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PRELIMINARY NOTE: SUMMARY OF DECISIONS TAKEN 

 
1. The Standing Committee held its 22nd  meeting from 2 to 5 December 2002 Strasbourg.  The list 

of participants and the agenda appear in appendices 1 and 2 to this document. 

2. In accordance with Article 14, paragraph 1, the Standing Committee followed the application of 

the Convention and it elected Mrs Ilona Jepsen (Latvia), Chair, and Mrs Véronique Herrenschmidt, 

Vice-Chair. Mr Patrick Van Klaveren (Monaco) is still member of the Bureau. 

3. The Committee decided unanimously to invite the following non-member states to attend its 23 rd 

meeting: Algeria, Belarus, Cape Verde, Holy See, Kazakhstan, Kyrghystan, Mauritania, Tajikistan, 

Turkmenistan, Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and Uzbekistan. 

4. The Committee adopted the following recommendations and declarations: 

 Recommendation No. 91 (2002) on Invasive Alien Species that threaten biological diversity in 

Islands and geographically and evolutionary isolated ecosystems (appendix 3); 

 Recommendation No. 92 (2002)  on sixteen new Action Plans for most threatened birds in the 

Convention’s area  (appendix 4); 

 Recommendation No. 93 (2002) on the further implementation of Action Plans for Globally 

threatened birds and on other issues of interest for bird conservation in the Convention's range 

(appendix 5); 

 Recommendation No. 94 (2002) on urgent measures for the conservation of the Iberian Lynx (Lynx 

pardinus) (appendix 6); 

 Recommendation No. 95 (2002) on the conservation of marine turtles in Kazanli beach (Turkey) 

(appendix 7);  

 Recommendation No. 96 (2002) on conservation of birds in afforestation of lowland in Iceland 

(appendix 8); 

 Recommendation No. 97 (2002) on the conservation of the Bald ibis (Geronticus eremita) and the 

tourism development project in Tifnit (Souss Massa, Morocco) (appendix 9); 

 Recommendation No. 98 (2002) on the project to build a motorway through the Kresna Gorge 

(Bulgaria) (appendix 10); 

 Declaration on the pollution caused by the “Prestige” oil tanker accident (appendix 11). 

5. The Committee requested the Secretariat to forward the recommendations above to the Committee 

of Ministers of the Council of Europe for communication to the governments of all Council of Europe 

member states and other Parties to the Bern Convention 

6. The Committee approved a work programme and budget for the year 2003, for a total amount of 

319,100 € using around 115,000 € provided by the Council of Europe, and a reserve of some 30,000 € 

remaining from non-spent voluntary contributions. Parties are expected to provide with new voluntary 

contributions in 2003. (appendix 12). 

7. The Committee decided to hold its 23rd  meeting from 1 to 5 December 2003. 

 



 - 3 - T-PVS (2002) 13 

 

 

PART I – OPENING 

 

1. Opening of the meeting and adoption of the agenda 

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2002) 1 Draft agenda 

 T-PVS (2002) 7 Annotated draft agenda 

 The Chairman, Mr Patrick Van Klaveren, opened the 22nd meeting of the Committee and welcomed 

participants (see appendix 1 of this report). 

 The agenda was adopted as it appears in appendix 2 to this report. 

 The Chairman gave the floor to the Director General of Education, Culture and Heritage, Youth 

and Sport, Mr Bendik Rugaas, who delivered a welcoming address. He emphasised the vigour of the 

Bern Convention, which had always risen to the challenges facing it.  The Director of Culture and 

Cultural and Natural Heritage, Mr José-Maria Ballester, stressed the importance of the convention’s 

new political perspective, which had been achieved mainly as a result of the development of numerous 

partnerships. 

2. Chairman's report and communications from the delegations and from the 

Secretariat 

Relevant document: T-PVS (2002) 2 and 6  Reports of the Bureau meetings of May 2002 and September 2002 

 T-PVS (2002) 13 addendum Statements and Declarations  

 The Chairman reported on the development of the Convention since the last meeting of the 

Committee. He informed the Committee that the Convention had successfully achieved its work 

programme for year 2002, completing the reports requested, with one exception, and holding all the 

meetings of the groups of experts and seminars that were foreseen. The Chairman thanked the states 

that had made special voluntary contributions to this exercise and to other activities of the work 

programme. 

 The delegate of Ukraine informed the Committee of the signing in Sofia of a new protocol on the 

conservation of biodiversity in the Black Sea in the Bucharest Convention framework, and of the 

preparation of a draft outline convention for the Carpathian Mountains; he also raised the question of 

the presentation of biodiversity-related issues at the Kyiv Conference. 

 The delegate of the The Netherlands informed the Committee on a written statement on the Dutch 

international biodiversity policy. The full text of the declarations made may be found in document 

T-PVS (2002) 13 addendum. 

 The delegate of Slovakia informed the Committee that the Slovak Parliament adopted the new Act 

on Nature and Landscape Protection. It is fully complementary with the European Union legislation and 

is to come into force in January 2003. 

 The delegate of Senegal informed the Committee of his country’s great interest in participating in 

the Emerald Network. 

 The delegate of Norway informed the Committee of measures to protect natural habitats in the 

Spitzbergen archipelago coral reefs on the Norwegian coast. 

 Following a proposal from the delegate of "the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia" , the 

committee adopted a declaration on the recent oil spill in Galicia following the “Prestige” oil tanker 

accident.  The Standing Committee requested the Secretariat to forward its declaration to the Committee 

of Ministers of the Council of Europe for possible endorsement and communication to the governments 

of all Council of Europe member states and other Parties to the Bern Convention. 

 The delegate of Norway expressed reserves concerning the reduction of the meeting from 5 to 

4 days. 

 The Committee took note of the information presented. 
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PART II – MONITORING AND IMPLEMENTATION OF LEGAL ASPECTS 

 

3. Monitoring of the implementation of the legal aspects of the Convention 

3.1. Biennial reports (1999-2000) concerning exceptions made to Articles 4, 5, 6, 7 or 8. 

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Inf (2002) 35 Biennial Reports 1997-1998;  

 T-PVS/Inf (2002) 36 Biennial Reports 1999-2000 

 Article 9 paragraph 2 of the Convention requests Parties having made exceptions to Articles 4, 5, 6, 7 

or 8 to present in writing such exceptions. The Committee took note of biennial reports presented. The 

Secretariat informed the Committee that some reports had been sent too late to be available for the 

meeting.  Examination of the reports had not brought out any particularly worrying issues. 

3.2.Four-year Reports (1997-2000) 

Relevant document: T-PVS (2001) 68 General Reports 1997-2000 ;  

 T-PVS/Inf (2002) 34 General Reports 1997-2000 ;  

 T-PVS/Inf (2002) 4 Report on the implementation of the Convention in Ireland 

 General Reports on the implementation of the Convention may be presented by Parties, on a 

voluntary basis. The Committee took note of such report presented by Belgium, Italy, Poland, 

Slovakia, Switzerland and Senegal. 

 The delegate of Switzerland proposed that future 4-years reports may be used in a more effective 

way. 

 The Committee thought that consideration should be given to the possibility of trying to 

harmonise the system for presentation of the reports which governments were required to draw up 

under the various conventions. 

 The Committee took note of an information document on the implementation of the Convention in 

Ireland. 

3.3. Proposal for amendment of Appendix I: Fungi 

 The delegate of Sweden informed the Committee that his government had presented a proposal for 

amendment of the Convention with 33 species of mushrooms. The proposal will be examined at the 

23rd meeting of the Committee. 

 The delegations of Switzerland, Poland, “The Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia”, Norway, 

Hungary and Croatia and “Journées du Cortinaire” welcomed the initiative and expressed their wish to 

see mushrooms species in Appendix I. 

 The delegate of the European Commission informed the Committee that the European Union would 

carefully examine the proposal to see its scientific and conservation value, as well as the implications of 

its possible adoption on future action for those species. 
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PART III –MONITORING OF SPECIES AND HABITATS 

 

4. Monitoring of Species and Habitats and report to SBSTTA meetings 

4.1.Invasive Alien Species. Reports from the Group of experts and Workshop 

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2002) 11 Invasive Alien Species, Group of Experts Report 
  T-PVS (2002) 8 Draft European Strategy on Invasive Alien Species 
  T-PVS/Inf (2002) 33 Report from Workshop on IAS in islands and isolated ecosystems 
  T-PVS/Inf (2002) 44 EPPO work and policy on IAS 

 At its 21st meeting the Standing Committee agreed to the preparation of a European Strategy on 

Invasive Alien Species (IAS) on the basis of a first document prepared in collaboration with IUCN. A 

first draft was prepared by consultants and discussed at the meeting of the Group of experts on 

Invasive Alien Species, held in Horta (Azores, Portugal) on 11 October 2002. It was also circulated to 

Committee members for comment. 

 The consultants, Mr Piero Genovesi and Ms Clare Shine presented the draft European Strategy on 

IAS to the Committee. The Chair of the Group of experts, Mr Patrick De Wolf (Belgium), presented 

the results of the meeting of the Group of experts. A number of comments to the draft strategy were 

presented from the following delegations: European Commission, Sweden, Hungary, Portugal, Malta, 

Switzerland, Austria, Moldova, Norway, France, Denmark (on behalf of the European Union), “the 

Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia”, Senegal, RAC/SPA, EPPO, International Association for 

Falconry & Conservation of Birds of Prey. 

 Most delegations welcomed the first draft of the European Strategy on IAS as a valuable tool for 

dealing with the serious problem that IASs are causing to European’s threatened biodiversity. The 

draft strategy provided with a conceptual framework to inspire work by Contracting Parties on issues 

related to prevention of introduction, containment and remedial measures. As the issue was complex –

 specially regarding economic activities such as forestry, horticulture, agriculture and trade – it was 

essential to take time to contact the appropriate stakeholders and reach a document that may be both 

realistic and a good mechanism for implementing at the European scale Decision 23 of the 

6th Conference of the Parties of the Convention on Biological Diversity. The Strategy could be perhaps 

a little more focussed on precise actions that may be carried out by governments. The calendar 

foreseen was perhaps a little optimistic. 

 The delegate of Denmark (on behalf of the European Union) and supported by Cyprus and 

Slovakia, urged that the Bureau and the Secretariat work in close co-operation with the European 

Commission on the development of the European Strategy on IAS, so that the work in European 

Union on the practical implementation of the CBD recommendation, the CBD guidelines and a 

European Strategy was also brought into the drafting of the Strategy. A more realistic time table for 

the Strategy to be adopted by the Committee would properly be 2004 with a progress discussion in 

2003. The member states were well aware that the Secretariat on several occasions had asked the 

Commission to co-operate on this issue. The member states will on their part ask the Commission to 

involve itself in this work with the Secretariat of the Convention. 

 The Chair invited Parties and observers to send in writing comments of detail. 

 The Committee praised the quality of the report and decided that the draft be amended with the 

comments received in writing. The Committee decided that the Group of Experts on Invasive Alien 

species would meet in 2003 to continue work on the draft strategy. 

 The delegate from Portugal presented the results of the Workshop on IAS in islands and isolated 

ecosystems. The Committee thanked the Portuguese authorities for the excellent hosting of the 

meetings of the group of experts, took note of the information presented and adopted  

Recommendation No. 91 (2002) on Invasive Alien Species that threaten biological diversity in Islands 

and geographically and evolutionary isolated ecosystems (appendix 3). 
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4.2. Birds – Reports from the Group of experts  

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2002) 5 Birds Group of experts Report 

  T-PVS/Inf (2002) 2, 5 – 18, 20, 21, 25 New Species Action Plans 

  T-PVS/Inf (2002) 19 New Bird Species Action Plans Synthesis 

  T-PVS/Inf (2002) 22 Follow-up of implementation of recommendations on birds 

  T-PVS/Inf (2002) 23 Saving Europe’s most threatened birds 

  T-PVS/Inf (2002) 24 UK Ruddy Duck Control trial 

  T-PVS/Inf (2002) 30 Impact of windfarms on birds and precautionary measures 

 The Secretariat informed the Committee that Group of Experts (co-organised with BirdLife 

International) had met in Wageningen on 11 and 12 June 2002. 

 The Chair of the Group of experts, Mr Jan Plesnik,  presented the results of the meeting. The 

group had discussed the implementation of 32 Species Action Plans referred to in 

Recommendations Nos. 48 (1996), 75 (1999) and 88 (2001) and proposed the adoption of a draft 

recommendation regarding action needed to improve the situation of some species. The group 

encouraged states to draft and implement national action plans for the 32 species for which the 

Committee has already endorsed action plans at the European level. The group proposed 16 new 

Plans, 15 of which had been already endorsed by the European Union ORNIS Committee. The Action 

Plans for these 16 species had been circulated to relevant Parties for comment. The group also 

discussed the BirdLife report on Windfarms and Birds.  

 The following delegations made interventions: Poland, Denmark, Moldova, Germany, Latvia, 

Albania, BirdLife, FACE and the International Association for Falconry & Conservation of Birds of 

Prey. 

 Regarding the Motorway « Via Baltica » and its possible impact on protected areas in Poland, 

BirdLife informed the Committee that it had submitted a proposal for “possible case file” to be dealt 

by the Bureau. Poland welcomed an on-the-spot appraisal on this issue if the Bureau requested 

additional information. 

 The delegate of Poland presented a position that new road (Via Baltica) will improve the current 

situation concerning Biebrza nature. It will happen owing to special construction and environmental 

installation and become of bad state of the existing road and lack of corridors for animals. 

 Several delegations (Denmark, Germany, Latvia) made comments of detail on the Action plan on 

the White-tailed Sea Eagle. Those comments, sent also in writing, will be incorporated in the final 

Action plan. The delegate of Denmark noted that such action plan should not cover Greenland and the 

Feroe Islands as they are not part of the Convention. 

 Concerning Ruddy-duck control, the United Kingdom informed the Committee that, after the 

success of the control trial, the government was considering next steps. The delegations of Spain, 

France and BirdLife welcomed those developments and hoped a full eradication programme was 

started in the United Kingdom and other States. 

 The Committee took note of the reports presented and adopted two Recommendations, 

No. 92 (2002) on sixteen new Action Plans for most threatened birds in the Convention’s area 

(appendix 4 to this document) and No. 93 (2002) on the further implementation of Action plans for 

Globally threatened birds and on other issues of interest for bird conservation in the Convention's 

range (appendix 5 to this document).  

The Committee wished to have a more substantive discussion on of windfarms and biodiversity at 

its next meeting, once the report had been examined by Parties. The subject could also be enlarged to 

the integration consideration of biodiversity into energy policies, in which context it would be useful 

to commission a report on ‘interactions between birds and power lines and measures to minimise 

adverse effects”. This work will take into consideration appropriate recommendations from the Bonn 

Convention and other fora. 

Hungary noted that there was an increase in illegal catch and killing of protected birds in its 

territory – and that of other neighbouring states – by people from certain countries of Western Europe. 

Birds were being illegally caught, smuggled and offered for sale abroad. The delegate from Norway 

proposed a press release on the issue, where the Committee expresses its concern on the issue of 
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indiscriminate bird hunting in Europe. The Committee expressed its concern at this problem and called 

on governments of the states concerned to re-enforce their efforts to stop those illegal activities. The 

Committee asked FACE to encourage, via its national federations, respect by all European hunters to 

the hunting laws of all states, be this by resident or non-resident hunters. The Committee 

recommended all Parties to increase vigilance to ensure that transfrontier shipments and trade in 

protected birds be presented by adequate controls. 

4.3. Iberian lynx Seminar and information from LCIE and LHIE work 

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2002) 12 Report on Iberian lynx Seminar  
T-PVS/Inf (2002) 26 Action Plans for Large Carnivores in the Pindos-Dinaric range  

   T-PVS/Inf (2002) 27 Ecological Networks for Large Carnivores in the Carpathians  

T-PVS/Inf (2002) 28 LCIE Core Group position statement on the use of hunting, and lethal control, as 

means of managing large carnivore populations 

  T-PVS/Inf (2002) 29 Action Plan for the European bison 

 - Iberian lynx 

 The Secretariat informed the Committee that a Seminar on Conservation of Iberian lynx was held in 

Andujar (Spain) from 29 to 31 October 2002, organised in collaboration with IUCN, LCIE and the 

Spanish and Andalusia conservation authorities. This species is critically endangered and in need of 

strong and decisive conservation action. 

 The delegate of Spain, presented the conclusions of the Seminar, in the form of a draft 

recommendation.  The situation of the species was very critical but very important resources were being 

put in place by the Ministry of Environment and the different regional governments to improve the 

habitat of the species and launch a captive-breeding programme. A national strategy on the species had 

been adopted and was being implemented in a very thorough way. She welcomed the creation within the 

Convention of an international group to follow the conservation action and assist Portugal and Spain in 

the fulfilment of their obligations under the Convention. 

 The delegate of Portugal thanked Spain for the organisation of the Seminar, informed the Committee 

of the lack of success of his government to find signs of the species in Portugal after a thorough survey 

and stated his government was committed to preserve and improve lynx habitat for future expansion of 

the species. The success of the captive breeding programme was an absolute priority to avoid the Iberian 

lynx going extinct. 

 The representative of the European Commission noted the fragmentation effects of some 

infrastructures on Iberian lynx populations and assured the Committee of the interest of the Commission 

in the conservation of those species. Co-ordination of decisions regarding lynx conservation needed to be 

improved. 

 The Committee adopted Recommendation No. 94 (2002) on urgent measures for the conservation 

of the Iberian Lynx (Lynx pardinus) (appendix 6 to this report) and approved the creation within the 

Convention of the international group mentioned before, in collaboration with the Cat Specialist 

Group of IUCN (SSC) and LCIE. 

 - Other large carnivores 

 The representative of the Large Carnivore Initiative for Europe, Mr Luigi Boitani, presented LCIE 

activities in 2002, in particular work in the Carpathians and the Pindos Dinaric Range and the LCIE 

position statement on hunting and large carnivores. The Committee took note of the information 

presented and welcomed the good synergy between LCIE and the Convention. The Secretariat informed 

that at present LCIE Co-ordinator was working at Council of Europe premises and that a support to 

LCIE activities in 2003 was foreseen in the programme of activities. 

 The representative of the Commission informed the Committee that the Commission wished to re-

enforce compliance by European Union member states on European Union provisions concerning large 

carnivore conservation, an issue which offered a field of co-operation with the Convention. 

 - European bison 

 The representative of the Large Herbivore Initiative for Europe (LHIE), Mr Fred Baerselman  

presented the draft Action Plan on European bison. The delegate of Ukraine made some comments of 
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detail on the action plan and wished that local experts from the region be involved in its discussion. The 

delegate of Latvia noted that the species had not occurr in historical times, and its possible introduction 

was prohibited by Latvian national legislation (except in exceptional circumstances). The Committee 

welcomed the draft Action Plan and wished it be circulated for comment and be finalised, in view of a 

possible endorsement by the Standing Committee in the form of a Recommendation at a later meeting. 

4.4. Habitats: setting up of ecological networks, Emerald Network 

Relevant document: T-PVS (2002) 10 Report of Emerald Network Group of Experts 

 T-PVS (2001) 51 rév. The Emerald Network: a network of Areas of Special Conservation Interest for 

Europe 

 T-PVS/Emeraude (2002) 13 Future development of the Emerald Network 

 T-PVS/Emeraude (2002) 14 Emerald Network Pilot Projects for 2002 – Progress Reports 

 T-PVS/Emeraude (2002) 15 Emerald Network Software: User Manual 

 T-PVS/Emeraude (2002) 16 Building up the Emerald Network - Guide 

 The Secretariat reported to the Standing Committee on the progress of the work on 

implementation of the Emerald Network of Areas of Special Conservation Interest, and on the 

decisions taken at the meeting of the Group of Experts held in Riga on 2 and 3 October 2002, jointly 

with the Committee of Experts for the Development of the Pan-European Ecological Network.  The 

Secretariat expressed gratitude to the Latvian authorities for their hospitality. 

