENHAGEN @.

Tel: +45 72 54 48 30. E-malhdin@nst.dk

ESTONIA / ESTONIE

Ms Merike LINNAMAGI, Senior Officer of the NaturedDservation Department, Ministry of the
Environment, Narva road 7a, 15172 TALLINN.

Tel: +372 626 29 00.. Fax: +372 62 62 901. H:maerike.linnamagi@envir.ee

EUROPEAN UNION / UNION EUROPEENNE

Ms Milena NOVAKOVA, Policy Officer, European Comrsisn, DG ENVIRONMENT, Unit
B.2 Bio-diversity, Avenue de Beaulieu 5, BU-5 0412160 AUDERGHEM, Belgium

Tel : +32 2 299 53 79. E-maiMilena.Novakova@ec.europa.eu

FINLAND / FINLANDE

Mr Petri AHLROTH, Senior Environmental Adviser, Mstry of the Environment, PO.Box 35,
FI1-00023 Government, Finland

Tel: + 358 400 231 396. Fax: +358 916 039 3@ mail: petri.ahlroth@ymparisto.fi

Mr Matti Kalevi OSARA, Senior Adviser, Ministry ofhe Environment, PO.Box 35, FI-00023
Government, Finland
Tel: + 358 400 274 995. Fax: +358 916 039 364 mail: matti.osara@ymparisto.fi

Mr Sami NIEMI, Ministerial Adviser, Ministry of thé\griculture and Forestry, PO.Box 30, FI-
00023 Government, Finland
Tel: +358 400 238 505. Fax: +358 916 052 284mdi: sami.niemi@mmm.fi
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FRANCE / FRANCE

Ms Marianne COUROUBLE, Chargée de mission Affairgsrnationales, Sous-Direction de la
Protection et de la Valorisation des Espéces eledes Milieux, Direction de l'eau et de la
biodiversité — DGALN/DEB, Ministére de I'EcologieMEEDDTL), Arche Sud, 92055 LA
DEFENSE Cedex.

Tel: +33140 81 31 90. Fax: +33 +140 81 74 T71. E-mail :
marianne.courouble@developpement-durable.gouv.fr

Ms Fanny LENDI-RAMIREZ, Coordinatrice internatioeabét communautaire, Direction de I'eau
et de la biodiversité — DGALN/DEB, Ministére de ¢&ogie (MEEDDTL) Arche Sud, 92055 LA
DEFENSE Cedex.

Tél. : +33 14081 37 17. Fax:+33 140 81 77 mail: Fanny.lendi-ramirez@developpement-

durable.gouv.fr

Mr Jacques TROUVILLIEZ, Conseiller Direction de d@ et de la biodiversité, Ministere de
I'Ecologie (MEEDDTL), DGALN/DEB, Arche Sud, 920554 DEFENSE Cedex
Tel : +33 140 10 79. E-mailjacques.trouvilliez@developpement-durable.gouv.fr

Ms Amélie COANTIC, Adjointe au Chef du Bureau, Faurlore, DGALN/PEM, Ministere de
I'Ecologie (MEEDDTL), DGALN/DEB, Arche Sud, 920554 DEFENSE Cedex
Tel: 433 ... Fax: +33 ... E-mailamelie.coantic@developpement-durable.gouv.fr

Mr Michel GUERY, Directeur général adjoint, DREALIsace, 2 route d'Oberhausbergen, BP
81005, 67070 STRASBOURG Cedex
Tel : 433 388 13 05 02. E-maimichel.guery@developpement-durable.gouv.fr

Mme Clotilde HERBILLON, Mission Hamster, DREAL Alsa, 2 route d'Oberhausbergen, BP
81005, 67070 STRASBOURG Cedex
Tel : +33 388 13 08 82. E-maitlotilde.herbillon@developpement-durable.gouv.fr

Mr Samuel BUSSON, Chargé de mission protectioradeture, DREAL PACA, site du Tholonet
CS 80065 - Allée Louis Philibert, 13182 AIX-EN-PREBMCE Cedex 5
Tel : +33 442 66 65 69. E-maitamuel.busson@developpement-durable.gouv.fr

Ms Sandrine PIVARD, Chef de Service Biodiversild ®REAL Franche-Comté, ....
Tel : +33 ... Fax: +33 ... E-mailsandrine.pivard@developpement-durable.gouv.fr

GEORGIA / GEORGIE

Ms Maka TSERETELI, Policy Division, Ministry of Emonment Protection, 6 Gulua Street,
0114, TBILISI

Tel: +995 32 2 72 72 32. Fax: +995 32 2 72 72 Etmail :m_tsereteli@yahoo.com

GERMANY / ALLEMAGNE

Mr Edward RAGUSCH, Administrative Officer, Fedemdinistry for the Environment, Nature
Conservation and Nuclear Safety, Referat / Divishdrl 3, Artenschutz / Species Protection,
Robert-Schuman-Platz 3, D-53175 BONN.

Tel: +49 228 99 305-2663. Fax: +49 228 99 305426&-Mail: edward.ragusch@bmu.bund.de

Mr Detlef SZYMANSKI, Head of Division, c/o Hessiseh Ministerium fir Umwelt, Energie,
Landwirtschaft und Verbraucherschutz [Hessian Mipi®f Environment, Egergy, Farming and
Consumer Protection], Referat VO 5B; Mainzer Si.[8-65189 WIESBADEN

Tel: +49 611 815 16 54. Fax: +49 611 815 19 E2mail: detlef.szymanski@hmuelv.hessen.de
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HUNGARY / HONGRIE

Mr Zoltan CZIRAK, Expert for Biodiversity, Biodiveity and Gene Conservation Unit, Ministry
of Rural Development, Kossuth tér 11, H-1055 BUDAHE

Tel: +36 1 795 2046. Fax: +36 1 275 4505. Ekmzaitan.czirak@vm.gov.hu

| CELAND / | SLANDE

Dr Jon Gunnar OTTOSSON, Director General, Icelanthistitute of Natural History,
Urridaholtsstraeti 6 — 8, 212 GARDABAER

Tel : +354 5900 500. E-maijgo@ni.is

ITALY /ITALIE

Mr Vittorio De CRISTOFARO, Directorate-general foature and sea protection, Division Il —
Protection and management of landscape naturaésaMinistry of the Environment, Land and
Sea, Via Cristoforo Colombo, 44 - 00147 — ROMA.

Tel: +39 06 5722 3447. Fax: +39 06 5722 3712mé&H: DeCristofaro.Vittorio@minambiente.it

LITHUANIA /LITUANIE

Ms Lina CAPLIKAITE, Head of Biodiversity Division, Ministryof Environment, A. Jaksto str.4/9,
VILNIUS 2600.

Tel.: +370 70 663 491. E -malilcaplikaite@am.lt

Ms Egle DEGUTYTE-OTERA, Chief desk officer, Biodingity Division, Nature Protection
Department, Ministry of Environment, A. Jaksto4#9, VILNIUS 2600.
Tel.: +370 5 70 2662 712. Fax: +370 5 2663 6&5mail: e.degutyte@am.lt

Ms Kristina KLOVAITE, Chief desk officer, Biodiverlty Division, Nature Protection Department,
Ministry of Environment, A. Jaksto str.4/9, VILNIUZ500.
Tel.: +370 70 663 552. E -makll:klovaite@am.lt

Mr Dalius SUNGAILA, Chief Officer, Protected AreaStrategy Division, Protected Areas and
Landscape Department, Environmental Protectiorigitin A. Jaksto str.4/9, VILNIUS 2600.
Tel.: +370 52 663 566. E-mad:sungaila@am.lt

REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA / REPUBLIQUE DE M OLDOVA

Ms Veronica JOSU, Deputy Head of Natural ResouatekBiodiversity Department, Ministry of
Environment, 9, Cosmonautilor Str., MD 2005 CHISIMA

Tel.: +373 22 20 45 35. Fax : +373 22 22 66 ¥Bmail :josu@mediu.gov.md

M ONACO / MONACO

Ms Céline VAN KLAVEREN - IMPAGLIAZZO, Secrétaire deRelations Extérieures, Direction
des Affaires Internationales, Ministére d'Etat,celde la Visitation, MC-98000 MONACO.

Tel: +377 98 98 44 70. Fax: +377 98 98 19 57mdil : cevanklaveren@gouv.mc

MONTENEGRO / MONTENEGRO

Ms Milena KAPA, Senior Adviser, Head of Departmefior Nature Protection, Land and
Biodiversity, Ministry of Sustainable Developmenhda Tourism, IV Proleterska 19, 81000
PODGORICA.

Tel: +382 20 446 239. Fax: +382 20 446 215. d:milena.kapa@mrt.gov.me

MoRrocco/MAROC

Ms Hayat MESBAH,Chef de Service de la Conservation de la Floreeefad=aune Sauvages,
Direction de la Lutte contre la Désertification dd la Protection de la Nature, 3,Rue Haroun
Errachid, Agdal, RABAT.

Tél: +212 537 67 42 70. Fax :+212 5 37 67 26 BBmail :mesbah_ef@yahoo.fr
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NORWAY / NORVEGE

Mr @ystein STORKERSEN, Principal Advisor, The Nopin Directorate for Nature
Management, P.O. Box 5672, Sluppen, N-7485 TRONDHEI

Tel: +47 7358 0500. Fax: +47 7358 0501 or 735805 E-mail:oystein.storkersen@dirnat.no

Ms Elisabeth JERNQVIST, Senior Legal Adviser, Nogie®m Directorate for Nature
Management, Tungasletta 2, 7485 TRONDHEIM, Norway
Tel: +47 93466702. Fax:+47 73 580501. E-naikabeth.jerngvist@dirnat.no

Ms Solveig Margit PAULSEN, Senior Advisor, Ministnf the Environment, P.b. 8013 Dep, N-
0030 OSLO
Tel: 447 92 66 99 20.. Fax: +47 22249560. Eknsailveig.paulsen@md.dep.no

Mr Harald ASKILSRUD, Adviser, Ministry of the Enanment, P.b. 8013 Dep, N-0030 OSLO
Tel: 447 92 66 99 20. Fax: +47 22249560. E-nmaitald.askilsrud@md.dep.no

POLAND / POLOGNE

Ms Malgorzata OBCHOWSKA, senior expert, General Directorate for iEmvmental Protection,
Wawelska 52/54, 00-922 WARSAW.

Tel.. +48 (22) 57 92186. Fax: +48 (22) 57 92228 E -mail:
malgorzata.opechowska@gdos.gov.pl

ROMANIA / ROUMANIE

Mr Liviu DUMITRU, Director in the International Lawepartment, Romanian Ministry of
Foreign Affairs,Aleea Alexandru nr. 31, Sector 1, 011822 BUCHAREST.

Tel : +40 21 319 21 08; 319 21 25. Fax: +40 29 83 62. E-mail: liviu.dumitru@mae.ro

SENEGAL / SENEGAL

Mr Moustapha MBAYE, Directeur adjoint des Parcsioraux du Sénégal, Parc zoologique et
forestier de Hann — Dakar Sénégal, B.P. 5135 DAKARIN.

Tel : +221 33 832 23 09. Fax: +221 33 832 23 H-mail : aichayacine56 @gmail.coor

dpn@orange.sn

SERBIA / SERBIE

Ms Snezana PROKIC, Senior Adviser, Ministry of EjyerDevelopment and Environmental
Protection, Omladinskih brigada 1. Str, SIV 1ll, WEBELGRADE, 11070

Tel: +381 11 31 31 569. Fax: +381 11 313 245%-mail: snezana.prokic@ekoplan.govas
snezana.prokic@merz.gov.rs

SLOVAKIA [ SLOVAQUIE

Ms Jana DURKOSOVA, Senior State Advisor, Divisiar Nature and Landscape Protection,
Ministry of the Environment, Namestiz Stura 1, 812 35 BRATISLAVA.

Tel: +421 2 5956 2211. Fax: +421 2 5956 2031tmdi: jana.durkosova@enviro.gov.sk

SWITZERLAND / SUISSE

Mr Olivier BIBER, Dr. phil. nat. Biologe, Internathal Biodiversity Policy Advisor, Gruner AG,
Sagerstrasse 73, CH-3098 KONIZ.

Tel.: +41 31917 20 89. Fax: +41 31 917 20 Email: olivier.biber@gruner.ch

Ms Sarah PEARSON PERRET, Chef de section, Offiderfd de I'environnement, des foréts et
du paysage (OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE
Tel: +41 ... Fax: +41 ... E-mail : sarah.pearson@bafu.admin.ch
Sarah.PearsonPerret@bafu.admin.ch
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Mr Reinhard SCHNIDRIG, Head of Section for Wildlildanagement, BAFU, Postfach 123,
CH-3003 BERNE
Tel: +41 31 323 03 07. Fax: +41 31 323 89 74mddl : reinhard.schnidrig@bafu.admin.ch

Mr Martin KREBS, Chef de Section suppléant, Affgireternationales de I'Environnement,
Département fédéral des affaires étrangéres DFABR(8sgasse 28, CH-3003 BERN
Tel: +41-31 322 08 34. Fax: +41-31 324 10 63madil : martin.krebs@eda.admin.ch

« THE FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA »/ L™ EX-REPUBLIQUE YOUGOSLAVE
DE M ACEDOINE”

Mr Aleksandar NASTOV, Head of Division of Biodiversitpepartment of Nature, Ministry of
Environment and Physical Planning, Bul. Goce DelgdeWo. 8, MTV XI, 1000 SKOPJE.

Tel.: +389 (2) 3251 471. Fax: +389 (2) 3251 165E-mail: a.nastov@moepp.gov.mér
anastov@gmail.com

THE NETHERLANDS / PAYS-BAS

Mr Edo KNEGTERING, Policy Officer, Department of tdée & Biodiversity, Ministry of
Economic Affairs, PO Box 20401, 2500 EK DEN HAAG.

Tel: + 31 70 3785695. Fax: + 31 70 3786120. -mdil : e.knegtering@mininv.nlor
e.knegtering@mineleni.nl

TUNISIA / TUNISIE

Mr Mohamed Ali BEN TEMESSEK, Chef de Service deslidlix et des Réserves Marines,
Ministére de I'Environnement, Direction Généralel'Havironnement et de la Qualité de la Vie,
Boulevard de la Terre, Centre Urbain Nord, 1080 T®/N

Tel: +216 70 728 644. Fax: +216 70 728 655. d&l:mm.temessek@orange.tn

TURKEY / TURQUIE

Mr Aybars ALTIPARMAK, General Directorate of Natur€onservation and National Parks,
Ministry of Forestry and Water Affairs, §6t0zu Cad. 14/E Siitozi ANKARA

Tel: .+90 312 207 59 20. Fax: +90 312 207 59 58-mail: aaltiparmak@ormansu.gov.tr

Mr Haluk AKGONULLU, Agricultural engineer, Ministryof Forestry and Water Affairs,
S@Utozu Cad. 14/E HFitd6zi ANKARA
Tel: 490 312 207 60 61. Fax: +90 312 207 59 E9mail: hakgonullu@ormansu.gov.tr

UKRAINE / UKRAINE

Mr Igor IVANENKO, Deputy Director, Department of &ected Area, Ministry of Environment
and Natural Resources, 35 Uritskogo Street, 0308&/K

Tel: +380 44 206 25 88. Fax : +380 44 206 31 B-mail:ecoland@menr.gov.ua

UNITED KINGDOM / ROYAUME -UNI

Ms Elaine KENDALL, Head of Wild Birds, Zoos and Wfife Crime, Department for
Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA), Zon@4, Temple Quay House, 2 The Square,
Temple Quay, BRISTOL BS1 6EB.

Tel: +44 117 372 3595. E-malilaine.Kendall@defra.gsi.gov.uk

Ms Clare HAMILTON, International, EU and Knowledd#éanagement Team, Legal Division,
Department for Environment, Food and Rural AffalBEFRA), Area 3A, Ergon House,
Horseferry Road, LONDON SW1P 2AL.

Tel: +44 207 238 0533. E-madtare.hamilton@defra.gsi.gov.uk




- 41 - T-PVS (2012) 22

. MEMBER STATES NON CONTRACTING PARTIES / ETATS M EMBRES
NON PARTIES CONTRACTANTES B

RUSSIAN FEDERATION / FEDERATION DE RUSSIE

Mr Nikolay SOBOLEV, Senior researcher, InstituteG#ography, Russian Academy of Sciences,
Staromovetny pereulok 2MJOSCOW.

