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PART I - OPENING

1. Opening of the meeting and adoption of the agenda

Relevant documents:  T-PVS (2009) 1 rev Draft agenda
T-PVS (2009) 14 Annotated draft agenda

The Chair, Mr. J6n Gunnar Ottésson (Iceland), opened the meeting and welcomed participants (see
Appendix 1). He thanked the Swiss authorities for their kind invitation to host the 29th meeting of the
Standing Committee in Bern, marking the 30th anniversary of the signature of the Convention.

Mr. Moritz Leuenberger, Head of Switzerland’s Federal Department of Environment, Transport,
Energy and Communications, addressed the Committee welcoming Parties to Bern. He stressed the role
of the Convention in the defence of intrinsic non-economic values and the protection it gives to native
species in Europe. Mr. Leuenberger informed the Committee that a group of parliamentarians in
Switzerland are asking for the country to withdraw from the Bern Convention due to conflicts with the
wolf and lynx. He wished participants a good meeting and a good anniversary to the Convention in the
city where it was adopted.

Mr. Andreas Rickenbacher, Director of Public Economy of the canton of Bern, welcomed
participants to the meeting on behalf of the cantonal government. He stressed the close relationship
between the Convention and the canton of Bern, where it was signed in 1979. Mr. Rickenbacher
underlined the linkages between the two most important activities of the canton, agriculture and tourism,
with the natural resources protected by the Bern Convention. He stressed the need to balance the three
pillars of sustainable development, and promote incentives, public information and participation in order
to ensure the conservation of biodiversity for future generations.

Ms Regula Rytz, Municipal councillor of the city of Bern and Director of Public Works, Traffic and
Parks, introduced participants to the city of Bern and its links with bears, including the visit to the Bear
Park scheduled for Wednesday afternoon. She highlighted the city’s commitments to renewable energy
and increased efficiency, and called on the 30" anniversary of the Bern Convention as a good
opportunity to reflect on its successes. She wished participants a good meeting and a pleasant stay in the
city of Bern.

The Secretariat informed that document T-PVS (2009) 15 on “Draft comments of the Standing
Committee of the Bern Convention on Recommendation 1883 (2009) of the Parliamentary Assembly
of the Council of Europe on “The challenges posed by climate change” would be discussed under
“Any other business” on Thursday morning.

The Secretariat informed that two further Recommendations from the Parliamentary Assembly of
the Council of Europe (Recommendation 1888 (2009) “Towards a new ocean governance”, and
Recommendation 1885 (2009) “Drafting an additional protocol to the European Convention on Human
Rights concerning the right to a healthy environment” had been transmitted to the Standing Committee
for information (document T-PVS/Inf (2009) 20). In addition, Recommendation 271 (2009) of the
Congress of Local and Regional Authorities of the Council of Europe, on “The global challenge of
climate change: Local responses”, had also been sent for information (document T-PVS/Inf (2009) 21).

The agenda was adopted as set out in Appendix 2 to this report.

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

Relevant documents:  T-PVS (2009) 7 and 12 Reports of the Bureau meetings in March and September 2009

The Chair informed that the work programme for 2009 had been completed in conformity with
the decisions taken the previous year, except for the activity on the preparation of European Charter on
Angling and Biodiversity, which has been postponed for 2010 for reasons of availability of the
consultant. He thanked the Secretariat for the work done in 2009 and informed the Committee of the
new Contracting Party at this year’s Committee meeting: Bosnia and Herzegovina, and about the two
recent ratifications of Montenegro and Georgia, which have taken the total number of Parties to 50.
The Chair underlined the importance of co-operation and synergies with other biodiversity
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conventions and partner organisations, such as the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD), and the
Memorandum of Co-operation agreed with the Secretariat of the Convention on Migratory Species of
Wild Animals (CMS) and which would be signed at the end of the meeting on 23™ November. The
Chair informed the Committee that a new Memorandum of Co-operation had been agreed with the
IUCN, to replace an Agreement signed with the Council of Europe in 1962. Mr. Ottdsson also
mentioned the important co-operation with the European Environment Agency and ongoing
discussions on further joint work for the establishment of the Emerald Network. He thanked the
European Commission for their financial support of a 3-year project to develop the Emerald Network
in seven countries of Central and Eastern Europe and the South Caucasus. The Chair highlighted the
participation of the Bern Convention to ongoing debates on the post-2010 targets and the contribution
to a Conference hosted by the Spanish EU presidency in Madrid in January 2010, on “Post-2010
Biodiversity Vision and Target - The Role of Protected Areas and Ecological Networks in Europe”.
The full version of the Chairman’s Report can be found in the addendum to this report.

Mr. Robert Palmer, Director of Culture and Cultural and Natural Heritage at the Council of
Europe, welcomed participants and thanked the Swiss authorities for the hosting of the meeting. He
stressed the continuing difficult budgetary context in the Council of Europe, and called on Parties to
liaise with their colleagues in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs to get support for this activity. Mr.
Palmer thanked Contracting Parties which have made substantial contributions in 2009, and called for
increased support from Parties in the coming years. He summarised the main contents of the agenda of
the Standing Committee meeting and welcomed the presence of representatives of other Conventions
reflecting the institutional and co-operation links other relevant treaties as well as with the European
Commission, and NGOs. The Director referred to the important coming years to celebrate biodiversity
and address its continuous loss in Europe and beyond. He wished participants a good anniversary of
the Convention and a successful meeting.

Mr. Eladio Ferndndez-Galiano, Head of the Biological Diversity Unit, thanked all participants and
collaborators in the work of the Convention throughout its 30 years of existence, including NGOs and
the important role that they play. He stressed the need to look ahead and focus efforts on the future of
the Bern Convention, as Europe and the Council of Europe have changed since the Convention was
adopted. He regarded changes as opportunities and raise the need to reflect on the future success of the
Convention in a context of reduced resources. Mr. Ferndndez-Galiano underlined the innovative role
played by the Bern Convention as a “laboratory of ideas” and a network of governments, experts,
NGOs and scientists.

The delegate of Sweden, on behalf of the European Union, welcomed the invitation of the Swiss
government to host this meeting and recalled the important role of the Bern Convention as the first
legally binding instrument for the conservation of wildlife and habitats in the European region. He
further mentioned the good work carried out through tools such as expert reports, case-files,
recommendations, and action plans for threatened species. The need to co-operate closely with other
conventions, treaties and institutions was also raised, in a context of priorities to avoid duplication
with activities carried out by other bodies at the European level. In addition, a call was made for the
continuous support of the Council of Europe and Contracting Parties to ensure the effective
application of the Convention in the future.

The delegate of Serbia expressed her country’s support for the Bern Convention and ongoing
activities at the national level concerning biodiversity laws and policies.

The representative of the Federation of Associations for Hunting and Conservation of the
European Union (FACE) congratulated the Bern Convention and stressed FACE’s support over the
years. He presented a short publication on the 30" anniversary of the Convention reflecting the 12
principles of the European Charter on Hunting and Biodiversity, as a good example of good co-
operation and joint work.

The Committee took note of the informations presented by the Chair and the Secretariat on the
work carried out in 2009.
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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 Introductory reports: Bosnia and Herzegovina

Relevant document: T-PVS/Inf (2009) 23 Introductory report from Bosnia and Herzegovina

The delegate of Bosnia and Herzegovina presented an introductory report summarising the country’s
main administrative and institutional framework concerning nature protection, including the political
structure of Bosnia and Herzegovina, the country’s biodiversity richness, the threats faced, and ongoing
activities to improve nature conservation.

The Committee welcomed the introductory report by Bosnia and Herzegovina.

3.2 Implementation of the Convention in Slovenia
Relevant document: T-PVS/Inf (2009) 14 Report on the implementation of the Bern Convention in Slovenia

The consultant, Ms Aleksandra Maji¢ SkrbinSek, presented her report, including the legal and
institutional framework of biodiversity conservation in Slovenia, as well as the role of civil society.
She stressed the challenge of integrating biodiversity concerns into other economic sectors. Some of
the major issues identified were the need to strengthen institutional capacity to implement nature
conservation policies; strengthen species-based policies; improve cross-sectoral collaboration, in
particular with the agriculture and water management sectors; develop a national strategy on invasive
alien species; and continue developing protected areas system.

The delegate of Slovenia thanked the expert for her report. He shared the consultant’s concerns
about the need to apply the principle of integration into other policies, as well as the need to improve
communication between authorities and with NGOs. He further agreed that limited capacity to
implement international conventions and biodiversity policies was a critical issue. The delegate
encouraged the Secretariat to continue this approach of country reports as a very valuable activity.

The Committee thanked the consultant and took note of the report on the implementation of the
Bern Convention in Slovenia, which will be published in 2010.

3.3 Biennial reports 2005-2006 and 2007-2008 concerning exceptions made to Articles 4,
5, 6,7 and 8, and quadrennial reports 2001-2004

Relevant documents: ~ T-PVS/Inf (2009) 17 Biennial Reports 2005-2006
T-PVS/Inf (2009) 18 Biennial Reports 2007-2008
T-PVS/Inf (2009) 19 General reports 2001-2004

In conformity with Article 9, paragraph 2, of the Convention, all Parties having made exceptions
to Articles 4, 5, 6, 7 or 8 must present these exceptions in writing.

The Secretariat presented the biennial reports received.

The Committee took note of the reports submitted and invited the Contracting Parties which have
not yet fulfilled this obligation to do so as soon as possible.

The Secretariat informed the Committee that it had also received general reports prepared on a
voluntary basis.

The delegate of Sweden informed about their report, which will soon reach the secretariat.

The delegate of Monaco asked the Secretariat to amend the table to reflect the status of his
country as a member State of the Council of Europe.
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PART III - INSTITUTIONAL MATTERS

4. Amendment of the Rules of Procedure of the Standing Committee: Size of the Bureau
and elections of its members

Relevant documents:  T-PVS/Inf (2009) 5 rev. Amendment of the Rules of Procedure of the Standing Committee: Size of the
Bureau and elections - Proposals from the Bureau -

The Secretariat outlined the procedure followed on this issue since last year’s meeting, and
presented the document with the proposals from the Bureau regarding the size of the Bureau and the
procedure for the election of its members.

The Chair stressed that increased transparency and active participation of Committee members
were the key objectives behind the proposed changes.

After an exchange of views among delegates, the Committee agreed to amend the Rules of
Procedure of the Standing Committee to enlarge the Bureau to five full members; include the
procedure for the nomination of candidates; add a provision covering the possible unavailability of the
previous Chair to serve in the Bureau, in which case the Committee will elect three additional
members, instead of two; and review the language of the Rules of Procedure to make it gender-neutral.

The amended version of the Rules of Procedure of the Standing Committee is included in
Appendix 10.

PART IV -MONITORING OF SPECIES AND HABITATS

5. Monitoring of Species and Habitats

5.1 Invasive alien species

Relevant documents:  T-PVS (2009) 8 Meeting report of the Group of Experts on IAS (Brijuni, Croatia, 5-7 May 2009)
T-PVS (2009) 9 Meeting report EPPO / Council of Europe Workshop on the 'Code of conduct on
horticulture and invasive alien plants', Ski (Norway), 4-5 June 2009
T-PVS (2009) 11 Draft Recommendations on the control of the Racoon dog (Nyctereutes procyonoides)
in Europe; the control of the small Indian mongoose (Herpestes auropunctatus) in Southeast Europe; on
potentially invasive alien plants being used as biofuel crops; and on interpreting the CBD definition of
invasive alien species to take into account climate change
T-PVS/Inf (2009) 5 National reports on the implementation of Recommendations on IAS
T-PVS/Inf (2009) 2 European Commission Communication “Towards an EU strategy on invasive
species” (COM(2008) 789 final, of 3 December 2008)

The Group of Experts held its 8" meeting to pursue its task to monitor change on IAS and the
implementation by Contracting Parties of the Convention’s European Strategy on Invasive Alien
Species.