 The Secretariat informed the Committee of the extension in 2002 of the pilot project programme, 

bringing to 23 the number of member states from outside the European Union participating in the 

setting up of the Emerald Network.  Pilot projects and training workshops had been organised in 

Croatia, Albania, the “Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia” and Georgia, the pilot project and 

corresponding workshop planned for Senegal having been postponed to the spring of 2003.  The 

reports on the pilot projects held in Cyprus, Estonia, Hungary, Lithuania and Ukraine had been 

submitted to the Secretariat and were available to the Standing Committee.  The representatives of 

Albania, the “Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia”, Iceland and Switzerland provided 

information about the progress of the process of site identification in their respective countries. 

 The Standing Committee took note of the report of the meeting, welcomed the progress in the 

setting up of the Emerald Network, thanked the Latvian authorities for the excellent preparation of the 

meeting and gave its agreement to the indicative calendar for the implementation of the Emerald 

network, and encouraged Parties to continue national work in setting up the network. The Secretariat 

issued an appeal to the Principality of Monaco, Andorra, Norway and Liechtenstein to join the 

Emerald Network. 

 The co-operation activities with the European Environment Agency and its European Topic 

Centre for Nature Protection and Biodiversity had continued in 2002 and had involved the finalising of 

new software for the acquisition of the Emerald Network and Natura 2000 scientific data, as well as 

the start of work on evaluating the data collected during the pilot projects. 

 The Secretariat mentioned the amendments requested by certain countries in relation to the 

specific delimitation of the biogeographical regions which appear on the map adopted at the 21st 

meeting of the Standing Committee.  This question would be submitted to the next meeting of the 

Group of Experts. 

 Subject to the availability of funds, the 2003 work programme included, inter alia, the 

organisation of four pilot projects, two of which would be run in Senegal and Tunisia. In Senegal, the 

training workshop planned under the pilot project could give rise to an enlarged meeting including other 

sub-Saharan countries, which could be invited for information.  The Tunisian delegate made it clear that 

his country was keen to honour the obligations arising from ratification of the environmental conventions 

and that it wished to play an active part in site and species conservation programmes which were of 

special interest, in particular the plan to set up the Emerald Network. 

 Delegates took the view that it was important to report to the next meeting of the Parties to the 

Convention on Biological Diversity on the progress of the Emerald Network, which represented a very 

positive example of Bern Convention activity relating to the protection of habitats and species.  They 

also expressed a wish for the progress of the work of the Natura 2000 network to be presented by the 

European Commission during the next meeting of the Group of Experts. 
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4.5. Results from COP-6 of CBD and preparation of SBSTTA-9 

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Inf (2002) 3 Marine and coastal biodiversity in the Mediterranean and the Black Seas 

   T-PVS/Inf (2002) 32 Marine and coastal biodiversity in the Atlantic and Baltic Seas 

 The Secretariat informed briefly on the results of the COP-6 of CBD on a number of issues of 

interest for the Convention, in particular Invasive Alien Species, the European Plant Conservation 

Strategy, Ecological Networks and Marine and Coastal Biological Diversity (decisions VI/23, VI/9, 

VI/30 and VI/3 of CBD). The Committee held an exchange of views on the ways and means to 

improve co-ordination with and input into CBD work. 

 The Secretariat informed the Committee of the priority that marine and coastal biological diversity 

and sustainable use of marine resources had been agreed in COP-6 of CBD and in the Johannesburg 

Summit. Protected areas were to be a main topic in SBSTTA-9 and COP-7 so perhaps the Convention 

could complement the work of Regional Seas Conventions and make a European contribution to the 

issue of marine protected areas. 

 The idea was supported by the Chair and by delegates from Norway, the Czech Republic (Chair of 

SBSTTA) and Denmark. The delegate of the European Commission informed the Committee on the 

new European Union Strategy on marine issues and the need to develop further work on marine 

biological diversity, in synergy with other initiatives. The delegate of RAC/SPA offered its 

collaboration to the Convention on this topic, wished a better co-ordination between the Emerald 

Network and Mediterranean Network of SPAMI/ASPIM. 

 The Croatian delegate informed the Committee that her government would be pleased to hold a 

seminar on marine protected areas. 
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PART IV – MONITORING OF SPECIFIC SITES AND POPULATIONS 

 

5. Specific sites and populations 

5.1. Files 

 - Akamas Peninsula (Cyprus) 

Relevant documents:  T-PVS/Files (2002) 1 Report on the on-the-spot appraisal by Mr Ellul 

 T-PVS /Files (2002) 18 Secretariat report 

 T-PVS /Files (2002) 23 Government report 

 T-PVS/Files (2002) 10 Report by the NGOs 

 This case concerns plans to develop for tourism the Peninsula of Akamas, with detrimental effect on 

an ecologically valuable area with many rare plant and animal species protected under the Convention. It 

has been discussed by the Committee since 1996. An on-the-spot appraisal was carried out in 1997 , and  

a “Recommendation No. 63 (1997) on the conservation of the Akamas peninsula, Cyprus” adopted in 

December 1997. At subsequent meetings (18th, 19th and 20th), the Standing Committee urged the 

Government of Cyprus to implement all points in the recommendation, so as to secure the ecological 

balance of the area and to advance towards the declaration of a National Park for the Akamas peninsula, 

and expressed frustration on the lack of progress of this issue. Important beaches for marine turtle 

nesting remain unprotected and are threatened by development. A new appraisal was carried out by 

Mr Anthony Ellul (accompanied by a member of the Secretariat) on 24 and 25 January 2002. 

Mr Ellul presented his report. 

 In his view pressures for unsustainable tourism development were still very strong and the risk of 

large development was not excluded, so that the area may lose its natural values. He felt the 

recommendations of the World Bank report and those of the Standing Committee 

[Recommendation No. 63 (1997)] were better alternatives to the government decision of August, which 

left many issues unresolved. The area needed to be given a protected status and a real sustainable tourism 

development around the villages. 

 The delegate of Cyprus pointed out that with the new Council of Ministers decision no 

development was to take place in Fontana Amorosa, in Lara or Toxeftra. Also the policy on isolated 

dwellings would not apply to the west of the villages, where pockets with low environmental value 

would be selected for appropriate development. A road from Inia would serve in joining the villages 

with the Lara area and a community centre would be constructed on south Lara Bay. The decision 

provides for a strong basis for the sustainable development of the local communities and the protection 

of the environment in line with the country's international commitments. The turtle issue in the Limni 

area was currently being examined within the context of the Polis Local Plan, by the Town and 

Country Planning Council and decisions by the Council of Ministers were expected on this by the end 

of the year. 

 The Cyprus Conservation Foundation representative pointed out that the government decision was 

highly unsatisfactory as it did not protect the area, did not contemplate a comprehensive management 

plan, opened the area to little-controlled development, including new road and had not taken due account 

of the needs of Natura 2000 areas. There was no commitment from the government on protection. She 

proposed the creation of an international monitoring committee and urged the Committee to endorse the 

report of Mr Ellul. 

 The Friends of Akamas noted the absence of precise plans, the fact that the area will be opened to a 

number of development pockets put undefined and call for an immediate protection of the Limni beach 

and its surroundings, where heavy tourism development is planned. 

 The Committee expressed its support to the proposals made in the report by the expert, Mr Ellul. 

 The Committee noted little progress in the satisfactory solution of this file, requested the Cyprus 

authorities to provide, for the next meeting of the Committee, of a full detailed management plan for the 

area, requested once more Cyprus to comply with the terms of its Recommendation No. 63 (1997), urged 

the government of Cyprus to abandon the project of a new road from Inia to Lara and to block new 
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developments before a comprehensive management plan is drawn out, requested the area to be protected 

as a National Park or a similar figure and instructed the Bureau to follow closely any changes. 

 The file is kept open. 

 - Green turtle (Chelonia mydas) in Kazanli (Turkey) 

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Files (2002) 2 + 2 addendum Report of the on-the-spot appraisal by Mr Kasparek 

  T-PVS/Files (2002) 20 Secretariat  report 

  T-PVS/Files (2002) 17 Government report 

  T-PVS/Files (2002) .. Report by the NGO 

 Green turtles are extremely threatened in the Mediterranean, where a very small nesting 

population remains. Nesting beaches in Turkey are of paramount importance for the survival of these 

species in the Convention area. After opening a case file at its 20th meeting, so as to encourage 

conservation action, the Committee had been focussing its attention on the situation of the Kazanli 

beach, where the presence of a chrome factory and other developments may represent a risk to the 

long-term conservation of this nesting site. An on-the-spot appraisal was carried out on 13 and 14 of 

May 2002 by Dr Kasparek. 

 Dr Kasparek presented his report to the Committee. He focussed his presentation on the main 

problems in Kazanli, in particular to the pollution by the Soda-Chrome factory, which poses a long-

term risk to the beach, the shifting of the road along the shore (which was enabling a rehabilitation of a 

long transect of the beach), the threats presented by greenhouses - incompatible with marine turtle 

nesting – and the removal of the jetty and the hotel, both of them very positive steps. 

 In his view the government of Turkey and the Municipality of Kazanli had taken very serious 

steps to rehabilitate the beach. Yet much conservation action (proposed in the draft recommendation) 

was still needed to permit a full recovery of the beach for marine turtles. 

 The representative of Turkey assured the Committee of the commitment of her government to 

assure the long-term conservation of the beach and to implement the recommendations of the Standing 

Committee. The steps already taken were good proof of such commitment. 

 The representative of MEDASSET noted that much progress had been recorded but there was still 

much to be done, both in Kazanli and in other beaches of importance for marine turtles. 

 The Committee congratulated Turkey for the good steps taken, wished conservation action to 

continue, adopted its Recommendation No. 95 (2002) on the conservation of marine turtles in Kazanli 

beach (Turkey) (appendix 7) and decided to keep the file open. 

5.2 Possible Files 

 - Exotic forest plantations in areas of biological importance in Iceland 

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Files (2002) 3 + 3 addendum Report of the on-the-spot appraisal by Prof. Usher 

 T-PVS/Files (2002) 13 Secretariat report 

 T-PVS/Files (2002) … Government report 

 T-PVS/Files (2002) 24 Report by the NGO 

 This case refers to an ambitious afforestation programme carried out by the government of 
Iceland which unfortunately affects some areas of high biological value, in particular for bird species 
protected under the Convention. To better assess the situation the Committee accepted an invitation of 
the government of Iceland to carry an on-the-spot appraisal. The appraisal was carried out by 
Prof. Michael Usher, accompanied by a member of the Secretariat. 

 Professor Usher presented his report, as well as a draft recommendation. He thanked the Icelandic 
authorities for the excellent preparation of the visit and noted that the Convention’s appraisal had 
permitted to redynamise a process of dialogue and consultation among the different stakeholders 
concerned, who had all agreed with his findings. The visit had facilitated a new, more co-ordinated, 
implementation of forest policies in respect of natural habitats and threatened wildlife. The Standing 
Committee had very effectively played its role of honest broker and could be happy of results. 

 The delegate of Iceland thanked Prof. Usher and the Standing Committee for the good proposals 
made. 
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 The delegates of Norway, United Kingdom and BirdLife made interventions, noting the good 
progress made. 

 The delegates of Sweden, Denmark and Andorra wished that forestry in Iceland favour native 
species over alien species or varieties. 

 The Committee thanked Professor Usher for his report, decided not to open a file on the issue, 
adopted its Recommendation No. 96 (2002) (appendix 8) and instructed the Group of experts on 
Conservation of birds to follow-up implementation of the recommendation. 

 - Illegal killing and trade of birds in Cyprus 

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Files (2002) 19 Secretariat report 

 T-PVS /Files (2002) 2 Government report 

  T-PVS/Files (2002) 9 rev. NGO report 

 This case refers to the lack of enforcement of laws prohibiting the capture, killing and trade of 

small birds in Cyprus. The problem was already discussed by the Committee in 1986, when 

“Recommendation N° 5 (1986) on the prosecution of persons illegally catching, killing or trading in 

protected birds” was adopted by the Committee and rapidly implemented by most Parties. In 2001, 

several NGOs informed the Committee that illegal catch of protected birds and offering of birds in 

restaurants was common practice. The Secretariat met the Minister of Interior of Cyprus to 

communicate him the concern of the Standing Committee for the maintenance in Cyprus of such 

illegal practice. 

 The representative of the Secretariat presented the case. In his opinion important efforts had been 

deployed by both the Cyprus and the UK authorities to fight the illegal catch of birds and the 

commerce attached to the consumption of small birds. Both governments had taken the matter 

seriously, often against a public opinion that considers those practices as “traditional” and has a strong 

resistance to change. Even if the phenomenon was not going to vanish overnight, concerned 

governments were doing much, with limited means, to control illegal activities. In his opinion it was 

not appropriate to open a file on the issue, as there was good will by the Parties. 

 The representatives of Slovenia, Hungary, Switzerland, Norway, the Czech Republic, the 

Netherlands and the Chair made interventions. They were happy to see progress on this file, believed 

the intervention of the Standing Committee had been crucial to get a positive development and felt 

Recommendation 90 (2001) should be fully implemented by the Cyprus and UK authorities so as to 

continue fighting illegal activities. The representatives of the Cyprus Ornithological Society and 

BirdLife congratulated the governments of Cyprus and the United Kingdom for the progress made, 

noted that still there was much work to be done, specially on the control of the offering for sale of 

birds, noted that success had to be attributed to the decisive action of the Standing Committee and 

wished this action to be continued in the coming years until these practices are eradicated. 

 The governments of Cyprus and the United Kingdom explained in detail the measures 

implemented, expressed to commitment of their governments to continue enforcement of legislation 

protection birds and agreed to present reports to the next meeting of the Committee. 

 The delegate of Slovakia noted that this was not an isolated case and that similar practices existed 

in other Contracting Parties. 

 The Committee decided not to open a file and to include the issue as a point for information at it 

next meeting. It instructed the Bureau to follow developments. 

 - Tourism development in the National Park of Souss Massa (Morocco) 

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Files (2002) 6 Report of the on-the-spot appraisal by Mr Mayol 

 T-PVS/Files (2002) 5 Secretariat report 

 T-PVS (2001) 84 Government Report 

 T-PVS (2001) 82 Report by the NGO 

 This case was presented by BirdLife International and concerns a building project for two Club 
Méditerranée holiday villages in the National Park of Souss Massa (Morocco), where exists the last 
population of bald ibis (Geronticus eremita) in the world. This last wild population of bald ibis is 
highly vulnerable because of its small size and the fragile semi-desert habitat in which it lives. The 
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project might be partially financed by the government of France and does not seem compatible with 
the purpose or the park and those of the conservation of the bald ibis. The government of Morocco 
claimed the needs for economic development of the area. At its last meeting in 2001 the Committee 
decided to accept the invitation of Morocco to carry an on-the-spot appraisal. 

 Mr Joan Mayol reported on the results of the visit which had taken place from 20 to 

22 June 2002.  He described the project and explained the major risks to the bald ibis and the Arwais 

wildlife reserve.  He mentioned other problems, namely illegal constructions on the cliff close to 

places used as resting sites, motor traffic and military activities, and the possible alternative of small-

scale nature tourism based on local initiatives. 

 He put forward proposals concerning the recovery of the species, control of land use, 

strengthening of the park’s management and monitoring capabilities, and the financial assistance to be 

given to the park. 

 All these proposals were included in the draft recommendation. 

 He thanked the Moroccan Government for organising the visit. 

 The Chair emphasised the Bern Convention’s responsibility with regard to this species and the 

need to take very firm measures to prevent it from becoming extinct. 

 The delegate of France informed the Committee that no application had been made to authorise 

debt remission.  She thought that the project could be reworked and form the subject of a type 2 

partnership, Club Mediterranée being aware of the environmental constraints and of the need to take 

measures to ensure that the project was properly integrated into the site. 

 The BirdLife representative informed the Committee of certain proposed amendments to the draft 

recommendation and of a project concerning the sustainable use of natural resources within the park, 

for which funding was sought. 

 As these proposals had been submitted too late, the Committee decided not to amend the 

recommendation and proceeded to adopt it as Recommendation No. 97 (2002) (appendix 9).  It 

instructed the Secretariat to write to the Moroccan Government to ask whether the project was still 

under consideration.  It instructed the Bureau to monitor the recommendation and report to it at its 

next meeting. 

 The Chair thought that it would be appropriate to support Morocco by calling for funding. 

 - Odelouca dam (Portugal) 

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Files (2002) 12 Secretariat report 

 T-PVS/Files (2002) 21 Government Report 

 T-PVS/Files (2002) 16 Report by the NGO 

 This case concerned a plan to build a dam in a Natura 2000 area which was of interest for the 

highly endangered Iberian lynx. The file had been presented by the Portuguese League for Nature 

Protection (LPN). The Bureau had discussed it and thought that, given the critical situation of the 

species, all areas of interest should receive preferential conservation attention and an on-the-spot 

appraisal was perhaps advisable. 

 The delegate of Portugal presented a report, pointing out that there had been no real signs of the 

lynx since 1999. This area should, however, be preserved in view of the possibilities of re-introducing 

the species. 

 The Portuguese delegate informed the committee that his government was aware of the issues and 

of the value of the area and planned to take all necessary measures. 

 The representative of Denmark, speaking on behalf of the European Union member states, 

informed the Committee that a complaint had been lodged with the European Commission who is 

insisting on proper application of Article 6 of the Habitats Directive concerning impact on Iberian lynx 

habitat. 
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 Representatives of the Portuguese League for the Protection of Nature (LPN) and the WWF 

expressed misgivings about the project which threatened to do irreparable damage to ecosystems of 

great natural value. 

 The Portuguese delegate proposed a visit to the site pending the decision to be taken at European 

Union level. 

 The Committee accepted the Portuguese authorities’ offer to organise an on-the-spot appraisal and 

decided to keep this question as a possible file. 

 - Wolf control and legal status of the species in Switzerland 

Relevant document: T-PVS/Files (2002) 4 Secretariat report 

This case concerned an authorisation issued by the authorities of the Canton of Grisons and the 

Federal Office for Environment, Forests and Landscapes (OFEFP) for the killing of a wolf which had 

entered Swiss territory from Italy. 

According to “Legambiente” (environment protection league), which had reported the case, this 

authorisation violated the provisions of the Bern Convention because the species was included in 

Appendix II. The Senate had approved a parliamentarian’s motion to have the wolf withdrawn from 

the list of protected species. A wolf management plan was in preparation. 

The Swiss delegate informed the committee of the very complex situation facing his government: 

Switzerland had not entered a reservation in respect of the wolf because this species had not been 

present at the time of ratification. The final decision concerning possible withdrawal of the wolf from 

the list of protected species would be taken by the Federal Council in 2003. 

The authorisation was based on a “wolf strategy” which had been drawn up and which was 

presented by Mr Blankenhorn of the OFEFP. He considered that the shooting authorisation was not 

contrary to Article 9 of the Convention since the shot wolf had attacked 50 sheep, which was above 

the limit set by the management plan. 

The Italian delegate underlined the importance of information and co-ordination on wolf 

conservation measures between the Alpine countries. He also expressed the interest of Italy of being 

informed on the developments of the Swiss policy on the management of the wolf. 

The representative of the International Wolf Federation said that he was very concerned about the 

situation of the wolf in certain Contracting Parties. 

The French delegate said that the wolf situation in France was not critical as the species was now 

present in six départements. 

The Standing Committee instructed the Bureau to monitor developments pending submission of 

policy and technical documents by the Swiss Government. 

The Chair said that the wolf had been one of the successes of the Convention, although this 

success seemed to be vanishing as a result of the problems facing this species at present in western 

Europe. 