Tel: +7 910 616 83 69. E-masiobolev_nikolas@mail.ru

Mr Rustam SAGITOV, Director, Regional CharitablebRa Organization “Biologists for Nature
Conservation”, 7/9-11 Universitetskayanb, St PETERSBURG
Telffax: +7 812 328 9753. E-mailistam_sagitov@bfn.org.ru

Ms Maria DRONOVA, Advisor, Department of Internata Cooperation, Ministry of Natural
Resources and Environment of the Russian Federatién Bolshaya Gruzinskaya Str., 123995
MOSCOW.

Tel: +7 499 254 40 63. Fax: +7 495 254 43 10mdil: dronova@mnr.gov.ru

.  OTHER STATES/AUTRES ETATS

BELARUS / BELARUS

Mr Andrey BUSHILO, Permanent Representative of Bedao the Council of Europe, Palais de
I'Europe - Room 1514 — F-67075 STRASBOURG Cedex.

Tel: +33 390 21 41 40. Fax: +33 388 41 36 07mdi: belmission_coe@mail.by

or Mr Oleg GOLUBEYV, Deputy Permanent Representativ8elarus to the Council of Europe,
Palais de I'Europe - Room 1514 — F-67075 STRASBOWR@ex.
Tel: +33 390 21 41 40. Fax: +33 388 41 36 O7madil: belmission_coe@mail.by

HoOLY SEE/ SAINT SIEGE
Mr Jean-Pierre RIBAUT, 27 rue Rabié, 33250 PAUILLARance.
Tel : +33 556 59 13 64. Fax : +33 556 53 68 & mail :jeanpierreribau@wanadoo.fr

V. INTERNATIONAL ORGANISATIONS AND SECRETARIATS OF
CONVENTIONS / ORGANISATIONS  INTERNATIONALES  ET
SECRETARIATS DE CONVENTIONS

Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversy (UNEP/CBD) / Secrétariat de la
Convention sur la Diversité biologique (PNUE/CDB)

Convention on Biological Diversity, World Trade @enBuilding, 413, St-Jacques, World Trade
Centre, 8th Floor, Suite 800, MONTREAL H2Y1N9, Cdaa

Tel: +1 514 287 7036. Fax: +1 514 288 6588. dil-msecretariat@chd.int Website:
www.cbd.int

[Apologised for absence / Excusé]

Secretariat of the Agreement on the Conservation ofAfrican-Eurasian Waterbird
(UNEP/AEWA) / Secrétariat de I'Accord sur la consevation des oiseaux d’eau migrateurs
d’Afrique-Eurasie (UNEP/AEWA)

Mr Sergey DERELIEV, Technical Officer of the UNEFEWA Secretariat, UN Campus,
Hermann-Ehlers-Str. 10, 53113 BONN, Germany

Tel.: +49 228 815 2415. Fax: + 49 228 815 245&-mail: sdereliev@unep.de Website:
http://www.unep-aewa.org
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Secretariat of the Agreement on the Conservation ofCetaceans of the Black Sea,
Mediterranean Sea and contiguous Atlantic area (ACOBAMS) / Secrétariat de I'Accord
sur la Conservation des Cétacés de la mer Noire, lléditerranée et la zone Atlantique
adjacente (ACCOBAMS)

Ms Marie-Christine GRILLO COMPULSIONE, ACCOBAMS, &etaire Exécutive, Villa
Girasole, 16 bd de Suisse, MC 98000 MONACO

Tel: +377.98.98.8010/2078. Fax - +377.98.98.42.@88mail -mcgrillo@accobams.net

Secretariat of the Agreement on the Conservation oBats in Europe (EUROBATS) /
Secrétariat de I'’Accord sur la conservation des chaves-souris en Europe (EUROBATS)

Mr Andreas STREIT, Executive Secretary, UNEP/EURQOBA United Nations Campus, Platz
der Vereinten Nationen 1, D-53113 BONN, Germany

Tel. +49 228 815 2420. Fax +49 228 815 2445. mdil: astreit@eurobats.org Website:
www.eurobats.org

Secretariat of the Protocol concerning Mediterranea specially protected areas / Secrétariat
du Protocole relatif aux aires spécialement proté@s de la Méditerranée (Geneva / Genéve)
Regional Activity Centre for Specially Protected Aeas (RAC/SPA) — Tunis / Centre
d’activités régionales pour les aires spécialemeptotégées (CAR/ASP)

Mr Abderrahmen GANNOUN, Directeur du CAR/ASP, Bowded du leader Yasser Arafat, BP
337, 1080 TUNIS Cedex, Tunisia

Tel : +216 71 206 851. Fax: +216 71 206 490mdi : gannoun.abderrahmen@rac-spa.org

International Union for the Conservation of Nature (IUCN)/ Union internationale pour la
conservation de la nature (UICN)

Mr Robert KENWARD, Vice-Chair of Sustainable Usedahivelyhoods Specialist Group
Specialist Group in Europe (SSC), c/o StoborougbftCGrange Road, Wareham, Dorset BH20
5AJ, United Kingdom

Tel : +44 1929 553759. Fax : +44 1929 553762mdH : reke@ceh.ac.uk

V. OTHER ORGANISATIONS / AUTRES ORGANISATIONS

Alsace Nature

Mr Stéphane GIRAUD, Directeur d'Alsace Nature, 8 Adele Riton, 67000 STRASBOURG,
France.

Tel : +33 388 37 07 58. E-maitlirectionregionale @alsacenature.org

BIOTICA Ecological Society

Mr Alexei ANDREEV, Chairman of Council, BIOTICA Etmgical Society, Dimo, 17/4-22,
CHISINAU MD-2068, Republic of Moldova

Tel: +373 22 498837434726. Faxt373 22 495625 E-mail :andreev.biotica@gmail.com

BirdLife International / BirdLife International

Mr Willem VAN DEN BOSSCHE, BirdLife Europe — Eurogpe Nature Conservation officer,
Avenue de la toison d'or 67 | 1060 BRUSSELS, Betgiu

Tel: +32(0)2 541 07 82. E-mawkillem.vandenbossche @birdlife.org

RSPB/BirdLife International

Mr David HOCCOM, Head of Species Policy/Acting Hedulvestigations, RSPB/BirdLife
International, The Lodge, SANDY Bedfordshire SGT®.2United Kingdom.

Tel: +44 1767 680551. Fax: + 44 1767 68279. di:rdavid.hoccom@rspb.org.uk

BirdLife Bulgaria

Ms Irina Nikolaeva MATEEVA, EU Policy Officer, BSRBIrdLife Bulgaria, Yavorov Complex
bl e1, ent.4, ap 1, 1111 SOFIA, Bulgaria

Tel: +359 878 599360. E-maitina.kostadinova@bspb.org
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MBCC Migratory Birds Conservation in Cyprus andagerate of Bird Life Cyprus

Ms Edith LOOSLI, MBBC Migratory Birds Conservatiommternational Monitoring Organisation,
Schorenstr 33, CH-3645 GWATT (THUN), Switzerland;

Tel: +41 33 336 30 45. E-mailora.ch@gmx.net

Eurogroup for Animals

Ms Staci MCLENNAN, Policy Officer Wildlife | Eurogup for Animals Rue des Patriotes 6, B-
1000 BRUSSELS, Belgium.

Tel: +32 2 740 08 20. Fax: +32 2 740 08 29.mdi}: s.mclennan@eurogroupforanimals.org
website:http://www.eurogroupforanimals.org

European Topic Centre on Biological Diversity / Cetre Thematique Europeen sur la
Diversite Biologique

Ms Dominique RICHARD, Directrice/ Manager, Museurational d'Histoire naturelle, 57 rue
Cuvier, FR- 75231 PARIS Cedex 05, France.

Tel: +33 140 79 38 70. Fax: +33 140 79 38 67.-mdt: drichard@mnhn.fr Site web:
http://bd.eionet.europa.eu/

Federation of Associations for hunting and consentson of the EU (FACE)

Mr Johan SVALBY, Legal Advisor, FACE - Federatiorf #@ssociations for Hunting and
Conservation of the EU, Rue F. Pelletier 82, B-1BBAJSSELS, Belgium.

Tel: +32 2 732 6900. Fax: +32 2 732 7072E-mail: johan.svalby@face.eu Website:
www.face.eu

France Nature Environnement (FNE)

M. Marc GOUX, France Nature Environnement, 8 RuetladRiton, 67000 STRASBOURG,
France

Tel : +33 388 32 91 14. Fax: +33 388 22 41 74ndil: nature @fne.asso.fr

Mr Bruno ULRICH, France Nature Environnement, 8 FRAdele Riton, 67000 STRASBOURG,
France
Tel : +33 388 32 91 14. Fax: +33 388 22 41 74ndl: nature@fne.asso.fr

Mr Patrice  MALAVAUX, France Nature Environnement, Bue Adéle Riton, 67000
STRASBOURG, France
Tel : +33 388 32 91 14. Fax: +33 388 22 41 74ndl: nature@fne.asso.fr

Il Nibbio — Antonio Bana’s Foundation for research on ornithological migration and
environmental protection / Il Nibbio — Fondation Antonio Bana pour la recherche des
migrations ornithologiques et la protection de I'ewironnement

Mr Ferdinando RANZANICI, Nature Manager, FEIN Foamitene Europea Il Nibbio, Via Perego,
22060 AROSIO (CO), Italy.

Tel: +39031 762162. E-mail fein@nibbio.org or ferdinando.ranzanici@tin.it Site :
http://www.nibbio.org

Mediterranean Association to Save the Sea Turtles MEDASSET) / Association
méditerranéenne pour sauaaver les tortues marineSA4EDASSET)

Ms Therese (Lily) VENIZELOS, President, 3 Merlin,St06 72 ATHENS, Greece. [c/0 24 Park
Towers, 2 Brick Str., WI4 7DF, LONDON, United Kinguah.]

Tel/Fax: +30 210 361 3572. E-mdilyvenizelos@medasset.oqy medasset@medasset.gr

Ms Anna STAMATIOU, Company Secretary, Partenonos B2krygianni, 11742 ATHENS,
Greece.
Tel.: + 30 210 9247816. E-maslnna@stamatiou.net
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OCEANA

Mr Nicolas FOURNIER, EU Policy Advisor, OCEANA | ®ecting the World's Oceans, 39 Rue
Montoyer - 7th Floor, B-1000 BRUSSELS, Belgium

Tel: +32 2513 22 42. Fax: +32 2513 22 46.-md&il: nfournier@oceana.org Website:
WWWw.0ceana.org

Pro Natura — Friends of the Earth Europe

Mr Friedrich WULF, Head, International BiodiversiBolicy, Pro Natura - Friends of the Earth
Switzerland, Dornacherstr. 192, Postfach, CH-40A8BL, Switzerland.

Tel: +41 61 317 92 42. Fax: +41 61 317 92 66-mail : friedrich.wulf@pronatura.ch
Website:.www.pronatura.ch

Ms Mirjam BALLMER, Projektleiterin Naturschutzpakt Abt. Politik und Internationales, Pro
Natura, Postfach, 4018 BASEL, Switzerland [Pakegssle: Dornacherstrasse 192, 4053 BASEL,
Switzerland].

Tel : +41 61 317 92 08. E-malMirjam.Ballmer@pronatura.ch

Sauvegarde Faune Sauvage (France-Alsace et Est dd-fance)

Mr Jean-Paul BURGET, Président, Sauvegarde Fauneva§e, 23, rue du Limousin,
F-68270 WITTENHEIM / France.

Tel : +33 389 57 92 22. Fax : +33 389 57 92 B mail: faune-sauvage68@orange.fr

Mme BURGET, Président, Sauvegarde Faune Sauvage, @ du Limousin,
F-68270 WITTENHEIM / France.
Tel : 433 389 57 92 22. Fax : +33 389 57 92 Email: faune-sauvage68@orange.fr

Ms Nahtalie CASPAR, Sauvegarde Faune Sauvage, 2@¢ ru Limousin,
F-68270 WITTENHEIM / France.
Tel : +33 38957 92 22. Fax : +33 389 57 92 E2mail: faune-sauvage68@orange.fr

[Apologised for absence / Excusée]

National Society for Nature Protection (SNPN) / Saété nationale de protection de la nature
et d’acclimatation de France (SNPN)

Mr Jean UNTERMAIER, Président de la SNPN, 9 ru€dés 75014 PARIS, France.

Tel : +33 608 98 24 02. E-maiide@univ-lyon3.fr

Societas Europaea Herpetologica (SEH)

Mr Keith CORBETT, 6 Lysaght Place, Welcome Bay, TRANGA, Bay of Plenty, 3112, New
Zealand.

Tel: +64 7 544 2490. E-maithe2Corbett@xtra.co.nz

Mr Anton STUMPEL, RAVON; Reptile, Amphibian and Ri€onservation Netherlands, Postbus
1413, 6501 BK NIJMEGEN, The Netherlands
Tel: +31-24-7410610. E-mad.stumpel@ravon.nl

Mr Jean-Pierre VACHER, SHF; 10 rue du Vieil Hopitaf000 STRASBOURG, France.
Tel : +33 3 8875 1006. E-mailPVacher@gmail.com

Mr Ronald ZOLLINGER, RAVON; Postbus 1413, 6501 BXIJMEGEN, The Netherlands.
Tel: +31 6295 17389. E-maR.Zollinger@ravon.nl

Study, Research and Conservation Centre for the Efnronment in Alsace / Centre d’Etudes,
de Recherches et de Protection de 'EnvironnemenheAlsace (CERPEA)

Mr Gérard BAUMGART, Président du CERPEA, 12, RueTderaine, F-67100 STRASBOURG,
France.

Tel : +33 388 39 42 74. Fax : +33 388 39 42 Email :gerard.baumgart@free.fr
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Terra Cypria (Cyprus Conservation Foundation)

Ms Artemis YIORDAMLI, Executive Director, Terra Cyip, the Cyprus Conservation
Foundation, P.O.Box 50257, 3602 LIMASSOL, Cyprus

Tel: +357 25 358632. Fax: +357 25 352657. H-ndirector@terracypria.org

Mr Adrian AKERS-DOUGLAS, Director, Terra Cypria, éhCyprus Conservation Foundation,
P.0O.Box 50257, 3602 LIMASSOL, Cyprus
Tel: +357 25 369475. Fax: +357 25 352657. H-ndirector@terracypria.org

VI. CHAIRS OF GROUPS OF EXPERTS / PRESIDENTS DE GROUPES
D’EXPERTS

Mr Richard PODLOUCKY, Heisterkamp 17, 30916 ISERNGIEN, Germany
Tel. +49 5139 87630. E-mailkichard.podloucky@gmx.deor richard.podloucky@nlwkn-
h.niedersachsen.de

Mr Jacques STEIN, SPW-DEMNA-DNE, Rue des GenétB-B800 LIBRAMONT / Belgique
E-mail : jacques.stein@gmail.com

VII. CONSULTANTS / EXPERTS CONSULTANTS

Mr Kristijan CIVIC, Project Manager, ECNC-European Centre for Nat@anservation,
Reitseplein 3, 5037 AA TILBURG, The Netherlands.
Tel : +31 13 5944 944, Fax : +31 13 5944 945.-mdl : civic@ecnc.org website:

www.ecnc.org

Mr Vernon HEYWOOD, Emeritus Professor, UniversifyReading, Centre for Plant Diversity &
Systematics, School of Biological Sciences, Whiights, READING RG6 6AS, United
Kingdom.

Tel: +44 618 978 0185. E-madhheywood@reading.ac.wt vhheywood@btinternet.com

Mr Hervé LETHIER, EMC2I, Le belvédere, Chemin ddbbervatoire, 1264 St CERGUE, Suisse.
Tel : +41 (22) 360 12 34. E-maiherve.lethier@wanadoo.fr

Mr Marc ROEKAERTS, Ringlaan 57, B-3530 HOUTHALENeBium.
Tel : 432 1160 42 34. Fax:+32 11 60 24 59mdil : marc.roekaerts@eureko.be

Mr Riccardo SCALERA, Independent Consultant, Vigmrgej 30, 2.tv, 2500 VALBY
(Copenhagen), Denmark.
Tel: +45 36300068. E-maiBcalera.Riccardo@gmail.com

VIIl. SIDE-EVENTS

Mr Maarten H.C.G. STEEGHS, Coordinating Senior dwpr Nature, Netherlands Food and
Consumer Product Safety Authority, Agriculture aature Division, P.O. Box 43006, 3540 AA
UTRECHT, The Netherlands.