The Chair of the Group, Mr Huw Thomas presented the results of the meeting. Reports had been
presented by a number of Parties and organisations on their work on IAS — indicating good and varied
progress. Reports were presented by consultants, including on IAS used as biofuels (a growing concern)
and on IAS. It was noted that climate change was likely to influence IAS arriving and spreading in
Europe, threatening native biodiversity, but its precise influence on invasive behaviour would be difficult
to predict amongst other factors.

The Secretariat presented the result of a workshop, held by EPPO and the Council of Europe, on the
implementation of their common “Code of Conduct on Horticulture and IAS”. The workshop had made
a number of recommendations both to governments and the industry inviting them to adopt clear IAS
policies and the drafting and use of codes of conduct. Governments were invited to examine and
implement recommendation of the workshop.
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The Committee took note of the report of the meeting of the Group of experts, including the
activities proposed for 2010 and 2011, thanking the Croatian nature protection authorities for the
extremely efficient preparation of the meeting and the excellent hospitality.

The Committee further took note of the conclusions of the EPPO/CoE workshop on “The Code of
Conduct on Horticulture and Invasive Alien Plants”, thanking Norwegian authorities for the excellent
preparation of the meeting . It invited governments to examine and follow the recommendations from
the workshop.

The Committee adopted the following four recommendations:

» Recommendation No. 139 (2009) on the control of the Raccoon dog (Nyctereutes procyonoides)
in Europe (see appendix 3 to the report);

» Recommendation No. 140 (2009) on the control of the small Indian mongoose (Herpestes
auropunctatus) in Southeast Europe (see appendix 4 to the report);

» Recommendation No. 141 (2009) on potentially invasive alien plants being used as biofuel crops
(see appendix 5 to the report);

» Recommendation No. 142 (2009) on interpreting the CBD definition of invasive alien species to
take into account climate change (see appendix 6 to the report).

5.2 Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Climate Change

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2009) 4 Report of the meeting of the Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Climate Change
T-PVS (2009) 11 Draft Recommendation on further guidance for Parties on Biodiversity and
Climate Change
T-PVS/Inf (2009) 7 Compendium of national reports on activities related to biodiversity and climate
change
T-PVS/Inf (2009) 8 The impacts of climate change on European invertebrates, with reference to the
vulnerability of Bern convention species, by R. Wilson.
T-PVS/Inf (2009) 9 The impacts of climate change on plant species in Europe, by V. Heywood.
T-PVS/Inf (2009) 10 Protected areas and climate change in Europe, by M. Araujo.

The Chair of the Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Climate Change, Mr Snorri Baldursson
(Iceland), presented the report of the meeting held in Strasbourg on 2-3 July 2009. He thanked the
previous Chair, Ms Caroline Cowan (UK) for her guidance of the work of this Group of Experts leading
to the adoption of Recommendation No.135 (2008) on addressing the impacts of climate change on
biodiversity. Mr Baldursson informed about the 4™ meeting of the Group of Experts, including
discussions on the three draft reports presented, and proposals for its future work such as the impacts of
climate change on mountain biodiversity, island biodiversity, and the Mediterranean, among others. He
further informed the Standing Committee of the invitation to hold the next meeting of the Group of
Experts in Iceland.

The Secretariat presented the draft recommendation on further guidance for Parties on biodiversity
and climate change, including actions to address the impacts of climate change and related adaptation
needs for plants, invertebrates and protected areas in Europe.

The representative of the Regional Activity Centre for Specially Protected Areas (RAC-SPA), under
the Barcelona Convention, welcomed the work of this Group of Experts to which they have contributed,
and informed the Committee that climate change is one of the priority issues of UNEP’s Mediterranean
Action Plan. He added that they have carried out a preliminary assessment of the species and habitats of
the Mediterranean in relation to climate change.

The Committee took note of the report of the meeting of the Group of Experts;
examined, amended and adopted Recommendation No. 143 (2009) on further guidance for Parties on
biodiversity and climate change (see Appendix 7); took note of the proposals for its future work; and
thanked the government of Iceland for the invitation to host the next meeting in June 2010.
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5.3 Group of Experts on Island Biodiversity in Europe

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2009) 13 Report of the meeting of the Group of Experts on Island Biodiversity in Europe
(Tenerife, Spain, 1-2 October 2009)
T-PVS/Inf (2009) 12 Compilation of national reports on activities related to biological diversity on
European islands
T-PVS/Inf (2009) 1 International efforts to conserve biological diversity in islands, by J. Orueta
T-PVS/Inf (2009) 13 Towards a European information system on invasive alien species in European
islands

The Chair of the Group, Mr. Oystein Storkersen (Norway) made a presentation of the first
meeting of the Group. The Group, that will work also on marine species, examined a review of
European and global work on island biodiversity where both states and organisation explained in some
detail the scientific and conservation activities being carried out at present. The Group agreed that
gaps in knowledge was still a problem, as well as invasive alien species. Reports were presented on
IAS in the Canary Islands, on biosecurity on islands and on climate change effects on island
biodiversity. A report was presented on the update for Europe of a database on IAS for European
islands.

The Group identified a number of activities which could be developed in the next years, in
particular the preparation of a Charter on European Islands; the identification of knowledge gaps in
European threatened island biodiversity; the identification of knowledge gaps on Invasive Alien
Species on European islands; and the drafting of manual of best practice of island biodiversity
conservation.

The Committee took note of the report of the meeting, thanking the conservation authorities of the
Canary Islands for the very efficient preparation of the meeting and the excellent hospitality. The
Committee took note of the proposals by the Group for its future work and welcomed the invitation of
the government of Norway to host the next meeting of this Group of Experts, in 2010.

5.4 Wind energy and nature conservation: Progress report

The Secretariat informed the Committee that the final version of the EU guidance was not yet
available.

The representative of the European Commission informed the Committee that the draft guidelines
on wind energy and nature conservation are about to be finalised as other services of the European
Commission need to review them. It is expected that the final text will be sent for a final check to the
members of the Commission’s Ad Hoc group on wind energy and nature conservation, as well as to the
members of the Co-ordination Group on Biodiversity & Nature. The Guidelines would then be available
in early 2010. The European Commission is also planning an additional tool/methodology to assess the
impacts of plans and programmes (including strategies or plans for wind farms) not only on Natura 2000
sites but concerning the coherence of a whole network. This further guidance is expected by June 2010.

The Committee took note of the information provided by the European Commission on the
finalisation of the guidelines on wind energy and nature conservation.

5.5 Habitats:

- Setting up of ecological networks: Progress on the Emerald Network

Relevant documents: T-PVS/PA (2009) 15 Report of the meeting of the Group of Experts on Protected Areas and
Ecological Networks
T-PVS/PA (2009) 14 First progress report of the CoE/ EU joint programme: “Support for the
implementation of the CBD’s Programme of Work on Protected Areas in Armenia, Azerbaijan,
Belarus, Georgia, Moldova, the Russian Federation and the Ukraine

The Secretariat informed the Committee about the work undertaken in 2009, including progress
on the EU-funded project “Support for the implementation of the CBD’s Programme of Work on
Protected Areas in seven countries of Central and Eastern Europe and the South Caucasus”; a national
workshop for the setting-up of the Emerald Network in Morocco, held in November 2009; and
ongoing discussions with the European Environment Agency on further co-operation.
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The former Chair of the Group of Experts on Protected Areas and Ecological Networks, Mr. Jan
Plesnik (Czech Republic), presented the results of the first meeting of this Group held in Strasbourg in
September 2009.

The Secretariat informed the Standing Committee about Switzerland’s delivery of a complete file
concerning 37 proposed Emerald sites, identified through a participative procedure. The follow-up of this
issue is included in the current discussions with the European Environment Agency for future work. The
Secretariat brought to the attention of delegates the request by Morocco to be associated to other
neighbouring countries in the Maghreb region, in order to follow-up the pilot project’s achievements and
foster the setting-up of the Emerald Network by using a common biogeographical region’s map. Finally,
the delegates were informed that among the conclusions of the first implementation phase of the ongoing
programme to develop the Emerald Network in Central and Eastern Europe and the South Caucasus,
there is a need to update the Bern Convention Resolutions n° 4 and 6 to include a number of species of
high conservation interest for the countries targeted by this project, as well as for other Contracting
Parties like Morocco and Norway.

The delegate of The Netherlands expressed its appreciation for the progress accomplished in the
development of the Emerald Network, as one of the cornerstones of the Bern Convention.

The delegate of Monaco praised the interim results achieved through the pilot project launched in
Morocco, and confirmed Monaco’s readiness to continue supporting these type of actions, with a view to
the possible extension of the Bern Convention to other North-African States.

The Standing Commette:
e  Recognised the positive results achieved in 2009 for the development of the Emerald Network;
e  Took note of the report of the meeting of the Group of Experts;

e  Took note of the final report of the CARDS/Emerald Programme, implemented in six South-Eastern
European countries, in co-operation and with the financial support of the European Environment
Agency;

e  Took note of the progress made in the implementation of the joint CoE/EU programme “Support for
the implementation of the CBD’s Programme of Work on Protected Areas”, targeting seven
countries of Central and Eastern Europe and the South Caucasus;

e  Welcomed the offer of co-operation made by the EEA, on the basis of a 5-year implementation plan
and in a mid-term perspective;

e  Endorsed the programme of activities of the Group of Experts for 2010.

- European Diploma of Protected Areas: Progress report

Relevant documents: T-PVS/DE (2009) 21 Report of the meeting of the Group of Specialists of the European Diploma of
Protected Areas (Strasbourg, 2-3 March 2009)
T-PVS/Inf (2009) 22 European Diploma of Protected Areas — Adopted Resolutions

The Chair of the Group of Specialists, Mr. Olivier Biber (Switzerland), presented the results of
the meeting focusing on the following issues :

» the importance of annual reports for the monitoring of European Diploma sites: the Chair invited
managers to send them every year;

»  the new collaborative platform aimed at facilitating communication between the Secretariat and
the award winning areas;

»  the low participation of members of the Group of Specialists, as only 50% attended the meeting;

»  the Group recommended the award of the European Diploma to the Central Balkan National Park
in Bulgaria and the renewal of the European Diploma to ten areas for ten years;

»  Concerning the two non-renewals still pending, the Chair informed of progress by the relevant
authorities in the fulfillment of the requirements: The management plan of the Belovezhskaya
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Pushcha National Park (Belarus) has been drawn up and the peer review is underway; and the
management plan of the Bialowieza National Park (Poland) will be finalised next year;

The delegate of Poland informed the Committee that the procedure should be completed by the
end of 2010, and that the protection of the old-growth forests in the Bialowieza Forest is a priority for
her Ministry highlighting the fact that the agreement of the local authorities is needed for enlarging the
park. She also mentioned others activities undertaken, such as the establishment of management plans
for nature reserves situated outside current boundaries, and the change of the status of several nature
reserves (10690 ha) outside of the park in order to give them a strict protection regime. She expressed
the hope that all the efforts will be recognised.

The Secretariat informed the Committee that the Resolutions on the award and renewal of the
European Diploma in 2009 were adopted by the Committee of Ministers on 21 October 2009.

The Standing Committee :
v Took note of the report of the Group of Specialists ;

\

Asked the Group to re-discuss the two non-renewals of the Diploma ;

v" Elected three new members of the Group (Mr Nikolay Sobolev, The Russian Federation; Mr Henry
Jaffeux, France; and Mr Michael Usher, United Kingdom).

- Information on the European Conference on Protected Areas and Ecological Networks
(Madrid, 26-27 January 2010)

Relevant document: ~ T-PVS/PA (2009) 02 Draft programme of the conference “Post-2010 Biodiversity Vision and Target
- The role of Protected Areas and Ecological Networks in Europe”

The Secretariat informed the Committee that there were two main objectives in the Conference.
The first was to analyse and discuss new post-2010 targets and vision for biodiversity. Those targets
will be presented during the Spanish Presidency of the Union and Swiss Presidency of the Committee
of Ministers of the Council of Europe. They intend to be a fundamental reference for the global
process. It is expected that the European Commission presents a political paper ("EC
Communication") on the topic. The second refers to the networks of protected areas in which
appropriate development and management are vital to address biodiversity conservation in the
framework of the Programme of Work on Protected Areas of the CBD. The event will also serve as a
European Launch of the International Year of Biodiversity 2010.