5.3. On-the-spot appraisal 

- Motorway construction project at Struma (Bulgaria) 

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Files (2002) 7 + 7 addendum Report of the on-the-spot appraisal by Mr Berthoud 

 T-PVS/Files (2002) 11 Government Report 

 T-PVS/Files (2002) 25 + 25 addendum Report by the NGOs 

 This case concerns the construction of a motorway through an Emerald Network area of high 

ecological interest. At its previous meeting, the Standing Committee had accepted the invitation of the 

government of Bulgaria concerning a visit and decided not to open a file.  

 The appraisal was held from 30th May to 1st June par Mr Guy Berthoud. The expert presented his 

conclusions. He explained the significance of this liaison project with Greece and the exceptional value 

of this natural sanctuary which could not withstand the impact of a motorway construction project. He 

considered that the preliminary environmental impact assessment did not provide decisive arguments 
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permitting a choice of environmentally compatible alternatives. The search for alternative routes 

should therefore be continued with the involvement of all interested parties. 

 Priority should be given to an alternative route outside the gorge. 

 The representative of the Bulgarian NGOs, Mr Kovatchev, informed the Committee that a 

decision concerning a choice of route inside the gorge had been taken by the High Council of Experts 

of the Ministry of Regional Development and Public Works. 

 A study presenting an alternative with two options outside the gorge had been drawn up on the 

initiative of the NGOs. 

 He asked the Standing Committee about the possibility of opening a file. 

 The Bulgarian delegate said that the procedure for approval of the environmental impact 

assessment had not yet been completed. She added that the alternatives had not all been fairly 

considered by the authors of the environmental impact assessment report. Several delegations 

emphasised the importance of this case, which could set an important precedent, and the role which 

the Convention could play in seeking the solution most in keeping with the interests of nature 

conservation, and congratulated the expert on the quality of his report. 

 This case illustrated the importance of networks and the conflicts of interests between pan-

european road and ecological networks. 

 The Standing Committee decided not to open a file and to give the Bureau the opportunity to 

reconsider that decision if it were found that the decision regarding the route had been taken without a 

comprehensive, in-depth environmental impact assessment. It adopted Recommendation no 98(2002) 

(Appendix 10 to this report).  

5.4. Follow-up of selected recommendations from previous meetings 

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Inf (2002) 37, 40, 41, 42 and 45 Government reports  

- Recommendations No. 26 (1991) and No. 27 (1991) concerning conservation of Natrix natrix and 

Euproctus platycephalus in Sardinia (Italy); 

- Recommendation No. 78 (1999) on the conservation of the Red squirrel (Sciurus vulgaris) in Italy.  

 The Italian delegate presented the guidelines for the control of the American grey squirrel, prepared 

by the National Wildlife Institute and adopted by the Ministry of the Environment of Italy. 

- Recommendation No. 82 (2000) on urgent measures concerning the implementation of Action plans 

for large carnivores [in its points concerning Bear, Wolf and Lynx in the Alps: Austria, France, Italy, 

Liechtenstein, Slovenia, Switzerland, Wolf in Spain and Iberian lynx in Spain and Portugal]. 

 The Secretariat called the Committee’s attention on the strategy for lynx in Switzerland (“Concept 

Lynx Suisse”), document T-PVS/Inf (2002) 40. 

 The representative of Italy presented Italian action on conservation of brown bear, lynx and wolf 

[document T-PVS/Inf (2002) 41] including an updated report on the re-introduction of the Brown bear in 

the Alps, carried on in co-operation with Slovenia, and the production of a National Action Plan on the 

conservation of the wolf, realised by the National Wildlife Institute and the Ministry of Environment of 

Italy. 

 The Committee welcomed the information presented and took note of the reports. 

 The representative of LCIE expressed this concern for the heavy cull on Slovenian bears in 2002, 

not consistent with Recommendation No 82 (2000) which requested Slovenia to manage bears so as to 

enhance their natural dispersal. Slovenian bears population was critical for a future repopulation of the 

Alps by bear. 

 The Delegates of Croatia, Italy and the European Commission expressed also concern for the long-

term conservation of bear in Slovenia. 

 The delegate of Slovenia presented a report (document T-PVS/Inf (2002) 45). Slovenia has a sound 

management strategy for bear that permits the take of 15 % of the population. It had to be noted that 
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the species was spreading geographically and dispensing young bears were responsible for high 

damage to livestock. Few breeding females had been killed. Quotas were fixed by a game commission 

which had a policy in term of maintaining a good bear population while minimising conflict. 

 The Committee took note of the information presented and encourage Slovenia to keep a healthy 

bear population that will permit a genetic and population flow into the Alps, so that bears may recover. 

The Secretariat was instructed to follow the evolution of Slovenian bear populations in collaboration 

with Slovenian authorities and in partnership with LCIE. 

 The Committee expressed its disappointment over the absence of reports from Greece on the issues 

of Marathon and the Milos viper and decided to include in its next agenda the follow-up of 

Recommendation No. 84 (2000) on the conservation of Western Milos and the Milos viper. 

5.5. Items for information 

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Files (2002) 14 NGO reports 

 T-PVS/Files (2002) 8 and 15 NGO reports 

 These items were presented to the Committee for information only. They were not discussed. 

- Caretta caretta in Patara (Turkey) 

- Badgers Meles meles in Ireland 

- Caretta caretta in Laganas Bay, Zakynthos (Greece) 

 In the name of the European Union Presidency, Denmark informed the Committee that Greece had 

been condemned by the European Court and that the European Commission awaits implementation of 

the Court’s decision. 
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PART V – STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION  

 

6. Strategic development of the Convention 

6.1. The Summit on Sustainable development and future work of the Convention 

Relevant documents: CM (2002) 81 Political Message of the Committee of Ministers to the WSSD  
 T-PVS/Inf (2002) 9 The WSSD and its implications on future work at Council of Europe 

 CO-DBP (2002) 7  Elaboration of a European Charter of Principles on Protection of the Environment 

and Sustainable Development 

 The Secretariat presented a document on the implications of the Johannesburg World Summit on 

Sustainable Development (WSSD) on the work of the Convention. The WSSD has reinforced 

international commitment for conservation of biological diversity. New emphasis on development, 

health, fight against poverty, human rights and North-South interdependence will have consequences on 

the way the Council of Europe perceives environmental issues and its own programmes. The Secretariat 

informed the Committee that, to better integrate the environmental concerns with other fundamental 

Council of Europe values a European Charter of Principles on Protection of the Environment and 

Sustainable Development was being prepared at the Council of Europe. 

 Interventions were made by the Chair and the delegates of Iceland, Hungary, “The Former Yugoslav 

Republic of Macedonia”, the United Kingdom, the Czech Republic, the International Association for 

Falconry and Slovakia. 

 There was agreement that the Committee needed to take good note of the Johannesburg Plan of 

Implementation, build on its own strengths and develop synergies but with the civil society and reinforce 

co-operation with other international organisations. The opening to other Council of Europe sectors was 

welcomed if it helped better integrate the environment sector into a more sound “sustainable 

development” dynamic of interest to the Committee of Ministers. Future programmes of activities should 

reflect these new trends. It was important not to forget that the Convention was already doing quite a 

good job in monitoring of the enforcement of the obligations and was a good tool for negotiation of 

conflicts around nature conservation issues. The Convention should not lose its innovative character and 

openness to stakeholders. 

6.2. Draft Programme of Activities for 2003 

Relevant document: T-PVS (2002) 3 Draft Programme of Activities for 2003 

 The Secretariat presented a proposal of activities for 2003 drafted following discussions at the 

Bureau. 

 The delegates of Sweden, Ukraine, Norway, Moldova, the Czech Republic, Portugal, Senegal, 

Romania, Hungary, Cyprus, Andorra, CMS, BirdLife, the Cyprus Conservation Society and the Chair 

made intervention, some suggesting modifications of detail in the draft programme. 

 Sweden and Hungary, in particular wished the holding in 2003 of a meeting of the Group of 

experts on Amphibians and Reptiles. 

 The delegate of the Czech Republic wished that a scientific group may follow issues more 

closely. 

 The delegate of Ukraine stated that it was important to fix long-term priorities for the 

Convention, for which a “brainstorming exercise” could be of use. 

 The Secretariat noted that the financial situation and staff of the Convention did not permit to 

organise new meetings for 2003, but that the possibility to hold a meeting in 2004 of the Amphibians 

and Reptiles Group should be contemplated (perhaps in co-ordination with a possible 2nd International 

Conference on Marine Turtles in the Mediterranea). 

 The Secretariat recalled that, following the meeting of a “strategic working group”, the 

Committee had decided in 2001 not to create an advisory scientific group and had adopted in 2000 its 

“Resolution No. 7 (2000) on the medium-term strategic development of the Convention” and that 

those working methods were being applied, also on resourcing. 
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 The Chair encouraged Contracting Parties to provide voluntary contributions for the 

implementation of the ambitious work programme and invited the Bureau to watch over the 

implementation of the programme, deciding on cuts if enough voluntary contribution did not follow. 

 The Committee adopted its working programme for year 2003 as it figures in appendix 12 to this 

report. 

 The Committee instructed its Secretariat and invited its Chairman to play a very active part in, and 

contribute to meetings of special relevance for the work of the convention, including, in particular for 

2003 the following events:  

 8th meeting of its Subsidiary Body for Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice of the 

Convention on Biological Diversity if this was held in 2003; 

 5th Ministerial Conference “an Environment for Europe” 

 4th  Ministerial Conference on the Protection of Forest in Europe 

 meetings of co-ordination with LCIE, IUCN, European Invertebrate Survey, SEH, BirdLife, Planta 

Europa and other organisations with responsibility on working groups; 

 Conference of the Parties and technical meetings of the Bonn Convention and its agreements 

(EUROBATS, ASCOBANS, ACCOBAMS, AEWA); 

 Habitat Directive Scientific Committee meetings; 

 meetings of co-ordination with the European Environment Agency, in particular those of the Task 

Force of the EC Clearing House Mechanism and meetings of the ETC/NPB; 

 meetings of the Council of the Pan-European Biological and Landscape Diversity Strategy, 

 meeting with Russian authorities to work on the ratification of the Convention. 

 The Committee encouraged participation in the above events and authorised the Chairman and the 

Secretariat –in the respect to present Council of Europe rules- to use funds from the Convention budget 

for attendance to the above. 

6.3. States to be invited as observers to the 23rd meeting 

 The Committee decided unanimously to invite the following States (non member States of the 

Council of Europe) to attend its 23rd meeting: Algeria, Belarus, Cape Verde, Holy See, Kazakhstan, 

Kyrghystan, Mauritania, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, Uzbekistan. 
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PART VI- OTHER ITEMS 

 

7. Election of Chair and Vice-Chair 

 The current Chair being unwilling to stand again, the Committee elected Ms Ilona Jepsen (Latvia) as 

Chair.  Ms Ana Isabel Queiroz (Portugal) was unable to remain on the Bureau owing to a change of post 

so the Committee elected Ms Véronique Herrenschmidt (France) as Bureau member and Vice-Chair.  

Mr Patrick Van Klaveren (Monaco), the outgoing Chair, nevertheless stayed on as a member of the 

Bureau.  

 The Committee expressed its sincere gratitude to the outgoing Chair for all the work he had done 

during his term of office and in particular for the new direction given to the convention. 

8. Date and place of the 23rd meeting, adoption of the report 

 A discussion got under way on the duration of the meeting.  Some delegations felt that reducing the 
length of the meeting to 4 days meant fewer opportunities for in-depth discussion of specific topics or 
general matters and less speaking time for the NGOs, who were major contributors to the debate.   

 Others felt that the experiment had been a success and ought to be continued. 

 The Committee took the view that the length of the meeting depended on the number of items on 
the agenda and the importance of the issues addressed.  

 It decided to allow 5 days for the next meeting and to hold its 23rd meeting from 1 to 5 December 
2003.  It would be open to the Bureau to review this decision, however, in the light of the items to be 
discussed. 

 The Committee adopted its report. 

9. Other business 

 Having been informed of the retirement of Mr Veit Koester, former Chair of the Standing 

Committee, the Committee instructed the Secretariat to pass on its best wishes and sincere thanks for 

his crucial contribution to the convention. 
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Appendix 1 

List of participants 

 

I. CONTRACTING PARTIES / PARTIES CONTRACTANTES 

 
ALBANIA / ALBANIE 

Mrs Elvana RAMAJ, expert, Nature Resources Management & Biodiversity Directorate, Ministry of 

the Environment, Rruga e Durresit, No. 27, TIRANA. 

Tel: +355 4 270 624.   Fax: +355 4 270 623/7.   E-mail: eramaj@hotmail.com (E) 

 

ANDORRA / ANDORRE 

Mrs Patricia QUILLACQ, Conseillère juridique, Ministry of Agriculture and Environment, Edifici 

Davi, C/Dr. Vilanova, ANDORRA LA VELLA, Principauté d’Andorre. 

Tel : +376 875 707.   Fax : +376 869 833.   E-mail : patricia.quillacq@hotmail.com (F) 

 

AUSTRIA / AUTRICHE 

Ms Dr Edda-Maria BERTEL, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry, Environment and Water Management, 

Division II/5 U, Stubenbastei 5, A-1010 VIENNA. 

Tel: +43 1 515 22 1414   Fax: +43 4 515 22 7402.   E-mail: edda-maria.bertel@bmlfuw.gv.at (E) 

 

Mr. Harald GROSS, Amt der Wiener Landesregierung, Magistratsabteilung 22, 1082 WIEN 

Tel: +43 / 1 / 4000 88344.   Fax: +43 / 1 / 99 4000 88 344.   Email: gro@m22.magwien.gv.at  (E) 

 

BELGIUM / BELGIQUE 

Mr Patrick DE WOLF, Ingénieur attaché à la Direction de la Nature, Division de la Nature et des 

Forêts, Ministère de la Région wallonne, 15, avenue Prince de Liège, B-5100 JAMBES (NAMUR). 

Tel : +32 81 33 58 16.   Fax : +32 81 33 58 22.   E-mail : P.Dewolf@mrw.wallonie.be (F) 

 

BULGARIA / BULGARIE 

Mrs Rayna Hristoforova HARDALOVA, Expert, Direction “Office national pour la protection de la 

nature”, Ministère de l’Envieonnement et des Eaux, 67, rue W. Gladstone., 1000 SOFIA. 

Tel: +359 2 940 66 14 ; +359 2 940 65 54..   Fax: +359 2 940 96 41.    

E-mail: hardalovar@moew.government.bg (F) 

 

BURKINA FASO / BURKINA FASO 

Mrs Mariam DOUAMBA, Chef de service Suivi/Exploitation de la faune, Ministère de 

l’Environnement et du Cadre de Vie, Direction des Parcs Nationaux Réserves de Faune et des 

Chasses, 03 BP 7044 OUAGADOUGOU 03. 

Tel : +226 35 69 71 / +226 26 89 24.   Fax : +226 35 74 58.   E-mail : paucof@fasonet.bf (F) 

 

CROATIA / CROATIE 

Ms Andrea ŠTEFAN, B.Sc (Biol.), Expert Associate, Nature Protection Division, Ministry of 

Environmental Protection and Physical Planning, Ulica grada Vukovara 78/III, 10000 ZAGREB. 

Tel: +385 1 610 6498 / 610 6551.   Fax: +385 1 6118 388.   E-mail: andrea.stefan@zg.hinet.hr (E) 

 

CYPRUS / CHYPRE 

Mrs Myroula HADJICHRISTOPHOROU, Fisheries Officer A', Environment Service, Ministry of 

Agriculture, Natural Resources and Environment, NICOSIA 1411. 

Tel: 357 22 303851.   Fax: 357 22 774945.   E-mail: myroulah@hotmail.com (E) 

 

Mr Panicos PANAYIDES, Game Service Officer, Ministry of Interior, NICOSIA 1453. 

Tel: 357 22 867786.   Fax: 357 22 867780.   E-mail: wildlife.thira@cytanet.com.cy (E) 
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CZECH REPUBLIC / RÉPUBLIQUE TCHÈQUE 

Dr Jan PLESNÍK, Deputy Director, Agency for Nature Conservation and Landscape Protection of the 

Czech Republic, Kališnická 4-6, CZ-130 23 PRAHA 3. 

Tel: +420 2 2258 0562.   Fax: +420 2 2258 0012.   E-mail : plesnik@nature.cz (E) 

 

DENMARK / DANEMARK 

Mr Lars RUDFELD, Head of Section, Ministry of Environment, Danish Forest and Nature Agency, 

Haraldsgade 53, DK-2100 COPENHAGEN Ø. 

Tel: +45 39 47 20 00.   Fax: +45 39 27 98 99.   E-mail: lar@sns.dk (E) 

 

Ms Anni HOUGAARD DALGAS, Biologist, Head of Section, Ministry of Environment, Danish 

Forest and Nature Agency, Haraldsgade 53, DK-2100 COPENHAGEN Ø. 

Tel: +45 39 47 29 09.   Fax: +45 39 27 98 99.   E-mail: ahd@sns.dk (E) 

 

Mr. Peter POUPLIER, Head of International Division, Danish National Forest and Nature Agency, 

Højbro Plads 4, DK 1200 COPENHAGEN Ø. 

Tel :  + 45 33 92 59 59.   Fax: + 45 3332 22 27.   E-mail: ppo@mim.dk (E) 

 

ESTONIA / ESTONIE 

Ms Kadri MÖLLER, Senior Officer, Nature Conservation Department, Ministry of the Environment, 

Toompuiestee 24, 15172 TALLINN. 

Tel: +372 626 2876.   Fax: +372 626 2901.   E-mail : kadri.moller@ekm.envir.ee (E) 

 

EUROPEAN COMMISSION / COMMISSION EUROPÉENNE 

Mrs Anja FINNE, Unit on Nature and Biodiversity, European Commission, DG XI-D2, Boulevard du 

Triomphe 174, 2/16, B-1160 BRUXELLES, Belgique. 

Tel: …   Fax: …   E-mail: anja.finne@cec.eu.int (E/F) 

 

Mr Nicholas HANLEY, Head of Unit on Nature and Biodiversity, European Commission, Direction 

General Environment DG XI-D2, 5 avenue de Beaulieu, B-1160 BRUXELLES, Belgique. 

Tel: +32 2 296 703.   Fax: +32 2 299 0895.   E-mail: nicholas.hanley@cec.eu.int (E/F) 

 

FINLAND / FINLANDE 

Mr. Esko JAAKKOLA, Environment counsellor, Ministry of the Environment Ministry of the 

Environment, Land Use Department, PO Box 35, FIN-00023 GOVERNMENT, Finland. 

Tel: +358 9 160 39 371.   Fax: +358 9 160 39364.   E-mail: esko.jaakkola@ymparisto.fi (E) 

 

Mr Sami NIEMI, Senior Officer, Department of Fisheries and Game, Ministry of Agriculture and 

Forestry, Mariankatu 23, Helsinki, FIN-00023 Goverment Finland 

Tel. +358 9 1605 3374.   Fax. +358 9 1605 2284.   e-mail: sami.niemi@mmm.fi (E) 

 

FRANCE / FRANCE 

Mrs Véronique HERRENSCHMIDT, Responsable de la mission internationale, Direction de la nature 

et des paysages, Ministère de l’écologie et du développement durable,, 20, avenue de Ségur, F-75302 

PARIS 07 SP 

Tel : +33 1 42 19 19 48.   Fax : +33 1 42 19 19 06    

E-mail : veronique.herrenschmidt@environnement.gouv.fr (E) (F) 

 

Mr Patrick HAFFNER, autorité scientifique, Laboratoire de Zoologie (Reptiles et Amphibiens), 

Muséum national d’Histoire naturelle, 57, rue Cuvier, F-75005 PARIS. 