Tel: mobile: +31 6 51247121. E-mail.h.c.g.steeghs@minlnv.nl

IX.  INTERPRETERS /INTERPRETES

Ms Ingrid CATTON-CONTY, 26, rue de I'Yvette, F-750 PARIS, France.
Tel: +33 14050 04 22. Fax: +33 1 40 50 80 & mail: ingrid.catton@wanadoo.fr

Ms Starr PIROT, Chemin des Toches, 1261 LONGIRQss®
Tel : +41 22 368 20 67. E-mad:pirot@aiic.net
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Mr William VALK, 2, rue des Jardins, DuntzenheimpiF270 HOCHFELDEN, France.
Tel: +33 388 70 59 02. Fax: +33 3 88 70 50 mail: william.valk@wanadoo.fr

X.  COUNCIL OF EUROPE / CONSEIL DE L'EUROPE

Directorate General of Human Rights and Legal Affais / Direction générale des Droits de
’lhomme et des Affaires juridiques

Mr Philippe WERY, Chef du Service des droits deofttme, SPF Justice, Service des Droits de
I'Homme, Boulevard de Waterloo 115, B-1000 BRUXELS,Belgique

Tel : +32 2542 67 97. Fax:+32 2 542 70 09mdi: philippe.wery@just.fgov.be

Council of Europe INGO Conference

Ms Edith WENGER, Bureau Européen de I'Environnemesprésentante pres le Conseil de
I'Europe, 7 rue de Cronenbourg a 67300 SCHILTIGHEIM

Tel/fax.: +33 388 62 13 72. E-maiklwenger@free.fr

Directorate of Democratic Governance, Culture and versity / Direction de la Gouvernance
démocratique, de la Culture et de la Diversité, F-B075 STRASBOURG CEDEX, France
Tel : +33388412000. Fax:+33388413751

Ms Claudia LUCIANI, Director of Democratic Goverr@m Culture and Diversity / Directeur de
la Gouvernance démocratique, de la Culture et @aversité DGII,
Tel. +33 388 41 21 49. E-maitlaudia.luciani@coe.int

Mr Eladio FERNANDEZ-GALIANO, Head of the Biodivetgi Unit / Chef de I'Unité de la
Biolodiversité, Directorate of of Democratic Govente, Culture and Diversity / Direction de la
Gouvernance démocratique, de la Culture et devarbité DGII

Tel : +33388 41 2259 Fax:+33 3 88 41 37 BAmail : eladio.fernandez-galiano@coe.int

Ms Ivana d’ALESSANDRO, Secretary of the Bern Cori@n/ Secrétaire de la Convention de
Berne, Biodiversity Unit / Unité de la Biolodivetsi
Tel: +33390 2151 51. Fax:+33 3 88 41 37 Etmail :ivana.dalessandro@coe.int

Ms Iva OBRETENOVA, Administrator / AdministrateuBiodiversity Unit / Unité de la
Biolodiversité
Tel: +33390 2158 81. Fax:+33 38841 37 Tmail :iva.obretenova@coe.int

Ms Véronique de CUSSAC, Administrative AssistaAssistante administrative, Biodiversity Unit
/ Unité de la Biolodiversité
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Appendix 2
AGENDA
PART | — OPENING
1. Opening of the meeting and adoption of the agead
2. Chairman's report and communications from the dégations and from the
Secretariat

PART Il - MONITORING AND IMPLEMENTATION OF LEGAL AS PECTS

3. Monitoring of the implementation of the legal apects of the Convention
3.1 Report on the implementation of the Convention ine oContracting Party
(Switzerland)

3.2  Biennial reports 2005-2006, 2007-2008, 2009-201tceming exceptions made to
Articles 4, 5, 6, 7 or 8 and quadrennial report3320 2008

PART Il - INSTITUTIONAL MATTERS

4. Request of amendment of Article 22 of the Bern@vention by Switzerland
PART IV — MONITORING OF SPECIES AND HABITATS

Monitoring of Species and Habitats
5.1 Select Group on Invasive Alien Species

a. Codes of conduct and draft recommendations
b. Monitoring of the European Strategy for the eratibeaof the ruddy duck (Side
event)

5.2  Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Climate Chan@#aft recommendations and
Guidance

5.3  Group of Experts on Large Carnivores — Draft rec@mdations
5.4  Conservation of Birds

a. State of preparation of the meeting of the Grou>gderts on Birds
b. 2" Conference on lllegal killing of birds

5.5 Conservation of Fungi — Draft European Chastegathering fungi and biodiversity
and draft recommendation

5.6 Habitats

a. Group of Experts on Protected Areas and Ecolodiefivorks - Progress report and
draft resolution

b. Setting-up of ecological networks - Progress ondsiablishment of the Emerald
Network
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6.3

7.1
7.2

7.3
7.4
7.5

A\
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European Diploma of Protected Areas — Adopted uéisols on the renewal of the
European Diploma of protected areas

PART V — MONITORING OF SPECIFIC SITES AND POPULATI ONS

Specific sites and populations
Files opened

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

Bulgaria: Wind farms in Balchik and Kaliakra —Viamica

France: Habitats for the survival of the common si@m(Cricetus cricetusin Alsace
Italy: Eradication and trade of the American grguisel (Sciuruscarolinensig

Possible files

France: Protection of the European green t8adq( viridig in Alsace

Greece: threats to marine turtles in Thines Kig#as

Turkey: threat to the Mediterranean monk sk&&rfachus monachys

France / Switzerland: threats to the Rhone strétiagel aspey in the Doubs (France)
and in the cantons of Jura and Neuchétel (Switzdyla

Sport and recreation facilities in Cirali key tartiesting beach (Turkey)

Follow-up of previous Recommendations

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

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

Recommendation No. 141 (2009) on potentially invvaslien 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 Maukgites (Var) in France
Recommendation No. 66 (1998) on the conservatiatustof some nesting beaches
for marine turtles in Turkey

PART VI - STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION

Strategic development of the Convention
Improving the case-file system by proposing mediati

Implementation of CBD Strategic Plan for Biodivéysisetting priorities for the
Bern Convention

(Side event) Enhancing synergies among MEA's: tMSGamily online reporting
system (t.b.c.)

Financing the Bern Convention
Draft Programme of Activities for 2013
States to be invited as observers to tH&r@&eting
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PART VIl - OTHER ITEMS

Election of Chair, Vice-Chair and Bureau members
Date and place of the 33 meeting

Adoption of the main decisions of the meeting
Other business (items for information only)
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Appendix 3 xr

COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation
of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 158 (2012) of the Standing Comiteie, adopted on 30
November 2012 on Conservation translocations undehanging climatic conditions

The Standing Committee of the Convention on thes€oration of European Wildlife and Natural
Habitats, acting under the terms of Article 14h@ Convention;

Having regard to the aims of the Convention to eors wild flora and fauna and its natural
habitats;

Aware that the conservation of natural habitatsaisital component of the protection and
conservation of wild flora and fauna;

Recalling that Article 2 of the Convention requikarties to take requisite measures to maintain
the populations of wild flora and fauna at a lewdlich corresponds in particular to ecological,
scientific and cultural requirements, while takagrount of economic requirements;

Recalling that Article 3 of the Convention requifearties to undertake to have regard to the
conservation of wild fauna and flora in their plamgnand development policies, and in their
measures against pollution;

Recalling that Article 4 of the Convention requifegrties to take appropriate measures to ensure
the conservation of the habitats of wild flora dadna species as well as of endangered natural
habitats; and give particular attention to the grtibn of areas of importance for migratory
species;

Recognising that climate change affects biologidadersity in the territory covered by the
Convention, including species, habitats and theagref Special Conservation Interest of the
Emerald Network;

Recognising the need to adapt conservation wortheéochallenges of climate change so as to
minimise its impacts on the species and naturatdtalprotected under the Convention;

Noting that conservation action is becoming indreglg proactive in managing biodiversity
wherever it occurs, particularly in a climate chamgntext;

Welcoming the scientific progress which has allowled an increase in the numbers of
comprehensively designed and assessed, carefubierinented and monitored plant and animal
reintroductions, with an associated increase irutigerstanding of scientific principles, ethics and
practical issues associated with successful relntiions;

Further noting that assisted colonisations are@egde to be increasingly used in future
biodiversity conservation though they remain laygeitested,

Emphasising that any conservation introductiongjdet indigenous range) brings additional risks,
due to the record of species moved outside théigéamous ranges that have become invasive
aliens, often with extreme adverse impacts on adbiwlogical diversity, ecological services or
human livelihoods health and economic interests;

Aware that management solutions based on histguiegledence may not always be adequate for
future biodiversity conservation needs, particylétcause of the lack of certainty over ecological
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relationships, inability to predict ecological oomees, and the increasing complexity of global
change;

Recalling Decision X/33 of the Conference of thetiea to the Convention on Biological
Diversity on Biodiversity and climate change whigtvites Parties and other Governments,
according to national circumstances and prioriisswell as relevant organizations and processes,
bearing in mind that under climate change, natdalptation will be difficult and recognizing that
in situ conservation actions are more effectite, also consider ex situ measures, such as
relocation, assisted migration and captive breediagnong others, that could contribute to
maintaining the adaptive capacity and securingghevival of species at risk, taking into account
the precautionary approach in order to avoid unimded ecological consequences including, for
example, the spread of invasive alien species

Recalling the EU document “Our life insurance, patural capital: an EU biodiversity strategy to
2020", and more particularly its Target 5 aimetigtiter controls on invasive alien species;

Recalling the AEWA “Guidelines for the Translocatiof Waterbirds for Conservation Purposes:
Complementing the IUCN Guidelines”, and taking notdResolution5.13 of the Meeting of the
Parties to AEWA on Climate change adaptation measstor waterbirds and in particular the
annexed guidance framework for climate change atlapt when considering species
translocation and ex-situ conservation;

Further recalling ACCOBAMS Guidelines for the redeaf captive cetaceans into the wild,;

Recalling Recommendations No. 122 (2006) of thex@igy Committee, on the conservation of
biological diversity in the context of climate clygn No. 135 (2008) and No. 143 (2009) of the
Standing Committee, on addressing the impactsmaté change on biodiversity;

Further recalling Recommendation No. 142 (2009)haf Standing Committee, recommending
Parties and inviting Observers to the Conventiorinterpret the term “alien species” for the
purpose of the implementation of the European &ggaton Invasive Alien Species as not
including native species naturally extending thairge in response to climate change;

Welcoming Decision XlI/21 of the Conference of thartfes to the Convention on Biological
Diversity on Other matters related to biodiversity climate change;

Welcoming the report of the Ad Hoc Technical Exgéroup on Indicators for the Strategic Plan
for Biodiversity 2011-2020 providing the indicatiVist of indicators to assess progress towards
the achievement of the 20 Aichi Targets, as annéaddecision XI/3 of the Conference of the
Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity Monitoring progress in implementation of the
Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and thiehA Biodiversity Targets, in particular the
operational indicators referring to Target 9 andjéal0;

Welcoming Resolution 10.19 of the Conference of Bagties to the Convention on Migratory
Species on Migratory Species Conservation in thet lof climate change thatter alia urges
Parties and the Scientific Council, and encouragesmservation stakeholders and relevant
organizations to: consider ex situ measures andstess colonization, including translocation, as
appropriate for those migratory species most sdyahgeatened by climate change

Welcoming the report “An analysis of the impleméiata of recommendations made by the Group
of Experts on Biodiversity and Climate Change (220&0)”, by Prof. Brian Huntley [doc T-
PVS/Inf (2012) 11];

Welcoming and taking into account, for the purpagethe implementation of the present
Recommendation, the IUCN guidelines for Reintroluxt and Other Conservation
Translocations, developed by the IUCN SSC Reintttdn Specialist Group and IUCN SSC
Invasive Species Specialist Group in 2012;

Noting the definitions used in the IUCN guidelifes Reintroductions and Other Conservation
Translocations and namely:
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Conservation translocation: the human-mediated mew of living organisms
from one area, with release (applicable to indigiduwf any taxon) in another,
where the primary objective is a conservation hiertefs covers:

1. Population restorations: any conservation transimeao within indigenous
range. This comprises two activities:

» Reinforcement: the intentional movement and reledse organism into an
existing population of conspecifics;

» Reintroduction: the intentional movement and redealsan organism inside
its indigenous range from which it has disappeared;

2. Conservation introduction: the intentional movememd release of an
organism outside its indigenous range. Two typesoaervation introduction are
recognised:

» Assisted colonisation: the intentional movement egldase of an organism
outside its indigenous range to avoid extinctiorany/all populations of the
target species;

» Ecological replacement: the intentional movemerk @hease of an organism
outside its indigenous range to perform a speeimlogical function.

Recommends Contracting Parties to the Conventidriranites Observer States to:

1. Undertake conservation translocations only rfiead to deliver a demonstrable conservation
benefit in terms of species viability or ecologidahction. Translocation should therefore be
justified, with development of clear objectives,lang-term or permanent management plan,
identification and assessment of risks, and wighgjpecification of clear measures of performance;

2. Consider alternative solutions before startirgpaservation translocation. In particular, there

should be confidence (e.g. via peer-reviewed eweemd in absence of this consideration of best
available expert knowledge) that alternative sohdi are not more appropriate, including in

particular:

a. Increased habitat availability (area-based swis];
b. Management of the species or its habitat (spdmsed solutions);

c. Social or indirect solutions, either in isolatior in combination with the above (e.g. habitat
restoration and mitigation of pressures);

d. Doing nothing, which may carry lower risks oftiagtion compared to those of alternative
solutions.

3. Carefully assess in advance the full range sbite hazards both during a translocation and
after release of organisms, including any transbaon impact, taking into account that any
translocation bears risks that it will not achieit® objectives and/or will cause unintended
damage;

4. Combine proportional risk analysis with conotuns from a feasibility study before deciding
whether a translocation should proceed or not. Whmrssible, formal methods for making
decisions based on best evidence should be usealg@seral principle, where there is inadequate
information to assess that a translocation outsitigenous range bears low risks, the
Precautionary Principle should be applied and suthnslocation should not be carried out;

5. Consider particularly the ecological risks, utihg the risk of gene escape in any risk
analysis;

6. Where relevant, prioritise the species or pdmria to be translocated, based on criteria such as
their ecological role, their evolutionary distinehess or uniqueness, their role as flagship specie
their threatened status, or potential as ecologieplacements; where species are extinct,
consequent changes in the ecosystem can indicateed to restore the ecological function
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provided by the lost species, which can constifuiification for exploring an ecological
replacement;

7. Follow the revised IUCN guidelines for Reintralans and Other Conservation
Translocations, developed by the IUCN SSC Reintttidn Specialist Group and IUCN SSC
Invasive Species Specialist Group when conductemgstocations;

8. Inform the Standing Committee of measures tagemplement this recommendation.
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COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation
of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 159 (2012) of the Standing Comiteie, adopted on 30
November 2012, on the effective implementation of ugdance for Parties on
biodiversity and climate change

The Standing Committee of the Convention on thes€oration of European Wildlife and Natural
Habitats, in accordance with Article 14 of the Cention,

Having regard to the aims of the Convention to eores wild flora and fauna and its natural
habitats;

Aware that the conservation of natural habitatsaisital component of the protection and
conservation of wild flora and fauna;

Recalling that Article 2 of the Convention requifearties to take requisite measures to maintain
the populations of wild flora and fauna at a lewdlich corresponds in particular to ecological,
scientific and cultural requirements, while takagrount of economic requirements;

Recalling that Article 3 of the Convention requifearties to undertake to have regard to the
conservation of wild fauna and flora in their plamgnand development policies, and in their
measures against pollution;

Recalling that Article 4 of the Convention requifegrties to take appropriate measures to ensure
the conservation of the habitats of wild flora dadna species as well as of endangered natural
habitats; and give particular attention to the grtibn of areas of importance for migratory
species;

Recognising that climate change affects biologidadersity in the territory covered by the
Convention, including species, habitats and theagref Special Conservation Interest of the
Emerald Network;

Recognising the need to adapt conservation wortheéochallenges of climate change so as to
minimise its impacts on the species and naturatdtalprotected under the Convention;

Bearing in mind that climate change mitigation hasey role in reducing the impacts of climate
change on biodiversity and the need for furtheptation measures;

Recalling the CBD Conference of the Parties Denis{é33 on Biodiversity and climate change
and its guidance;

Recognising the EU 2020 Biodiversity Strategy, nigntiee strategic objective aiming at a more
climate resilient, low-carbon economy;