The delegate of Spain presented the programme of the Conference, which includes five
workshops and is to be an important moment in the preparations of the 10" Conference of the Parties
to the CBD, as it will permit to work for European consensus on the ambitious tasks that governments
want for biodiversity in the period 2010-2030

The Committee took note of the information presented by the Secretariat and the delegate of
Spain, and the Chair encouraged Parties to attend the Conference.

PART V - MONITORING OF SPECIFIC SITES AND POPULATIONS

6. Specific sites and populations
6.1 Files opened
- Ukraine: Building of a navigable waterway in the Bystroe Estuary (Danube delta)

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2009) 6 rev Summary of case files
T-PVS/Files (2009) 3 Report by the Government
T-PVS/Files (2009) 20 Joint Statement by IGOs

This case concerns the excavation of a shipping canal in Bystroe estuary of the Danube delta in
Ukraine, which is likely to affect adversely both the Ukrainian Danube Biosphere Reserve — the most
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important of Ukraine’s wetlands — and the whole Danube delta dynamics. A first phase of the project
was conducted in 2004.

In 2004, the Standing Committee adopted Recommendation No.111 (2004) on the proposed
navigable waterway through the Bystroe estuary (Danube Delta), inviting Ukraine to suspend works,
except for the completion of phase 1, and not to proceed with phase 2 of the project until certain
conditions were met.

In April 2005, Ukrainian authorities organised a workshop on the ecological monitoring of phase 1
of the project, held in Odessa. At the Standing Committee’s meeting in 2005, the Ukrainian delegate
reported that the dredging of the delta had been stopped and the environmental impact assessment was
being reviewed to make it more comprehensive.

In 2006, the Ukrainian government informed the Secretariat that all work carried out was part of
phase 1 and that the extent of the work under phase 2 would be adjusted on the basis of a new plan and
environmental monitoring data. An international meeting concerning the sustainable development and
management of the Danube delta was held in Odessa in February 2006, with the participation of ICPDR,
UNESCO, the Ramsar Convention, the Bern Convention Secretariat and the European Commission. A
follow-up meeting to be held in Tulcea (Romania), was announced but no further information has been
received.

In 2007, the Standing Committee agreed to request all the documentation mentioned by the delegate
of Ukraine, including the EIA and compensatory measures. It further decided to keep the file open and
carry out an on-the-spot visit in 2008. The Ukrainian delegation agreed to the on-the-spot visit.

The main conclusion of the visit was that there had been no major changes on the ground since
2004 and that the monitoring had not been as performing as required and that there were still
important concerns in respect to the possible environmental impacts of phase I of the project. A full
EIA was not yet available.

In 2008, an on-the-spot appraisal visit was carried out, including the participation of
representatives from the Secretariats of the Espoo and Ramsar Conventions, the European
Commission, and UNESCO. The Standing Committee decided to keep the file open, as there were still
reasons for concern, urging Ukraine to fully implement Recommendation No. 111 (2004).

In March 2009, the Ukrainian authorities reported to the Secretariat confirming the repeal of the
Final Decision regarding Phase II of the Project, in line with Recommendation 111 (2004) of Bern
Convention. The report also confirmed that “the works on the Phase II never started and are not going
to start until the appropriate procedures are being implemented”

The Ukrainian authorities were asked for the EIA documentation for this project and an updated
report, including information on the building of a dam at the mouth of the Bystroe channel, as well as
the results of the public hearing organised in Tulcea in June 2009.

The Secretariat introduced this issue, including the document with the outcome of the second
informal consultation meeting among international conventions dealing with the Bystroe Canal, when
they agreed on a “joint statement” expressing concern for the recent developments related to the
construction of the Bystroe Canal, and agreeing to continue the exchange of information and co-
operation among convention secretariats and international organisations.

The delegate of Ukraine presented a report to the Standing Committee, thanking the Council of
Europe for the 3-year project to develop the Emerald Network in Ukraine. He outlined the measures
taken by the government of Ukraine, highlighting their openness and willingness to have a dialogue
and fruitful co-operation with the Romanian authorities regarding this project. He further informed the
Committee of the initiative to collaborate with the International Commission on the Protection of the
Danube River regarding research and monitoring of the transboundary part of the Danube Delta. He
asked the Committee to close the case file and let Ukrainian, Romanian and other experts continue
with the scientific monitoring activities.

The delegate of Romania expressed serious concerns regarding the status of implementation of
Recommendation No. 111 (2004) by Ukraine, particularly with the continuation of works on the
Bystroe, under Phase II of the project, in violation of the Recommendations of the Bern Convention
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and other international treaties such as the Espoo Convention. She acknowledged that certain steps
were developed by Ukraine for participation in meetings with Romanian experts and a good
collaboration at the technical level. However, she advised against the closing of the file and asked the
Secretariat to continue co-operating with other Conventions in the monitoring of this issue.

The representative of the Espoo Convention’s Secretariat informed about the recent meeting of
their Implementation Committee, where the Bystroe project continues to be discussed. This
Committee considered that works under phase II of the project represents a further breach of Ukraine’s
obligations under the Espoo Convention, and expressed concerns about the EIA documentation
submitted. The Implementation Committee of the Espoo Convention will communicate its
recommendations on Ukraine to the next meeting of the Parties, in 2011.

The delegate of Azerbaijan stressed the importance of co-operation among Conventions regarding
transfrontier areas. He asked for a strong role of the Bern Convention and the Council of Europe to
solve this issue, and welcomed the new monitoring mechanism to be set up next year.

The delegate of the European Commission informed that this issue would be raised at the next
meeting of the EU-Ukraine Co-operation Committee, and possibly also during the EU-Ukraine
Summit.

The representative of EEB asked Parties not to close this case file as Recommendation No. 111
(2004) has not been respected, nor other relevant Conventions. She stressed the need to continue to
monitor this issue. She also requested the European Commission to pay attention in order not to
support financially potentially damaging projects in the frame of TEN-T with regards to the Danube in
Romania and Ukraine.

The Committee thanked the Ukrainian delegation for its updated report and welcomed the positive
co-operation underway between Ukraine and Romania. However, and as concerns on this project
remain, it agreed to keep the case file open and asked Ukraine to continue to report to the next meeting
of the Standing Committee in 2010. The Committee thanked the representative of the Espoo
Convention’s Secretariat for his report and encouraged the continuation of co-operation among
relevant conventions on this issue, as well as with the European Commission.

- Cyprus: Akamas Peninsula

Relevant documents: ~ T-PVS (2009) 6 rev. Summary of case files
T-PVS/Files (2009) 21 Report by the NGOs

This case concerns plans for tourism development in the Peninsula of Akamas and the Limni area,
with detrimental effects on an ecologically value area with marine turtles and other rare plant, animal
species protected under the Convention.

This case was first discussed by the Committee in 1996 and since two appraisals were carried out
(1997 and 2002) and a recommendation adopted in 1997 (Recommendation No. 63). In 2008, the
Committee asked Cyprus to send the proposed management plan for the area and wished that the
Limni area get adequate protection and Recommendation No. 63 be fully implemented.

The delegate of Cyprus informed that there had been no great changes since 2009. A scientific
committee had proposed some boundaries for areas targeted for protection, but the public consultation
procedure received five hundred objectives that were being examined. The Committee of Ministers is
expected to approve boundaries for the areas under protection, which had than to be sent to the
Commission to be examined in the light of Cyprus obligations under the Habitats Directive. The Limni
Management Plan had been finalised. Town planning provisions for the Akamas region were being
revised aiming to complete the protection of the area.

The representative of Terra Cypria said that the Management Plan for Limni was not satisfactory,
as it did not address important issues (photo-pollution, golf construction, etc.). As for Akamas, she
reminded the Committee that their proposal was to create a National Park. This required that, due to its
biodiversity and landscape qualities, the whole Peninsula be given Natura status, including the
villages, and that the core area be the national park , while the rest forms the buffer zone. Thus, the EU
guideline for up to 60% coverage of important habitats could be met. The pressure to build is very
great, and, since the proposed Natura 2000 site excluded most private land, she feared that all the land
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excluded would be developed. In fact, construction has already started, including in areas of
importance for birds for which no site has yet been proposed or designated under the Birds’ Directive.

The representative of MEDASSET fully supported Terra Cypria’s position regarding the
conservation of the Akamas Peninsula and Limni area, and requested that the file remain open.

The delegate of Monaco asked that the principles of integrated management of coastal areas be
applied.

The representative of the European Commission confirmed that the infringement procedure is
moving ahead against Cyprus due to the insufficient classification of areas under the EU Birds
Directive (RO issued on 20/11/2009). Upon expected formal notification and submission of the
relevant data, the Commission will assess the sufficiency of the designation under both Nature
Directives, including the boundaries of the site, on the basis of appropriate scientific criteria.

The Committee took note of the observations and reports from the government and NGOs and
decided to keep the file open, asking Cyprus to present a report for its next meeting, to send to the
Secretariat as soon as possible the management plan for Limni and the revised town planning
provisions for the area as they are produced. The Committee asked Cyprus to fully implement its
Recommendation No. 63 (1997) and ensure that obligations under the Convention are fulfilled.

- Bulgaria: Project to build a motorway through the Kresna Gorge

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2009) 6 rev. Summary of case files

This case concerns a motorway crossing an area of high biological diversity. It was examined by
the Standing Committee in 2002, when it adopted Recommendation 98 (2002) “on the project to build
a motorway through the Kresna Gorge (Bulgaria)”, inviting the Bulgarian government to abandon the
plans to enlarge the current road and look for more suitable alternatives, compatible with Bern
Convention obligations.

In 2004, the Standing Committee decided to open a file in order to stimulate the Bulgarian
government to further implement Recommendation No. 98 (2002).

In 2005, a decision was taken by the Ministry of Regional Development and Public Works
(MRDPW) to prepare a new detailed EIA report. A decree of the Ministry of the Environment and
Water (MoEW) was approved on 14 November 2005, prohibiting certain activities which could have
adverse consequences for the site, such as the building of hydro-electric power stations. In 2005, the
Standing Committee welcomed the adoption of this decree and decided to keep the file open.

In 2006, the Bulgarian delegation informed the Standing Committee that a new EIA had been
initiated, in consultation with all the partners concerned. All variants would be studied, including the
proposal from NGOs, and specific requirements had been formulated. The European Commission
delegation informed the Standing Committee that a complaint had been lodged with the Commission
concerning this project. The Standing Committee decided to keep this file open.

In 2007, the Bulgarian authorities informed that the EIA report was being prepared and would be
publicly discussed, including consideration by Bulgaria’s High Ecological Expert Council. The
Standing Committee welcomed the forthcoming finalisation of the EIA and agreed to keep the file
open until the final decision on this project is taken, with positive encouragements for the Bulgarian
government.

At the 2008 meeting of the Standing Committee, the delegate of Bulgaria informed that the EIA
Decision for the construction of the Struma Motorway had been issued after intensive consultations.
He added that the Bulgarian government considered that parts of Recommendation 98 (2002),
concerning the stages of preparation and the quality of the EIA Report, had been fulfilled, as well as
the determination of the motorway route in the Kresna gorge, which was carried out with the
collaboration of relevant institutions, NGOs and scientists. He further informed the Committee that the
decision to avoid the Gorge had been taken, including measures to mitigate the negative impacts in
Natura 2000 sites.
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The delegate of Bulgaria informed that the decision to avoid the Kresna Gorge had been taken,
although the final technical project for the actual road bed has not been prepared yet. He stressed the
good co-operation with NGOs and their hope to safeguard this important area.

The Committee welcomed the positive news on the announced decision to avoid the Kresna
Gorge. It agreed to close this case file but asked the Government of Bulgaria to inform the Standing
Committee at its next meeting.

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

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2009) 6 rev. Summary of case files

T-PVS/Files (2009) 5 Government report
T-PVS/Files (2009) 4 NGO Report

This case concerns the building of the first windfarms in Bulgaria, at Balchik and Kaliakra, on the
Black Sea coast. The NGO is challenging the chosen sites located on the Via Pontica which is one of
the main migratory routes in Europe especially for soaring birds.