Tel : +33 1 40 79 3274.   Fax : +33 1 40 79 34 88  E-mail: haffner@mnhn.fr (F) 

 

Mrs Nathalie LACOUR, Direction de la nature et des Paysages, Sous direction chasse-faune-flore, 

Ministère de l’écologie et du développement durable, 20, avenue de Ségur, 75302 PARIS 07 SP. 

Tél : +33 1 42 19 19 39. Fax : +33 1 42 19 19 30.  

E-mail nathalie.lacour@environnement.gouv.fr (F) 

mailto:plesnik@nature.cz
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GERMANY / ALLEMAGNE 

Mr Gerhard ADAMS, Regierungsdirektor, Bundesministerium für Umwelt, Naturschutz und 

Reaktorsicherheit, Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety, 

Referat/Division N I 3, Artenschutz/Conservation of Wild Species of Fauna and Flora, Postfach  12 06 

29,  53048 BONN 

Tel: +49 228 305 2631.   Fax: +49 228 305 2684.   E-mail: gerhard.adams@bmu.bund.de (E) 

 

Ms Edelgard VON HOUWALD, Federal Ministry of Consumer Protection, Food and Agriculture, 

Rochusstrasse 1, 53123 BONN 

Tel: +49 1888 529 3616.   Fax: +49 1888 10 529 3616.  

E-mail: Edelgard.von-Houwald@bmvel.bund.de (E) 

 

Mr Joachim SCHMITZ, Bundesministerium für Umwelt, Naturschutz und Reaktorsicherheit, Federal 

Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety, Referat/Division N I 3, 

Artenschutz/Conservation of Wild Species of Fauna and Flora, Postfach  12 06 29,  53048 BONN  

Tel: +49 1888 305-2634.   Fax: +49 1888 305-2684.    

E-mail: Joachim.Schmitz@bmu.bund.de (E) 

 

Ms Doris EBERHARDT, Federal Agency for Nature Conservation, Konstantinstrasse. 110, 53179 

BONN. 

Tel: +49 228 8491 262.   Fax: +49228 8491 255   E-mail: eberhardtd@bfn.de  (E) 

 

HUNGARY / HONGRIE 

Mr Gábor NECHAY, Senior Special Adviser, Ministry for Environment, Authority of Nature 

Conservation, Költö u. 21, H-1121 BUDAPEST. 

Tel: +36 1 395 7458.   Fax: +36 1 395 74 58.   E-mail: nechay@mail2.ktm.hu (E) 

 

Ms. Krisztina TILINGER, Dr. jur., Ministry for Environment and Waters, 21 Kolto u., H-1121 

BUDAPEST. 

Tel: +36 1 395 68 57.   Fax: +36 1 275 45 05.   E-mail: tilinger@mail2.ktm.hu (E) 

 

ICELAND / ISLANDE 

Dr Jòn Gunnar OTTÒSSON, Director General, Icelandic Institute of Natural History, Hlemmur 3, 

125 REYKJAVIK 

Tel: +354 590 0500.   Fax: +354 590 0595.   E-mail: jgo@ni.is (E) 

 

IRELAND / IRLANDE 

Mr Bernard MOLONEY, National Parks & Wildlife, 7 Ely Place, DUBLIN 2. 

Tel: +353 1 647 2404.   Fax: +353 1 662 0283.   E-mail: bmoloney@ealga.ie (E) 

 

ITALY / ITALIE 

Mr Alessandro LA POSTA, Dirigente Division Flora-Fauna, Ministero dell’Ambiente et della Tutela 

del territorio, Via Capitan Bavastro 174, I-00147 ROMA. 

Tel : +39 6 5722 8299.   Fax : +39 6 5722 8277.   E-mail: laposta.alessandro@minambiente.it (E) 

 

Mr Eugenio DUPRE, Division Flora-Fauna, Ministero dell’Ambiente et della Tutela del territorio, Via 

Capitan Bavastro 174, I-00154 ROMA. 

Tel : +39 6 5722 8200.   Fax : +39 6 5722 8277.   E-mail: dupre.eugenio@minambiente.it (E) 

 

Mr Piero GENOVESI, Researcher, National Wildlife Institute, Via Ca’ Formacetta 9, 

I-40064 OZZANO EMILIA (BO), Italy. 

Tel: +39 051 6512 228.   Fax: +39 051 796 628.   E-mail : infspapk@iperbole.bologna.it (E) 

 

mailto:gerhard.adams@bmu.bund.de
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LATVIA / LETTONIE 

Mrs Ilona JEPSEN, Director of the Nature Protection Department, Ministry of Environmental 

Protection and Regional Development, Peldu 25, LV-1494 RIGA. 

Tel: +371 7 026 517.   Fax: +371 7 820 442.   E-mail: daba@varam.gov.lv (E) 

 

Mr Vilnis BERNARDS, Ministry of Environmental Protection and Regional Development, Peldu 25, 

LV-1494 RIGA. 

Tel: +371 7 026 524.   Fax: +371 7 820 442.   E-mail: vilnis.bernards@varam.gov.lv (E) 

 

LIECHTENSTEIN / LIECHTENSTEIN 

Mr Michael FASEL, Head of Department, Amt für Wald, Natur und Landschaft (Office pour la forêt, 

la nature et le paysage), St. Florinsgasse 3, FL-9490 VADUZ. 

Tel : +423 236 6405.   Fax : +423 236 6411.   E-mail: michael.fasel@awnl.llv.li (E) 

 

LITHUANIA / LITUANIE 

Mr Jonas AUGUSTAUSKAS, Chief Officer, Nature Protection Department, Ministry of Environment, 

A. Jaksto 4/9, 2694 VILNIUS. 

Tel: +370 5 266 35 48.   Fax: +370 5 266 36 63.   E-mail: jonas.august@aplinkuma.lt (E) 

 

MALTA / MALTE 

Mr Alfred E. BALDACCHINO, Head of Biodiversity Protection Unit, Environment Protection 

Directorate, Malta Environment and Planning Authority, St Francis Ravellin, FLORIANA. 

Tel: +356 2290 1315;  (+356) 2124 0976.   Fax: +356 2290 1585.   E-mail: 

alfred.e.baldacchino@mepa.org.mt (E) 

web page: www.mepa.org.mt 

 

MOLDOVA / MOLDOVA 

Ms Stela DRUCIOC, consultant of the Protected Areas and Biodiversity General Division, Ministry of 

Ecology of the Republic of Moldova, 9, Cosmonautilor str., MD-2005, CHISINAU 

Tel: 373 2 226273.   Fax: 373 2 220748.   E-mail : biodiver@mediu.moldova.md (F/E) 

 

MONACO / MONACO 

Mr Patrick VAN KLAVEREN (Président/Chairman), Conseiller technique du Ministre 

Plénipotentiaire, Chargé de la coopération internationale pour l’Environnement et le Développement, 

Relations extérieures, Villa Girasole, 16 bd de Suisse, 98000 MONACO 

Tel : +377 93 15 81 48.   Fax : +377 93 50 95 91.   E-mail : pvanklaveren@gouv.mc (F) 

 

THE NETHERLANDS / PAYS-BAS 

Mr Jan-Willem SNEEP, Deputy Head of the International Affairs Division, Department of Nature 

Management, Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Management and Fisheries, P.O. Box 20401, 

NL-2500 EK THE HAGUE. 

Tel: +31 70 378 52 55.   Fax: +31 70 378 61 46.   E-mail : j.w.sneep@n.agro.nl (E) 

 

NORWAY / NORVÈGE 

Mr Øystein STØRKERSEN, Senior Adviser, Department of Species Management, Directorate for 

Nature Management, Tungasletta 2, N-7485 TRONDHEIM 

Tel: +47 73 58 05 00/707.   Fax: +47 73 58 05 01/05.   E-mail: oystein.storkersen@dirnat.no (E) 

 

Mrs. Elisabeth JERNQVIST, Senior Adviser, Directorate for Nature Management, Tungasletta 2, 

N-7485 TRONDHEIM 

Tel: +47 73 58 05 00.   Fax: +47 73 58 05 01.   E- mail: elisabeth.jernqvist@dirnat.no  (E) 

 

mailto:daba@varam.gov.lv
mailto:vilnis.bernards@varam.gov.lv
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POLAND / POLOGNE 

Mrs. Krystyna WOJCIECHOWSKA , Ministry of Environment, Department of Nature Conservation, 

52/54 Wawelska St., 00-922 WARSAW 

Tel….   Fax: …   E-mail: krystyna.wojciechowska@mos.gov.pl (E) 

 

Mrs. Dorota RADZIWILL, Senior specialist, Department of Nature Protection, Ministry of the 

Environment, 52/54 Wawelska Street, 00-922 Wazsaw 

Tel: +48 22 579  23 49   Fax: + 48 22 57 92 555  E-mail: dorota.radziwill@mos.gov.pl  (E) 

 

PORTUGAL / PORTUGAL 

Mrs Ana Isabel QUEIROZ, Biologist, Instituto da Conservação da Natureza, Rua Filipe Folque 

n° 46-1°, 1050-114 LISBOA. 

Tel : +351 21 351 0440.   Fax : +351 21 357 4771.   E-mail : aiqueiroz@mail.telepac.pt (E/F) 

 

Mr Pedro SARMENTO, Instituto da Conservação da Natureza, Rua Filipe Folque n° 46-1°, 

1050-114 LISBOA. 

Tel: +…   Fax: +….   E-mail : (E/F) 

 

ROMANIA / ROUMANIE 

Mrs Adriana BAZ, Directrice, Direction de la Conservation de la Nature, Ministère des Eaux, Forêts et 

de la Protection de l’Environnement, Libertatii 12, sector 5, BUCAREST. 

Tel/Fax : +40 21 410  0535 E-mail : baz@mappm.ro (F) 

 

SENEGAL / SÉNÉGAL 

Mr Demba Mamadou BA, Directeur des Parcs nationaux du Sénégal, Parc zoologique et forestier de 

Hann-Dakar, B.P. 5131 DAKAR – FANN. 

Tel : +221 832 23 09.   Fax : +221 832 23 11.   E-mail: dpn@sentoo.sn (F) 

 

SLOVAKIA / SLOVAQUIE 

Mrs Jana ZACHAROVÁ, Department of Nature and Landscape Protection, Ministry of Environment, 

Nam. L. Stura 1, 812 35 BRATISLAVA. 

Tel: +421 2 5956 2211. Fax: +421 2 5956 2031. E-mail: zacharova.jana@enviro.gov.sk (E) 

 

SLOVENIA / SLOVÉNIE 

Mr Peter SKOBERNE, Councellor to the Government, State Authority for Nature Conservation, 

Vojkova 1b, SI-1000 LJUBLJANA. 

Tel: +386 1 4784 539.   Fax: +386 1 4784 051.   E-mail: peter.skoberne@gov.si (E) 

 

Mr Marko JONOZOVIC, Head of Wildlife Department, Zavod za Gozdove Slovenije, Slovenia Forest 

Service, Vecna pot 2, p. p. 71, 1000 LJUBLJANA. 

Tel: +386 1 423 54 32.   Fax : +386 1 423 53 61.   E-mail: Marko.Jonozovic@zgs.gov.si (E) 

 

SPAIN / ESPAGNE 

Mrs Barbara SOTO-LARGO, Assistance technique, Subdirección General de Conservación de la 

Biodiversidad, Dirección General de Conservación de la Naturaleza, Ministerio de Medio Ambiente, 

c/ Gran Via de San Francisco 4, E-28005 MADRID 

Tel : +34 91 597 5459.   Fax : +34 91 597 5510.   E-mail : carmen.nuevo@dgcn.mma.cs  (F) 

 

Mr Juãn José ARECES-MAQUEDA, Direccion General de Conservacion de la Naturaleza, Ministerio 

Medio Ambiente, Gran Via de San Francisco 4, 28005 MADRID 

Tel: +34 91 597 55 94.   Fax: +34 91 597 55 10.   E-mail: jjareces@dgcn.mma.es (F) (E) 

 

SWEDEN / SUÈDE 

Ms Susanna LÖFGREN, Head of Section, Section for Wildlife Management, Swedish Environmental 

Protection Agency, S-106 48 STOCKHOLM, Sweden 

Tel: +46 8 6981540.    Fax: +46 8 6981402.   E-mail: susanna.lofgren@naturvardsverket.se (E) 

mailto:dorota.radziwill@mos.gov.pl
mailto:aiqueiroz@mail.telepac.pt
mailto:baz@mappm.ro
mailto:dpn@sentoo.sn
mailto:viestova.eva@lifeenv.gov.sk
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Mr Torsten LARSSON, Principal Administrative Officer, Aquatic Environment Section, Swedish 

Environmental Protection Agency, S-106 48 STOCKHOLM, Sweden. 

Tel: +46 8 6981391.   Fax: +46 8 6981042.   E-mail: torsten.larsson@naturvardsverket.se (E) 

 

SWITZERLAND / SUISSE 

Mr Raymond-Pierre LEBEAU, Chef de Section compensation écologique, Office fédéral de 

l’environnement, des forêts et du paysage (DETEC), Worblentalstrasse 68, CH-3063 ITTIGEN 

Tel : +41 31 322 80 64.   Fax :+41 31 324 75 79. 

E-mail : raymond-pierre.lebeau@buwal.admin.ch (F) 

 

Mr Hans-Jörg BLANKENHORN, Chef Secteur Faune sauvage, Office fédéral de l’environnement, 

des forêts et du paysage (DETEC), Papiermühlestrasse 172, CH-3003 BERNE. 

Tel : +41 31 324 78 32.   Fax : +41 31 324 78 66.   

 E-mail : hans-joerg.blankenhorn@buwal.admin.ch (F) 

 

« THE FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA » / L’”EX-RÉPUBLIQUE 

YOUGOSLAVE DE MACÉDOINE” 

Mr Aleksandar NASTOV, National Focal Point of Bern Convention, Dept of Biodiversity, Agency of 

Environment, Ministry of Environment and Physical Planning, Drezdenska 52, MK-1000 SKOPJE. 

Tel: +389 2 366 930. Tel: +389 2 366 931. E-mail : A.Nastov@moepp.gov.mk / 

infoeko@moe.gov.mk  (E)  

 

TUNISIA / TUNISIE 

Mr Mohamed Ali BEN TEMESSEK, Ingénieur,  Ministère de l'Agriculture, de l'Environnement et des 

Ressources Hydrauliques, Cité Urbaine Nord , 1080 TUNIS. - TUNISIE 

Tel. +216 71 704 000.   Fax.. +216 71 704 340.   E-mail: boc@mineat.gov.tn (E) (F) 

 

TURKEY / TURQUIE 
Mrs Idil ATAK-VALLIERES, Adjointe au Représentant permanent, Représentation permanente de la 

Turquie auprès du Conseil de l’Europe, 23 boulevard de l’Orangerie, F-67000 STRASBOURG. 

Tel : +33 3 88 36 50 94.   Fax : +33 3 88 24 03 73.   E-mail: turkeuro@noos.fr (E/F) 

 

UKRAINE / UKRAINE 

Dr Yaroslav MOVCHAN, Director, Directorate of Natural Resources, Use and Restoration 

Regulation, Ministry of the Environment and Natural Resources of Ukraine, 5Khreshchatyk Street, 

01601KYIV. 

Tel: +380 44 228 20 67.  Fax : 380 44 450 77 12   E-mail: iar@i.com.ua (E) 

 

UNITED KINGDOM / ROYAUME-UNI 

Mr John Louis ANGELL, Biodiversity Policy, International Coordination Officer Department for 

Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA), Kite Zone 1/10, Temple Quay House, 2 The Square 

Temple Quay, BRISTOL BS1 6EB. 

Tel: +44 1173 728/38.   Fax: +44 1173 728182.   E-mail : john.angell@defra.gsi.gov.uk (E) 

 

Mr Duncan WILLIAMS, Species Conservation Policy Adviser, European Wildlife Division, 

Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA), Zone 1/08c, Temple Quay House, 

2 The Square, BRISTOL BS1 6EB, United Kingdom. 

Tel: +44 117 372 6170.   Fax: +44 117 372 8182.   E-mail : Duncan.Williams@defra.gsi.gov.uk (E) 

 

Dr Stephen David GIBSON, International Advisor, Joint Nature Conservation Committee, Monkstone 

House, City Road, GB PETERBOROUGH PE1 1JY. 

Tel: +44 1733 866815   Fax: +44 1733 866855  E-mail: steve.gibson@jncc.gov.uk (E) 

 

mailto:torsten.larsson@naturvardsverket.se
mailto:raymond-pierre.lebeau@buwal.admin.ch
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II. MEMBER STATES NON CONTRACTING PARTIES / ETATS MEMBRES NON 

PARTIES CONTRACTANTES B 
 

GEORGIA / GÉORGIE 

RUSSIA / RUSSIE  [Apologised for absence / Excusé] 

SAN MARINO / SAINT-MARIN 

 

III. OTHER STATES / AUTRES ÉTATS 
 

ARMENIA / ARMÉNIE 

BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA / BOSNIE-HERZÉGOVINE 

HOLY SEE / SAINT SIÈGE 

BELARUS / BÉLARUS 

 

IV. INTERNATIONAL ORGANISATIONS AND SECRETARIATS OF 

CONVENTIONS / ORGANISATIONS INTERNATIONALES ET 

SECRÉTARIATS DE CONVENTIONS 

 
European Environment Agency (EEA) / Agence européenne de l’environnement (AEE) 

 

European Environment Agency (EEA) / Agence européenne de l’environnement (AEE) 

European Topic Centre on Nature Conservation and Biodiversity (ETC/NC) / Centre 

thématique européen pour la conservation de la nature et la biodiversité(CTE/CN) 

Mr. Carlos ROMAO, Director, Musée national d’Histoire naturelle, 57, rue Cuvier, 75231 PARIS 

Cedex  05, France,   

Tel : +33 1 40 79 38 70.   Fax : +33 1 40 79  38 67.   E-mail : ROMAO@MNHN.FR  (E/F) 

 

Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) / Organisation de 

coopération et de développement économiques (OCDE) 

 

Secretariat of the Agreement on the Conservation of African-Eurasian Waterbird 

(UNEP/AEWA) / Secrétariat de l’Accord sur la conservation des oiseaux d’eau migrateurs 

d’Afrique-Eurasie (UNEP/AEWA) 

 

Secretariat of the Convention on wetlands of international importance especially as waterfowl 

habitat (Ramsar) / Secrétariat de la Convention relative aux zones humides d’importance 

internationale particulièrement comme habitats des oiseaux d’eau (Ramsar) 

 

Secretariat for the Convention on international trade in endangered species of wild fauna and 

flora / Secrétariat de la Convention sur le commerce international des espèces de faune et de 

flore sauvages menacées d’extinction (CITES) 

 

Secretariat of the Convention on the conservation of migratory species of wild animals 

(UNEP/CMS) / Secrétariat de la Convention sur la conservation des espèces migratrices 

appartenant à la faune sauvage (Bonn) (PNUE/CMS) 

Mr Andreas STREIT, see UNEP/EUROBATS  

 

Secretariat of the Agreement on the Conservation of Bats in Europe (EUROBATS) / Secrétariat 

de l’Accord sur la conservation des chauves-souris en Europe (EUROBATS)  

Mr Andreas STREIT, Executive Secretary, UNEP/EUROBATS, CMS Secretariat, United Nations 

Premises in Bonn, Martin-Luther-King Str. 8, D-53175 BONN, Germany. 