Recalling recommendations of the Standing Commiibelhe Bern Convention: No. 122 (2006),

on the conservation of biological diversity in tbentext of climate change; No. 135 (2008) and
No. 143 (2009) on addressing the impacts of clinchi@nge on biodiversity; No. 145 (2010) on

guidance for Parties on biodiversity and climatargfe in mountain regions; No. 146 (2010) on
guidance for Parties on biodiversity and climatande in European islands, No. 147 (2010) on
guidance for Parties on wildland fires, biodiversaind climate change; and No. 152 (2011) on
Marine Biodiversity and Climate Change;
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Welcoming and bearing in mind the conclusions @& thonitoring assessment presented in the
report “An analysis of the implementation of recoemdations made by the Group of Experts on
Biodiversity and Climate Change (2006-2010)", byfPBrian Huntley [doc T-PVS/Inf (2012)
11];

Welcoming Resolution 10.19 of the Conference of Bagties to the Convention on Migratory
Species Conservation in the light of climate chaagd Resolution 5.13 of the Meeting of the
Parties to the African-Eurasian Waterbirds AgreenoenClimate change adaptation measures for
waterbirds;

Welcoming Decision XI/21 of the Conference of thartles to the Convention on Biological
Diversity on Other matters related to biodiversityd climate change;

Welcoming Decision XI/3 of the Conference of thertlra to the Convention on Biological
Diversity on Monitoring progress in implementatiohthe Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-
2020 and the Aichi Biodiversity Targets;

Acknowledging that most Parties already recogniee rieed to take action in relation to the
conservation of biodiversity in the face of climatenge;

Noting that many Parties reported actions relatmghe development of policies, strategies or
legislative measures designed to address spebjfite issue of biodiversity conservation in the
face of climate change;

Welcoming in particular many excellent examples gafod practice which were identified,
especially those wherethe embedding of consideration of biodiversity esaross-sectorally has
already been achieved, where win—win solutions beég adopted for adaptation and/or
mitigation, where the development of ecologicalwmeks is already underway, where the need to
embed national actions in their international crhteas been recognised, where systematic
evaluations of species’ vulnerability to climateanlye have been made using species’ distribution
models, and where a national vision underpins eseaf coherent actions aimed at addressing
both the limitation of climate change and its inelle impacts;

Concerned by the gaps identified with regards ¢se¢hspecific and practical actions most directly
related to minimising the negative effects of climahange on biodiversity, and especially upon
species and ecosystems already under threat fitwen ptessures;

Recalling the desirability and benefits of adoptaugptive management practices;

Stressing that many of the actions recommended atauost certainly be commenced under
existing conservation legislation in the Parties:

Recommends Contracting Parties to the Conventidnranites Observer States to:

1. Urgently implement the practical conservation measuhat have been recommended by the
Group of Experts and encourage appropriate natioodies involved in nature conservation
to adopt and use them as resources permit; urgéohashould more particularly focus on
implementing adaptive management practices antegtes, enhancing the adaptive capacity
of vulnerable species (rare/endemic/threatened)inmiging pressures and threats on species
and habitats that are most vulnerable to climagmgh, and implementing monitoring ofter
alia; species’ population trends, species behavioulydmg phenology, and climate change
impacts upon critical areas;

2. Take further steps to develop ecological netwaikk@romote and enhance the permeability of
landscapes generally, and also enhance their pedtereas networks, as appropriate, by
increasing the extent of existing sites, desiggatiew sites and establishing buffer zones, and
ensuring they are sustainably and adaptively mahage

3. Take an appropriately long-term view, based on tapnanagement methodologies, when
formulating management plans and strategies fdepred areas management;

4. Adopt, as appropriate, a more holistic approachnMeemulating strategies and plans for
ecological networks or protected areas, and wherldging conservation or recovery plans
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for individual species. In particular, encourage the general adoption efetkamples of good
practice reported, especially by Switzerland andaiie, with respect to taking into account
their international context when planning ecolobicatworks, and to developing networks
and protected areas in partnership with their ragrs;

Adopt measures that encourage biodiversity coniervéo be embedded across other sectors
and taken into account when formulating policiesstrategies for those sectors, also by
informing policy-makers across the Parties aboetdpportunities for win—win solutions, for
instance through the development and use of e@myisased approaches, when developing
strategies for adaptation to climate change by sextor as well as for mitigation measures;

Undertake knowledge transfer activities using éxgsimechanisms, to encourage awareness
by other stakeholders and the general public of dhellenges posed and opportunities
presented by climate change when considering biéosity conservation, including its links to
other sectors and the opportunities for win—wirugohs;

Take account of the potential increased risk ofdfivib.s as a result of climate change and
embed, as appropriate, mitigation measures foridgeration of this risk into protected area
management plans;

Adopt the good practice, identified in the casettd United Kingdom, of implementing
measures for the assessment of introductions tidtide assessment of the impacts of
projected climate changes on species’ invasionpiate

Further instructs the Bern Convention Group of Etgen biodiversity and climate change to:

1.

Take all necessary steps to ensure that therienme of the issue of climate change on
biodiversity, and understanding the role of bioddity in adapting to and mitigating the
effects of climate change is well recognised byCalhtracting Parties;

Promote awareness among Contracting Partideea@tamples of good practice identified and
urge their implementation;

Ensure that those persons preparing reports Rarties for the Group of Experts are fully
informed about relevant activities, for example itaming activities, being undertaken in their
country, thus avoiding spurious identification apg in the activities of that Party or of
priorities for new actions by the Party;

Assess the potential for introduced speciesadyrepresent in the national territory of
Contracting Parties to become invasive under futlireate conditions, in close co-operation
with the Group of Experts on Invasive Alien Speciesd using information and
methodologies developed in ottiera, where appropriate;

Inform the Standing Committee on the progresslanan the implementation of this
Recommendation.
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COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation
of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 160 (2012) of the Standing Comiteie, adopted on 30
November 2012, on the European Code of Conduct f@otanic Gardens on Invasive
Alien Species

The Standing Committee of the Convention on thes€oration of European Wildlife and Natural
Habitats, in accordance with Article 14 of the Cention,

Having regard to the aim of the Convention whichatably to ensure the conservation of wild flora
and fauna, by giving particular attention to spgcimcluding migratory species, which are
threatened with extinction and vulnerable;

Recalling that under Article 11, paragraph @f the Convention, each Contracting Party undegak
to strictly control the introduction of non-natigpecies;

Recalling Decision VI/23 of the"6Conference of the Parties of the Convention orloBioal
Diversity, on Alien species that threaten ecosystdrabitats or species, and the definitions used in
that text, as well as the conservation guidelinéshe Africa-Eurasian Migratory Waterfowl
Agreement;

Recalling its Recommendation No. 99 (2003) on thepean Strategy on Invasive Alien Species;

Recalling its Recommendation No. 134 (2008) onEbhspean Code of Conduct on Horticulture
and Invasive Alien Plants;

Recalling that the foConference of the Parties of the Convention orloBioal Diversity adopted

the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 wite 20 headline Aichi targets for 2020, in
particular Target 9 devoted to invasive alien spe¢lAS): “By 2020, invasive alien species and
pathways are identified and prioritised, priorifyesies are controlled or eradicated, and measures
are in place to manage pathways to prevent thieodaction and establishment”;

Recalling the EU biodiversity strategy to 2020, @tdd by the Council of the European Union in

June 2011, and in particular its Target 5, calbngMember States to combat IAS so that by 2020,
IAS and their pathways are identified and prioeitis priority species are controlled or eradicated,
and pathways are managed to prevent the introduatid establishment of new IAS;

Recalling the International Commission on PhytasaypiMeasures Recommendation ICPM-7/2005
within the framework of the International Plant faiion Convention;

Noting the need to co-operate with Botanic Gardand Arboreta in the prevention of the
introduction and spread of new invasive alien sggetito the territory of the Convention;

Referring to the European Code of Conduct for BotaBardens on Invasive Alien Species
[document T-PVS/Inf (2012) 1];

Recommends that Contracting Parties:

1. draw up national codes of conduct for botaniggas on invasive alien species taking into
account the European Code of Conduct mentionedegabov

2. collaborate as appropriate with the botanic gasdand arboreta in implementing and helping
disseminate good practices and codes of condunedaat preventing release and proliferation
and spread of invasive alien species;
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3. consult, when possible, the botanic Gardens aratetebin the identification of priority invasive

alien species and in the preparation and implerhentaf mandatory measures to tackle priority
invasive alien species;

4. keep the Standing Committee informed of meadaf&s to implement this recommendation;

Invites Observer States to take note of this recenaation and implement it as appropriate.
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COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation of
European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Recommendation No. 161 (2012) of the Standing Comiteie, adopted on 30
November 2012, on the European Code of Conduct faZoological Gardens and
Aquaria on Invasive Alien Species

The Standing Committee of the Convention on thes€oration of European Wildlife and Natural
Habitats, in accordance with Article 14 of the Cemtion,

Having regard to the aim of the Convention whichagably to ensure the conservation of wild flora
and fauna, by giving particular attention to spgciecluding migratory species, which are
threatened with extinction and vulnerable;

Recalling that under Article 11, paragraph @f the Convention, each Contracting Party undedak
to strictly control the introduction of non-natigpecies;

Recalling Decision VI/23 of the"6Conference of the Parties of the Convention orioBioal
Diversity, on Alien species that threaten ecosystdmabitats or species, and the definitions used in
that text, as well as the conservation guidelineghe Africa-Eurasian Migratory Waterfowl
Agreement;

Recalling its Recommendation No. 99 (2003) on thefean Strategy on Invasive Alien Species;

Recalling that the foConference of the Parties of the Convention orloBioal Diversity adopted

the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 wite 20 headline Aichi targets for 2020, in
particular Target 9 devoted to invasive alien spe¢lAS): “By 2020, invasive alien species and
pathways are identified and prioritised, priorifyesies are controlled or eradicated, and measures
are in place to manage pathways to prevent thiegdaction and establishment”;

Recalling the conclusions of the Ad Hoc Technicgbétt Group meeting (2011) on addressing the
risks associated with the introduction of IAS atspaquarium and terrarium species, and as livte bai
and live food, organised within the framework af tbonvention on Biological Diversity;

Taking note of the conclusions of thé"iItonference of the Parties of the Convention orogioal
Biodiversity, in particular Decision XI/28 on Invas Alien Species: Ways and means to address
gaps in international standards regarding invaaiv species introduced as pets, as aquarium and
terrarium species, and as live bait and live food;

Recalling the EU biodiversity strategy to 2020, @tdd by the Council of the European Union in

June 2011, and in particular its Target 5, calbngMember States to combat IAS so that by 2020,
IAS and their pathways are identified and prioeitis priority species are controlled or eradicated,
and pathways are managed to prevent the introduatid establishment of new IAS;

Noting the need to co-operate with Zoological GasdeandAquaria in the prevention of the
introduction and spread of new invasive alien sgeiito the territory of the Convention;

Referring to the European Code of Conduct for Zgisll Gardens anAquariaon Invasive Alien
Species [document T-PVS/Inf (2011) 26 rev];

Recommends that Contracting Parties:

1. draw up national codes of conduct for zoologgaatdens andquariaon invasive alien species
taking into account the European Code of Conducttimeed above;
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2. collaborate as appropriate with the zoologieaitigns anadquariain implementing and helping

disseminate good practices and codes of conduttsdaat preventing release agpread of
invasive alien species;

3. consult, when possible, the zoological gardem$ aquaria in the identification of priority

invasive alien species and in the preparation amglementation of mandatory measures to
tackle priority invasive alien species;

4. keep the Standing Committee informed of meagaftes to implement this recommendation;

Invites Observer States to take note of this recentation and implement it as appropriate.
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Convention on the Conservation OF EUROPE _ DE L'EUROPE

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 162 (2012) of the Standing Comiteie, adopted on 30
November 2012, on the conservation of large carnives populations in Europe
requesting special conservation action

The Standing Committee of the Convention on thes€oration of European Wildlife and Natural
Habitats, acting under the terms of Article 14he Convention,

Having regard to the aims of the Convention to eoreswild flora and fauna and its natural habitats;

Wishing to promote co-existence of viable poputsioof large carnivores with sustainable
development of rural areas in appropriate regions;

Aware that the drafting and implementation of AstiBlans may be a useful tool to address the
conservation of large carnivore populations in Bero

Recalling its Recommendations No. 115 (2005) on toaservation and management of
transboundary populations of large carnivores aatibg in mind the importance of core (source)
populations for transboundary migration and disgees well as viability of large carnivores’
populations in neighbouring States, and also riegaits Recommendation and No. 137 (2008) on
population level management of large carnivoresifabions;

Recommends that:
1. Brown bear in Central Italy

- ltaly implements without delay the Action Plarr the Conservation of the Marsican brown
bear, encouraging closer cooperation among theerdiff national and regional authorities
involved well as the Abruzzi National Park.

2. Wolfin ltaly

- ltaly pursues efforts to control hybrids, draftiand implementing a strategy aimed to reduce
progressively the genetic pollution affecting wiolfitaly.

3. Brown bear in the Balkans

- Bosnia and Herzegovina and Montenegro urgently drnaynanagement plans for brown bear
carrying out the necessary surveys and relayindpemexpertise of other countries of the region so
as to integrate their conservation efforts intoidewSouth-East context.

4. Eurasian lynx in the Balkans

- Albania and “the former Yugoslav Republic of Maceidd draw up and implement, as a
matter of urgency, action plans for the last remmgirautochthonous population of lynx in the
region, using as appropriate the strategy for tbas€rvation of the Balkan lynx in Albania and
“the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia”;

- “the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia” assesge environmental impact on lynx
population of the dams in the Mavrovo National Parksite identified as a candidate for the
Emerald Network, considering the abandonment ofpitugect if the dam risks to endanger the
lynx population.
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5. Large carnivores in South-East Europe

- Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, and “the foriegoslav Republic of Macedonia”: assess
the effect of new transport infrastructures on daggrnivores, introducing corrective measures
whenever they are likely to produce new fragmeotatihat may endanger large carnivores’
populations.

6. Large carnivores in Eastern Alps

- Austria and Italy establish and implement morengent conservation measures of large
carnivores in the Eastern Alps, controlling thehhdgath rate of carnivores in that area, so that
natural colonisation by wolf, lynx and bear may tauwe in the favourable habitat available for

those species.

7. Wolf in the Iberian Peninsula

- Spain urgently conducts a survey of wolf in Siektorena, taking all the necessary steps to
avoid the decline and disappearance of that impbpapulation;

- Portugal and Spaiconduct national surveys of wolf, mapping packswiite standard agreed
methodology for the whole Iberian Peninsula.

8. Large carnivores in the Caucasus

- Armenia, Azerbaijan and Georgia implement, withdelay, Recommendation N° 148 (2010)

on the conservation of Large Carnivores in the @aus, paying special attention to conducting
the necessary surveys, improve herbivore densiiegote efforts to train the necessary experts
and consider-as appropriate the launch of a sysk@yramme for leopard;

- Armenia, Azerbaijan and Georgia identify, in newritories, areas, which have favourable
habitats for large carnivores and that, are atgmtasot colonised.

9. Large carnivores in the Carpathians

- Concerned States strengthen cooperation, adoppaation level management approach and
ameliorate as needed their monitoring systems g0 aaprove management through the use of
better assessment tools; and cooperate, as agisggprith the Alpine Convention.