An on-the-spot visit was carried out in September 2005, on the basis of which the Committee
adopted Recommendation No. 117 (2005), asking the Bulgarian government to reconsider its decision
to approve the proposed wind farm in Balchik in view of its potential negative impact on wildlife and
taking account of Bulgaria’s obligations under the Convention.

At its 26™ meeting, the Standing Committee decided to open a new case file and organise an on-
the-spot appraisal, with the approval of the Bulgarian government.

An on-the-spot visit was carried out in 2007, stressing the importance of Via Pontica as the most
important flyway in Europe and the need to apply the precautionary principle and address the
cumulative impacts of the increasing number of windfarm projects in this area. On the basis of the
expert’s conclusions, the Standing Committee adopted Recommendation No. 130 (2007) “on the
windfarms planned near Balchik and Kaliakra, and other wind farm developments on the Via Pontica
route (Bulgaria)”.

In 2008, the Bulgarian delegation reported about the number of wind turbines approved since
2005, inside and outside Natura 2000 sites, which includes 136 approved with EIA and 633 without
EIA, as this assessment is not required for single installations. The Bulgarian delegation confirmed
that a one-year moratorium on new wind farm constructions in the Kaliakra site had just been agreed,
and that the Ministry would survey and map the breeding colonies of high conservation status, and
assess the cumulative impacts of construction projects.

On 27 November 2008, the European Commission sent a first written warning to Bulgaria for
failing to properly apply the Directive on wild birds, and expressing concerns about several projects for
the construction of large wind turbine developments, as well as other sports, tourism and road
infrastructure construction projects which may have cumulative impacts on the environment without
proper assessment.

The delegate of Bulgaria informed the Committee that an Strategic Environmental Assessment
(SEA) of Bulgaria’s Energy Strategy and National Plan for Renewable Energy Sources had been
initiated in spring 2009, with meetings at expert level. They aim to identify hot spots with expert help
and provide the necessary recommendations so that future projects for renewable energy take into
account existing Recommendations of the Standing Committee. They are further consideration the
option of a moratorium and they have issued an Order to prohibit building new wind farms in protected
Important Bird Areas. In addition, they are conducting an EU-funded project to map Natura 2000
habitats and species. Bulgaria’s Ministry of Environment and Water expressed their readiness and
intention to co-operate with civil society and business representatives to achieve the necessary results
and fulfil the country’s obligations for the protection of its nature and biodiversity.

The delegate of the European Commission informed the Committee about a fact-finding mission
carried out in the region in June 2009. The area concerned was designated as an SPA in August 2009,
including measures for site management, but many development projects had already been authorised
before the designation. The European Commission is also assessing the impacts of other windfarm
projects in the region outside Natura 2000 sites, apparently without proper EIAs nor assessment of
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cumulative impacts. They have reviewed 23 EIA screening decisions concerning 34 wind farm
projects (including 21 decisions to install 219 generators). Finally, the Committee was informed that a
letter of formal notice had been sent to the Bulgarian government in October 2009 for systematic
failure to protect bird sites due to urbanisation, tourism and development projects (such as wind
farms).

The representative of EEB explained that Bulgarian NGOs wished to be at the meeting but did not
have the necessary resources. They recognise that the Ministry of Environment tries to implement the
existing nature protection legislation and they have the recognition and support of NGOs. However,
the NGOs assess the enforcement as insufficient and regret the numerous violations, committed in
national parks, reserves and protection zones, mainly with respect to the construction of windfarms,
ski lifts, ski-runs and residential complexes. It has to be noted that because of the volume of global
investments in Bulgaria, NGOs are in difficulty to fight all damaging projects.

The Committee thanked the delegate of Bulgaria for its update report and asked for the written
version to be sent to the Secretariat. The Committee decided to keep the case file open and continue to
follow it up in close co-operation with the European Commission.

- France: Habitats for the survival of the Common Hamster (Cricetus cricetus) in
Alsace (France)

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2009) 6 rev. Summary of case files

T-PVS/Files (2009) 6 Government report
T-PVS/Files (2009) 25 NGO Report

In 2006, the Secretariat of the Bern Convention received a complaint from the Association
“Sauvegarde Faune Sauvage” expressing its concern over the insufficient measures aimed at ensuring
the maintenance of the habitats needed for the survival of the Common Hamster.

In 2007, the French authorities provided the Secretariat with information on the Action Plan for
the Common hamster in Alsace (2007-2011); the preparation of the second rescue plan for the
Common hamster for 2007-2013; the planned agri-environment measures for the protection of the
Common hamster; and the modalities of compensation measures for farmers.

In 2008, the French delegation reported on the concerted approach taken with the involvement of
national and local authorities, NGOs and farmers, to safeguard the Common hamster of Alsace. They
further reported on the progress made in population levels and gave information on the three main
measures taken: the strengthening of populations (including captive breeding and releases); the
restoration of suitable habitats (including agri-environment measures and favorable crops); and the
control of urban development in priority areas, in collaboration with local stakeholders.

The delegate of France reported on the recent results of the measures taken within the framework of
the restoration plan:

» An increase in the resources means devoted to improve knowledge: the results of the counting
made by the Office national de la chasse et de la faune sauvage reached 670 burrows (the data
will be published);

» The strengthening of wild populations: a third captive breeding is now operational;

A\

The project of setting up of a European scientific committee;

» The positive attitude of the farmers who want to be involved at 100% in the proposals of
contracts;

» The control of infringements, with the launching of a specific plan;
» Actions undertaken to give a statutory value to the whole mechanism.
He pointed out that the phase of regression is over but that the situation remains precarious.

The delegate of the European Commission informed the Committee about the conclusions of the
meeting held in June with the French authorities. The agri-environmental schemes remain insufficient
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despite the progress made, and populations are threatened. Therefore the Commission decided to bring
the case to the European Court of Justice last June. A judgment is awaited.

The representative of the Association Sauvegarde Faune Sauvage felt that the situation is still
very worrying. In 2009, 387 burrows are not covered by biotope protection agreements. He claimed
that the Prefect does not carry out the instructions of the Ministry. He asked for the file to remain
open.

The representative of the EEB drew the attention of the Committee to the dangers resulting from
several road infrastructures supported by the government on the Common Hamster territory.

The delegate of Germany proposed to consider the Common Hamster as a flagship species of the
international year of biodiversity 2010 and recalled that the Standing Committee in 2008 already
considered a workshop on the hamster, which might take place in early autumn 2010 in either
Germany or Hungary.

The Committee decided to keep the case file open and continue to follow it up in close co-
operation with the European Commission.

- Italy: Limiting the dispersal of the American Grey squirrel (Sciurus
carolinensis)

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2009) 6 rev. Summary of case files
T-PVS/Files (2009) 2 Government report

This case concerns the presence of the American Grey squirrel in Italy, which is a serious threat for
the survival of the native Red squirrels. The Grey squirrel is moving North and will reach the Alps if not
controlled. After Recommendations No. 78 (1999) and No. 114 (2005) had no effect, the Committee
adopted a new recommendation on the issue, Recommendation No. 123 (2007), carried out an on-the-
appraisal in 2008, and urged Italy to be active.

Italy announced that the Ministry of Environment was fully committed to implementing
Recommendation No. 123 and concluded in August 2009 a Memorandum of Understanding with the
three regions involved and two research institutions. A number of activities have been planned, including
control of the species, monitoring Grey and Red squirrels, and awareness campaigns. The Ministry is
preparing a decree to prohibit the trading and keeping of the Grey squirrel.

The delegate of Switzerland welcomed the news but said that good intentions needed yet to be
translated into action, through the prohibition of trade and the implementation of controls.

The Committee took note of the information presented by Italy and welcomed progress in the
conclusion of a Memorandum of Understanding among all the actors involved in the control of the
species and the plans to pass legislation banning the trade on the species. Yet the Committee
understood that there had been no action on the ground or legislation approved, so it decided to keep
the file open and asked Italy to fully implement Recommendation No. 123 (2007) and inform the
Committee and Bureau of progress.

6.2 Possible file and on-the-spot appraisal
- Norway: Windfarms in the Smgla Archipelago

Relevant documents: ~ T-PVS (2009) 6 rev. Summary of case files
T-PVS/Files (2009) 17 Report of the on-the-spot appraisal
T-PVS/Files (2009) 32 Government report

This case concerns the establishment of two wind farm complexes in the Archipelago of Smgla, in
an area of importance for the nesting of White-tailed Eagles and other species. The government
recognised the international importance of the area but found that the impact of the development on
the White-tailed Eagle would be relatively moderate.

At its 21" meeting, the Standing Committee decided not to open a file on this case but asked
Norway not to authorise the second phase of the wind farm project before assessing the results of the
first one. The case was raised again during discussions on wind energy and nature conservation at the
26" Standing Committee meeting in 2006.
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In 2007, the Norwegian government reported on actions undertaken after the licence to build the
windmills in the Smgla Archipelago was issued on 20th December 2000, including a review by the
Norwegian Institute for Nature Research (NINA) addressing the following long-term effects of the
windmills on the White-tailed eagle: reduced breeding population; increased adult mortality; reduced
breeding success; and increased juvenile mortality.

The Norwegian delegation informed the Standing Committee that a new research project would be
conducted until 2010-2011 in order to improve information on wind turbines and their impacts on
birds and coastal birds population dynamics concerning both pre- and post-construction phases. The
Committee decided to keep this issue as a possible case file and asked Norway to submit annual
reports to the Standing Committee, with the possibility of undertaking an on-the-spot appraisal in
2009, which had the agreement of the Norwegian delegation.

In 2008, the Norwegian delegation informed about the project being carried out by NINA, as well
as about several mortality surveys. They indicated that there were over 2400 pairs of breeding White-
tailed Eagles, that trends were positive, and that they awaited for the final project results to address
mitigation issues. The Committee agreed to organise the on-the-spot appraisal in 2009 and asked
Norway to prepare an annual report to next year’s Standing Committee meeting.

The on-the-spot appraisal was carried out on 15-17 June 2009 by the independent expert Mr.
Eckhart Kuijken. He presented his report to the Committee, thanking the Norwegian authorities for the
good organisation of the meetings and visits. He stressed that works on Phase 2 of the project were
carried out against the recommendation of the Standing Committee and he highlighted the important
natural values of Smgla ad the direct and indirect habitat and species losses caused by the windpark.
Mr. Kuijken underlined the need to apply the precautionary approach and assess the cumulative
impacts of the windfarms planned in the West coast of Norway. His recommendations included the
opening of case file and ten specific measures, such as an SEA for future wind farm development in
Norway; mitigation measures to reduce impacts on birds (especially White-tailed Eagles); a
moratorium for further wind farms in sites of scientific interest and high nature values; among others.

The delegate of Norway made some precisions on the dates of the two phases of the project as
well as on the nature values of the part of Smgla where the windfarm was constructed, which at the
time of the project was not considered of the highest value. She further explained that the decisions for
the licenses had been based on solid foundations and taken into account all complaints and statements
from NGOs and others. She stressed the importance of the ongoing research and monitoring project
carried out by NINA, to be completed in 2011. She informed that the wind park had led to 28 White-
tailed sea eagle mortalities in the last four years, but the population trend in Norway, as well as on
Smgla, was positive. The delegate further informed about the designation of 10 nature conservation
areas on Smgla in 2009, and about current procedures and measures to ensure that nature values are
taken into proper consideration when dealing with wind power projects. She offered to present the
results of the NINA project at future meeting of the Standing Committee. The Norwegian delegation
could agree with some of the recommendations from the expert, and had concerns about others.

The delegate of Sweden noted that the licensing process had not looked into the environmental
aspects of the wind farms in depth and that the number of casualties and reduced breeding success was
alarming. He recalled the recommendation from 2001 to assess phase 1 before conducting phase 2 and
considered that, as the wind park was in operation, it would be better to focus on formulating solid
recommendations to follow-up.