Tel: +49 228 815 2420.   Fax: +49 228 815 2445.   E-mail: eurobats@eurobats.org (E) 

 

mailto:ROMAO@MNHN.FR
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Secretariat of the Agreement on the Conservation of Cetaceans of the Black Sea, Mediterranean 

Sea and contiguous Atlantic area (ACCOBAMS) / Secrétariat de l’Accord sur la Conservation 

des Cétacés de la mer Noire, la Méditerranée et la zone Atlantique adjacente (ACCOBAMS) 

Mr Andreas STREIT, see UNEP/EUROBATS  

 

Secretariat of the Agreement on the Conservation of Small Cetaceans of the Baltic and North 

Seas (ASCOBANS) 

 

Secretariat of the Protocol concerning Mediterranean specially protected areas / Secrétariat du 

Protocole relatif aux aires spécialement protégées de la Méditerranée (Geneva / Genève) 

United Nations Environment Programme – Mediterranean Action Plan 

Mr Humberto DA CRUZ, Programme Officer, United Nations Environment Programme – 

Mediterranean Action Plan, 48, Vas. Konstantinou Ave., GR-11635 ATHENS, Greece. 

Tel : +210 727 3115.   Fax: +210 7253197   E-mail: dacruz@unepmap.gr  (E/F) 

 

Secretariat of the Protocol concerning Mediterranean specially protected areas / Secrétariat du 

Protocole relatif aux aires spécialement protégées de la Méditerranée (Geneva / Genève) 

United Nations Environment Programme – Mediterranean Action Plan 

Regional Activity Centre for Specially Protected Areas (RAC/SPA) – Tunis / Centre d’activités 

régionales pour les aires spécialement protégées (CAR/ASP) 

Dr Chedly RAIS, Scientific Director, United Nations Environment Programme, Mediterranean Action 

Plan, Regional Activity Centre for Specially Protected Ares (RAC/SPA), BP 337, 1080 TUNIS, 

Tunisia 

Tel. +216 71 783 034.   Fax: +216 71 78 28 68.   E-mail : chedly.rais@rac-spa.org.tn (F/E) 

 

V. OTHER ORGANISATIONS / AUTRES ORGANISATIONS 
 

Balkani Wildlife Society (BULGARIA) 

Mr.Andrei KOVATCHEV, Member, representative of the NGO’s Save Krezna Gorge Campaign 

… 

Tel: +359 2 963 14 70.   Fax : +359 2 963 31 93.   E-mail: balkani@bluelink.net  (E) 

 

BirdLife International 

Royal Society for Protection of Birds (RSPB) / Société royale pour la protection des Oiseaux 

(RSPB) 

Mr Umberto GALLO-ORSI, Conservation Projects Officer, BirdLife International, PO Box 127, 

NL-6700 AC WAGENINGEN, The Netherlands. 

Tel: +31 317 4788 33.   Fax: +31 317 4788 44.   E-mail: u.galloorsi@birdlife.agro.nl (E) 

 

Mrs Nicola J CROCKFORD, European Treaties Adviser, RSPB - BirdLife in the UK, The Lodge, 

Sandy, Bedfordshire SG19 2DL, United Kingdom. 

Tel: +44 (0)1 638 717236.   Fax: +44 (0)1767 683211 (or +44 (0)1767 692365) e-mail: 

nicola.crockford@rspb.org.uk (E) 

 

Mr David HOCCOM, Species Policy Officer at The RSPB UK Headquarters, Royal Society for the 

Protection of Birds, The Lodge, Sandy, Bedfordshire SG19  2DL, United Kingdom. 

Tel: +44 (0)1767 680551.   Fax : +44 (0)1767 691052.   E-mail: david.hoccom@rspb.org.uk (E) 

 

Cyprus Conservation Foundation 

Mrs Artemis YIORDAMLI, Executive Director, P.O. Box 50257,3602 LIMASSOL, Cyprus. 

Tel: +357 25 358632.   Fax: +357 25 352657.   E-mail : ccf@globalsoftmail.com (E) 

http://www.conservation.org.cy  

 

Mr Adrian AKERS-DOUGLAS, Director, Cyprus Ornithological Society, P.O. Box 50257, 

3602 LIMASSOL, Cyprus. 

Tel: +357 25 358 632.   Fax: +357 25 352 657.   E-mail: adrian@spidernet.com.cy (E) 

mailto:dacruz@unepmap.gr
mailto:car-asp@rac-spa.org.tn
mailto:balkani@bluelink.net
mailto:u.galloorsi@birdlife.agro.nl
mailto:nicola.crockford@rspb.org.uk
mailto:david.hoccom@rspb.org.uk
mailto:ccf@globalsoftmail.com
http://www.conservation.org.cy/
mailto:adrian@spidernet.com.cy
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Eurogroup for Animal Welfare 

Mr Bjarne CLAUSEN, Eurogroup for Animal Welfare, 6 rue des Patriotes, B-1000 BRUSSELS, 

Belgium. 

Tel: +32 2 740 08 20.   Fax: ++32 2 740 08 29.   E-mail: info@eurogroupanimalwelfare.org or 

clausnar@get2net.dk (E) 

 

European and Mediterranean Plant Protection Organisation (EPPO) 
Mrs Fabienne GROUSSET, Scientific Assistant, 1, rue Le Nôtre, F-75016 PARIS, France. 

Tel : +33 1 45 31 12 74.   Fax : +33 1 42 24 89 43.   E-mail: grousset@eppo.fr (E) 

 

Federation of Associations for hunting and conservation of the EU (FACE)/ Fédération des 

Associations de chasse et de conservation de la faune sauvage de l’UE (FACE) 

Dr Ralf EISENBEISS, Secrétaire général adjoint, FACE, 82, rue F. Pelletier, B-1030 BRUSSELS, 

Belgium. 

Tel: +32 2 732 69 00.   Fax: +32 2 732 70 72.   e-mail : conservation@face-europe.org (E) 

 

France Nature Environnement – Réseau Nature 

Mr Frédéric DECK, administrateur de France Nature Environnement, Réseau Nature de France Nature 

Environnement, 8 rue Adèle Riton, F-67000 STRASBOURG 

Tel : +33 3 88 32 91 14.   Fax : +33 3 88 22 31 74.   E-mail : nature@fne.asso.fr  (F) 

 

Mr Christian HOSY, chargé de mission, France Nature Environnement, Muséum national d’Histoire 

naturelle, 57, rue Cuvier, F-75231 PARIS Cedex 05 

Tel : +33 3 88 32 91 14.   Fax : +33 3 88 22 31 74.   E-mail : nature@fne.asso.fr ( F ) 

 

Federation of Environmental and Ecological Organizations of Cyprus 

Ms Antonia Theodosiou, Architect and Environmental Egineer, 4, Liperti str., 2121 Aglantzia, 

Nicosia, Cyprus 

Tel: 00357 22 511397.   Fax:00357 22 442128.   E-mail: theodosioua@hotmail.com (E) 

 

Friends of the Akamas [Cyprus] 

Mr Spyros Stefanou, Civil Engineer and Environmental Manager, 28, Athalassas ave., Strovolos, 

Nicosia, Cyprus 

Tel: 00357 22 313750.   Fax: 0035722 879241.   E-mail: yioannou@logos.cy.net (E) 

 

Mr Yiannos Ioannou, Economist, 28, Athalassas ave., Strovolos, Nicosia, Cyprus 

Tel: 00357 22 313750.   Fax: 0035722 879241.   E-mail: yioannou@logos.cy.net (E) 

 

G.E.I. Grupo Especies Invasoras 

Mr Agustí PALAU GIBERT, Dirección: C/ General Mendoza 1, 9 C.P. 17002 GIRONA (Cataluña) 

ESPAÑA 

Tel : +34 646 695 205.   Fax: +34 987 263 527.   E-mail: eboreal@hotmail.com / 

gei.invasoras@wanadoo.es  (E) 

 

Il Nibbio – Antio 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 l’environnement 

Mr Giovanni BANA, President, Via Sant Antonio 11, I-20122 MILANO, Italy. 

Tel: +39 02 58304902. Fax: +39 02 58305005. E-mail: fein@nibbio.org.  http://www.nibbio.org (E) 

 

Mrs Paola MAGNANI, Wildlife Technician, Via Sant Antonio 11, I-20122 MILANO, Italy. 

Tel: +39 02 5830 4902.   Fax: +39 02 5830 5005.   E-mail: fein@nibbio.org (E) 

 

Ms Roberta CORNALBA, Office Manager, Via Sant Antonio 11, I-20122 MILANO, Italy. 

Tel : …   Fax : … E-mail : fein@nibbio.org (E) 

mailto:info@eurogroupanimalwelfare.org
mailto:clausnar@get2net.dk
mailto:grousset@eppo.fr
mailto:conservation@face-europe.org
mailto:nature@fne.asso.fr
mailto:nature@fne.asso.fr
mailto:theodosioua@hotmail.com
mailto:yioannou@logos.cy.net
mailto:yioannou@logos.cy.net
mailto:gei.invasoras@wanadoo.es
mailto:fein@nibbio.org
http://www.nibbio.org/
mailto:fein@nibbio.org
mailto:fein@nibbio.org
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International Association for Falconry & Conservation of Birds of Prey / Association 

internationale de la fauconnerie et de la conservation des oiseaux de proie 

Dr Robert Eyres KENWARD, Director for Technology Transfer, Centre for Ecology & Hydrology, 

Winfrith Technology Centre, Dorchester, DT2 8ZD, United Kingdom. 

Tel: +44 1305 213 606.   Fax: +44 1305 213 600.   E-mail: reke@ceh.ac.uk (E) 

 

Mr Christian de COUNE, Le Cochetay, Thier des Forges 85, B-4140 GOMZE ANDOUMONT, 

Belgium. 

Tel: +32 4 368 4021.   Fax: +32 4 368 4015.   E-mail: c.decoune@euronet.be (F) 

 

International Council for Game and Wildlife Conservation (CIC) 

M. Kai-Uwe WOLLSCHEID, Directeur général du Conseil International de la Chasse et de la 

Conservation du Gibier (CIC), CIC Budapest Executive Office, P.O. Box 82, H-2092 BUDAKESZI, 

Hungary. 

Tel.: +36 23 453 830.   Fax: +36 23 453 832.   Email: budapestoffice@cic-wildlife.org (E) 

http://www.cic-wildlife.org 

 

International Wolf Federation – Environment Action (IWFEA) 

Mr François VAN MEULEBEKE, President, 101 avenue Rommelaere, B-1020 BRUSSELS, Belgium. 

Tel: +32 2 479 6996   Fax: +32 2 479 6795   E-mail: francois.vanmeulebeke@advalvas.be (F) 

 

Journées européennes du Cortinaire (JEC) / European Council for Conservation of Fungi 

(ECCF) 

Mr Jean-Paul KOUNE, Vice-Président, Délégué ECCF, 27 rue du Commandant François, F-67100 

STRASBOURG. 

Tel : +33 3 88 39 67 76.   E-mail : jean-paul.koune.jec@wanadoo.fr (F/E) 

 

Large Herbivore Initiative for Europe – WWF / Initiative en faveur des grands herbivores en 

Europe – WWF (LHIE-WWF) 

Mr Fred BAERSELMAN, Program Leader/Coordinator Large Herbivore Initiative, WWF 

International, c/o WWF NL  PO box 7, NL-3700 AA Zeist, The Netherlands. 

Tel. +31 30 693 7324./ +31 715 61 2897   Fax. +31 30 691 2064. / +31 71 561 5760  E-mail: 

fbaerselman@wwf.nl (E) 

 

Large Carnivore Initiative for Europe – WWF / Initiative en faveur des grands carnivores en 

Europe – WWF (LCIE-WWF) 

Mr. Luigi BOITANI, Prof., Department of animal Biology, University of Rome « La Sapienza », 

Viale Dell’ Universita 32, 00185 ROME, ITALY 

Tel: +39 06 491 135.   Fax: +39 06 491 135.   E-mail: boitani@pan.bio.uniroma1.it (E/F) 

 

Mrs Agnieszka. OLSZAÑSKA, Natural Heritage and Biological Diversity Division, Coucil of Europe, 

Strasbourg, France / Institue of Nature Conservation PAS, al-Mickiewicza 33, 31-120 Krakow, PL 

Tel: +33 390 21 5315 (Poland: +48 12 632 27 55 ext.102)   E-mail: agnieszka.olszanska@coe.int or 

olszanska@iop.krkow.pl  

 

Liga para a Protecção da Natureza (LPN) 
Mr Jorge PALMEIRIM, Liga para a Protecção da Natureza (LP?), Est. Calhariz de Benfica /87, 

LISBOA. 

Tel: +351 21 778 0097.   +351 21 778 3208.   E-maiml : palmeirim@fc.ul.pt (E) 

 

Mediterranean Association to Save the Sea Turtles (MEDASSET) / Association méditerranéenne 

pour sauver les tortues marines (MEDASSET) 

Mrs Lily-Thérèse VENIZELOS, President, 1c Licavitou St., 106 72 ATHENS, Greece. 

[c/o 24 Park Towers, 2 Brick St., LONDON W1J 7DD, United Kingdom.] 

Tel: +3 010 3613572.   Fax: +3 010 3613572.   E-mail: medasset@hol.gr 

http://www.euroturtle.org/medasset. http://www.exeter.ac.uk/MEDASSET (E/F) 

mailto:reke@ceh.ac.uk
mailto:c.decoune@euronet.be
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mailto:francois.vanmeulebeke@advalvas.be
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mailto:agnieszka.olszanska@coe.int
mailto:olszanska@iop.krkow.pl
mailto:palmeirim@fc.ul.pt
mailto:medasset@hol.gr
http://www.euroturtle.org/medasset
http://www.exeter.ac.uk/MEDASSET
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Dr Max KASPAREK, MEDASSET’s Scientific Adviser, Mönchhofstr. 16, 69120 HEIDELBERG, 

Germany. 

Tel: +49 6221 475069.   Fax: +49 6221 471858.   E-mail: kasparek@t-online.de (E) 

 

Migratory Birds of the Western Palaearctic / Oiseaus Migrateurs du Paléarctique Occidental 

(OMPO) 

Mlle Barbara MARTEL,  Coordinatrice, 5 avenue des chasseurs, 75017 Paris 

Tel : +33 1 44 01 05 10.   Fax : +33 1 44 01 05 11.   e-mail: ompo@ompo.org (F) 

 

National Society for Nature Protection (SNPN) (France) / Société nationale de protection de la 

nature (SNPN) (France) 

Mr Alain ZECCHINI, administrateur de la Société nationale de protection de la nature, 9 rue Cels, 

F-75014 PARIS, France 

Tel : +33 1 47 07 44 97   Fax : +33 1 47 07 44 97   E-mail : a.zecchini@worldnet.fr (F) 

 

Pro Natura - Swiss League for Nature Protection / Pro Natura – Ligue suisse pour la protection 

de la nature 

Mrs Brigit WYSS, Projektleiterin Umweltrecht, Abt.Politik und Internationales, Pro Natura, 

Wartenbergstrasse 22, Postfach, CH-4020 BALE, Switzerland. 

Tél: +41 (0) 61 317 91 91.   Fax : +41 (0) 61 317 92 66.   E-mail: brigit.wyss@pronatura.ch (E) 

http://www.pronatura.ch  

 

Societas Europaea Herpetologica (SEH) 

Dr. Tony GENT, SEH Representative, The Herpetological Conservation Trust, 655a Christchurch 

Road, Boscombe, Bournemouth, Dorset BH1 4AP, United Kingdom. 

Tel : +44 01202 391319.   E-mail: tony.gent@herpconstrust.org.uk (E) 

 

Mr Kurt GROSSENBACHER, Dr. phil. Nat., Curator, Societas Europaea Herpetologica, Naturhistor. 

Museum, Bernastr. 15, CH-3005 BERN. 

Tel: +41 31 350 72 82.   Fax: +41 30 350 74 99.   E-mail: kurt.grossenbacher@nmbe.unibe.ch E) 

 

Société nationale de Protection de la Nature (SNPN) 
Mr Alain ZECCHINI, Administrateur, 9, rue Cels, F-75014 PARIS, France. 

Tel/Fax : +33 1 47 07 44 97.   E-mail : a-zecchini@club-internet.fr (F) 

 

Study, Research and Conservation Centre for Environment in Alsace / Centre d’étude, de 

recherche et de protection de l’environnement en Alsace (CERPEA) 

Mr Gérard BAUMGART, Expert ONG, Centre d’étude de recherche et de protection de 

l’environnement en Alsace (CERPEA), 12, rue de Touraine, 67100 STRASBOURG, France. 

Tel/Fax : +33 3 88 39 42 74.   E-mail : baumgart@noos.fr (F) 

 

Mr Guy HILDWEIN, Docteur es Sciences, 1, avenue d’Alsace, 67000 STRASBOURG. (F) 

 

The World Conservation Union / L’Union mondiale pour la nature (IUCN/UICN) 

Mr Piero GENOVESI, (see Italy / voir Italie) 

 

World Wide Fund for Nature / Fonds mondial pour la nature (WWF) 

Ms Sandra JEN, European Ecological Networks Policy Officer, WWF European Policy Office, 

36, avenue de Tervuren – Boîte 12, B-1040 BRUSSELS, Belgique. 

Tel : +32 2 743 88 00.   Fax : +32 2 743 88 19.   E-mail: sjen@wwfepo.org (E/F) 

 

mailto:kasparek@t-online.de
mailto:ompo@ompo.org
mailto:a.zecchini@worldnet.fr
mailto:brigit.wyss@pronatura.ch
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VI. CONSULTANTS / EXPERTS CONSULTANTS 
 

Dr Max KASPAREK, MEDASSET’s Scientific Adviser, Mönchhofstr. 16, 69120 HEIDELBERG, 

Germany. 

Tel: +49 6221 475069.   Fax: +49 6221 471858.   E-mail: kasparek@t-online.de (E) 

 

Mr Michael B USHER, Leverhulme Emeritus Fellow, c/o Department of Environmental Science, 

University of Stirling, STIRLING FK9 4LA, United Kingdom. 

Tel: +44 (0) 1786 466552.   Fax : +44 (0) 1786 467843.   E-mail: m.b.usher@stir.ac.uk (E) 

 

Mr Joan MAYOL, Biologiste, Direction Générale Biodiversité, Gouvernement des îles Baléares, Avda 

G. Alomar 33, E-07006 PALMA, Espagne. 

Tel +34 971 176103.   Fax : +34 971 176801.   E-mail : jmayol@dgmambie.caib.es (F) 

 

Mr Anthony ELLUL, Authority, Malta Environment and Planning St Francis Ravelin, PO Box 200, 

CMR 02 FLORIANA / Malta. 

Tel: +356 2290 1532.   Fax: +356 222122 4846.   E-mail: Tony.Ellul@mepa.org.mt (E) 

 

Mr Piero GENOVESI, Researcher, National Wildlife Institute, Via Ca’ Formacetta 9, 

I-40064 OZZANO EMILIA (BO), Italy. 

Tel: +39 051 6512 228.   Fax: +39 051 796 628.   E-mail : infspapk@iperbole.bologna.it (E) 

 

Mrs Clare SHINE, Consultant in Environmental Policy and Law, IUCN Commission on 

Environmental Law, 37 rue Erlanger, F-75016 PARIS, France. 

Tel : +33 1 46 51 90 11.   Fax : +33 1 46 51 90 10.   E-mail : clare.shine@noos.fr (E/F) 

 

Mr Marc ROEKAERTS, Ringlaan 57, B-3530 HOUTHALEN, Belgium. 

Tel : +32 11 60 42 34.   Fax : +32 11 60 24 59.   E-mail : eureko@pophost.eunet.be (E/F) 

 

Mr Guy BERTHOUD, ECONAT, Bureau d’études en écologie appliquée, Rue du Lac 6, CH-1400 

YVERDON LES BAINS, Suisse 

Tel : +41 24 425 92 63.   Fax : +41 24 426 20 63.   E-mail : econat@bluewin.ch (F) 

 

Mr Luigi BOITANI, Professor and Dept. Chair, University of Rome « La Sapienza », Department of 

Animal Biology, Viale Università 32, I-00185 ROMA, Italy. 