10. Large carnivores in Slovak Republic

- The Slovak Republic continue to present participaefforts to conclude and implement a
national action plan for the brown bear; considaftthg and implementing action plans for lynx
and wolf.
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Appendix 8 ox * *

*
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COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation
of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 163 (2012) of the Standing Comitee, adopted on 30
November 2012, on the management of expanding poptibns of large carnivores in
Europe

The Standing Committee of the Convention on thes€oration of European Wildlife and Natural
Habitats, acting under the terms of Article 14h@ Convention,

Having regard to the aims of the Convention to eoreswild flora and fauna and its natural habitats;

Welcoming the natural expansion of population aféacarnivores in Europe, as these species play a
key ecological role in natural and semi-naturalitadd

Wishing to promote co-existence of viable poputsioof large carnivores with sustainable
development of rural areas in appropriate regions;

Noting that expanding populations of large carniégocan be associated with a wide range of social
conflicts, including conflict with livestock reagn game resources, other human interests and the
fear they can induce in many people, particularlgineas recently colonized by large carnivores;

Taking into account the importance of acceptandeaal people for the success of large carnivore
management;

Recalling its Recommendations No. 115 (2005) on ¢omservation and management of
transboundary populations of large carnivores aod187 (2008) on population level management
of large carnivore’s population;

Recommends that Contracting Parties to the Coroventi
1. Address the issue of expanding large carnivooesilationsinter alia by :
- Improving social acceptance of large carnivoresunderstanding of their habitats;

- Addressing conservation of large carnivores long-term perspective and taking into account
their large-scale distribution;

- Establishing the necessary partnerships witleidifft interest stakeholders;
- Promoting appropriate methods and practices tigaté or avoid predation

In that context, welcome the natural expansiomfd carnivores’ populations, especially where this
may help a population to reach a satisfactory awaien status and/or improve its genetic
variability;

2. Collaborate as appropriate in the above witteroitates sharing the same population, thus
implementing the population level management agir@mdorsed in its Recommendation No. 115
(2005);

3. Where large carnivores are hunted, carry outd@oonitoring of those species and fix hunting
quotas taking into account their conservation stahe sustainability of present population and the
natural expansion.
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Appendix 9 Al

COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation
of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Resolution No. 8 (2012) of the Standing Committe@dopted on 30 November 2012
on the national designation of adopted Emerald sige and the implementation of
management, monitoring and reporting measures

The Standing Committee to the Convention on thes@wation of European Wildlife and Natural
Habitats, acting under the terms of Article 14haf Convention,

Considering Articles 3 and 4 of the Convention;

Having regard to its Resolution No. 1 (1989) on puevisions relating to the conservation of
habitats;

Having regard to its Recommendation No. 16 (1989)Aceas of Special Conservation Interest
(ASCI);

Having regard to its Resolution No. 3 (1996) on #edting-up of a pan-European Ecological
Network;

Recalling its Resolution No. 5 (1998) concerning thles for the Network of Areas of Special
Conservation Interest (Emerald Network);

Bearing in mind the CBD Strategic Plan for Biodsigr 2011-2020, including the Aichi
Biodiversity Targets, in particular Target 11 efhiing a conservation target of 17% of terrestrial
and inland water areas and 10% of marine and daastas and Target 12 aiming to previre
extinction of known threatened specesl to improve and sustain their conservation statu
particularly of those most in decline;

Bearing in mind the CBD Conference of the PartiegiSion XI/24 on protected areas and noting
IUCN Resolution 5.40 on Endorsement and uniformliegiion of protected area management
guidelines;

Recalling the Calenddor the implementation of the Emerald Network okaAs of Special
Conservation Interest (2011-202@Jocument T-PVS/PA(2010)8], committing Contracting
Parties and Observer states to the Bern Convettdidhe completion of the Emerald Network
constitution process by 2020;

Expressing its appreciation for the consideralfi@&fand on-going work of Contracting Parties and
Observer states on the constitution of the EmeMalsvork on their territories;

Recognising the work of the European Union andvissnber States on the development of the
Natura 2000 Network and their current efforts opriaving the management of the Network and
achieving a favourable conservation status foratereed species and habitats;

Recalling Article 2c of Resolution No. 1 (1989), iatn interprets the term “conservation” as the
“maintenance and, where appropriate, the restorabonmprovement of the abiotic and biotic
features which form the habitat of a species oratural habitat (...), and includes, where
appropriate, the control of activities which maydiirectly result in the deterioration of such
habitats (...%;

Considering that paragraphs 3a and 4a of Recommendsdo. 16 (1989) on Areas of Special
Conservation Interest recommend that steps are takeContracting Parties either by legislation
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or otherwise, to ensure that the arease“the subject of an appropriate regime, desigted
achieve the conservation of the artas well as to §raw up and implement management plans
which will identify both short- and long-term ohjees’;

Considering that Recommendation No. 16 (1989) &rtrecommends Contracting Parties to
“review regularly or continually in a systematic tigen their performance in the implementation
of (...) the Emerald Network as well as thaappropriate ecological and other research is
conducted, in a properly co-ordinated fashion, vatiiew to furthering the understanding of the
critical elements in the management of such aread ta monitoring the status of the factors
giving rise to their designation and conservation

Considering that Resolution No. 5 (1998) concertinggrules for the Network of Areas of Special
Conservation Interest requests the Governmentsindéertake surveillance of the conservation
status of species and natural habitats in desigh®8CI$ and “to inform the Secretariat of any
important changes likely to affect negatively isubstantial way the ecological character of the
designated ASClIs or the conditions having justifieir designatiofy

Conscious that monitoring and reporting of the ngamaent of the Emerald sites is essential for
ensuring the efficiency of the Emerald Network lie fong-term for achieving its objectives and

that its features should be decided upon as sotimeasational designation of the Emerald site as
Area of Special Conservation Interest takes place;

Bearing in mind that for Contracting Parties whiazle Member States of the European Union, the
Emerald Network sites are those of the Natura 208@vork and that the procedures established
under the European Union Directives 2009/147/EQifea version of the amended Directive
79/409/EEC) and 92/43/EEC are those to apply femth

Resolves to adopt the following rules for the naialesignation of Emerald sites:
1. National designation

1.1 Parties will designatey national legislation or otherwise, the sitesthugir territory adopted as
Emerald sites by the Standing Committee to the B@mnvention, as foreseen in the Calendar for
the implementation of the Emerald Network of AredisSpecial Conservation Interest (2011-
2020).

2. Management

2.1 The national designation of the adopted Emerats sitill ensure that they are protected from
external threats and subject to an appropriatenedor achieving a satisfactory conservation
status of the species and natural habitats listeReisolutions no. 4 (1996) and no. 6 (1998)
present on the site, involving, if and where appete, management plans, administrative
measures and contractual measures;

2.2 The authorities responsible for the implementatidnthe management measures and their
monitoring will be clearly identified,;

2.3 Specific short and long-term site objectives wél érawn up for the management of Emerald
sites, in compliance with the national/regionalsgmation objectives of the country, in order to
facilitate the monitoring of their implementationda the regular assessment of their
achievement;

2.4 National, regional and local stakeholders will goived, if and where appropriate, in the
planning of the management of the sites, as weih dlse implementation of the conservation
and protection measures foreseen, and in the mioigtof the sites’ management.

3. Monitoring

3.1 Parties will ensure that a monitoring frameworknieran integral part of the management plans
and/or other administrative measures taken fodéséggnation of Emerald sites;

3.2 The monitoring of the site’'s management will corsgriregular surveillance of the
implementation of the conservation regime and @& tonservation status of the species
populations and natural habitats -in particularséhdisted in the Standing Committee’s
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resolutions no. 4 (1996) and no. 6 (1998)- andiatlzer factors giving rise to the designation of
the area as specified in paragraph 1 of Recommendks (1989);

3.3 The regular surveillance of the conservation stafuspecies and natural habitats for which the
sites has been designated will comprise appros@éstific and ecological research, aiming at
identifying whether it contributes to the long tesarvival of the species and habitats.

4. Reporting

4.1 Parties will report to the Secretariat of the BEonvention on the conservation status of species
and habitats listed in Resolutions No. 6 (1998) Hod4 (1996) of the Standing Committee to
the Bern Convention;

4.2 The report will be submitted in English, every gears from the date of the adoption of this
Resolution and shall reflect the previous periodixfyears;

4.3 The Group of Experts on Protected Areas and Eambdietworks will prepare a reporting
format to be used for the purposes of this repgrtin
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Appendix 10 Al

COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation
of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Guidance on Marine Biodiversity and Climate Change,endorsed on 30 November
2012 to be annexed to Recommendation No. 152 (20bh) Marine Biodiversity and
Climate Change

Guidance

This guidance draws on the expert reports commissioby the Council of Europe and
discussed by the Group of Experts on Biodivergity &limate Change at its meeting in 2011. The
conclusions and recommended actions provided bedtem from expert reports and the
discussions on marine ecosystems in the Group @klEx This guidance complements the
suggested actions endorsed by the Standing Conamiitte2011 (Recommendation No. 152),
which in turn should be further completed and uedan the future, including a potential revision
of the proposed recommendations. Measures thatbmapnsidered as appropriate for addressing
the impacts of climate change on marine biodivgrsdr the purposes of the application of the
Convention, are listed for consideration by CoritracParties.

This guidance aims at providing Parties and Obse®tates with suggestions of concrete
conservation actions to be implemented voluntadlyleliver effectively against the objective of
Recommendation No. 152 (2011). Other complementagasures may be identified by
governments as equally appropriate to their pddicucircumstances and concerns.
Notwithstanding these adaptation measures, theap iggent need for climate change mitigation
actions at local, regional, country and global lsvé&ffective mitigation is crucial to contain
climate change to levels within which we may haveeasonable chance of achieving effective
adaptation. However, addressing mitigation liesioletthe scope of these recommendations.

The effects of climate change on marine ecosystanas their biological communities are
complex. The impacts of a changing climate on theces and habitats protected by the Bern
Convention may differ widely, depending on the $pe@nd the interactions with other species
and/or their habitats, as well as according totlona The negative effects that climate change
mitigation and adaptation measures, taken in oslkeetors, may have on species, habitats and
ecosystems services provided, should also be cenesidn order to avoid further degradation.

I.  Marine systems vulnerability to climate change

Climate change is one of the most critical issugsenitly facing biodiversity conservation,
and marine ecosystems are among the most vulneiaiikeimpacts. Climate change impacts on
the oceans are complex and diverse, and includegelsan water temperature, salinity, sea level,
ocean circulation and mixing, nutrient levels, amver, pH, and the frequency and intensity of
storm events.

Global climate models predict, with high confideneel.8-4°C rise in average surface air
temperatures, associated with a 1.5-2.6 °C incrimasea surface temperature along with a 0.18-
0.59 m rise in average sea level by the end of dhigtury. In European waters, sea surface

1 Pachauri, R.K. and Reisinger, A. (Eds.) (2008nt@bution of Working Groups 1, 1l and IIl to théth
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental PanelCbmate Change; IPCC, Geneva, Switzerland.
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temperatures are increasing more rapidly than lilgagjaverage, and the level of some European
seas may also rise more than global average pimjett Given the magnitude of predicted
climatic changes and the wide range of chemicalgngical changes that may result within the
oceany it is clear that marine ecosystems will also tmificantly affected by climate change,
although the precise nature of these changesfisullitto predict.

Nevertheless, a large and growing body of evidesuggests multiple, significant climate
impacts on marine species, across trophic levalseansystems. For example, ocean chlorophyll
records show that annual primary production inglubal ocean has decreased by more than 6%
since the 1980s in relation to rising temperafluf@scause primary production represents the basis
of the marine food web, such changes have conglgenaplications for the marine biosphere.
Climate-driven shifts in species distributions haveen observed in many marine groups
including zooplankto) invertebrates, and fisfhas reactions to climate warming are predicted to
occur quicker in marine systems than terrestriason

Such movements are projected to result in sigmficzhanges in the diversity of marine
communities, through a combination of local exiimes, shifts in marine food web and species
invasions, with resulting impacts on ecosystem tioncand the provisioning of ecosystem
service¥’. Other climate change effects on marine ecosystembide changes in species
physiology, abundance, phenoldfyand migratory patterffs the incidence of diseas&sand the
productivity and quality of temperate and tropigabrine habitafé, ranging from marine
upwelling systems to seagrass beds and coral réefBrecisely, warmer sea temperatures and
increased C@absorption by the seas will result in increasirgam acidification which will
reduce the availability of carbonate minerals iavegter, important building blocks for calcifying
marine plants and animals. For example, it is jptedithat 70% of cold-water coral communities

http://www.ipcc.ch/publications_and_data/ar4/wg2tb6s6-3-2.html#table-6-3;
http://www.ipcc.ch/publications_and_data/ar4/sytéepms3.html#table-spm-1

2 European Environment Agency (EEA), JRC and WHIDOB): Impact of Europe’s changing climate —
2008 indicator-based assessment. EEA Report n®&8/20RC Reference Report no. JRC47756.

3 Brierley, AS and Kingsford, MJ (2009): Impactsalimate change on marine organisms and ecosystems.
Current Biology19(14): R602-R614.

4 Gregg et al., 2003cean primary production and climate: Global deahdhangesGeophys. Res. Lett.,
30, 1809

5 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCZ)07) (a): Synthesis of observed impacts. Climate
change 2007: Working group ll: Impacts, Adaptatiand Vulnerability: Chapter 1.

6 Southward, A. J., Hawkins, S. J. & Burrows, M.(T995): Seventy years’ observations of changes in
distribution and abundance of zooplankton and fid&r organisms in the western English Channel in
relation to rising sea temperature. J. Thermal.B6| 127-155.

7 Beaugrand, G., Reid, P. C., lbanez, F., LindleyA. & Edwards, M. (2002): Reorganization of Nort
Atlantic

marine copepod biodiversity and climate. Sciend& 2692-1694.

8 Perry,A.L., P.J. Low, J.R. Ellis and J.D. ReysIl&d005: Climate change and distribution shiftsngrine
fishes. Science, 308, 1912-1915

9 MarClim project - Mieszkowska, N. et al (2006)aNhe biodiversity and climate change: assessimg an
predicting the influence of climatic change usintgitidal rocky shore biota. Scottish Natural Hegéd.

10 Cheung WWL, Lam VWY, Sarmiento JL, Kearney K, téém R, Pauly D., Fish and Fisheries. (2009)
Projecting global marine biodiversitgnpacts under climate change scenari®235-51

11 M. Edwards, A. J. Richardson, (2004): Impactclihate change on marine pelagic phenology and
trophic mismatch, Nature 430, 881.

12 Sims, D.W., Genner, M.J., Southward, A.J. and/kias, S.J. (2001): Timing of squid migration refie
North Atlantic climate variability. Proceedingstbe Royal Society of London, B 268, 2607-2611.

13 C. D. Harvell et al, (2002) Review: Ecology —ifftdte warming and disease risks for terrestrial and
marine biota, Science 296, 2158.

14 O. Hoegh-Guldberg, J. F. Bruno, (2010) The imhpé&climate change on the world’s marine ecosystem
Science 328, 1523 -1528.

15 Bakun, A. (1990): Global climate change andriiication of coastal ocean upwelling. Science,247
198-201.

16 CBD Technical Series No.46, (2010): ScientifyntBesis of the Impacts of Ocean Acidification on
Marine. Biodiversity
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will experience growth-limiting conditions by 2108ith associated impacts for the marine
species that they suppbrt

For marine ecosystems that are already under mignif human pressure, climate change
effects represent an added source of stress. le sases, the additive/cumulative or synergistic
impacts of climate change and other stressors msly marine species or ecosystems beyond their
thresholds of tolerance. Where these threshold®sept “tipping points”, such changes may be
severe and irreversible not only for biodiversityt bwith heavy impacts on economies,
developments and socio-cultural cont&®ts

If negative climate change effects on marine edesys are to be minimised or avoided, there
is a need for vigorous conservation policies angtegies that will support adaptation by marine
fauna and flora. Such measures typically focusulding ecological resiliencette ability of an
ecological system to absorb disturbances whileimgig the same basic structure and ways of
functioning, the capacity for self-organisation dahe capacity to adapt to stress and charige”

The following overarching adaptation principles foarine biodiversity are derived from pre-
existing guidanc® and scientific literatur®, linked with more detailed measures and should be
considered when developing adaptation strategielsa@tions to conserve marine and coastal
species, habitats and ecosystems, and the setivatabey provide.

[I. Understand and predict climate changes impacts orhé marine environment

The current available scientific knowledge is pmadwntly focused at general aspects of
climate change, and very limited on biodiversitypants, even more limited on marine and costal
biodiversity where gaps are large and uncertaimigserous.

The abundance and distribution of species is coatialy changing (both seasonally and
annually) and these dynamics are likely to accwderand vary due to climate change.
Consequently, long-term monitoring is hecessargrier to evaluate these processes, particularly
in most European regional seas where data on mahi@eology changes are quite sparse. In order
to improve our knowledge base to support effectivaservation planning, further research is
needed on the impacts of climate change on theMeicgity, processes, and function of marine
ecosystems.

Proposed Actions:

1. Undertake increased monitoring and researclorectinto the potential impacts of climate
change on marine species and ecosystems, inclildéngresilience capacities and responses to
climatic changes. For these purposes the followtgons should be considered:

« Document species distributions, habitat requirememd community interactions (both at
population and ecosystem levels) in order to ptdikely responses to climate change and to
permit conservation measures.

e Test the independent and interacting roles of ¢énthange and other stressors in driving
observed changes to the population dynamics amidbdisons of marine species, which will
help to identify underlying causes, project futemmlogical responses, and prioritise systems
and approaches for adaptive management.

17 Guinotte, J. M., Orr, J., Cairns, S., Freiwald, Morgan, L., George, R. (2006); Will human-ingdc
changes in seawater chemistry alter the distributib deep-sea scleractinian corals? Front Ecol fanvi
4(3):141-146.