The representative of Birdlife International expressed the concern of their Norwegian partner
about the effects on birds of the powerlines at the windfarms. He stressed the lack of information on
how birds relate to windfarms, and supported a strong recommendation as well as the expert’s
proposal to open a case file.

The Committee agreed not to open a case file on this issue. It adopted the Recommendation No.
144 (2009) on the wind park in Smgla (Norway) and other wind farm developments in Norway
(Appendix 8) and asked the government of Norway to report on its implementation at the next meeting
of the Standing Committee.
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6.3 Complaints in stand-by

- France: Protection of the European Green Toad (Bufo viridis) in Alsace

Relevant documents: ~ T-PVS (2009) 6 rev. Summary of case files
T-PVS/Files (2009) 26 Government report

A complaint was lodged in 2006 by the Association BUFO (Association pour [’étude et la
protection des amphibiens et reptiles d’Alsace) focusing on threats to the Green toad’s few remaining
habitats in Alsace. It specifically targeted shortcomings in the impact studies carried out for a major
bypass and urban development projects, and a project for the construction of a leisure complex.

In 2008, the French government reported that a restoration plan for the Common Spadefoot
(Pelobates fuscus) and the Green toad (Bufo viridis) was under development, at the initiative of the
regional authorities (DIREN Lorraine), and would be operational in 2009. This plan would associate the
regions of Centre, Corsica and Alsace, and would be co-ordinated by the regional authorities of DIREN
Lorraine. The provisional timetable indicated that the plan would be completed at the end of 2009, with
specific actions starting in 2010. The DIREN Alsace would carry out consultations in 2009. Further
information was received concerning preservation measures to be taken regarding projects that may
damage the Green toad and its habitat in Wittenheim and Staffelfelden (Alsace).

The Committee agreed to keep this file as a complaint in stand-by and asked the French
government to report next year on the restoration plan and other measures taken.

The delegate of France informed the Committee about the National Action Plan, as 2009 has been
the year of its preparation, while 2010 will be the year of concertation. Special attention will be paid to
awareness raising. In addition, further information was provided regarding the following two projects:

>  the revision of the POS of Entzheim in order to facilitate the installation of economic activities

»  the construction of a new road connecting Ostwald/Illkirch-Graffenstaden which is in a very early
stage.

The representative of the Association Sauvegarde Faune Sauvage stressed that the situation is
highly critical for the Green toad, as out of seven sites of reproduction in the Haut-Rhin only one
remains, showing that the viable population has been decimated. He asked for the opening of a file.

The Committee took note of the informations presented by the delegate of France and by the
NGO, and considering the very limited progress achieved, decided to treat this complaint in stand-by
as a “possible case file” at its next meeting in 2010.

- France: Impacts on the Hermann tortoise (Testudo hermanni) of: (1) a waste
management plant in Cabasse; and (2) a housing project in Ramatuelle (Var)

Relevant documents: ~ T-PVS (2009) 6 rev. Summary of case files
T-PVS/Files (2009) 27 Government report
T-PVS/Files (2009) 19 and 24 NGO reports

(1) This case concerns a complaint received in May 2008 from Dr. Marcel Barbero, president of
the Regional Scientific Committee for Natural Heritage, about the construction of a waste
management plant in the Var region. The project would affect the population of Hermann tortoise in
the commune of Cabasse, some 20 kms. away from the Massif des Maures, where lie few core places
for the species. Dr. Barbero informed that this area covers the only viable western population of
Hermann tortoise on calcareous and calcareous-dolomite substrate, which has been decreasing for 40
years. The Regional Scientific Committee for Natural Heritage has stated that the impact study did not
sampled this population correctly and that data is insufficient. The effects that the construction of this
waste plant could have on the population would be devastating as it would split up its habitat, affecting
breeding, feeding and nesting areas and causing the total extinction of the species in this particular
area.

(2) This case concerns a complaint received in July 2008 from the association “Les amis de
Ramatuelle” against a housing project (of 120 units) over 10 ha in the town of Ramatuelle (Var
department) in a forested area known as “Combes Jauffret”, situated less than 2 kms away from a
Natura 2000 site (the “3 Caps”), and where around 30 individuals of Hermann tortoises have been
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recorded (with an estimated population of 41 and a population density of 8.2 individuals per hectare)
and which is also a site of reproduction (three independent inventories have bee carried out recently).

The report on both complaints is included under agenda item 6.4, together with the follow-up of
Recommendation No. 118.

The Standing Committee decided to organise an on-the-spot appraisal in 2010, which was agreed
by France.

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

Relevant documents: ~ T-PVS (2009) 6 rev. Summary of case files
T-PVS/Files (2009) 28 Government report
T-PVS/Files (2009) 1 NGO report

In December 2007, the Secretariat received informations from the Chair of the Bern Convention’s
Group of Experts on Amphibians and Reptiles concerning the threat presented by a residential housing
project in Hasselosund Vister, Smogen, to the northernmost population of the worldwide distribution
of the Natterjack toad (Bufo calamita), a species listed in Appendix II of the Bern Convention.

The Swedish government reported that after reviewing the available documents, the Swedish
Environmental Protection Agency considered that appropriate measures have been taken to secure the
survival of the Natterjack population and that the residential housing project, as presented in the final
plan, will not have a negative effect on the population.

At the 2008 meeting of the Standing Committee, the Swedish delegation informed that the
decision regarding the plan for the residential housing project had been appealed to the County
Administrative Board of Vistra Goétaland and that, in the meantime, the plan had come to a halt
pending the outcome of the decision by that County Administrative Board. There is a national action
plan for the species, whose revised version was to be published in 2009, and a 10-year monitoring
programme was initiated in 2006.

In March 2009, the Chair of the Group of Experts on Amphibians and Reptiles reported the
situation he had observed on site, including the bad conservation status of that population of
Natterjack; and the unsatisfactory situation concerning the housing project, which would destroy an
estimated loss of between Y% and a 1/3 of the Natterjack habitat. Regarding the suggested
compensatory and restoration measures included in the final plan, his advice was that they were no
guarantee for the long-term survival of the population and that the partial habitat destruction and loss
of the local Hasselosunds Natterjack population was not acceptable, especially given the overall “bad
and deteriorating” conservation status for this species in the “boreal biogeographical region”, as
provided by the Swedish authorities in a national report to the EC.

In September 2009, the Swedish government reported that the County Administrative Board
rejected the appeals of the Municipality’s decision, as it considered that the habitats for the Natterjack
toad had been taken into account in a satisfactory manner. However, the County Administrative
Board's decision has now been appealed to the Swedish Government and the Swedish Environmental
Protection Agency awaits the decision of the Swedish Government on this issue. There is no set
timeframe for the Swedish government to take a decision on the appeal. In the meantime, the plan has
come to a halt and, according to the County Administration Board, no exploitation has yet been
started.

The delegate of Sweden confirmed that the decision of the government on the appeal was pending
and the project had been stopped in the meantime. The decision is expected in early 2010. Regarding
the conservation status of the species, it was considered an “endangered species” in 2005. There is a
national action programme on this species and the region affected by the project is included in the
annual monitoring programme, showing increased numbers with preliminary estimations of over
150,000 individuals.

The Committee took note of the information presented by the delegation of Sweden and asked
them to inform the Secretariat when the decision on the appeal will be available. It agreed to review
this case in 2010 as a “possible case file”.



-19 - T-PVS (2009) 17

- Turkey: Capture of Bottlenose dolphins (Tursiops truncatus)

Relevant documents: ~ T-PVS (2009) 6 rev. Summary of case files
T-PVS/Files (2009) 18 Government report

At the 26th Standing Committee meeting, the delegate of Monaco informed of a complaint
received from the Whale and Dolphin Conservation Society (WDCS) about a project envisaged by
Turkey whereby 30 bottlenose dolphins would be captured in the Black and Mediterranean Seas.
Bottlenose dolphins are protected not only by the Bern Convention, but also by the Convention for the
Protection of the Mediterranean Sea against Pollution (Barcelona Convention), the Habitats Directive
and the ACCOBAMS Agreement.

In 2007, the Secretariat contacted the Turkish authorities and received a brief note on the general
situation about the bottlenose dolphin in Turkey in March 2007, confirming that the catching of
dolphins in Turkey has been “totally prohibited” since 1983 but “in the last years there have been
major investments in our country for using dolphins in the therapy of mentally or physically
handicapped or in marina parks”.

The Bureau expressed their concern about the status of the population in the Mediterranean and
the impact of the authorised captures, conditions established in Article 9.1 of the Convention.

In 2007, the delegate of Turkey informed that 23 dolphins had been captured out of a population
estimated in many thousands; that no more dolphins would be captured, and that none of them were
intended for export but to therapy with children. The Standing Committee regretted the exception and
requested Turkey to produce population data very fast so the Bureau could re-examine the case.

In 2008, the Turkish authorities informed WDCS that a project would be initiated later in the year
to “monitor the effects of catching 23 individuals of the main population”, in collaboration with
experts from Istanbul University — Dpt. of Fisheries.

In March 2009, the Turkish authorities informed the Secretariat that a “pre-evaluation study was
carried out by Istanbul University — Dpt. of Fisheries, under the coordination of the Ministry of
Agriculture and Rural Affairs”.

In May 2009, the Secretariat received information from the Chair of the Scientific Committee of
ACCOBAMS, indicating that the most relevant type of information needed (including the concerned
population size estimate, and basic demographic parameters including mortality levels) is not available
in the published literature. However, the entire Mediterranean sub-population of bottlenose dolphins
was proposed as ‘Vulnerable’ by the joint ACCOBAMS-IUCN Workshop for the Red List assessment
of cetaceans in the Mediterranean and Black Seas (Monaco, March 2006) and therefore his main
conclusion was that, given the insufficient available information and that vulnerable condition, “based
on a simple precautionary approach such condition should strongly discourage captures before
accurate population assessments are made, even in the case (purely hypothetical) that such captures be
considered acceptable under the provisions of international conventions and agreements”.

The delegate of Turkey provided information on the sightings of the species in 2008 (12) and in
the summer of 2009 (11) but recognised that there is a lack of complete information. Additional
information was gathered in the population survey conducted in 2006 by Istanbul University.

The delegate of Monaco expressed his strong disappointment at this capture, in contravention of
several international conventions, as cetaceans are one of the most protected groups in the
Mediterranean and for which no deliberate captures are carried out. He questioned the merits of the
therapy using dolphins and considered that it has little credibility. He further underlined the conditions
to use the exceptions of Article 9.1 of the Convention, which requires a lack of alternatives, and asked
the Turkish authorities for the basis on which they estimate population numbers. He proposed the
opening of a case file or a on-the-spot appraisal to verify the motivation behind this capture, and raised
the moral and ecological arguments on this issue.

The representative of the Holy See highlighted the relationships between humans and wildlife and
propose to discuss this issue further.
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The delegate of Switzerland supported Monaco on the need to review the interpretation of Article
9 and asked the Bureau to take this issue up at its next meeting, including the consideration of the
interpretation of the condition that there is “no other satisfactory solution”. He further asked Turkey to
report at next year’s meeting on the conditions for applying Article 9.1 and the use given to the
capture dolphins.

The Committee asked Turkey to report in 2010 on the specific use given to the captured animals.
It further asked the Bureau to discuss the application of Article 9.1 of the Convention.

6.4 Follow-up of selected recommendations from previous meetings:

Relevant documents: T-PVS/Files (2009) 11 Government report on the follow—up of Recommendation No. 95 (2002)
T-PVS/Files (2009) 14 Government report on the follow—up of Recommendation No. 96 (2002)
T-PVS/Files (2009) 12 NGO report on the follow—up of Recommendation No. 96 (2002)
T-PVS/Files (2009) 10 NGO reports on the follow-up of Recommendation No. 108 (2003)
T-PVS/Files (2009) 16 Government report on the follow-up of Recommendation No. 112 (2004)
T-PVS/Files (2009) 9 Government report on the follow-up of Recommendation No. 113 (2004)
T-PVS/Files (2009) 22 NGO report on the follow-up of Recommendation No. 113 (2004)
T-PVS/Files (2009) 29 Government report on the follow-up of Recommendation No. 118 (2005)
T-PVS/Files (2009) 7 Government report on the follow—up of Recommendation No. 110 (2004)
T-PVS/Files (2009) 15 NGO report on the follow—up of Recommendation No. 110 (2004)

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

The delegate of Turkey presented their report, informing the Committee that greenhouses were
being removed, chemical waste discharge monitored and an awareness campaign launched. Lights are
also screened and beach erosion monitored. The removal of the chemical toxic wastes was to start
soon, as an investment of over nine million US dollars had been spent in a neutralisation plant. The
works to remove waste will take eight or ten years, while turtle nesting goes on successfully.