Tel: +39 06 491 135.   Fax: +39 06 491 135.   E-mail: boitani@pan.bio.uniroma1.it (E) 

 

Mr Andreas DEMETROPOULOS, President, Cyprus Wildlife Society, Emmanuel Xanthou 11, 

Macedonitissa, 2415 NICOSIA, Cyprus 

Tel: +357 22 350 316.   Fax: +357 22 350 316.   E-mail: andrecws@logos.cy.net (E) 

 

VII. INTERPRETERS / INTERPRETES 
 

Mrs Ingrid CATTON-CONTY, 26, rue de l’Yvette, F-75016 PARIS, France. 

Tel: +33 1 45 44 22 52.   Fax: +33 1 40 50 04 22.   E-mail: Ingrid.Catton@wanadoo.fr 

 

Mrs Starr PIROT, Chemin des Mollards, CH-1261 St. GEORGE, Suisse. 

Tel/Fax : +41 22 368 20 67 

 

Mrs Anne-Marie ARBAJI, 62 boulevard de la Mission Marchand, F-92400 COURBEVOIE, France. 

Tel : +33 1 47 89 34 55.   E-mail : amarbaji@aol.com  
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Interprètes allemandes : 

Ms Simone IRSFELD, Referat 1 I 4 Sprachendienst, Postfach 12 06 29, 53048 BONN 

Te : +49 1888 305-2276.   Fax : +49 1888 305-2289.   E-mail : Simone.Irsfeld@bmu.bund.de 

 

Ms Enken TADSEN-DUCH, Referat Z I 4 Sprachendienst, Postfach 12 06 29, 53048 BONN. 

Tel: +49 1888 305-2282.   Fax: +49 1888 305-2289.   E-mail: Enken.Tadsen-Duch@bmu.bund.de 

 

VIII. SECRETARIAT / SECRETARIAT 
 

Council of Europe / Conseil de l’Europe, Directorate of Culture and of Cultural and Natural 

Heritage / Direction de la Culture et du Patrimoine culturel et naturel, F-67075 STRASBOURG 

CEDEX, France 

Tel : +33 3 88 41 20 00.   Fax : +33 3 88 41 37 51 

 

Mr Bendik RUGAAS, General Director / Directeur Général, Directorate General of Education, Culture 

and Heritage, Youth and Sport / Direction générale Education, Culture et Patrimoine, Jeunesse et Sport 

Tel: +33 3 88 41 22 35.   E-mail: bendik.rugaas@coe.int  

 

Mr José-Maria BALLESTER, Director of Culture and Cultural and Natural Heritage / Directeur de la 

Culture et du Patrimoine Culturel et Naturel 

Tel : +33 3 88 41 22 50.   E-mail : josé-maria.ballester@coe.int  

 

Mr Eladio FERNÁNDEZ-GALIANO, Head of Natural Heritage and Biological Diversity Division / 

Chef de la Division du Patrimoine naturel et de la Diversité biologique 

Tel : +33 3 88 41 22 59   Fax : +33 3 88 41 37 51   E-mail : eladio.fernandez-galiano@coe.int 

 

Mrs Françoise BAUER,  Principal administrative assistant / Assistante administrative principale, Natural 

Heritage and Biological Diversity Division / Division du Patrimoine naturel et de la Diversité biologique 

Tel :  +33 3 88 41 22 61.   Fax : +33 3 88 41 37 51.   E-mail : francoise.bauer@coe.int 

 

Mrs Hélène BOUGUESSA, Principal administrative assistant / Assistante administrative principale, 

Natural Heritage and Biological Diversity Division / Division du Patrimoine naturel et de la Diversité 

biologique 

Tel :  +33 3 88 41 22 64.   Fax : +33 3 88 41 37 51.   E-mail : helene.bouguessa@coe.int 

 

Mrs Véronique de CUSSAC, Natural Heritage and Biological Diversity Division / Division du 

Patrimoine naturel et de la Diversité biologique 

Tel : +33 3 88 41 34 76   Fax : +33 3 88 41 37 51.   E-mail : veronique.decussac@coe.int 

 

Mrs Chloée DECKER, Trainee / Stagiaire, Natural Heritage and Biological Diversity Division / 

Division du Patrimoine naturel et de la Diversité biologique 
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Appendix 2 

Agenda 

 

PART I – OPENING  

 
1. Opening of the meeting and adoption of the agenda 

 

2. Chairman's report and communications from the delegations and from the Secretariat.  

 

PART II – MONITORING AND IMPLEMENTATION OF LEGAL ASPECTS  

 
3. Monitoring of the implementation of the legal aspects of the Convention 
 

3.1 Biennial reports (1999-2000) concerning exceptions made to Articles 4, 5, 6, 7 or 8. 

3.2 Four year reports (1997-2000) 

3.3 Proposal for Amendment of Appendix I: Fungi 

 

* Items for information: 

– T-PVS/inf (2002) 4 Report on the implementation of the Convention in Ireland (draft) 

– T-PVS (2002) 2 and 6: Bureau Reports 

 

 

PART III –  MONITORING OF SPECIES AND HABITATS 

 
4. Monitoring of Species and Habitats 

 

4.1 Invasive Alien Species. Report from Group of experts and seminar in Horta 

4.2 Birds. Report from Group of Experts 

4.3 Iberian lynx seminar and information from LCIE and LHI work 

4.4 Habitats: setting up of ecological networks: Emerald Network progress  

4.5 Results from COP–6 of CBD and preparation of SBSTTA-9 

 

* Items for information: 
– T-PVS/Inf (2002) 2,  5-18, 20-21, 25  Species Action Plans for Birds  

– T-PVS/Inf (2002) 23 Saving Europe’s most threatened birds 

– T-PVS/Inf (2002) 24 United Kingdom Ruddy duck control trial 

– T-PVS/Inf (2002) 26 Action Plans for Large Carnivores in the Pindos-Dinaric range  

– T-PVS/Inf (2002) 27 Ecological Networks for Lage Carnivores in the Carpathians  

– T-PVS/Inf (2002)   Action Plans for Large Carnivores in the Carpathians 

– T-PVS/Inf (2002)  28 LCIE Core Group position statement on the use of hunting, and lethal control, as 

means of managing large carnivore populations 

– T-PVS/Inf (2002)  29 Action Plan for the European bison 

– European Plant Conservation Strategy 

– T-PVS/Inf (2002)  30 Impact of windfarms on birds and precautionary measures 
– T-PVS/Inf (2002) 3 Conservation of marine and coastal biodiversity in the Mediterr. and the Black Seas 
– T-PVS/Inf (2002)    Conservation of marine and coastal biodiversity in the Altantic and Baltic Seas 
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_____________ 

* These items were presented only for information.  

 

PART IV – MONITORING OF SPECIFIC SITES AND POPULATIONS 

 
5. Specific sites and populations 

 

5.1. Files 

– Akamas Peninsula (Cyprus) 

– Green turtle in Kazanli (Turkey) 

 

5.2 Possible Files 

– Exotic forest plantations in areas of biological importance in Iceland 

– Illegal killing and trade of birds in Cyprus 

– Tourist development in Souss Massa National Park (Morocco) 

– Odelouca dam (Portugal) 

– Wolf control in Switzerland and legal status of the species 

 
5.3 On-the-spot appraisals 

– Motorway construction project at Struma (Bulgaria) 

 

5.4 Follow-up of selected recommendations from previous meetings 

 

– Recommendation 26 (1991) and 27 (1991) concerning conservation of  Natrix natrix  

and Euproctus platycephalus in Sardinia (Italy) 

– Recommendation 78 (1999) on the conservation of the red squirrel (Sciurus vulgaris) in 

Italy. 

– Recommendation 82 (2000) on urgent measures concerning the implementation of 

action plans for large carnivores [in its points concerning Bear, Wolf and Lynx in the 

Alps: Austria, France, Italy, Liechtenstein, Slovenia Switzerland, wolf in Spain and 

Iberian lynx in Spain and Portugal] 

5.5 Items for information 

Caretta caretta in Patara (Turkey) 

Badgers Meles meles in Ireland  

Caretta caretta in Lagans Bay , Zakynthos (Greece) 

 

PART V – STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION  

 
6. Strategic development of the Convention 
 

6.1 The Summit on Sustainable development and future work of the Convention 

6.2 Draft Programme of Activities for 2003 

6.3 States to be invited as observers to the 23rd meeting 

 

 PART VI- OTHER ITEMS 

 
7. Election of Chairman and Vice-Chairman 

 

8. Date and place of the 23rd meeting, adoption of the report 

 

9. Other business (items for information only) 
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Appendix 3 

 

 

 

Convention on the Conservation of 

European Wildlife and Natural Habitats 

 

Standing Committee 

Recommendation No. 91 (2002) of the Standing Committee, adopted on 

5 December 2002, on Invasive Alien Species that threaten biological diversity in Islands 

and geographically and evolutionary isolated ecosystems  

The Standing Committee of the Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural 

Habitats, in accordance with Article 14 of the Convention, 

Having regard to the aim of the Convention which is notably to ensure the conservation of wild flora and 

fauna, by giving particular attention to species, including migratory species, which are threatened with 

extinction and vulnerable; 

Recalling that under Article 11, paragraph 2.b of the Convention, each Contracting Party undertakes to 

strictly control the introduction of non-native species; 

Bearing in mind Recommendation No. R (84) 14 of the Committee of Ministers of the Council of 

Europe to Member states on the introduction of non-native species, adopted on 21 June 1984; 

Recalling Recommendation No. 57 (1997) on the Introduction of Organisms belonging to Non-Native 

Species into the Environment, and the use it makes of terms such as “native species” and “introduction”, 

as well as to the species , subspecies or varieties to which Recommendation 57 refers to; 

Recalling Recommendation No. 77 (1999) on the eradication of non-native terrestrial vertebrates; 

Recalling that under Article 8.h of the Convention on Biological Diversity, each Party undertakes to 

prevent the introduction of, control or eradicate those alien species which threaten ecosystems, habitats 

or species; 

Recalling Decision VI/23 of the 6th Conference of the Parties of the Convention on Biological Diversity, 

on Alien species that threaten ecosystems, habitats or species, and the definitions used in that text; 

Conscious of the high threat that invasive alien species cause to ecosystems, endemic species, and 

natural habitas in islands and in geographically or evolutionary isolated ecosystems (referred hereafter to 

as “islands and isolated ecosystems”); 

Desirous that precautions taken against the spread of invasive alien species be implemented with 

particular attention in islands and isolated ecosystems; 

Noting that no conservation efforts are to be devoted to the protection of alien species introduced in 

recent historic times; 

Considering that, in the case of species introduced in ancient historic times, conservation for historic and 

cultural reasons may be acceptable if recovery of the original ecosystems is no longer feasible, their 

conservation does not conflict with or preclude the primary aim of conserving and recovering the native 

biodiversity (impact assessment before conservation); 

Noting that for these species an expansion of the range may have negative effects on native species and 

habitats, and should not be encouraged; 

Noting substantial progress on regulation, management and eradication of invasive alien species has 

been achieved in Europe in the last five years; 
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Referring to the measures proposed in the Draft “European Strategy on Invasive Alien Species”, 

(document  T-PVS(2002) 8), 

Recommends that Contracting Parties: 

1. Establish special mechanisms to prohibit intentional introduction of alien species into and between 

islands and isolated ecosystems, without prior authorisation from a competent authority. A risk analysis 

and in some cases environmental impact assessment should be carried out as a part of the evaluation 

process; 

2. Take special precautionary measures to avoid unintentional introduction of alien species to islands 

and isolated ecosystems, in particular through tourism, trade, travel and transport; 

3. Assess the need for stricter legislation to prevent unwanted introductions between distinct regions of 

the same state or islands of the same archipelago; 

4. Carry out a detailed inventory of alien species in insular territories, estimating, among other topics, 

the following: 

- possible role of the alien species on native ecosystems, habitats or species, 

- impact of the alien species on public health or economic activities, 

- potential invasive character of the species with reference from other regions, 

- time and means of arrival, 

- reasons for introduction, 

- distribution and trends, 

- socio-economic and cultural value to people and other human-related aspects; 

5:. Identify, on the basis of the above information, which invasive alien species are causing severe 

damage to island native ecosystems, habitats or species, define priority action, and draw-up and 

implement plans to eradicate or control species of highest concern ; promote containment measures for 

those invasive alien species that cannot be technically eradicated; draw-up a precise plan for eradication 

of  target invasive species; monitor invasive alien species and update inventories; 

6. Disseminate information through appropriate networks, and national and regional clearing-house 

mechanisms; promote capacity building on IAS and sharing of experiences on eradication and 

prevention; 

7. Actitively support the use of native species or varieties in horticulture, afforestation, biological 

control, aquaculture, landscaping environmental management, erosion control, road construction and 

other cultural applications; consider in particular the use of incentives to increase availability of 

commercial stocks of native species for such purposes; 

8. Collaborate with other states, bilaterally, multilaterally and through the framework of the 

Convention and other relevant fora, such as the IUCN ISSG islands initiative, on the issue of prevention, 

control and eradication of invasive alien species in islands and isolated ecosystems; inform regularly the 

Standing Committee on progress made on the implementation of this recommendation and of 

recommendations 57 (1997) and 77 (1999); promote regular exchange of information on progress or 

success of eradication operations;  

9. Promote ecological restoration of areas adversely affected by invasive alien species in islands and 

isolated ecosystems, taking in consideration the need to maintain and restore ecological processes and 

the complex biological cycles of some species of conservation concern; 

10. Promote education and public awareness on the problems that invasive alien species cause to native 

ecosystems, habitats and species and the need to take precautionary measures and eradication; approach 

relevant stakeholders in particular, horticultural, forestry, aquaculture, angling and hunter communities  
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to look for their collaboration in the measures to avoid new introductions and in the eradication of 

invasive alien species; carry out specific education campaigns aimed to schools, relevant target groups 

and the general public; actively promote and publicise the benefits for biodiversity of preventing, 

controlling or eradicating IAS; 

11. Promote scientific research on invasive alien species and on their role in ecological processes; 

improve existing databases; carry out long-term monitoring programmes; 

 

Specific recommendations for the Macaronesian Region: 

 

Recommends that the governments of Portugal and Spain: 

12.  Consider the creation of a specific framework for co-operation on Invasive Alien Species in the 

Macaronesian region, involving the Regional Governments of Azores, Madeira and the Canary Islands ; 

13. Examine carefully the possibility to continue eradication of rabbits, rats and feral cats from small 

islands, islets and promote their contaiment, to avoid their impact on areas of special importance for 

Macaronesian endemics; examine carefully the need to reinforce actions of control and containment of 

plant species threatening endemic species listed in Appendix I of the convention or their natural habitats; 

Recommends that Spain:  

14. Take effective steps towards the eradication of the mufflon (Ovis ammon) from Tenerife and the 

Barbary sheep (Ammotragus lervia) from La Palma, given their high negative impact on endemic species 

listed in Appendix I of the Convention. 
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Appendix 4 

 

 

 

Convention on the Conservation 

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats 

 

Standing Committee 

Recommendation No. 92 (2002) of the Standing Committee, adopted on 

5 December 2002, on sixteen new Action Plans for most threatened birds in the 

Convention’s area 

The Standing Committee to the Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural 

Habitats, acting under the terms of Article 14 of the Convention, 

Recalling its recommendations: 

- No. 48 (1996) on the conservation of globally threatened birds in Europe, 

- No. 61 (1997) on the conservation of the White-headed Duck (Oxyura leucocephala) 

- No. 62 (1997) on the conservation of regionally threatened birds in the Macaronesian and the 

Mediterranean regions, 

- No. 88 (2001) on the implementation of five new action plans for globally threatened birds in 

Europe; 

Desirous to avoid a further loss of biological diversity in Europe; 

Aware that the design and implementation of Recovery Plans may be a useful tool to redress the 

situation of globally threatened birds in the Convention’s area; 

Noting the value and usefulness of birds action plans already endorsed by the Committee in previous 

recommendations and carried out by numerous states, 

Welcoming collaboration with the European Commission, with UNEP/CMS Africa-Eurasia Waterfowl 

Agreement, with the Protocol concerning Mediterranean Specially Protected Areas of the Barcelona 

Convention, with the Ramsar Convention and other appropriate biodiversity related treaties and 

programmes, in the implementation of the actions plans, and recognising equally the positive co-

operation established with BirdLife International and its partners and Wetlands International; 

Referring to the 16 new Action Plans on European globally threatened birds presented by to the 

Committee by BirdLife; 

Desirous to take prompt action for the conservation of Europe's most threatened birds, 

Recommends that Contracting Parties to the Convention or States invited to accede thereto or to attend 

sessions of the Standing Committee as observers: 

Carry out (or, if appropriate, reinforce) National Action Plans for the species listed in Appendix to the 

recommendation; take note, in that context, of the above-mentioned Action Plans on European globally 

threatened birds. 
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Appendix to Recommendation No. 92 (2002) 

List of 16 bird species concerned by the Recommendation 

 

1. Lanner falcon (Falco biarmicus) 

2. Eleonora's falcon (Falco eleonorae) 

3. Roseate tern (Sterna dougallii) 

4. Gyrfalcon (Falco rusticolus) 

5. Balearic shearwater (Puffinus mauretanicus) 

6. Crested coot (Fulica cristata) 

7. Corso-Sardinian goshawk (Accipiter gentiles arrigonii) 

8. Macaronesian sparrowhawk (Accipiter nisus granti) 

9. Cream-coloured courser (Cursorius cursor) 

10. Gran Canaria great spotted woodpecker (Dendrocopos major thanneri) 

11. Italian grey partridge (Perdix perdix italica) 

12. Scottish crossbill (Loxia scotica) 

13. Sicilian rock partridge (Alectoris graeca whitakeri) 

14. Tenerife great spotted woodpecker (Dendrocopos major canariensis) 

15. Canary Islands stonechat (Saxicola dacotiae) 

16. White-tailed Sea Eagle (Haliaeetus albicilla) 
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Appendix 5 

 

 

 

Convention on the Conservation 

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats 

 

Standing Committee 

Recommendation No. 93 (2002) of the Standing Committee, adopted on 

5 December 2002, on the further implementation of Action Plans for Globally 

threatened birds and on other issues of interest for bird conservation in the 

Convention's range 

The Standing Committee to the Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural 

Habitats, acting under the terms of Article 14 of the Convention, 

Recalling its recommendations: 

- No. 48 (1996) on the conservation of globally threatened birds in Europe, 

- No. 60 (1997) on the implementation of the action plans for globally threatened birds in Europe, 

- No. 61 (1997) on the conservation of the White-headed Duck (Oxyura leucocephala) 

- No. 62 (1997) on the conservation of regionally threatened birds in the Macaronesian and the 

Mediterranean regions, 

- No. 75 (1999) on the implementation of new action plans for globally threatened birds in Europe, 

- No. 88 (2001) on the implementation of five new action plans for globally threatened birds in 

Europe; 

Desirous to void further loss of biological diversity in Europe; 

Aware that the design and implementation of Recovery Plans may be a useful tool to redress the 

situation of European globally threatened birds; 

Welcoming collaboration with the European Commission, with UNEP/CMS African-Eurasian Migratory 

Waterbirds Agreement, with the Protocol concerning Mediterranean Specially Protected Areas of the 

Barcelona Convention, with the Ramsar Convention and other appropriate biodiversity related treaties 

and programmes, in the implementation of the actions plans, and recognising equally the positive co-

operation established with BirdLife International and its partners and Wetlands International 

Referring to the Action Plans on European globally threatened birds presented by BirdLife and Wetlands 

International; 

Desirous to continue positive conservation action for most threatened birds in the Convention’s area; 

Recommends that Contracting Parties to the Convention or States invited to accede thereto or to attend 

sessions of the Standing Committee as observers: 

 