18 O. Hoegh-Guldberg, J. F. Bruno, (2010) The imhpé&climate change on the world’s marine ecosystem
Science 328, 1523-1528.

19 Monaco, C.J. and B. Helmuth. 2011. Tipping Pxpifthresholds and the Keystone Role of Physiolagy i
Marine Climate Change Research. Adv. Mar. Biol. BZ3-162.

20 IPCC 4th Assessment Report (2007), Glossary.

21 Recommendations 146/(2010), 142 (2009), 1438RAB5/(2008), 122/(2006)
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« Make use of long-term field observations togethé&hwew technologies such as the use of
satellite imagery and remote monitoring stationsidentify and map threatened marine
habitats and the species associated with them.

» Step up research and monitoring on emerging climhtege effects on marine biodiversity
(e.g. biological invasions and ocean acidificaioay well as socioeconomic impacts of
climate change which identify potential risks/halzafor coastal livelihood.

2. Develop predictive climate change models whigketdue account of specific ecological

vulnerabilities and complexities for at least alerB Convention listed marine species; and
consolidate the information obtained from publishasblelling studies so that the results are easily
accessible.

3. Undertake vulnerability assessments, for attlahsBern Convention listed marine species,

which combine the predictions of bioclimatic modeith other criteria (e.g., species threat levels,

life history characteristics, dependence on vulierahabitats, and other stressors): apply
downscaling techniques to reflect local conditiamsl dynamics, and take into account sources
and levels of uncertainty to identify taxa at geeaisk due to climate change.

4. On the basis of predicted changes and notederaltilities, identify best actions to favour, in
particular ‘win-win’ scenarios delivering both clate mitigation/adaptation and biodiversity
conservation benefits.

5. Assess how climate change may impact existingasores for the conservation and
management of Bern Convention listed species. if@gedty monitor and re-assess the
effectiveness of adaptation measures and adapiveecvation management as new information
becomes available.

6. Strengthen existing monitoring schemes by iflgnt and using appropriate indicators to
monitor the impacts of climate change on marinalibirsity and assess their vulnerability and
cumulative impacts, including key biological grougentified in Actions 20 and 21.

7. Facilitate sharing of data and information asdist knowledge transfer and dissemination
between partners of the Bern Convention through patilble and user-friendly information
system, including clearing-house mechanisms, dagsband inventories, mapping tools). Make
use of already-established mechanisms includingGhlubal Biodiversity Information Facility
(GBIF), the Biodiversity Information System for Bwe (BISE), The European Marine
Observation and Data Network (EMODNET) and WISEim&ror the European Network for
Biodiversity Information (ENBI).

[ll. Maintain and enhance marine ecosystems’ resilien@nd adaptive capacity

In the face of these potential changes, robustcamaprehensive policies and strategies are
urgently needed for the marine environment, in otdeaddress the impacts of climate change on
biodiversity. Of particular importance are thoseraaches that will enhance the resilience and
adaptive capacity of species and ecosystems.

Previous Recommendations 143/(2009) and 135/(260&}ifically called on making use of
the large potential for synergies and co-benefévben biodiversity conservation and climate
change mitigation and adaptation, including ec@sydbased approaches.

a) Integrate the effects of climate change on marabiodiversity into relevant policies

Existing legislative frameworks allow for Parties anticipate and address the impacts of
climate change on European marine species and steasy. International environmental
conventions, such as the Convention on BiologicaleBity (CBD) and the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCQCjetioer with European environmental
acquisoffer robust legislation and provide strategic aperational tools with which Parties may
act to maintain and restore their marine naturakgstems in relations to climate threats. Yet
implementation remains weak and unequal acrossmegand it is necessary that marine climate
change considerations be further integrated witiisting strategies and plans.
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Proposed actions

8. Develop adequate carbon management schemesifisrenand coastal ecosystems and include
them in broader climate change discussions. Supgbntts to assess and evaluate ocean’s carbon
storage potentials and integrate these into climiadémge mitigation policies.

9. Further integrate climate change-related aspésdses regarding marine and coastal
biodiversity into relevant international, regionak national strategies, action plans and
programmes such as National Biodiversity Strategied Action Plans, existing EU strategies,
regional agreements, national Red Books or Ligts,Ensure that conservation objectives reflect
the challenges presented by climate change, andviere possible, those conservation actions
are climate-proo¥.

10. Encourage the use of Tematea, the thematic Imatkveloped jointly by IUCN/UNEP to
increase synergies when implementing obligationdeummultilateral environmental agreements
and conventiorfs

11. Integrate marine ecosystem-based approaches) (BB climate mitigation and adaptation
strategies, in order to improve marine ecosystexbsity to mitigate the effects of climate change
whilst reducing their vulnerability and increasitigeir diversity. Specifically implement marine
ecosystem management activities to move away framagement based on single species/habitat
and include the entire ecosystems in relation todruactivities

12. Develop adaptive conservation strategies basedound ecological research and integrate
them into national planning and management practmdimit unpredictable climate effects.

13. Take care that adaptation and mitigation measdio not undermine biodiversity conservation
principles. Take an integrated, cross-sectoral Gaaphr to assess responses to climate change, as
both climate change and associated adaptatioregieat may have either positive or negative
effects on biodiversity and may favour certain sg&or groups of species over others.

14. Internalise the socio-economic value of marediversity and ecosystem services into
climate change strategies, taking into considematiee negative effects of climate change on
further reduction of ecosystem services and tloss lvalue with respect to their initial state.

15. Remove perverse incentives which undervalusystems and their functions and contribute
to their degradation into existing policies, andvdoward achieving appropriate stewardship of
ocean services and resources.

16. Develop adequate national financial supportarine biodiversity conservation and marine
ecosystem-based approaches actions suggested Butiance; further explore access to regional
and international funding sources including UN pot$ (e.g. WB, GEF, UNDP, UNEP...), EU
programs and funds (e.g. LIFE, Cohesion and strakctunds, FP7 etc.),or regional and specific
bodies (e.g. development banks, international dzgéions etc.).

b) Actively conserve and restore marine biodiversit

Climatic changes on oceanic systems will affectat@system services that they provide, such
as fisheries, coastal protection, tourism, carbequestration and climate regulation. Effective
actions can be undertaken to enhance the congaryatistainable use and restoration of marine
habitats that are vulnerable to the effects of atenchange, and which contribute to climate
change mitigation.

Proposed Actions

22 According to Klein et al. (2007), climate prodfi is the modification of existing and future
projects/actions so that they are resilient to icbparom climate change and/or do not contribute to
increased vulnerability of the projects/actionsigoa

Klein, R. J. T., Eriksen, S. E. H., Naess, L. Oantinill, A., Tanner, T. M., Robledo, C., & O’BrieK, L.
(2007). Portfolio screening to support the mairastiang of adaptation to climate change into developm
assistance. Climatic Change, 84, 23-44. doi:10.H1@h84-007-9268-x

23 http://www.tematea.org
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17. Note the urgency of addressing the impacts lohate change on European marine
biodiversity, especially since most European sestrict northward displacement of species.
Attention should be given to most vulnerable regi¢ime Arctic Ocean, the Mediterranean Sea,
the Baltic Sea, the North Sea, the Black Sea, tiggigh Channel and overseas territofies)

18. Prioritise conservation actions for endangevedthreatened marine species and habitats
covered by the Bern Convention, and take measorésitd up population numbers to enhance
resilience in the face of climate change and athresssors.

19. Conserve the range and variability of speciheditats and ecosystems and their natural
services as part of the design, implementationnasidagement of restoration projects and sites.

20. Accelerate the preparation and implementatfspecies-specific conservation plans focusing
on Bern Convention marine features that may be mobterable to climate change, such as
species that are known to depend on climate-seaditbitats, or which already face an elevated
risk of local extinction. The following lists areonh comprehensive, but focus on some
species/groups already identified as potentialigatened according to existing knowlet@ge

« Marine mammalsClimate change can affect marine mammals dirdetly. through changes
in species ranges or migratory patterns), or imtlye(e.g. through changes in prey
availability) Polar species may be particularlynerable, due to their restricted ranges. Most
affected species includeMonachus monachugMediterranean monk seal)Phocoena
phocoena(Harbour porpoise)Balaena mysticetugBowhead whale)Eubalaena glacialis
(North Atlantic right whale)Odobenus rosmaru@Valrus)y Monodon monocero@Narwhal);
Grampus griseugRisso's dolphin)Lagenorhynchus acutugtlantic White-sided dolphin);
Lagenorhynchus albirostri@Vhite-beaked dolphin)Tursiops truncatu¢§Common bottlenose
dolphin); Orcinus orca(Orca);

» Fish: Many biological processes in fish are known toskesitive to climate variation and
change, including growth, survival, and reprodutti®articular attention should be paid to
species with slower life histories (such as elagmoths), which are generally more
vulnerable to overexploitation, and be less ablerdspond to climate change through
distribution shifts. Particularly threatened specrecludesAphanius iberuglberian killifish);
Acipenser naccari(Adriatic Sturgeon)Acipenser sturiqEuropean sea sturgeoi)uso huso
(Beluga Sturgeon)?omatoschistus canestrir(iCanestrini's goby)Pomatoschistus tortonesei
(Tortonese's goby)Hippocampus hippocampuéShort-snouted seahorselfippocampus
ramulosus(Long-snouted seahorsefarcharodon carchariagGreat white shark)Mobula
mobular(Devil fish).

e Seabirds or marine birdsSeabirds are vulnerable to climate change androgkressors,
because of their slow life histories (i.e., late af maturity, low fecundity, and high juvenile

24 Michael B. Usher document [T-PVS (2005) 21]

25 This section includes proposed actions and measaaeed on the work done so far under the Bern
Convention, in particular in the reports: Consegvituropean biodiversity in the context of climataege

by Michael B. Usher [doc. T-PVS (2005) 21]; Climateange and the vulnerability of Bern Convention
species and habitats, by P. Berry [document T-R\&008)6 rev]; “Climatic change and the consedorat

of European biodiversity: towards the developmdradaptation strategies” by Mr. Brian Huntley [dde.
PVS/Inf(2007)03], and “Impact of Climate Change Miarine and Coastal Biodiversity: current state of
Knowledge”, by UNEP-MAP-RAC/SPA; Cushing, D. H. Rigtion Production and Regulation in the Sea:
a Fisheries Perspective (Cambridge Univ. Press,b@idge, 1995); IUCN Red List of Threatened Species;
M.Ferrer, 1.Newton and K.Bildstein “Climatic changed the conservation of migratory birds in Europe:
Identifying effects and conservation priorities’edrmonth JA, MacLeod CD, Santos MB, Pierce GJ,kCric
HQP, Robinson RA. (2006): Potential effects of eltenchange on marine mammals. Oceanography and
Marine Biology: An Annual Review 44: 431-464; C. Mlood, D. G. McDonald, Eds. (1997): Global
Warming: Implications for Freshwater and Marinehi€ambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge ; Perry, A.L.,
P.J. Low, J.R. Ellis and J.D. Reynolds (2005): @lienchange and distribution shifts in marine fishes
Science, 308, 1912-1915; European Environment AggR010): Impact of climate change on bird
populations (SEBI 011); Hawkes, L.A., A.C. Brodé&it/.H. Godfrey & B.J. Godley (2007): Investigating
the potential impacts of climate change on a matuirtée population. Global Change Biology 9: 923293
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mortality), and their strong sensitivity to the dability of marine food. Climate change may

impact the distribution, abundance, annual migratidoreeding and nesting behaviour, and
may exacerbate other stress factors (e.g. intramucif invasive species, decline in prey).

Northern species and migratory birds are likelypédomore vulnerable, with the most affected
families predicted to be Charadriidae; Laridae; tdpatidae; Procellariidae; Recurvirostridae;
Pelecanidae; Scolopacidae; and Phalacrocoracidae.

* Reptiles:Sea turtles are highly sensitive to climate chafgetwo key reasons; their nesting
areas are threatened by sea level rise, and tbpipductive success is affected because
temperature determines the sex of their offsprifill).marine turtle’s species are at risk:
Dermochelys coriaceél_eatherback turtle)tepidochelys kempiiKemp's Ridley Sea turtle);
Chelonia mydas(Green turtle); Caretta caretta (Loggerhead turtle) anderetmochelys
imbricata (Hawksbill turtle).

e Invertebrates:Marine invertebrates may be affected through piaticlimate change
pathways, including warming, sea level rise (paf#idy in intertidal zones), and acidification
(for calcifying organisms). Particular attentionosld be paid to calcifying/shell-building
organisms in relation to ocean acidification. Mibgkatened species includecypode cursor
(Ghost crab);, species of sea snails includiignna galea (Med.pr Zonaria pyrum(Pear
Cowry); Ophidiaster ophidianugStarfish) ;Centrostephanus longispinus (Me(Bea urchin);
and species of deep-sea corals and sponges inglGairardia savaglia Med(Black coral);
Astroides calycularis (Med.) Aplysina cavernicola(Yellow cave sponge)Asbestopluma
hypogea (Med.); Petrobiona massiliana (Med.)

* Marine plants Seagrass meadows suffer from multiple impacts$h sag climate induced
change in water chemistry, but also through invasipgecies which are likely to accelerate
further their degradation. Endemic to the Meditegan Sea, several seagrass species rank
amongst the slowest growing plant in biosphereuiraw long life span for recovery and
making them specifically vulnerable. Many of thegecies are normally used as biological
indicator for healthy ecosystems. Species at niskkide: Posidonia OceanicaCymodocea
nodosa (Ucria) AschersorZzostera marina L; Cystoseirand Laminaria species but also
coralligenous red algae such @eniolithon byssoides; Lithophyllum lichenoidesildfthora
mediterranea; Schimmelmannia schousboei.

21. Take conservation measures to protect andreehtibitats expected to be most affected by
climate change, including in overseas territorisach as lowland coastal areas, beaches,
seagrasses, kelp forests, mangroves, reefs etas Fdforts on species not covered by the Bern
Convention but protected under other national derimational agreements, including taxa
identified in Annex A such asAlopias vulpinus(Common Thresher Sharkinguilla Anguilla
(European eel)Centrophorus granulosu$ulper Shark)Dipturus batisgCommon Skate)iadus
morhua(Atlantic cod);Galeorhinus galeugWhithound);Pinna nobilis(Pen shell)Raja clavata
(Thornback Skate)}Raja montagu{Spotted Ray)Squalus acanthiaéSpurdog):Thunnus thynnus
(Bluefin tuna);Xiphias gladiugSwordfish).

22. Consider the role oéx-situ conservation actions for European marine bioditxeras
complementary tin situ conservation methods, and where no other optigiss e

e Carefully assess the risks ek situconservation measures under climate impacts, agch
seeding, transplanting, relocating, assisting ntiigmécolonization and captive breeding in the
target area.

« Focus on species/ecosystems threatened in the&ntuocation and situations where local
conditions become untenable for them as they alikelynto be able to reach other suitable
location by natural dispersal.

* Assess the coverage and quality of existing seaklsh@enes banks and aquarium collections
so as to fit conservation purposes, ensuring sefficgenetic diversity within available
collections.
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e Take urgent action to collect and store seedseofrthjority of marine species listed under the
Bern Convention that are not at present covereslibl collections.

« Improve captive breeding and artificial propagatwograms and develop recovery plans for
threatened marine species under the Bern Conventitnan ultimate objective of successful
reintroduction into the wild.

e Consider the central role of zoos, aquaria, nathistory museums and botanic gardens for
research, education and public awareness.

23. Develop adaptive strategies and managemenictedse flexibility in conservation programs
and enable direct learning from experiences aneéareR. Communicate the successes and
strengthen information sharing on a regional basis.

c) Develop and manage effective networks of Marin@rotected Areas

Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) have long been onethef cornerstones of marine
conservation policy, and are a key component optadian strategies to climate change. As MPAs
directly enhance ecosystem diversity and resilientbey are effective tools for reducing
anthropogenic stress on the marine environmentpfotecting, maintaining and restoring key
ecosystem functions; for helping to create climatieges for many organisfislt is therefore
necessary to include MPAs as an important tool iwithroader climate change adaptation
strategies, and conversely, to factor climate chamgacts and responses into MPA planning and
management.

Ecological coherence of networks of MPAs, partidylaonnectivity between sites, will help
species to cope with climate change impacts antitfde their movement between conservation
areas, as species dispersal is likely to be thd mgmrtant mechanism of species adaptation to
climate change. The provision of ‘stepping stonabitats and assisting species shifts in
distribution are expected to be crucial for the padon and long-term survival of marine
communities.