The representative of MEDASSET said that coastal erosion has taken its toll on the nesting beach,
and therefore the removal of greenhouses was now irrelevant. The real problem was the ‘time-bomb’ of
the toxic waste.There are still several matters pending for which the NGO will keep updating the
Secretariat.

The Committee took note of the information presented.

- Recommendation No. 96 (2002) on conservation of natural habitats and wildlife, specially
birds, in afforestation of lowland (Iceland)

The Committee took note of the reports submitted by the government of Iceland and Birdlife
international

- Recommendation No. 108 (2003) on the proposed construction of the ‘“Via Baltica” (Poland)

The delegate of Poland presented the government report on this Recommendation, informing that
the SEA of the I Pan-European Transport Corridor “Via Baltica” had been concluded and its results
adopted, in line with the Recommendation. The “alternative no. 42” has been selected as the best one.
It is expected that the construction works will start in 2016 and will be completed by 2018. Regulation
of the Council of Ministers changing the road network was adopted on 20th October 2009, including
the following points, in line with the SEA results:

»  Via Baltica will connect Warsaw and Budzisko via f.omza — Etk — Suwalki;
»  The express road no. S8 will connect Warsaw with Biatystok;

»  The express road no. S19 will create the big by-pass of Biatystok; it will run around Knyszynska
Forest (Siemiatycze Choroszcz — Dobrzyniewo Duze — Knyszyn — Korycin — Sokétka — Kuznica
Biatostocka),

»  The existing national road no. 8 will become a local road

She further explained that the proposed solution will have positive influence on the integrity and
cohesion of Knyszynska Forest (a Natura 2000 site) through the decrease of traffic volume on the
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national roads cross-cutting the complex. She considered that there is no further need to continue
monitoring this Recommendation.

- Recommendation No.113 (2004) on military antenna in the Sovereign Base Area of AKkrotiri
(Cyprus)

The representative of Terra Cypria, speaking also on behalf of BirdLife Cyprus, confirmed that
there had been good developments on some aspects of Recommendation 113 (2004), mostly with
reference to environmental education and increased NGO involvement, but pointed out that despite the
production of a very good policy statement by the Bases, this had not been reflected in recent projects
and initiatives, including the removal of tonnes of sand from dunes for a community football ground,
and proposals to tarmac the road between the east coast of the Akrotiri peninsula and the Salt lake. She
called upon the British delegate to encourage the Sovereign Base Authority (SBA) to proceed without
delay to nominate the area as the equivalent of a Natura site and to ensure that the designation is in
place before further interventions occur. In addition, the NGO mentioned the recently reported turtle
deaths on the Akrotiri/Episcopi coasts, resulting from drowning by net entanglement or, in some cases,
from deliberate clubbing by fishermen. She explained that regulations regarding fishing nets are less
restrictive on the Bases than in the Republic of Cyprus and she urged the British representative to
persuade the SBA authorities of the need to take appropriate measures before the next breeding season
(April 2010). The representative of Terra Cypria invited the Committee to keep the situation under
review with the possibility of opening a file if progress is insufficient.

The delegate of UK valued the NGO comments and announced that next year there will be a
representative of the SBA at the Standing Committee meeting. She shared concerns for the high rates
of turtle deaths this year and expressed her interest to work with fishermen to improve the situation for
the next breeding season, as it is not possible to bring in new legislation on this issue.

The representative of MEDASSET explained that the seasonal depth restriction for fishing nets
that has been lowered by the SBA from 10m to 5m, which is critical for turtle interaction with
fisheries. She expressed her concerns for the lack of positive action to address this very serious
situation in the area, and will continue updating the Secretariat.

The representative of Birdlife International supported Terra Cypria in the need to take measures to
improve the situation. They suggested to open a case file on this issue.

- Recommendation No. 118 (2005) on the protection of the Hermann tortoise (Testudo
hermanni) in the Massif des Maures and Plaine des Maures localities (Var), France

The delegate of France reported on the setting up the national nature reserve which covers 5276
ha and represents a significant step in the protection of the species. Some other habitat protection
decrees (arrétés préfectoraux de biotopes) have been or will be made for the Hermann tortoise. The
national restoration plan which will cover Corsica, the Var and later the Pyrenees, will be published in
the second half of December. Priority actions will be financed through a EU LIFE Programme.

The Secretariat informed the Committee of the Decision of the Bureau to discuss under this item
the two complaints mentioned under agenda item 6.3 and related to the creation of a waste
management plant in the commune of Cabasse and to a housing project in the commune of Ramatuelle.

Regarding the first complaint, the delegate of France considered that it has a direct link with the
Recommendation adopted in 2005 inviting the French authorities to find a feasible alternative solution
to the waste storage center of Balancan, located in the heart of the Plaine des Maures .He declared that
Cabasse represents a possible step for alternative solutions. The project manager has decided to reshape
and reduce the size of the project and the choice of the site has been made after an impact study and
significant compensatory measures have been foreseen. In the end, the Conseil national pour la
protection de la nature has given a positive opinion. He stressed the Committee of his government’s
genuine commitment on this matter.

Regarding the second complaint, he said that on the basis of the results of the diagnosis fauna-
flora-habitats, the initial version of the project had been modified in order to delete, reduce or
compensate the effects on the Hermann Tortoise.He referred to the SRU law (on urban solidarity and
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renewal) which imposes the obligation for the municipalities to build 20% of social housing, but at the
moment no decision has been taken..

The representative of the Association Vivre dans la Presqu’ile de Saint Tropez presented some
pictures of the affected site in Ramatuelle, emphasising the importance of this area for the Hermann
tortoise and listing the many threats faced by the species. He claimed that the initial project has not
been modified and denounced the use of the “public interest” argument to justify this project when as
much as 40% of the project concerns private accommodation. He expressed his hope that the French
government will take the good decision.

The representative of the NGO Société nationale de protection de la nature (SNPN) welcomed
the creation of the nature reserve but underlined the limited effect of this protection if some projects
having a cutting effect are authorised.

The Committee welcomed the announcement by the delegate of France concerning the setting-up
by Decree of a national natural reserve in the Plaine des Maures. It took note of the informations
received on the two above-mentioned complaints linked to Recommendation No. 118.

The Standing Committee decided to organise an on-the-spot appraisal in 2010, which was agreed
by France.

- Recommendation No. 112 (2004) on hydroelectric dams at Karahnjikar and Nordlingaalda
(Iceland)

The delegate of Iceland informed that a Master Plan for geothermal energy is now under
development and expected for early 2010. The Master Plan should then be submitted to SEA
depending on how and when it will be accepted by the Althingi of Iceland (Icelandic parliament).
Another positive element is the enlargement of the Thjdérsarver nature reserve that is now in progress
and that Eyjabakkar is now a part of Vatnajokull National Park, as indicated in their report to the
Standing Committee.

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

Mr. Bernd Schuerenberg presented the report prepared by him and other two authors, on behalf of
Birdlife International, showing limited progress on the implementation of this Recommendation and
alerting about some critical issues. Mr. Schuerenberg stressed the problem of electrocution of birds on
medium-tension power lines using dangerous power pole and insulator configurations, as there is a
legacy of several millions of dangerous power poles in Europe. The priority needs to be the ban of the
most dangerous types of poles, in order to make new power poles safe for birds. He also presented the
current status of technical solutions and ornithological research from several European countries. The
Annex of the report includes a review of progress in European countries and the author regretted the
lack of cross-border and trans-national exchange of information and experience on this issue. He
presented eight recommendations to the Standing Committee, as included in the report.

Several delegations took the floor to thank the author for the presentation of the report and
recognised that this is an important issue which requires further follow-up. The Committee agreed to
include this issue in next year’s meeting and prepare a draft recommendation on the basis of the
informations and assessments received.

* ok 3k

The Committee took note of the informations presented on the follow-up of previous
Recommendations, and welcomed the comments made.

6.5 Illegal killing of birds in Mediterranean Parties

Relevant Documents: T-PVS/Files (2009) 23 Report by the NGO on illegal trapping, killing and trade of birds in Cyprus
T-PVS/Inf (2008) 25 Information note from the Secretariat on the issue of illegal killing of birds
in Mediterranean Parties

The issue of the illegal killing of birds in Cyprus and more widely, the illegal capture of birds in
Mediterranean Parties, was discussed at the Standing Committee meeting in 2007 and 2008, at the
initiative of some Contracting Parties. The Standing Committee considered that trapping should be
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examined on a pan-Mediterranean basis, and decided to revisit its Recommendation No. 5 (1986) “on
the prosecution of persons illegally catching, killing or trading in protected birds”.

In 2008, the Secretariat informed the Standing Committee that there had not been a good response
from Parties to report on this issue, and therefore no conclusions could be drawn, except that the
illegal killing of birds is still carried out in some parts of the Mediterranean where implementation of
national legislation is weak. The Committee took note of information presented and expressed its
concern of the apparent lack of progress in Cyprus and many other Mediterranean states.

The Bureau discussed the lack of progress in getting more information from Parties on this issue,
and the need for new approaches. They stressed the need for increased awareness for the new
generation of hunters, and agreed to ask Parties to disseminate widely and follow the principles of the
European Charter on Hunting and Biodiversity, endorsed by the Standing Committee in 2007.

Mr. Joe Sultana (Malta) gave a presentation on this issue reporting that the illegal killing of birds
still takes place in numerous European countries, including Malta, Italy, Cyprus, UK, the Czech
Republic, France, Romania, Greece, The Netherlands, and Spain, and in some countries this illegal
activity has increased enormously.

The delegates of Slovenia, Serbia, Sweden, France, Croatia, Norway, Germany, Albania,
Slovakia, the Czech Republic and Ukraine all took the floor to share this concern and support action
by the Bern Convention on this issue, which is not limited to the Mediterranean. Some delegates
referred not only to illegal killing activities but to the transit of the killed and captured birds through
other countries between the country of origin of the authors of the illegal activity and the country
where they carried it out, which requires stronger border controls. Other related issues raised were the
difficulty to identify the illegally killed species in many cases; the capture of endangered species; the
need for countries to co-operate and to work with NGOs; as well as the need for strong laws and good
enforcement to decrease such demands for bird killing.

The representative of the International Association for Falconry & Conservation of Birds of Prey,
speaking on behalf of the Federation of Associations for Hunting and Conservation of the European
Union (FACE), expressed FACE’s strong condemnation to non-sustainable taking of wild species and
even more so when such taking is illegal under the applicable legislation, even in case of so-called
“socio-cultural motives”. FACE regrets the discredit that these activities bring to hunting when they
are performed by licensed hunters, who should be penalised with the most severe measure for them:
the loss of their hunting permit or licence. They called for proper enforcement with appropriate
penalties at all levels, including traders of such birds, and restaurants. FACE stressed the need for
good information and awareness raising campaigns, targeting all stakeholders (the general public,
politicians, police authorities, hunters, etc.). For hunters, the 2007 “European Charter on Hunting and
Biodiversity” is a suitable tool or instrument, and FACE and its members promote the Charter
actively.

The delegate of Germany informed the Committee of a succesful project of the German NGO
‘NABU’ and the Italian NGO ‘LIPU’ to protect honey buzards and other migratory birds in South-
Italy. He suggested to invite representatives of this project to give a presentation about it at the next
Standing Committee meeting followed possibly by a respective workshop in 2011.

The representative of the RAC-SPA under the Barcelona Convention informed about the action
plan for the conservation of marine and coastal birds, and guidelines for the conservation of marine
and coastal birds to be protected. They asked to be involved in any further action by the Bern
Convention on this issue.