General 

To all concerned states 

1. promote a better co-ordination of actions taken under the action plan by the different 

administrative bodies at the local, regional and national level; 

Albania 
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2. improve regulation and control to prevent illegal hunting, particularly in coastal wetlands,  as 

poaching is a risk to some globally threatened bird species mentioned in the recommendations above;  

3. improve law implementation, so as to bring under control illegal trade of animals, including 

stuffed animals, particularly birds; 

Bulgaria 

4. assess the potential impact of mining activities and infrastructure projects on species referred to 

in recommendation 48; 

5. strictly control the trade of raptors, both alive and stuffed; 

Croatia, Czech Republic, Moldova, Romania, Slovakia 

6. establish an effective system of preparation, approval, implementation, monitoring and review of 

species recovery programmes (or action plans), especially for the bird species covered by the 

international Action Plans endorsed by both the Standing Committee of the Bern Convention and the 

European Community, establishing appropriate priorities and allocating sufficient resources; take note 

in this context of the proposal in Recommendation No. 59 (1997) of the Standing Committee on the 

drafting and implementation of action plans for wild fauna species;  

Poland 

7. regarding the Via Baltica motorway, fully evaluate, according to Polish law,  alternatives to the 

route proposed Via Bialystock to ensure that there is no risk of damage to the Biebrza Marshes 

supporting large populations of globally threatened species: Aquatic Warbler, Greater Spotted Eagle 

and Corncrake; 

8. regarding the problem of the existing dilapidated dam on the Vistula River, to which a new 

Nieszawa dam is one proposed solution, in accordance with national law, undertake environmental 

assessments of all reasonable alternatives, including taking full account of the best solution for species 

listed on Appendix II of the Convention; 

Corncrake (Crex crex) 

Bulgaria, Moldova 

9. prevent as far as possible the loss of natural grasslands through their transformation into arable 

land or due to development activities; 

Ferruginous duck (Aythya nyroca ) 

To all concerned states 

10. promote research on the species outside breeding areas, so as to better understand the reasons of 

its decline; 

Albania 

11. strictly control hunting activities in areas where the species is present, in particular during 

migration; 

12. ensure strict conservation of the protected areas where the species breeds, in particular in 

Velipoja and Kune-Vaini reserves; 

Albania, Moldova 

13. prepare and implement  national Action Plans for the species as a matter of urgency; 

Bulgaria,  Poland, Romania,  Slovakia,  

14. promote an environmentally friendly management of fishponds that would favour survival of the 

species; assure, in particular that commercial fishing with nets does not interfere with the ecological 

requirements of the species 
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Croatia  

15. promote maintenance and an environmentally friendly management of fishponds that would 

favour survival of the species;  

Slovakia 

16. assure survival of the last pairs of the species at the sites Hrhovske rybniky and Senne rybniky by 

stopping habitat deterioration;  

Aquatic warbler (Acrocephalus paludicola) 

Lithuania 

17. manage meadows near Dreverna settlement and Zuvtates Lake in a way that prevents 

encroachment by reeds and bushes; 

Poland  

18. assure the implementation of the national action plan for the species;     

Dalmatian Pelican (Pelicanus crispus) 

Albania 

19. control hunting activities in the Karavesta and Narta lagoons, 

20. ensure permanent guarding of the nesting colony in Karavesta lagoon; 

Albania, Moldova, Romania 

21. prepare and implement national Action Plans for the species; 

White-headed duck (Oxyura leucocephala) 

Bulgaria  

22. ensure that commercial fisheries does not interfere with the conservation of the species, 

particularly in its main wintering grounds and stop-over sites in Burgas a Mandra lakes; 

Morocco, Spain, Tunisia, Turkey  

23. promote a regional Mediterranean co-ordination so as to assess the spread of Ruddy ducks and 

hybrids in the Mediterranean Basin and take appropriate preventive measures; promote exchange of 

know-how in the region on the eradication techniques and expertise; 

Spain 

24. maintain present control of Ruddy ducks and hybrids; 

United Kingdom and other relevant states 

25. implement national control programmes for ruddy ducks and hybrids, with the aim of eradicating 

the ruddy ducks and hybrids from all the Western Palearctic; 

Pygmy Cormorant (Phalacrocorax pygmeus) 

Albania 

26. control hunting activities in Lake Scadar Velipoje Reserve, Kune-Vaini Reserve and Patoku 

lagoon; 

27. give appropriate protection to former nesting sites (Lake Scadar, Velipoje Reserve and Kune-

Vaini Reserve; 

Albania, Moldova, Romania 

28. prepare and implement national Action Plans for the species as a matter of urgency; 
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Imperial eagle (Aquila heliaca) 

Bulgaria 

29. ensure that logging activities avoid having a negative impact on the species; 

Red breasted Goose (Branta ruficollis) 

Romania 

30. prepare and implement a national action plan for the species; 

Cantrabrian capercaillie (Tetrao urogallus cantabricus) 

Spain 

31. draft and implement, as a matter of urgency, a recovery plan for the subspecies declaring it 

"endangered" and informing regularly the Standing Committee on progress; 

32. strictly control poaching of the subspecies as a matter of urgency; 

33. modify forest management in the range of the species so as to improve the suitability of exiting 

forests for the subspecies and enlarge favourable habitats; 

Andalusian hemipode (Turnix sylvatica sylvatica ) 

Spain and Morocco 

34. promote the elaboration and implementation of an action plan for this critically endangered 

subspecies the distribution of which is limited to a few populations in these two states;* 

Eider (Somateria mollissima) 

To all concerned states 

35.  pay particular attention to the decline of this species and promote co-ordination with other States 

to improve its conservation status. 
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Convention on the Conservation 

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats 

 

Standing Committee 

Recommendation No. 94 (2002) of the Standing Committee, adopted on 

5 December 2002, on urgent measures for the conservation of the Iberian Lynx (Lynx 

pardinus) 

The Standing Committee of the Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural 

Habitats, acting under Article 14 of the Convention, 

Having regard to the aims of the convention to conserve wild fauna and its natural habitats; 

Recalling that Article 1, paragraph 2 of the convention requires Parties to give particular emphasis to 

the conservation of endangered and vulnerable species; 

Considering that the Iberian lynx (Lynx pardinus) is a fundamental part of the European natural 

heritage and is listed in Appendix II of the Convention; 

Noting that the population of the Iberian lynx has sharply decreased in the last decade, mainly as a 

result of the viral hemorrhagic pneumonia that has affected rabbits, its main prey; 

Conscious that other factors (modification of Iberian landscapes for game reserves, building of new 

transport infrastructures and dams, etc.) may have had also a negative effect on lynx survival: 

Noting with concern that the species may be in serious risk of extinction unless urgent and decisive 

conservation measures are taken;  

Desirous to avoid a further loss of biological diversity in Europe; 

Conscious that international co-operation and improved co-ordination between regional and national 

conservation authorities in Spain are essential elements for the effectiveness of conservation measures 

proposed; 

Recalling that one of the aims of the Convention is to conserve wild fauna and its habitats, specially 

those species whose conservation requires the co-operation of several states, and to promote such 

co-operation; 

Recalling its Recommendation No. 59 (1997) on the Drafting and Implementation of Action Plans of 

Wild Fauna Species; 

Recalling its Recommendations No. 19 (1991) on the protection of the pardel lynx (Lynx pardinus) in 

the Iberian Peninsula), No. 74 (1999) on the conservation of large carnivores, and No. 82 (2000) on 

urgent measures concerning the implementation of action plans for large carnivores in Europe; 

Referring to the Action Plan for the conservation of the Iberian lynx in Europe presented by the Large 

Carnivore Initiative for Europe sponsored by the World Wide Fund for Nature (WWF) (Nature and 

Environment Series, No. 111); 

Recalling the Spanish strategy for conservation of the Iberian lynx and recognizing the important 

efforts deployed by Spanish conservation authorities, at all levels, to redress the decline of the species; 

Recognising the support of the European Union to Iberian lynx conservation, particular through well-

targeted LIFE projects;  

Seriously concerned about delays in the implementation of the approved captive breeding programme, 
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Recommends that Spain and Portugal 

1. conserve and improve, as a matter of urgency, lynx habitat within its present distribution area 

avoiding further habitat fragmentation and the building of new infrastructures; ensure that other 

activities are compatible with the conservation of the species; adapt roads in lynx areas by building 

passages permitting safe crossing by lynx; take measures to efficiently reduce non-natural mortality in 

lynx areas 

2. maintain in a good conservation status all areas occupied by the Iberian lynx in 1980 (hereinafter   

referred to in this recommendations “lynx areas”), so as to permit a future recolonisation by the 

species, as they will be vital to its long-term conservation; 

3. adapt forest policy, hunting, management of water, and use of alluvial zones to favour lynx 

conservation; promote agro-environmental measures specially targeted to lynx conservation, 

establishing appropriate assessment procedures; give priority, in this context, to NATURA 2000 areas; 

promote the harmonisation of management methods for rabbit populations, adopting also protocols for 

efficient rabbit repopulation; 

4. provide incentives for landowners in lynx areas to take management measures that favour the 

species; such incentives may take the form of tax benefits, better public recognition of their role in 

lynx conservation and other image-improving measures, such of quality labels of products coming 

from lynx areas; 

5. manage as a single metapopulation all remaining lynx, including those in captivity; assess the 

feasibility of carrying out translocation of animals between the two breeding populations to prevent or 

minimize possible risks associated to genetic drift. 

6. ensure that the captive breeding programme aims to the conservation of the greatest possible 

genetic variability, incorporating to the programme lynx from marginal populations, in addition to the 

planned captures of individuals from the Doñana and Cardeña-Andújar populations; create a genomic 

resources bank as a complementary activity.    

7. implement, as a matter of urgency, the approved captive breeding programme; capture without 

delay the animals foreseen in the plan; take the political decisions and technical measures requested, 

so that animals dispersing in autumn and winter 2002 may be taken; support the captive breeding 

group and reinforce its activities; review the captive breeding programme to make it more ambitious; 

8. carry out lynx surveys and monitoring of populations, devoting more efforts to present breeding 

areas; survey and monitoring should cover all lynx areas and be of different intensity depending on 

whether the area is a breeding area, an area where lynx presence has been recently recorded or another 

area of the 1980s distribution; promote the establishment of common monitoring procedures within 

the Iberian lynx working group and ensure they are used in a co-ordinated way; 

9. promote research in the following topics, relevant to lynx conservation: 

 inbreeding expression and remedial measures (translocation, restocking, etc) 

 pathology of both lynx and rabbits; vaccine use 

 relation between rabbit density and lynx breeding success 

 distribution, density and mapping of rabbit populations in the Iberian Peninsula 

 non-natural mortality  

 effectiveness of conservation projects; 

10.  promote the inclusion, in all lynx conservation projects, of clear and measurable target; assess 

success of projects on the basis of their effect on the increase of lynx populations; 

11. promote awareness and increased involvement in lynx conservation action of all relevant 

stakeholders, in particular water authorities, landowners, hunters, non-governmental organisations, the 

business community and other appropriate social groups; associate these stakeholders in the 

elaboration and implementation of conservation plans and projects; give appropriate public 
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recognition to the importance of the involvement of landowners and their significant role in lynx 

survival; 

12. promote a positive image of lynx through special campaigns where the symbolic value of the 

species for Iberian conservation is recognised, along with the biological and ecological interest of its 

conservation; 

13.  improve co-ordination and co-operation among the different administrative bodies involved in 

lynx conservation, aiming to an increased efficiency; assure co-operation with the relevant 

international organisations and the civil society; ensure integration of lynx conservation concerns into 

sectoral policies; 

14.  improve the efficiency of Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) procedures, assuring their 

reliability and independence; 

15.  upport the establishment, within the Convention, of an international group to monitor and assess 

lynx conservation action; 

 

Recommends that Portugal 

16. approve and implement a national action plan for Iberian lynx 

 

Recommends that Spain 

17. carry out the improvement of lynx habitat in Doñana and in the Cardeña-Andújar area that permits 

a significant increase of lynx numbers before 2010, in particular through the recovery of rabbit 

populations; 

18. adopt and implement Iberian lynx recovery plans in Andalusia, Castilla-La Mancha, Castilla y 

León, Extremadura and Madrid 

 

Recommends that European Union 

19. promote instruments aimed specifically at the conservation of Mediterranean forests within 

European policies. 
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Convention on the Conservation 

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats 

 

Standing Committee 

Recommendation No. 95 (2002) of the Standing Committee, adopted on 

5 December 2002, on the conservation of marine turtles in Kazanli beach (Turkey) 

The Standing Committee of the Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural 

Habitats, acting  under the terms of Article 14 of the Convention, 

Having regard to the aims of the convention to conserve wild flora and fauna and their natural 

habitats; 

Having regard to the following Recommendations of the Standing Committee: 

- No. 7 (1987) on the protection of marine turtles and their habitat; 

- No. 8 (1987) on the protection of marine turtles in Dalyan and other important areas in Turkey; 

- No. 12 (1988) concerning the protection of important turtle nesting beaches in Turkey; 

- No. 13 (1988) concerning measures for the protection of critical biotopes of endangered 

amphibians and reptiles; 

- No. 24 (1991) on the protection of some beaches in Turkey of particular importance to marine 

turtles; 

- No. 66 (1998) on the conservation status of some nesting beaches for marine turtles in Turkey; 

Recalling that Article 3 of the convention provides that each Contracting Party shall take the necessary 

steps to promote national policies for the conservation of wild flora, wild fauna and natural habitats, 

with particular attention to endangered and vulnerable species, especially endemic ones, and 

endangered habitats; 

Recalling that Article 4, paragraph 1, of the convention provides that each Contracting Party shall take 

appropriate and necessary legislative and administrative measures to ensure the conservation of the 

habitats of the wild flora and fauna species, especially those specified in the Appendices I and II, and 

the conservation of endangered natural habitats;  

Referring to the on-the-spot appraisal report (document T-PVS/files (2002) 2); 

Recognising the efforts of the Governement of Turkey to protect the nesting beaches for marine 

turtles, and noting in particular of substantial progress in Kazanli beach ; 

Acknowledging that, in spite of some positive steps, still the beach of Kazanli needs considerable 

improvement to assure the long-term conservation of its quality for marine turtles nesting, 

Recommends that the Governement of Turkey: 

1. remove as a matter of urgency the row of greenhouses closest to the sea in beach section K3;  

remove, as soon as feasible, other greenhouses in beach section K3 through the appropriate legal 

and administrative procedures and restore that space to favour turtle nesting; 

2. move the taxi parking area away from the beach as a matter of urgency; 

3. periodically remove the plastic debris from the beach; 
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4. screen the lights of the municipality of Kazanli and the Soda-Chrome factory so as to avoid 

photopollution on the beach; 

5. maintain monitoring of the chemical waste discharge into the sea by the chrome factory; establish 

a reliable and permanent monitoring of nesting activities in the beach and make an independent 

assessment of potential burden of the natural environment of Kazanli, with substances released by 

the soda-chrome factory; assess the potential risk of effluents of the soda-chromium factory to 

wildlife; 

6. set in place a monitoring of beach erosion, so as to take remedial measures as needed; 

7. promote public awareness on the presence and interest of marine turtle nesting in Kazanli, 

addressed in particular to local population; 

8. fully implement the existing environment plan and assure the necessary financial and human 

resources to this end; 

9. remove illegal building in beach section K1; 

10. remove as appropriate the hazardous waste accumulated over the years close to the beach as a 

result of industrial activities; 

11. consider the removal of the wedding hall of Kazanli from the beach, to be relocated elsewhere; 

12. apply appropriate treatment to sewage waters from Kazanli, so as to free the back of the beach 

from pollution; 

13. look for an appropriate solution to remove houses on the beach that were constructed legally; 

14. reduce the impact of agrochemical products in the area around Kazanli. 
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Convention on the Conservation 

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats 

 

Standing Committee 

Recommendation No. 96 (2002) of the Standing Committee, adopted on 

5 December 2002, on conservation of natural habitats and wildlife, specially birds, in 

afforestation of lowland in Iceland 

The Standing Committee of the Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural 

Habitats, acting under the terms of Article 14 of the convention, 

Having regard to the aims of the convention to conserve wild flora and fauna and their natural 

habitats; 

Recognising the efforts of the government of Iceland to recover a part of the former forest cover of the 

island and welcoming the benefitial effects that afforestation will have for the biological diversity of 

the state and the control of erosion ; 

Noting however that some of the afforestation projects may negatively affect areas of importance of 

bird species protected by Appendix II of the convention; 

Noting that wetlands have become threatened ecosystems at the world level and that some of the areas 

likely to be affected by afforestation are wetlands or drained wetlands; 

Wishing to avoid further loss of biological diversity and the disappearance of rare habitats in the 

European continent; 

Recalling that the convention provides that Parties are to give particular emphasis in their conservation 

efforts to endangered species, especially endemic ones; 

Wishing that the protection of areas of importance for birds be integrated in a perspective of 

sustainable development for the island that include forestry; 

Conscious of the need to review present physical planning regulations so as to adapt them to a better 

protection and enhancement of the natural values of Iceland; 

Referring to the expertise carried out by Professor Michael Usher [doc. T-PVS/Files (2002) 3] ; 

Recommends that governement of Iceland : 

1. carry an overall environmental impact assessment of afforestation policy so as to be able to 

evaluate how present and future afforestation of lowlands may affect habitats and species protected 

under the convention; 

2. map, as a matter of urgency, areas of high biological value in Iceland so that such information may 

be used both for guidance to the planning process and to identify “Areas of Special Conservation 

Interest” referred to in Recommendation No. 16 (1989) of the Standing Committee; 

3. support and encourage afforestation giving priority to areas known to have reduced biodiversity 

value, such as eroded areas or heavily used farmland, avoiding as much as possible areas of bird 

interest or partially drained wetlands which might be easily restored to their former condition; 

4. introduce as a matter of urgency a system of statutory consultation between the Forest, Nature and 

Planning Agencies for new afforestation schemes up to 200 ha, promoting co-ordination and synergy 

among the different departments concerned; involve the local authorities and the civil societies in the 
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consultation process in the most appropriate manner; and establish in that framework an appeal 

mechanism to solve discrepancies; 

5. consider establishing a networking of environmental data that would be suitable for Icelandic data 

providers and users; 

6. draft and implement a National Strategy for biological diversity in Iceland; and 

7. designate areas for inclusion in the Convention’s Emerald Network of Areas of Special 

Conservation Interest. 
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Convention on the Conservation 

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats  

 

Standing Committee  

Recommendation No. 97 (2002) of the Standing Committee, adopted on 

5 December 2002, on the conservation of the Bald ibis (Geronticus eremita) and the 

tourism development project in Tifnit (Souss Massa, Morocco) 

The Standing Committee of the Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural 

Habitats, acting under Article 14 of the Convention, 

Having regard to the aims of the Convention, which are to conserve wild flora and fauna and their 

natural habitats; 

Recalling that Article 1, paragraph 2, of the Convention requires Parties to give particular emphasis to 

species which are endangered and vulnerable, including migratory species; 

Referring to the other provisions of the Convention on the protection of habitats and the conservation 

of species; 

Given that the bald ibis belongs to the family of threskiornithidae, all the species of which are 

included in Appendix II of the Convention and that it is also one of the most endangered bird species 

in the world,  and that its only viable population in the wild is dependent on the healthy ecological 

state of this region; 

Recalling its own recommendations on the conservation of birds, particularly 

Recommendation n° 60 (1997) of the Standing Committee; 

Taking into account the report by Mr Joan Mayol, drawn up after his on-site visit [document 

T-PVS/Files (2002) 6] ; 

Referring to the work carried out in the context of the Pan-European Strategy for Biological and 

Landscape Diversity in the area of tourism and, more specifically, to Committee of Ministers 

Recommendation n° R (95) 10 on a sustainable tourist development policy in protected areas; 