Evidence further suggests that well-designed anttmanaged networks of MPAs not only
support marine biodiversity but also benefit cdastanmunities and economic activities (e.g.
fishing”’, tourism). MPAs can play an important role in ltea strategies for sustainability,
particularly to engage with local users and comitiesiin marine conservation. As the extent of
biodiversity recovery increases with the age amé sif MPAs, and because benefits build over
time and increase the longer the MPAs remains imat, urgent efforts to establish networks of
MPAs a required.

Proposed Actions:

24. Accelerate marine protected areas designatindsmanagement to comply with regional and
international commitments, with the aim of estalilig ecologically coherent, representative and
well-managed networks of MPAs, pursuant at minimtarthe 10% coverage target established by
the CBD.

25. Pay special attention to the climate mitigapotentials of MPA, as maintaining and restoring
marine natural carbon sinks will increase the, @ptake by marine ecosystems. Focus research
activities on the quantification of these carbopasition rates within MPAs, as a way to integrate
them into larger carbon management schemes.

26. Conserve existing populations of species withiisting high biodiversity areas and MPAs
networks, at national, regional and internatioradel across Europe, including under Emerald,
Natura 2000, Specially Protected Areas of Mediteram Importancg SPAMI), Baltic Sea
Protected Areas (BSPA), the Black Sea CommissidDIPAR Marine Protected Areas

26 Micheli F, Saenz-Arroyo A, Greenley A, VazquezHspinoza Montes JA, et al. (2012): Evidence That
Marine Reserves Enhance Resilience to Climatic tigp@LoS ONE 7(7): e40832

27 Harrison et al (2012): Larval Export from MariReserves and the Recruitment Benefit for Fish and
Fisheries, Current Biology, doi:10.1016
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27. Respect commonly agreed criteria - replicahiliepresentativity, connectivity, adequacy,

viability - in the designation process of marinetpcted areas in order to insure ecological
coherence of the network. An effective MPA networay help to ensure resilience and sustained
ecological functioning of ecosystems under presshyespreading the risk of both damaging

events and long term environmental change.

28. Acknowledge that urgent action is needed adeewe suggests that the extent of marine
ecosystem recovery increases with the age ando§ittee protected zone and benefits of MPAs
build over time.

29. Review the state of national and European Mplasning to identify gaps in habitats, species
and biogeographical coverage; formulate correcntéons to address those insufficiencies both at
designation and management level.

30. Note the slow progress in establishing MPAar&as beyond national jurisdictions, especially
in the Mediterranean Sea’s high-seas, and takeopppte actions to promote international
cooperation in that regard

31. Prioritise the retention of remaining fragmewoitsinaltered or semi-natural marine habitats as
interlinks between protected areas.

32. Give special attention to endangered and vablemrmigratory species pursuant to Chapter IV
of the Convention; rigorously account for changegheir migratory routes due to climate change
in MPA networks developments.

33. Pay special attention to maintaining or restptarge-scale connectivity between MPAs and
networks, to increase permeability, aid populateord gene flow. Take restoration measures
outside of MPAs, such as enhancing functional egiokd habitats ‘stepping stones’, to increase
the chances that species can adjust successfallydistributions in response to climate change.

34. Encourage the creation of sufficiently largetaie zones within MPAs, where exploitation is
strictly prohibited and human activities are seletienited in order to protect the most critical
ecosystems; and consider defining buffer zonesnakoio provide protection from activities with
far-reaching effects

35. Involve stakeholders and relevant organizatiomsuding Regional Fisheries Management
Organizations, non-governmental organizations amgall communities, in designation,

management and enforcement processes for MPAsndoree understanding, cooperation and
ownership. Build management and conservation cgpadithin all appropriate management

levels of MPAs networks.

36. Develop and implement robust management plamsMPAs, with strict enforcement
mechanisms, which fully integrate climate changaceons and achieve protection of existing
habitats, restoration of degraded habitats ancisizdtle management of activities likely to impact
marine protected areas.

37. Take a long-term view in MPAs management plansl, include actions for climate change
adaptation (for periods up to 20 to 50 years, déipgnon the speed with which ecosystem
changes are expected). Develop adaptive managestaiegies and flexible conservation
measures and prevent the maintenance of ill-addyatkidats (e.g. mobile boundaries, temporal or
seasonal protection, etc.). Consider the varyingireaand extent of stressors over time, in
response to climate and other drivers of change.

38. Develop special financial mechanisms to sustaamine biodiversity conservation efforts,
through specific funding directed to MPA managemandl research, to ensure availability of
appropriate means.

39. Ensure existing MPAs are adequately monitoredl @ssessed so that they are in a state as
healthy as possible before climatic and other chantensifies. Make sure monitoring covers
climate change impacts on protected sites, atsitatand network levels.
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40. Increase awareness of the benefits that marotkversity provides to society and its role in
adaptation strategies across all sectors. Comntgnisast management measures, successful
adaptation strategies, and engage the wider public.

d) Minimise threats and pressure to marine biodivesity

Facilitating climate change adaptation also invslveducing “conventional” pressures on
biodiversity such as intensification of land-useagmentation of habitats, overexploitation,
invasive alien species and pollution. The impadthwoman activities on marine biodiversity are
multiple and require an integrated approach aimingeduce and mitigate their negative impacts
and restore the health and functions of marineystess.

Reducing direct pressure from anthropogenic souisesirgently needed to stop the
degradation and loss of ecologically important matabitats, in particular on sensitive habitats
such as hatchery and nursery areas, sanctuargss aith endemic and autochthonous species.
Exploitation particularly may further exacerbate #ffects of oceanic warming on fish population
often by disproportionately threatening larger marspecie.

Changes in sectoral policies can significantly mdanvironmental externalities as in the case
of harmful subsidies. Systematic application ofustbenvironmental impact assessments and
spatial planning tools within national strategieaymalso help improving marine and coastal
planning, thus reducing the overall pressure froméan activities on marine biodiversity.

Proposed actions:

41. Minimise all threats from human activities ditg interacting with climate change to impact
marine biodiversity and reduce its adaptive capadiicluding extractive activities and in

particular fisheries and aquaculture, dredging mimdng, tourism and urbanisation, infrastructure
and energy developments, maritime transport, mylitactivities, agriculture and land based
pollutions.

42. Incorporate fisheries management measures dther climate change mitigation and
adaptation strategies (e.g. mathematical fisheriedels with chemistry and temperature-driven
climate change and acidification figures, basedsjpecies specific observational studies, to help
determine appropriate harvest levels for many fissg

43. End all form of public subsidies and tax exeon# that have detrimental environmental
impacts on oceans, in particular for the fishingt@e(e.g. investment in vessels and fuel aid) in
order to counter overexploitation of fisheries gses, destruction of marine ecosystems, and
greenhouse gas emissions from the industry. Redaigcto support transition towards truly
sustainable marine and coastal activities which rggult in long-term beneficial economic and
social outcomes. Promote and invest in environntigrgaunds marine renewable energy projects,
as credible and viable solutions to decarbonizeggngolicies in the long-term.

44. Recognise the interconnections between humawiti@s, ecosystem health, and ecosystem
services. Design and implement integrated ecosybtesad approaches to the management of
human activities which impact the wider marine emwinent, in order to reduce the overall
anthropogenic pressures on biodiversity.

45. Ensure thorougland systematic environmental impact assessmen#&ss)YEdnd strategic
environmental assessments (SEASs) to further mieispecific and cumulative impacts of projects
and activities on coastal and marine biodiversRgay special attention to ocean noise and
underwater disturbances.

46. Develop and encourage the use of specific magpatial planning strategies to guide human
activities development in a sustainable mannentak& into account ecological principles.

28 Planque, B. & Frédou, T. 1999. Temperature hadécruitment of Atlantic cod (Gadus morhua). Ghan.
Fish. Aquat. Sci. 56, 2069-2077.
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47. Cooperate at regional level to improve and sobaoordination (e.g. common approaches,
harmonized procedures, actions or trainings) intiqdar with regards to the transboundary
aspects of many of the marine climate impacts.

e) Prevent and control the introduction of invasivealien marine species
Proposed actions:

48. Fully implement Recommendation No. 91 (2002) Buropean Strategy on Invasive Species
endorsed in Recommendation No. 99 (2003) whichesiguContracting Parties to draw up and
implement national strategies on invasive aliercigse

49. Prevent the introduction and establishmenuaofidn-induced marine invasive species, through
understanding vectors and pathways, risk assessneanty warning systems and control
strategies. Improve detection, eradication and robmhechanism, with a particular focus on
sensitive marine ecosystems such as the ArcticM&earonesian or the Eastern Mediterranean
basins because of their high rates of endemism.

50. Improve information on the biology of invasigpecies, how their populations respond to
climate change, and how native marine ecosystemédikaly to react to invasions under climate
change impacts, as in the case of Lessepsian spediee Mediterranean Sea.

51. Monitor the effects of natural invasions of @pe in European waters and consider the need
for measures to conserve and protect threatenedespand habitats that may enter European
waters as a result of climate-driven shifts in riisttion. Identify and implement appropriate
management measures to reduce risks associatethesth shifts in distribution and ranges.

52. Work in key maritime sectors (e.g. fishing, aguiture, shipping, tourism, trade) to raise
awareness of invasive alien species threats, deafective management approaches and share
best practices.
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Annex A. — Species/Habitats protected under othemternational agreements and not in
listed under the Bern Convention

Barcelona Habitats

SPECIES T e Bl OSPAR HELCOM (2005)
Abramis ballerus Vulnerable, VU
Acipenseridae Annex V
Alopias vulpinus Annex IlI Critically Endangered, CR
Alosa spp Annex Il and V
Amblyraja radiata Endangered, EN
Ammodytes marinus Data Deficient, DD
Ammodytes tobianus Vulnerable, VU
Anarhichas lupus Endangered, EN
Anguilla anguilla Annex IlI All Critically Endangered, CR
Aplysina sp plur Annex Il
Arctica islandica Il
Aspius aspius Vulnerable, VU
Axinella cannabina Annex Il
Balaena mysticetus All
Barbus Barbus Endangered, EN
Boops boops Endangered, EN
Carcharhinus plumbeus Annex Il
Carcharias taurus Annex Il
Centrophorus granulosus Annex Il All
Centrophorus squamosus All
Centroscymnus coelolepis All
Cerastobyssum hauniense Threatened/declining
Chimaera monstrosa Vulnerable, VU
Clupea harengus, subsp. Endangered, EN
Cobitis taenia Vulnerable, VU
Cottus gobio Vulnerable, VU
Cottus poecilopus Vulnerable, VU
Cyclopterus lumpus Vulnerable, VU
Cystoseira abies-marina Annex Il
Cystoseira mauritanica Annex Il
Cystoseira spp Annex |l
Dasyatis pastinaca Threatened migrant, TM
Dicentrarchus labrax Threatened migrant, TM
Dipturus batis Annex Il All Critically Endangered, CR
Entelurus aequoreus Vulnerable, VU
Etmopterus spinax Vulnerable, VU
Etmopterus spinax Vulnerable, VU
Fucus virsoides Annex Il
Gadus morhua 1, 1l Endangered, EN
Galeorhinus galeus Annex Il Endangered, EN
Galeus melanostomus Endangered, EN
Geodia cydonium Annex Il
Gibbula nivosa Annex I, IV
Gobio gobio Near Threatened, NT
Gymnogongrus crenulatus Annex Il
Gymnura altavela Annex Il
Heptranchias perlo Annex IlI
Hexanchus griseus Critically Endangered, CR
Hippocampus guttulatus All
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Hippocampus hippocampus All
Hippoglossus hippoglossus Endangered, EN
Hoplostethus atlanticus All
Hornera lichenoides Annex Il
Kallymenia spathulata Annex Il
Labrus bergylta Endangered, EN
Labrus mixtus Endangered, EN
Lagenodelphis hosei Annex IV
Leiopathes glaberrima Annex Il
Leucoraja circularis Annex Il
Leucoraja fullonica Threatened migrant, TM
Leucoraja melitensis Annex IlI
Liparis liparis Endangered, EN
Liparis montagui Endangered, EN
Lophius budegassa Vulnerable, VU
Lumpenus lampretaeformis Critically Endangered, CR
Macroplea sp. Threatened/declining
Megabalanus azoricus All
Melanogrammus aeglefinus Vulnerable, VU
Mesoplodon europeaus Annex IV
Monoporeia affinis Threatened/declining
Mustelus asterias Annex Il
Mustelus mustelus Annex Il
Mustelus punctulatus Annex Il
Mya truncata Threatened/declining
Myoxocephalus scorpius Vulnerable, VU
Nerophis lumbriciformis Vulnerable, VU
Nerophis ophidion Vulnerable, VU
Nucella lapillus 1, 11, IV
Odontaspis ferox Annex Il
Osmerus eperlanomarinus Vulnerable, VU
Oxynotus centrina Annex Il
Patella ulyssiponensis aspera All
Pelectus cultratus Vulnerable, VU
Phoxinus phoxinus Vulnerable, VU
Pinna nobilis Annex Il Annex IV
Pollachius pollachius Endangered, EN
Pomatoschistus pictus Vulnerable, VU
Pontoporeia femorata Threatened/declining
Prionace glauca Threatened migrant, TM
Pristis pectinata Annex Il
Pristis pristis Annex Il
Raja clavata Il Endangered, EN
Raja montagui All Endangered, EN
Rhinobatos cemiculus Annex Il
Rhinobatos rhinobatos Annex Il
Rostroraja alba All
Saduria entomon Threatened/declining
Salmo trutta Vulnerable, VU
Sarcotragus foetidus Annex Il
Sarcotragus pipetta Annex Il
Sargassum acinarium Annex Il
Sargassum flavifolium Annex Il
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Sargassum hornschuchii Annex Il
Sargassum trichocarpum Annex Il
Scomber scombrus Vulnerable, VU
Scyliorhinus canicula Endangered, EN
Sebastes marinus Endangered, EN
Sebastes viviparus Endangered, EN
Somniosus microcephalus Vulnerable, VU
Sphaerococcus rhizophylloides Annex Il
Sphyrna lewini Annex Il
Sphyrna mokarran Annex Il
Sphyrna zygaena Annex Il
Spinachia spinachia Vulnerable, VU
Squalus acanthias Annex IlI All Endangered, EN
Squatina aculeata Annex Il
Squatina oculata Annex Il
Symphodus melops Vulnerable, VU
Syngnathus acus Endangered, EN
Syngnathus typhle Vulnerable, VU
Taurulus bubalis Vulnerable, VU
Tethya sp plur Annex Il
Thunnus thynnus Annex IlI All Critically Endangered, CR
Titanoderma ramosissimum Annex Il
Titanoderma trochanter Annex Il
Torpedo marmorata Threatened migrant, TM
Trachinus draco Vulnerable, VU
Triglopsis quadricornis Vulnerable, VU
Tursiops truncatus Annex I, IV
Vimba vimba Vulnerable, VU
Xiphias gladius Annex Il Threatened migrant, TM
Zeus faber Endangered, EN
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Barcelona Habitats
HABITATS / FLORA T e e OSPAR HELCOM (2005)
Alisma wahlenbergii Threatened/declining
Baltic esker islands with sandy, rocky
and shingle beach vegetation and
sublittoral vegetation C,D,E, F, K
Boreal Baltic narrow inlets (Fjords) D-F, H, I, K
Carbonate mounds \
Chara sp Threatened/declining
Coastal lagoons Annex | All
Coral Gardens All
Cymodocea meadows All
Deep-sea sponge aggregations All
Estuaries Annex | G,J,K,M,N
Fucus sp. Threatened/declining
Furcellaria lumbricalis Threatened/declining
Gravel bottoms with Ophelia species All
Hippuris tetraphylla Threatened/declining
Intertidal mudflats All
Intertidal Mytilus edulis beds on
mixed and sandy sediments All
Lamprothamnium papulosum Threatened/declining
Large shallow inlets and bays Annex | J,K,L,M,N
Littoral chalk communities All
Lophelia pertusa reefs All
Macrophyte meadows and beds Annex | All
Maerl beds 11l R
Modiolus modiolus beds All
Mudflats and sandflats not covered
by seawater at low tide Annex | AB,C,DH,,JKLMN,PQR
Oceanic ridges with hydrothermal
vents/fields \Y
Offshore (deep) waters below the
halocline All
Ostrea edulis beds All
Reefs Annex | M,N,R
Sabellaria spinulosa reefs 1, 1l
Sandbanks Annex | K,L,M,N
Seamounts All
Sea-pen and burrowing megafauna
communities 11, 1 R
Shell gravel bottoms All
Submarine structures made by
leaking gases Annex | R
Submerged or partially submerged
sea caves Annex |
Zostera marina All Threatened, /declining
Zostera noltii Annex Il All Threatened, /declining
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Appendix 11

CONVENTION ON THE CONSERVATION OF EUROPEAN WILDLIFE
AND NATURAL HABITATS

Standing Committee

RULES APPLICABLE TO MEDIATION

1. The purpose of mediation is to facilitate dialegoetween conservation authorities and a

complainant or interest groups concerning mattadeuthe scope of the Convention.