The Committee expressed its concerns for the continuation of such practices in Europe, and
especially in the Mediterranean. It requested the Bureau to organise a discussion on this issue and make
proposals at its next meeting.
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PART VI - STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION

7. Strategic development of the Convention
7.1 Implementation of the Memorandum of Co-operation with the CBD Secretariat

The Secretariat stated that an information note on relevant co-operation activities with the CBD
carried out in 2009 would be made available in the meeting’s website (document T-PVS/Inf (2009)
24).

The Committee welcomed the ongoing co-operation with the CBD and the information document
from the Secretariat, which will be update before next year's meeting.

7.2 New Memoranda of Co-operation with CMS and IUCN

Relevant documents: T-PVS (2009) 3 rev Memorandum of Co-operation between the Secretariat of the Bern Convention
and the Secretariat of the Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals
(CMS)
T-PVS (2009) 2 rev Memorandum of Co-operation between the Council of Europe and the
International Union for Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (IUCN)

The Secretariat informed about the texts of both MoCs submitted to the Standing Committee.

The Committee welcomed the two MoCs agreed with the CMS and IUCN, and took note that a
suitable date will be looked for the signature of the MoC with IUCN in 2010.

7.3 Draft Bern Declaration on the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity in
Europe: 2010 and beyond

Relevant document: ~ T-PVS (2009) 11 Document containing all draft recommendations and the Bern Declaration
presented to the Standing Committee for possible adoption

The Secretariat presented the draft Bern Declaration, following on previous Declarations adopted
in Monaco (1999) and Strasbourg (2005).

The delegates welcomed the draft text, exchanged views and made proposals to strengthen the
text.

The Committee examined, amended and adopted the Bern Declaration on the conservation and
sustainable use of biodiversity in Europe: 2010 and beyond (see Appendix 9).

7.4 Draft Programme of Activities for 2010
Relevant document: ~ T-PVS (2009) 10 Draft Programme of Activities for 2010

The Secretariat presented a proposal of activities for the year 2010, prepared following discussions
by the Bureau.

The Committee examined, amended and agreed the Programme of Activities for 2010
(Appendix 11).

7.5 States to be invited as observers to the 30™ meeting

The Committee decided unanimously to invite the following States to attend its 30th meeting: The
Russian Federation, San Marino, Algeria, Belarus, Cape Verde, Holy See, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan,
Mauritania, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan.
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PART VII- OTHER ITEMS

8. Election of Chairman and Vice-Chairman

A set of transitionary arrangements were agreed by the Committee for the election of Bureau
members at this meeting, as the amended Rules of Procedure will be valid from next year. The
Secretariat made a call for candidates for Bureau members to be put forward up until the end of the
second day of the meeting.

The previous Chair, Ms Veronique Herrenschmidt (France), informed the Committee of her wish to
step down from the Bureau as she no longer works for the French Ministry of Ecology, so an additional
Bureau member would need to be elected for 2010.

The Committee re-elected Mr. Jon Gunnar Ottésson (Iceland) as Chair.
The Committee re-elected Mr. Jan Plesnik (Czech Republic) as Vice-Chair.

The Committee elected Mr. Olivier Biber (Switzerland); Mr. Silviu Megan (Romania); and Ms.
Snezana Prokic (Serbia) as Bureau members.

9. Date and place of the 30™ meeting

The Committee decided on the date and place of its 30™ meeting: 29 November — 2 December
2010, in Strasbourg.

10. Adoption of the main decisions of the meeting

The Chair presented the draft documents with the list of decisions from this meeting, including the
draft recommendations and the Bern Declaration

The Committee adopted the main decisions of the meeting.

The Secretariat informed the Committee that the report of the meeting would be prepared the
following week and sent to all participants for comments. After a week, the report will be finalised and
sent to be translated into French.

In accordance with Article 15 of the Convention, the meeting report including adopted texts will
be forwarded to the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe.

11. Any other business (items for information only)

The Committee adopted the draft comments on Recommendation 1883 (2009) of the
Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe on “The challenges posed by climate change” (see
Appendix 12).

It took note of two Recommendations of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe:
»  Recommendation 1888 (2009) “Towards a new ocean governance

»  Recommendation 1885 (2009) on “Drafting an additional protocol to the European Convention
on Human Rights concerning the right to a healthy environment”

It further took note of Recommendation 271 (2009) of the Congress of Local and Regional
Authorities of the Council of Europe on “The global challenge of climate change: Local responses”.

The delegate of the Holy See informed the Committee of the planned activities on biodiversity
envisaged by the Sustainable Territorial Development Committee of the Conference of NGOs at the
Council of Europe, to contribute to the International Year on Biodiversity in 2010. In particular, they
plan an event in Strasbourg on 28" April 2010 including a scientific workshop and they will send the
invitations shortly, especially to make links with those NGOs active in the Bern Convention.

The delegate of Norway stated that there had not been enough time for in-depth discussion on
many issues as the agenda was very charged. He suggested that the Bureau discusses the possibility to
go back to a 5-day meeting of the Standing Committee.
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The delegate of Sweden, on behalf of the EU, supported the proposal made by Norway.

The Committee agreed to ask the Bureau to discuss this issue in 2010 and report back to the
Standing Committee.

On a question by the delegate of Monaco, the Secretariat explained that the Recommendations
from the Parliamentary Assembly and the Congress of Local and Regional Authorities of the Council
of Europe had been received shortly before the meeting and that is why they had been included under
“Any other business”.

The Secretariat informed the Committee about the Conference “Biodiversity in Europe” held in
Liege (Belgium) in September 2009, in the framework of the Pan-European Biological and Landscape
Diversity Strategy (PEBLDS). He further informed the Committee that the Council of Europe was no
longer involved in the PEBLDS Secretariat and that the follow-up of the Pan-European Ecological
Network (PEEN) would be undertaken by the Group of Experts on Protected Areas and Ecological
Networks.

Ms Evelyne Marendaz, Head of the Species Management Division at Switzerland’s Federal Office
for the Environment (OFEV) addressed the Committee to thank all participants for their flexibility and
good work shown throughout the meeting. She highlighted the numerous events planned for 2010 and
the important contribution of the Bern Convention to biodiversity conservation action. She warmly
thanked the interpreters, the Secretariat and the whole team behind the organisation of the Standing
Committee meeting in Bern, with a special reference to Ms Annina Zollinger. She wished all participants
a good trip back home.
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Appendix 1
List of participants

I. CONTRACTING PARTIES / PARTIES CONTRACTANTES

ALBANIA / ALBANIE

Ms Elvana RAMAJ, Senior Expert, Nature Protection Policies Directorate, Ministry of the Environment,
Forests & Water Administration, Rruga e Durresit, No. 27, TIRANA.

Tel: +355 69 21 21 425. Fax: +355 4 22 70 624. E-mail: eramaj@moe.gov.al or
eramaj @hotmail.com

ARMENIA / ARMENIE

Ms Hasmik GHALACHYAN, Head of Plant Resources Management Division, Ministry of Nature
Protection, Agency of Bioresources Management, Government Building 3, Republic Square,
YEREVAN.

Tel: :4+374-10 273890. E-mail: hasmikghalachyan @yahoo.com

Mr Victor MARTIROSYAN, Director, "Center for Environmental Projects” SNCO, The Ministry of
Nature Protection, Government Building 3, Republic Square, YEREV AN.
Tel: :+(374)-10 651641. E-mail: nrmprp@web.am

AUSTRIA / AUTRICHE

Mr Harald GROSS, Wiener Umweltschutzabteilung MA 22, Bereich Naturschutz, Dresdnerstrale 45,
A-1200 WIEN.

Tel: +431 4000-73788. Fax: +431 4000-99-73415. E-mail: harald.gross @wien.gv.at

AZERBAIJAN / AZERBAIDJAN

Mr Faig SADIGOV, Manager, Division of International Cooperation, Ministry of Ecology and Natural
Resources, B. Aghayev Street 100 A, AZ-1073 BAKU.

Tel: 4994 12 492 60 23. Fax: +994 12 492 59 07. E-mail: faig sadigov@yahoo.com or
faiq1975 @mail.ru or azeri7 @mail.az

BELGIUM / BELGIQUE

Mr Jacques STEIN, Premier Attaché, Président du « Groupe directeur Nature » du CCPIE, Service
Public de Wallonie, Département de I’Etude du Milieu Naturel et Agricole, Direction Nature et Eau,
Avenue Maréchal Juin, 23, B- 5030 GEMBLOUX.

Tel : +32 477/266046. Fax: +32 81 620436. E-mail: jacques.stein@spw.wallonie.be +
jacques.stein @ gmail.com

Ms Sandrine LIEGEOIS, Attachée — responsable de la cellule "especes”, Ministere de la Région
wallonne — Direction Générale de 1'Agriculture, des Ressources naturelles et de 1'Environnement —
Département de la Nature et des Foréts, Avenue Prince de Liege, 15, B-5100 JAMBES.

Tel : 432 81 33 58 87. Fax: +32 81 33.58.22. E-mail : sandrine.liegeois @spw.wallonie.be

BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA / BOSNIE-HERZEGOVINE

Mr Senad OPRASIC, Head of Environmental Protection Depatrtment, Ministry of Foreign Trade and
Economic Relations of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Musala 9, 71000 SARAJEVO

Tel/fax: 00387 33 552-365. E-mail: senadoprasic @yahoo.com

BULGARIA / BULGARIE

Ms Rayna HARDALOVA, Head of Biodiversity Department, Ministry of Environment and Water, 22,
Maria Louisa Blvd, 1000 SOFIA.

Tel: + 3592940 6163. Fax: + 3592940 6127. E-mail : hardalovar@moew.government.bg
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Mr Nikolay NEDYALKOV, Head of Natura 2000 Department, Ministry of Environment and Water,
22, Maria Louisa Blvd,, 1000 SOFIA.
Tel : + 359 2 940 6107, Fax: + 359 2940 6127, E-mail : nnps @moew.government.bg

CROATIA / CROATIE

Ms Zrinka DOMAZETOVIC, Senior Expert Adviser, Ministry of Culture, Nature Protection
Directorate, Biodiversity Conservation Department, Division for Implementation of International
Conventions, Runjaninova 2, 10000 ZAGREB.

Tel: +385 14866 127. Fax: + 38514866 100. E-mail: zrinka.domazetovic @min-kulture.hr

CYPRUS /CHYPRE

Mr Demetris KOUTROUKIDES, Environment Officer, Environment Service, Ministry of Agriculture,
Natural Resources and Environment, 1411 NICOSIA.

Tel. +357 99555813. Fax. +357 22774945. E mail. dkoutroukides @environment.moa.gov.cy

CZECH REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE

Mr Jan PLESNIK, Advisor in international co-operation, Agency for Nature Conservation and
Landscape Protection of the Czech Republic, Nuselska 39, 14 000  PRAGUE 4

Tel +420 241 082 114. Fax +420 241 082 999. E-mail: jan.plesnik@nature.cz or
plesnik.jan@scznam.cz

Ms Libuse VLASAKOVA, Head of Unit of Implementation of European Directives and International
Conventions, Ministry of the Environment of the Czech Republic, VrSovicka 65, 100 10
PRAGUE 10,.

Tel: +420 267 122372. Fax: +420 267 0310328. E-mail: libuse.vlasakova@mzp.cz

DENMARK / DANEMARK

Mr Sten ASBIRK, Head of Section,, Agency for Spatial and Environmental Planning, Haraldsgade 53,
2100 COPENHAGEN @.

Tel: +45 72544867. E-mail: sta@blst.dk

ESTONIA / ESTONIE

Ms Merike LINNAMAGI, Senior Officer of the Nature Protection Department, Ministry of the
Environment, Narva mnt 7a, 15172 TALLINN.

Tel: +372 6262 900. Fax: +372 6262 901. E-mail: merike.linnamagi @envir.ee

EUROPEAN COMMISSION / COMMISSION EUROPEENNE

Ms Marta KACZYNSKA, Policy Officer, European Commission, DG Environment, Biodiversity
Unit, Avenue de Beaulieu 5, 1160 BRUSSELS.