Recognising that the Souss Massa National Park and the Tamri region are home to the last sanctuary 

of the world’s only population of the bald ibis; 

Noting, in addition, that the park represents a migratory stopping-off point of international importance 

for thousands of waterfowl; 

Emphasising Morocco’s international responsibility in the task of conserving this species, but also that 

of other States involved in development projects on the Moroccan territory; 

Noting the exemplary role played by BirdLife International in terms of advice and assistance, a true 

example of partnership between a non-governmental organisation and a public institution; 

Given the major risks that the Club Méditerranée or any similar project inevitably poses for the 

conservation of the bald ibis, the natural biotopes and the Souss Massa National Park; 

Considering that such a project is in contradiction with the provisions of the Convention on the 

Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats, to which the Kingdom of Morocco is a 

Contracting Party (articles 1.2, 2, 3.2, 4.2, 6.b and 6.c); 
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Conscious of the concerns for local development, but nevertheless considering that any tourism 

development, however legitimate, will only harm the local natural heritage; 

Desirous to avoid further depletion of biological diversity through urgent action to save an endangered 

species, 

Recommends that the Government of Morocco: 

1.  oppose any project of touristic establishment that would be likely to threaten territories that are 

vital to the bald ibis and to authorise only development that is adapted to the park’s environmental 

constraints and conservation objectives; 

2.  take steps to ensure that the SONABA plot of land is restored to its former owner, namely the  

Department of Water and Forestry, and designated for conservation of nature and of the bald ibis. If an 

economic arrangement proves essential for this purpose, the resources must be found to implement 

this project as rapidly as possible inside the country, or through international fundings ; 

3. accord the highest priority to re-establishment of the Bald ibis, using all possible measures to 

increase the wild populations of this species, which is in an extremely critical situation, and to pursue 

research into the species with the assistance of the other Contracting Parties concerned; 

4.  consider the ibis – and the remainder of the local or reintroduced fauna – and the argan forest as an 

opportunity rather than a constraint, which could play an enormous role as an attraction for nature 

tourism. A development project based around the park, and not inside it, would be a good compromise 

between economic factors and conservation; 

5.  end the illegal occupation of the coast through cave conversions, and evacuate and demolish all 

illegal constructions, since they represent an unjustifiable occupation of the coastal zone, threatening 

areas that are vital for the ibis and preventing the possibility of the species’ expansion; put an end to 

other activities that are incompatible with the national park’s objective and that have - or are likely to 

have - an impact on the bald ibis (military shooting range, circulation of cars along the cliff, 

paragliding, intensive chicken farm); 

6.  increase the resources, whether legal, economic and human, designated for the conservation, 

management and monitoring of the park, which are inadequate if this unique site is to fulfil its 

potential for conservation and sustainable development; develop nature tourism and exploration of the 

rural heritage which can be a source of income for the local population; 

7.  extend protection to the Tamri area, situated outside the park, which houses a nesting site for the 

bald ibis; 

8. conduct awareness campaigns aimed at the local population, tourists, tour operators and investors, 

so as to inform them of the value of the local natural heritage; 

Recommends other Contracting Parties to provide their financial and technical support to the 

implementation of the measures proposed in the recommendation; 

Invites the international financial bodies to participate in the funding of some of the actions proposed. 
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Convention on the Conservation 

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats 

 

Standing Committee 

Recommendation No. 98 (2002) of the Standing Committee, adopted on 

5 December 2002, on the project to build a motorway through the Kresna Gorge 

(Bulgaria) 

The Standing Committee of the Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural 

Habitats, acting under the terms of Article 14 of the Convention, 

Having regard to the aims of the Convention to conserve wild flora and fauna and their natural 

habitats; 

Recalling that under Article 4 of the Convention each Contracting Party shall take appropriate and 

necessary legislative and administrative measures to ensure the conservation of the habitats of the wild 

flora and fauna species, especially those specified in Appendices I and II, and the conservation of 

endangered natural habitats; 

Recalling that Article 4 of the Convention stipulates that the Contracting Parties in their planning and 

development policies shall have regard to the conservation requirements of the areas protected under 

the preceding paragraph, so as to avoid or minimise as far as possible any deterioration of such areas; 

Recalling that Article 4 further provides that the Contracting Parties undertake to give special attention 

to the protection of areas that are of importance for the migratory species specified in Appendices II 

and III and which are appropriately situated in relation to migration routes, as wintering, staging, 

feeding, breeding or moulting areas; 

Referring to the report of Mr Guy Berthoud on the project to build a motorway through the Kresna 

Gorge, drawn up following his on-the-spot appraisal [document T-PVS/Files (2002) 7]; 

Bearing in mind the work carried out under the Pan-European Biological and Landscape Diversity 

Strategy, notably the code of practice for the introduction of biological and landscape diversity 

considerations into the transport sector; 

Considering that the Kresna Gorge site and its surroundings contain rare and endemic species and 

habitats of European importance that are conservation priorities and which Bulgaria has undertaken to 

protect; 

Recognising the role of the gorge on an international scale as a prime axis of migration for migratory 

birds and insects and also at regional level as a point of exchange for the different types of vegetation 

and animal populations; 

Having regard to the diversity of the ecological networks existing in the sector and the value of the 

archaeological heritage; 

Considering that the area concerned is a major component in the implementation of the Emerald 

Network; 

Aware of the foreseeable ecological impact of the motorway project on this natural sanctuary unique 

in the Balkans region; 

Mindful of the need to reconcile the economic and ecological issues raised by this project and 

convinced of the necessity of identifying a route compatible with the natural and human environment, 
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Recommends that the Bulgarian Government: 

1. take account, in the development of this project, of the imperatives of conserving fauna, flora and 

habitats as well as the concerns of the local communities in the municipalities concerned; 

2. ensure that the decision on the routing of the motorway is taken on the basis of an in-depth 

environmental impact assessment (EIA) supplemented by scientific and mapping data and any 

other useful source of knowledge on the area concerned by the project, to justify the choice of 

alternative as recommended in the expert's report; 

3. consider the possibility of abandoning the option of enlarging the current road since this would 

substantially increase damage to a unique site, without possible measures of compensation, and 

continue studying alternative routes located outside the gorge that would respect the natural 

constraints as far as possible and provide for the integration of engineering works and compensate 

for environmental impact; 

4. ensure that the choice of alternative is based not only on technical, legal and economic criteria but 

also on social and ecological criteria; 

5. institutionalise dialogue and seek consensus solutions with the different partners concerned; active 

partnership could be forged with non-governmental organisations with sound knowledge of the 

location of habitats and the presence of protected species, and the setting up of advisory groups 

could be envisaged; 

6. provide for the downscaling and rehabilitation of the existing road, restoring its initial status of a 

local road used by the farming community and tourists and thus ease current pressure on the site, 

with suitable planning to revitalise damaged areas and provide user information services; 

7. establish periodic site assessments (Kresna Gorge and motorway route), providing, as soon as the 

EIA is produced, the mapping and biological inventories necessary for long-term bio-monitoring; 

8. select the zone concerned for the Emerald Network, by extending the central site to cover the 

gorge entrance and exit areas, to take stronger account of the biological functioning of the natural 

habitats and the connecting areas between the sites (ecological network of core area plus 

complementary areas); 

9. ensure that adequate legal protection is given to the whole of the gorge site and its development 

areas. 
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Convention on the Conservation 

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats 

 

Standing Committee 

Declaration on the pollution caused by the “Prestige” oil tanker accident (Strasbourg, 

5 December 2002) 

The Standing Committee of the Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural 

Habitats, 

Aware of the extreme seriousness of the pollution caused by the recent accident off the coast of 

Galicia (Spain) to the oil tanker “Prestige” carrying 77,000 tonnes of oil, resulting in the spillage of 

thousands of tonnes of oil which has been washed up on the coasts and beaches of Galicia; 

Alarmed by the impact which this oil spill is already having on marine habitats and on fauna and flora, 

and by its potential negative impact on natural habitats and species protected by the Convention, 

including all 16 zones of the Natura 2000 European ecological network and on wetlands of 

international importance; 

Also alarmed by the economic and sociological impact which this oil spill is already having on the 

local population, given that several thousand people depend entirely on the use of the area’s fishery 

resources and on harvesting of the seafood which is traditionally produced there; 

Urges further development of the work currently in progress to control and eliminate the oil spill and 

prevent it from having a negative impact on conservation of the different parts of a coast of great 

natural value, especially by collecting the spilt oil and setting up barriers and dykes; 

Expresses its solidarity with all those who are carrying out these measures, be they government 

bodies, volunteers, NGOs or neighbouring countries; 

Urges Spain, Portugal and France to continue working intensively in the framework of a close 

international co-operation to prevent the oil from being washed up on the coast and to take the 

necessary measures for the protection of biological diversity and for its recovery; 

Expresses its firm hope that, to avoid new disasters of this kind, effective preventive measures are 

rapidly implemented by states and the relevant international organisations in the framework of 

international law. 
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Appendix 12 

Activities for 2003 

in Euro 

1. Monitoring of the legal application of the Convention 

1.1. Reports on the implementation of the Convention in two Contracting 

Parties and legal assistance to new Contracting Parties  

Reports will make a legal analysis of the implementation of the Convention in two 

Contracting Parties, suggesting way to improve such implementation and adapt it to the 

provisions of the Convention (for new Parties). 

Fixed appropriation for consultant 12,000 

2. Conservation of natural habitats 

2.1. Group of experts for the setting up of the Emerald Network of Areas 

of Special Conservation Interest  

Strasbourg: 3 days  

Terms of reference  

To do the necessary work to implement Recommendation No. 16 (1989) on areas of 

special conservation interest. The group will review the technical documents prepared 

by the experts and make proposals to build up the Emerald Network.  

Travel and subsistence expenses for one expert from each 31 states:  

ALBANIA,  ARMENIA, AZERBAIJAN, BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA, BULGARIA, CROATIA, CYPRUS, CZECH 

REPUBLIC, ESTONIA, GEORGIA, HUNGARY, ICELAND, LATVIA, LIECHTENSTEIN, LITHUANIA, MALTA, 

MOLDOVA, MONACO, MOROCCO, NORWAY, POLAND, ROMANIA, RUSSIA, SENEGAL, SLOVAKIA, 

SLOVENIA, SWITZERLAND, “THE FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA”, TUNISIA, TURKEY, 

UKRAINE 29,000 

Travel and subsistence expenses for 1 consultant 1,000 

2.2. Pilot projects for the setting-up of the Emerald Network at national 

level in some states  

Financial contribution for the setting-up of the Network in 4 States 44,000 

2.3. Consultants  

Consultants will be hired to manage the setting-up of the Emerald Network and to do 

the necessary technical work required, included software, lists, handling of data, etc. 10,000 

3. Monitoring of species and encouraging conservation action 

3.1. Invasive Alien Species  

– Group of Experts on Invasive Alien Species   

Strasbourg: 2 days  

Terms of reference  

The Group of Experts will finalise the European Strategy on Invasive Alien 

Species.  

Travel and subsistence expenses will be covered for one expert of each of the 

following 21 states:  

ALBANIA, BELGIUM, CROATIA, CYPRUS, CZECH REPUBLIC, ESTONIA, FINLAND, GREECE, HUNGARY, 

ICELAND, IRELAND, MALTA,MOLDOVA, MOROCCO, POLAND, PORTUGAL, SLOVAKIA, SLOVENIA, SPAIN, 

TUNISIA, UKRAINE 15,800 

Travel and subsistence expenses for 3 consultants 2,900 

Participants  

All Contracting Parties  

Observers  

All observer states and qualified organisations active in this field  
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– Seminar on Invasive Alien Species in the Macaronesian Region  

(Tenerife, 3days)  

Travel and subsistence expenses will be covered for one expert from Portugal 1,500 

– Training Seminar on Invasive Alien Species  

(Chisinau 2days)  

Travel and subsistence expenses will be covered for five consultants and other costs 4,500 

- Elaboration of a European Strategy on Invasive Alien Species (IAS)  

Terms of reference  

Finalisation of the Strategy and preparation of a European recommendation by possible 

adoption by the Standing Committee.  

Appropriation for consultants and technical meetings 5,000 

3.2. Invertebrate Conservation  

- Group of Experts on Conservation of Invertebrates  

[in co-operation with EIS (European Invertebrate Survey)]  

Cardiff 2 days  

Terms of reference  

To revise current problems of invertebrate conservation in Europe and to suggest 

adequate action. The group shall prpose measures that are adequate for the protection 

of invertebrates focusing on habitat types that are specially rich in invertebrates and/or 

specially important for threatened groups of invertebrates.  

Travel and subsistence expenses for one expert from each 20 states (2 days):  

ALBANIA, BELGIUM, CROATIA, CZECH REPUBLIC, FINLAND, FRANCE, GERMANY, GREECE, HUNGARY, 

IRELAND, LITHUANIA, MOLDOVA, THE NETHERLANDS, NORWAY, POLAND, SLOVENIA, SPAIN, 

SWITZERLAND, TURKEY, UNITED KINGDOM 15,800 

Participants  

All Contracting Parties  

Observers  

All observer states and qualified organisations active in this field  

3.3. Large Carnivores  

These activities are carried out in co-operation with LCIE. Within the Large Carnivores 

Initiative for Europe, a working group has been set up for South East Europe. This 

group is to adapt European Action Plans on Brown bear, Lynx and Wolf to the region.  

Consultants and co-ordination meetings 10,000 

Seminar in Romania on large carnivores in the Carpathians and the dangers and 

opportunities for the conservation of these species in the framework of the enlargement 

of the European Union. The Conference will also examine the adaptation of the LCIE 

action Plans to the region. Contribution to the conference for expert attendance 15,000 

2nd SCALP Conference (Status and Conservation of Alpine Lynx Population) p.m. 

3.4. Plant Conservation  

In co-operation with Planta Europea, implementation of a European Strategy on Plant 

Conservation.  

Consultants and meetings 6,000 
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3.5. Group of experts on the Conservation of amphibians and reptiles (co-

organised with the Swedish conservation authorities) 

Sweden : 2 days (if funds available) 

Terms of reference 

To revise current problems on herpetile conservation and to suggest adequate action. 

Travel and subsistence expenses for 1 expert from twenty States (2 days): 25,000 Euros 

3.6. Group of experts on conservation of common hamster (to be co-

organised by France and/or Hungary) 

2 days (if funds available) 

Terms of reference 

To revise current conservation problem of the common hamster and to suggest 

adequate action. 

Travel and subsistence expenses for 1 expert from ten States (2 days): 15,000 Euros 

p.m. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

p.m. 

4. Marine and Coastal Biological Diversity 

- The 8th meeting of the Subsidiary Body for Scientific, Technical and Technological 

Advice of the Convention on Biological Diversity (SBSTTA-8 of CBD) will deal on 

marine biological diversity. It would be useful to present at that meeting, what the Bern 

Convention and other bodies (the regional seas conventions and the Bonn Convention) 

are doing at the European level.  

This activity will be carried out in co-operation with other appropriate international 

partners.  

Meeting of rapporteurs 4,000 

- Workshop on Marine and Coastal Biological Diversity in European seas  

3 days  

The workshop will discuss appropriate European input into SBSTTA-8.  

Travel and subsistence expenses for 1 expert from 16 states:  

ALBANIA, BELGIUM, BULGARIA, CROATIA,CYPRUS, ESTONIA, GREECE, LATVIA, LITHUANIA, MALTA, 

MOROCCO, ROMANIA, SENEGAL, TURKEY, TUNISIA, UKRAINE 14,800 

Travel and subsistence expenses for 2 consultants 1,700 

Travel and subsistence expenses for 6 co-organisers 5,800 

Participants  

All Contracting Partie  

Observers  

All observer states and qualified organisations active in this field  

5. Monitoring of sites and populations at risk and Emergencies 

5.1. On-the-spot visits  

On-the-spot visits, by independent experts designated by the Secretary General to 

examine threatened habitats and travel and subsistence expenses incurred by such 

experts to inform the Standing Committee or its groups of experts 4,500 

5.2. Sites at risk as a result of an emergency  

Fixed appropriation to cover expenses for reports, travelling of experts or Secretariat to 

areas under a particular environmental stress as a result of natural catastrophes or 

accidents caused by man. It includes assistance to areas under political or military 

conflict. It may cover training of specialists, aid to establish environmental monitoring. 

This chapter will be only used under instruction of the Bureau and will be paid both 

from Council of Europe or by voluntary contributions  

Fixed appropriation for consultant 10,000 
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6. Awareness and visibility 

Funds for the conception, the translation, the photocomposition and publication of 

technical documents, posters, brochures, stickers, postcards, making of buttons, other 

documents. It includes publication in Internet and conception and update of a Website.  

Publication of a report on the positive action of the Convention in solving biodiversity 

related conflicts 25,000 

7. Operational expenditure of the Standing Committee’s Secretariat 

Fixed appropriation to cover travel expenses to attend the meetings of the Standing 

Committee and of the Bureau  

7.1. Chairman’s expenses  

Fixed appropriation to cover travel and/or subsistence expenses incurred by the 

Chairman or delegate T-PVS after consultation with the Secretary General.  

Expenses of the Chairman to attend the meetings of the Standing Committee. 

7.2. Delegates of African states and of some delegates of Central and 

Eastern Europe 

p.m. 

 

 

Travel and subsistence expenses incurred by the delegates of African states to attend 

the Standing Committee meeting or other meetings organised under its responsibility 7,500 

Travel and subsistence expenses incurred by some delegates from Contracting Parties 

of Central and Eastern Europe (on a temporary basis and after decision of the Bureau) 

to attend the Standing Committee 16,300 

7.3. Travels of experts and Secretariat  

Travel and subsistence expenses incurred by experts to attend meetings of special 

relevance under instruction from the Committee or the Chairman and Secretariat 

official journeys 12,000 

7.4. Meetings of the Bureau  

Travel and subsistence expenses incurred by the three members of the Bureau to attend 

the Bureau meetings 5,000 

7.5. Full-time secretary 40,000 

TOTAL 319,100 

 

 The Bern Convention Special Account will be used to cover expenses that cannot be covered by 

the ordinary budget of the Council of Europe. 

 

 The Council of Europe is expected to provide around 115,000 € for the implementation of the 

programme of activities. About 30,000 € will remain from the 2002 budget (from non-spent voluntary 

contributions). Parties are expected to provide with new voluntary contribution in 2003. A detailed 

report on 2002 expenditure will be presented to the Committee for information. 
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Bern Convention Programme of Activities and Budget for 2003 (Summary) 
 

in Euro 

1. Monitoring of the legal application of the Convention 

1.1. Report on the implementation of the Convention in two Contracting Parties 12,000 

2. Conservation of natural habitats 

2.1. Group of experts for the setting up of the Emerald Network of Areas of Special 

Conservation Interest 30,000 

2.2. Pilot projects for the setting-up of the Emerald Network at national level in some states 44,000 

2.3. Consultants 10,000 

3. Monitoring of species and encouraging conservation action 

3.1. Invasive Alien Species 29,700 

3.2. Invertebrate Conservation 15,800 

3.3. Large Carnivores 25,000 

3.4. Plant Conservation 6,000 

4. Marine and Coastal Biological Diversity 

 26,300 

5. Monitoring of sites and populations at risk: Emergencies 

5.1. On-the-spot visits 4,500 

5.2. Sites at risk as a result of an emergency 10,000 

6. Awareness and visibility 

 25,000 

7. Operational expenditure of the Standing Committee’s Secretariat 

7.1. Chairman’s expenses p.m. 

7.2. Delegates of African states and of some delegates of Central and Eastern Europe 23,800 

7.3. Travels of experts and Secretariat 12,000 

7.4. Meetings of the Bureau 5,000 

7.5. Full-time secretary 40,000 

TOTAL 319,100 

 

 

 

 