2. The decision to propose a visit of mediationl \Wé with the Standing Committee or the

3.

Bureau, subject to the agreement of the Contrackagy to whom the complaint is
addressed.

In urgent cases, the Chair may authorise theefei@mt to consult the Bureau by e-mail in

order that a decision may be reached in accordaitheéhe foregoing paragraph.

3bis Experts appointed as mediators shall haveogppte experience in mediation.

4.

o

The mediator will endeavour to foster dialodgiaejlitate discussions, identify and clarify the
conservation issues, propose possible solutiorisstbald satisfy the different parties, reach
consensus and record agreements, all in the respta spirit and letter of the Convention.
The mediator will act as an independent, impaatial honest broker in all circumstances.

The mediator shall be appointed by the Secre@eweral of the Council of Europe, in
consultation with the Bureau and the parties carezkrThe mediator cannot be a national of
the Contracting Party concerned by the mediation.

At the request of the Standing Committee, theeBu or its Chair, the mediator shall be
accompanied during the visit by a member of thereédadat and by a representative of the
Contracting Party concerned.

The Standing Committee or the Bureau shall degwprecise terms of reference to be
conveyed to the mediator.

After completing the mediation, the mediatorliskabmit a written report to the Standing
Committee in one of the official languages of theu@cil of Europe. The mediator may be
called upon to present the report in person tcStiaeding Committee at one of its meetings.
Mediations shall remain confidential until suchmias the mediation process has concluded.

In order to ensure that the mediator may cauatytioe assignment in full independence, the
travel and subsistence expenses pertaining to tbié and those arising out of the
presentation of the report to the Standing Commiteall be borne by the Council of Europe
and shall not be taken from voluntary contributi@isContracting Parties. The Secretariat
will ensure that costs of mediation remain modesaug affordable. In no case shall the cost
of a single mediation exceed EUR 2,500

29 Expenses incurred in the framework of mediationlldha borne by the Council of Europe within the
limit of budgetary ressources allocated by the Cdtttee of Ministers to the standing committee.
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Appendix 12
Activities for 2013%°
in Euros
1. Monitoring of the legal application of the Conventon
BO VC

1.1 Reports of the implementation of the Conventiorin at least one

Contracting Party and legal assistance to new Condicting Parties

Reports providing a legal analysis of the impleradoh of the

Convention in at least one Contracting Party, sstijog ways to improve

such implementation and adapt it to the proviswithe Convention

Fixed appropriation for consultants 4,000 2,000
2. Conservation of natural habitats

BO VC
2.1  Group of experts on protected areas and ecologicabtworks®! Strasbourg, 17-18
September

Terms of reference

To do the necessary work to implement Recommenudim. 16 (1989

and Resolution No. 5 (1998) on areas of speciasemation interest, if

line with the milestones fixed in the “Calendar tbe implementation of

the Emerald Network of Areas of Special Conservafiaterest 2011

2020” (document T-PVS/PA(2010)08rev). The groupl wdview the

technical documents prepared by the experts ané paposals to make

progress in the setting-up of the Emerald Network.

Travel and subsistence expenses for one expert feaoh of the

following 14 states*:

ALBANIA ARMENIA AZERBAIJAN BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA CROATIA

GEORGIA REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA MONTENEGRQ MOROCCQ SERBIA

“T HE FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA, TUNISIA TURKEY,

UKRAINE 5,000 8,000

Travel and subsistence expenses for two consultants 2,000

*Countries targeted by planned or on-going Emeraidjgcts
2.2 Biogeographical seminar for the implementation of hte Emerald | Norway, 2 days,

Network in Norway second half 2013

Consultancy and preparation of draft reports fomsaeration by the

Group of Experts 1,000 5,000
2.3 Technical seminars for the setting-up of the Emeral Network in

three States (according to the state of progress the implementation

of the Emerald Calendar of Activities) 12,000
2.4  Projects for the setting-up of the Emerald Networkat national level

in some states

Financial contribution for the setting-up of the tierk in Morocco,

Tunisia, Turkey (t.b.c) 50,000

30 Lo . . . I . . .
The activities which will not receive voluntary contibutions will not or partially be implemented.

31 Participants: All Contracting Parties; Observers:oliserver states and qualified organisations adtivthis field.
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BO VC
2.5 Group of Specialists on the European Diploma of Pitected Areas Strasbourg, 5
March

Terms of reference

To carry-out an effective monitoring of the areasnvhich the Diploma

is awarded or renewed, thus ensuring that a higél lef protection is

maintained, management is improved, and the coaserv of the

outstanding area is ensured.

Travel and subsistence expenses for six delegatestwo consultants 5,100 2,000

*Members of the Group of Specialists
2.6 Consultancy for the Protected Areas and Ecologgl Networks

Consultants will be hired to manage the settingafipthe Emerald

Network and to do the necessary technical work iredqu included

software, lists, handling of data, etc. 8,000 7,000
3. Monitoring of species and encouraging conservatioaction

BO VC

3.1 Invasive Alien Species

Group of Experts on Invasive Alien Speci€d Alghero (Italy),

20-21 June

Terms of reference:

Follow-up and review the implementation of the Fagan Strategy on

Invasive Alien Species (IAS). Preparation of guickaror Parties and

consideration of relevant cross-cutting issues sashtrade, climate

change, protected areas, etc

Travel and subsistence expenses for one expert #aoh of the

following 19 States*:

ALBANIA ARMENIA CROATIA GEORGIA HUNGARY ICELAND, |IRELAND

ITALY, MALTA REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA POLAND, ROMANIA SENEGAL,

S OVAKREPUBLIC, SLOVENIA SPAIN, TUNISIA UKRAINE, UNITED KINGDOM 6,300 9,000

*Countries particularly active in eradicating invas alien species

Travel and subsistence for three consultants 1,000 2,000

Consultancy and preparation of draft reports fomeleration by the

Group of Experts 3,000 6,000
3.2 Communication on Invasive Alien Species

Terms of reference: MONTH (t.b.c.)

Communication actions on how to manage InvasiverABpecies.

Activity co-organised by the Bern Convention, EPRe EEA and

IUCN

Travel and subsistence for 6 consultants 6,000

%2 participants: All Contracting PartiesDbservers All observer states and qualified organisatioctiva in this field.
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3.3

3.4

3.5

Invertebrates
Group of Experts on Invertebrates®

Terms of reference:
The Group of Experts will monitor and follow-up theplementation of
the European Strategy for the Conservation of tiebeates.

Travel and subsistence expenses for one expe#chf & the following
17 States*:

ALBANIA BELGIUM, CROATIA CzECH REPUBLIC, DENMARK GREECE
HUNGARY ICELAND, IRELAND LITHUANIA, NORWAY POLAND, S.OVAK
REPUBLIC, S_LOVENIA SPAIN, TURKEY, UNITED KINGDOM.

*Countries which have been particularly active instissue

Travel and subsistence for two consultants
Consultancy fees for the preparation of techniegarts

Recovery plans and reintroductions: the case othe Osprey
(Pandion haliaetus)

Co-organisation of a workshop to analyse and monitbe
implementation of the recovery plans and the goadcties in
reintroductions.

Travel and subsistence expenses for 4 experts Eampean countrieg
and 1 expert from Senegal

Conservation of Bird$*

Group of Experts on the conservation of birds

Terms of reference:
Follow-up and monitoring the implementation of kalat Action Plans
and recommendations; reviewing the main threatega@onservation o
wild birds and proposing appropriate conservaticgasures; ensurin
international co-ordination in this field. This G will work in close
co-operation with BirdLife, the AEWA and the EurgpeUnion.

Travel and subsistence expenses for one expert #aoh of the
following 16 States:

ALBANIA, BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA CzECH REPUBLIC, CROATIA
CYPRUS GREECE ITALY, MALTA MONTENEGRQ MOROCCQ PORTUGAL
SENEGAL SERBIA S OVAKREPUBLIC, TUNISIA TURKEY

*Countries having participated in previous meetimgshe Group

Consultancy fees for the preparation of techniegarts

BO VC
Albania
1-2 October
(t.b.c)
7,300 9,000
1,000 1,000
6,000 6,000
Orléans, France, 2
days, September
(t.b.c.)
p.m.
Venue (t.b.c.), 31
May
6,300 8,000
4,000 4,000

33 Participants: All Contracting PartiesDbservers All observer states and qualified organisatioctéva in this field.

34 Participants: All Contracting Parties
Observers All observer states and qualified organisatioctéva in this field.




T-PVS (2012) 22 - 86 -

4.

Sectoral policies and biodiversity conservation

4.1

4.2

Environmental Impact of Sport activities on biaiversity

Strasbourg
(t.b.c.),

Assessment of the need to address the environmiengatt of big sport 2 days, Month
events on biodiversity. Activity to be organisedcmoperation with the t.b.c.

Council of Europe Partial Agreement on Sport (t)b.c

2" European Conference on lllegal killing of birds®

Monitoring the implementation of relevant Europdagislation and
follow-up of the conclusions of thé'European Conference on lllegal

killing of birds (Cyprus, July 2011)

Travel and subsistence expenses for one expert #aoh of the

following 16 States:

ALBANIA, BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA CZECH REPUBLIC, CROATIA
CYPRUS GREECE ITALY, MALTA, MONTENEGRQ MOROCCQ PORTUGAL
SENEGAL SERBIA S OVAK REPUBLIC, TUNISIA TURKEY

Travel and subsistence for five consultants

Consultancy fees for the preparation of techniegarts

Venue (t.b.c.),
29-30 May

BO

VC

5,200
2,500

2,500

12,000

5,000
3,000

3,000

Monitoring of sites at risk

5.1

5.2

On-the-spot visits

On-the-spot visits, by independent experts desaghal the Secretar

General to examine threatened habitats and trandl subsistence

expenses incurred by such experts to inform thaditg Committee o
its groups of experts. It includes appraisals effuropean Diploma.

Sites at risk as a result of an emergency

Fixed appropriation to cover expenses for repdréelling of experts
or Secretariat to areas under a particular envieorial stress as a res
of natural catastrophes or accidents caused by rtanncludes
assistance to areas under political or military fictn It may cover
training of specialists, aid to establish environtaé monitoring. This|
chapter will only be used under instruction of Bareau and will be
paid for both from the Council of Europe or by vailary contributions.

r<

ult

BO

VC

11,000

14,000

p.m

6.

Training, awareness and visibility

Capacity Building. Implementation of article 3 dfiet Convention
Funds for the conception, the translation, the ptmnposition ang
publication of technical documents, monitoring nepo posters
brochures, etc. It includes dissemination of matlons (article 3.3
and regular and update of a Website

BO

VC

5,000

6,000

35 Participants: All Contracting Partie©bservers All observer states and qualified organisatioctéva in this field.
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Operational expenditure of the Standing Committee’sSecretariat

7.1

7.2

7.3

7.4

7.5

7.6

7.7

7.8

Strategic development and implementation of theConvention:
implementation of CBD CoP 11 decisions

Chair's expenses

Fixed appropriation to cover travel and/or subsisteexpenses incurre
by the Chairman or delegates T-PVS after consahatwith the
Secretary General. Expenses of the Chair to atfemaneetings of th¢
Standing Committee.

Delegates of African states and some delegateé Central and
Eastern Europe

Travel and subsistence expenses incurred by tregatels of African
states to attend the Standing Committee meetingtber meetingy
organised under its responsibility.

Travel and subsistence expenses incurred by sorfegades from
Contracting Parties with economies in transition éotemporary basi
and after decision of the Bureau) to attend thend@ty Committeg
meeting.

Travel of experts and Secretariat

Travel and subsistence expenses incurred by exjgediend meeting
of special relevance under instruction from the @uttee of the Chair
and Secretariat official journeys.

Meetings of the Bureau
Travel and subsistence expenses incurred by thebersnof the Bureal

to attend the Bureau meetings.

Permanent staff (provided by the CoE)
Administrator, Administrative Assistant
High level management costs

Temporary staff and administrative costs for tenporary staff

Translation, interpretation, overheads (printing of documents and
daily running of the office)

TOTAL

OVERALL TOTAL

)

172}

8 April, 16
September

BO

3,000

3,000

7,000

15,000

6,800

172,800
26,600

81,500

402,400

VvC

p.m.

3,000

3,000

8,000

8,900

3,200

107,000

313,10(

715,500

The Bern Convention Special Account will be useaddver expenses that cannot be covered by

the ordinary budget of the Council of Europe.

The activities for which the ordinary budget oé tGouncil of Europe is not sufficient alone, and
that will not receive additional voluntary contrtimans will not or partially be implemented.

The Council of Europe is expected to provide arcfrd2,400 in 2013 (€ 203,0860r financing
the programme of activities including overheads] &r199,400 for staff and high level management
costs). Parties are expected to provide new vatymantributions in 2013. A detailed report on 2012
expenditure and a list of voluntary contribution e presented to the Committee for information.
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Bern Convention Programme of Activities and Budge®013 (Summary)

in Euros
BO VC
1. Monitoring of the legal application of the Conventon 4,000 2,000
1.1 | Reports on the implementation of the Conventioonie Contracting Party and legal assistance 4/000 ,0002
2. Conservation of natural habitats 21,100 84,000
2.1 | Group of experts on protected areas and eaalbgétworks 7,000 8,000
2.2 | Biogeographical seminar for the implementatibthe Emerald Network 1,000 5,000
2.3 | Technical seminar for the setting-up of the EaldeNetwork in three states 12,000
2.4 | Pilot projects for the setting-up of the Emensktwork at national level in some States 50,000
2.5 | Group of Specialists on the European DiplomBrotected Areas 5,100 2,000
2.6 Consultants 8,000 7,000
3. Monitoring of species and encouraging conservatioaction 34,900 51,000
3.1 | Group of Experts on Invasive Alien Species 10,300 17,000
3.2 Communication on Invasive Alien Species 0 6,000
3.3 | Group of Experts on Invertebrates 14,300 16,000
3.4 | Recovery plans and reintroductions: the casieeo®spreyRandion haliaetus p.m.
3.5 | Group of Experts on Conservation of Birds 10,300 12,000
4. Sectoral policies and biodiversity conservation 10,200 23,000
4.1 | Environmental Impact of Sport Activities on thigersity 0 12,000
4.2 | 2YEuropean Conference on lllegal Killing of Birds 10,200 11,000
5. Monitoring of sites and populations at risk and emggencies 11,000 14,000
5.1 | On-the-spot visits, including European Diploappraisals 11,000 14,000
5.2 | Sites at risk as a result of an emergency p.m.
6. Training, awareness and visibility 5,000 6,000
5,000 6,000
7. Operational expenditure of the Standing Committee ad its Secretariat 315,700 133,100
7.1 | Strategic development and implementation ofdbevention: implementation of CBD CoP 11 p.m.
decisions
7.2 | Chair's expenses 3,000 3,000
7.3 | Delegates of African states and of some dedsgzit Central and Eastern Europe 10,000 11,000
7.4 | Travel of experts and Secretariat 15,000 8,900
7.5 | Meetings of the Bureau 6,800 3,200
Secretariat: Staff and office costs
7.6 | Permanent staff (provided by the CoE) 199,400
7.7 | Temporary staff 107,000
7.8 | Overheads (interpretation, translation andtimgnof documents) 81,500
| TOTAL 402,400 313,100
OVERALL TOTAL 715,500
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Voluntary contributions to the Bern Convention
received in 201Zin alphabetical order)

Andorra

Belgium (Wallony Region)
Bulgaria

Croatia

Czech Republic
European Commission
Finlande

France

France

Monaco

Monaco

Norway

Norway

Serbia

Slovakia

Switzerland

United Kingdom

1,200 €
15,000 €
3,000 €
1,000 €
8,000 €
19,000 €
7,000 €
50,000 €
5,000 €
8,000 €
10,000 €
20,000 €
15,000 €
2,000 €
2,000 €
62,394 €
7,182 €

235776 €