Tel: +32 2 29 88387. Fax: +32 2 29 68824...E-mail : Marta.Kaczynska @ec.europa.eu

FINLAND / FINLANDE

Mr Esko JAAKKOLA, Environment Counsellor, Ministry of the Environment, PO Box 35, FI-0023
GOVERNMENT.

Tel: +358 503698672. E-mail: esko.jaakkola@ymparisto.fi

Mr Matti OSARA, Senior Adviser, Ministry of the Environment, PO Box 35, FI-0023
GOVERNMENT.
Tel: +358 400 274 995. Fax: +358 9 1603 9364 E-mail : matti.osara@ ymparisto.fi

Mr Sami NIEMI, Ministerial Adviser, Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry, Department of Fisheries
and Game, Mariankatu 23, PO Box 30, FI-00023 GOVERNMENT
Tel: +358 400 238505 . Fax : +358 9 1605 2284. E-mail : Sami.Niemi @mmm.fi
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FRANCE / FRANCE

Mr Paul DELDUC, Sous-Directeur de la Protection et de la Valorisation des Especes et de leurs
Milieux, SDVPEH, DGALN/DEM, Ministere de 1’Ecologie (MEEDDM), Arche Sud, 92055 LA
DEFENSE Cedex.

Tel: +33 140 81 38 86. Fax : +33 140 81 75 33. E-mail : paul.delduc @developpement-

durable.gouv.fr

Ms Marianne COUROUBLE, Chargée de mission Affaires internationales, Direction de I’eau et de la
biodiversité — DGALN/DEB, Ministere de I’Ecologie, de I’Energie, du Développement durable et de
la Mer (MEEDDM), Arche Sud, 92055 LA DEFENSE Cedex.

Tel : +33 140 81 31 90. Fax: +33 +140 81 75 33. E-mail : marianne.courouble @developpement-

durable.gouv.fr

Ms Fanny LENDI-RAMIREZ, Coordinatrice biodiversité, Direction de 1’eau et de la biodiversité —
DGALN/DEB, Ministere de 1’Ecologie, de I’Energie, du Développement durable et de la Mer
(MEEDDM), Arche Sud, 92055 LA DEFENSE Cedex.

Tél. : +33 140 81 37 17. Fax: +33 140 81 77 09. E-mail: Fanny.lendi-ramirez@developpement-

durable.gouv.fr

Ms Mireille CELDRAN, Adjointe au Chef de Bureau « Faune et Flore sauvages », Direction de 1’eau
et de la biodiversit¢t — DGALN/DEB, Ministere de 1’Ecologie, de 1’Energie, du Développement
durable et de la Mer (MEEDDM), Arche Sud, 92055 LA DEFENSE Cedex.

Tel: +33 140 81 35 62. Fax: +33 140 81 75 33. E-mail : mireille.celdran @developpement-

durable.gouv.fr

Mr Vincent BENTATA, Chargé de mission, Direction de I’eau et de la biodiversité — DGALN/DEB,
Ministere de 1’Ecologie, de I’Energie, du Développement durable et de la Mer (MEEDDM), Arche
Sud, 92055 LA DEFENSE Cedex.

Tel: +33 140 81 31 75. Fax: +33140 81 75 33. E-mail : vincent.bentata@developpement-

durable.gouv.fr

Mr Michel GUERY, Directeur DIREN Alsace, 8, rue Adolphe Seyboth - BP 59 - 67080
STRASBOURG Cédex
Tel : +33 388 22 73 32. Fax: +33388 22 73 31. E-mail: michel.guery@developpement-

durable.gouv.fr

Mr Jean-Philippe SIBLET, Directeur adjoint du Service du Patrimoine naturel, Muséum national
d’Histoire naturelle, Département écologie et gestion de la biodiversité, 36, rue Geoffreoy S(-Hilaire,
CP 41, F-75231 PARIS Cedex 05.

Tel : +33 14079 32 66. Fax : +33 14079 80 11. E-mail: siblet@mnhn.fr

Ms Annie MOISSET, Chargée de mission, SGARE Alsace, 5, place de la République, F-67000
STRASBOURG.
Tel : +33 388 21 60 29. E-mail : annie.moisset @alsace.pref.gouv.fr

GERMANY / ALLEMAGNE

Mr Oliver SCHALL, Head of Delegation, Deputy Head of Division N I 5, Federal Ministry for the
Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety, Robert-Schuman-Platz 3, D- 53175 BONN
Tel: +49 228 99 305 26 32. Fax: +49 228 99 305-2684. E-mail: oliver.schall @bmu.bund.de

Mr Edward RAGUSCH , Executive Officer, Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature
Conservation and Nuclear Safety, Division N I 5, Specific International Nature Conservation
Conventions, Robert-Schuman-Platz 3, D-53175 BONN

Tel: +49 228 99 305 2663. Fax: +49 228 99 305-2684. E-Mail: edward.ragusch@bmu.bund.de
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Ms Andrea Maria PAULY, Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety,
Robert-Schuman-Platz 3, D-53175 BONN
Tel: +49 - 228 99 305 44 65. Fax: +49 - 228 99 305-2684. E-mail: andrea.pauly @bmu.bund.de

Mr Detlef SZYMANSKI, Bundesratsbeauftragter, c/o Hessisches Ministerium fiir Umwelt, Lindliches
Raum und Verbraucherschutz, Mainzer Str. 80, 65189 WIESBADEN
Tel: +49 611 815 16 54. Fax: +49 611 815 1972. E-mail: detlef.szymanski @hmuelv.hessen.de

Mr Olaf IVERSEN, Premier Conseiller, Ambassade d’Allemagne & Berne, Willadingweg 83, CH-
3006 BERNE.
Tel : +41 31 3594 210. Fax :+41 31 3594 444. E-mail : olaf.iversen @diplo.de

HUNGARY / HONGRIE

Ms Eva Anita BAUER-HAAZ, Councellor, Ministry for Enviroment and Water, F6 utcas44-50,
H-1011 BUDAPEST.

Tel: +36-1/3956857. Fax: +36-1/2754505. E-mail: haaz@mail.kvvm.hu

ICELAND / ISLANDE

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

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

Mr Snorri BALDURSSON, Foreign liaisons, Icelandic Institute of Natural History , Hlemmur 3, 105
REYKJAVIK
Tel: +354 897 9975/+354 590 0500. Fax: +354 590 0595. E-mail snorri@ni.is

Mr Trausti BALDURSSON, Head of International Affairs, Icelandic Institute of Natural History,
Hlemmur 3, 125 REYKJAVIK.
Tel: +354 590 0500. Fax: +354 590 0595. E-mail: trausti@ni.is

ITALY /ITALIE

Mr Felice CAPPELLUTI, Technical Officer Division II Flora and Fauna Protection, Directorate-
General for Nature Protection, Ministry of Environment and Land and Sea Protection, Via Capitan
Bavastro 174, I-00154 ROMA.

Tel: +39 06 5722 8403. Fax: +39 06 5722 8468. E-mail: Cappelluti.Felice @ minambiente.it

LATVIA /LETTONIE
Mr. Vilnis BERNARDS, Senior Desk Officer, Ministry of Environment, Peldu str. 25, LV-1494 RIGA
Tel: +371 67026524. Fax: +371 67820442. E-mail: vilnis.bernards @ vidm.gov.lv

LIECHTENSTEIN / LIECHTENSTEIN

Mr Michael FASEL, Dipl.Biologe, Amt fiir Wald, Natur und Landschaft, Dr. Grass Strasse 12,
FL-9490 VADUZ

Tél +423-2366405. Fax +423-23664 11. E-mail michael.fasel@awnl.llv.li

LUXEMBOURG / LUXEMBOURG

Ms Sandra CELLINA, Employée biologiste, Ministere du Développement durable et des
Infrastructures — Département de I’environnement, 18, montée de la Pétrusse L-2918
LUXEMBOURG.

Tel : +352 24786820. Fax: +352 24786835. E-mail : Sandra.cellina@meyv.etat.lu

MOLDOVA /MOLDOVA

Ms Veronica JOSU, Advisory Officer, Natural Resources and Biodiversity Division, Ministry of the
Environment, 9, Cosmonautilor str., MD-2005 CHISINAU

Tel: +353 22 20 45 35. Fax: +373 22 22 68 58. E-mail: josu@mediu.gov.md
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MONACO/MONACO

Mr Patrick VAN KLAVEREN, Ministre Conseiller, Agrégé de 1'Université, Délégué Permanent
aupres des Organismes Internationaux a caractere scientifique, environnemental et humanitaire, Athos
Palace, 2, rue de la Liijerneta, 98000-MONACO

Tel: + 377 98 98 81 48. Fax: +37793509591. . E-mail : pvanklaveren @ gouv.mc

THE NETHERLANDS / PAYS-BAS

Mr Gerard van DIJK, Senior Executive Officer, Ministry of Agriculture, Nature & Food Quality;
Department of Nature, Landscape & Rural Affairs, P.O. Box 20401, 2500 EK DEN HAAG

Tel. +31 70 378 5009. E-mail g.van.dijk@minlnv.nl

NORWAY / NORVEGE
Mr Harald NOREIK, Senior Advisor, Ministry of the Environment, Myntgata 2, PB 8013 DEP
Tel: +47 22246012. Fax: +47 22242759. E-mail: han@md.dep.no

Ms Solveig PAULSEN, Senior Advisor, Ministry of Environment, Post-box 8013 Dep., 0030 OSLO.
Tel: +47 22245854. Fax: +47 22249560. E-mail: solveig.paulsen @md.dep.no

Mr @ystein STORKERSEN, Senior Advisor, Directorate for Nature Management, Tungasletta 2,
N-7485 TRONDHEIM
Tel. +47-73 580500. Fax: +47-73 580501 or 73 580505. E-mail: oystein.storkersen @dirnat.no

Ms Mary Elisabeth JERNQVIST, Senior Legal Adviser, Norwegian Directorate for Nature
Management, Tungasletta 2, 7485 TRONDHEIM.
Tel: +47 93 466702. Fax:+47 73 580501. E-mail: elisabeth.jernqvist@dirnat.no

POLAND / POLOGNE

Mr Marek Piotr KAJS, Specialist, Directorate General for Environmental Protection, Wawelska Street
52/53, PL-00 922 WARSAW.

Tel: +48 22 57 92 153. Fax: +48 22 57 92 155. E-mail: Marek.Kajs @gdos.gov.pl

Ms Katarzyna MARANDA, Deputy Director of Environmental Protection Department, General
Directorate for National Roads and Motorways, 59 Zelazna St., 00-848 WARSAW.
Tel : +48 22 375 87 16. Fax: +48 22 375 87 17. E-mail : kmaranda @ gddkia.gov.pl

Ms Katarzyna WIKTOROWICZ, Director of Project Setup Department, General Directorate for
National Roads and Motorways, 59 Zelazna St., 00-848 WARSAW.
Tel : +48 22 375 87 11. Fax: +48 22 375 87 46. E-mail : kwiktorowicz@ gddkia.gov.pl

Ms Renata KRZYSCIAK-KOSINSKA, Head of Research Unit, Bialowieza National Park, Park
Palacowy 5; 17-230 BIALOWIEZA.
Tel: +48 856812348 ext.33. Fax: +48 856812306. E-mail : rk.kosinska@bpn.com.pl

ROMANIA / ROUMANIE

Mr Silviu MEGAN, Director, Directorate of Nature Protection, Ministry of Environment, 12,
Libertatii Blvd., district 5, BUCHAREST.

Tel: +40 745592 &81. Fax: +40 213163382. E-mail: silviu.megan@mmediu.ro or
roxana.ionescu @mmediu.ro

Ms Antoaneta OPRISAN, Counselor, Directorate of Nature Protection, Ministry of Environment, 12,
Libertatii Blvd., district 5, BUCHAREST.

Tel : +40722 129 054. Fax: +40 21 3163382. E-mail: antoaneta.oprisan@mmediu.ro or
toniaoprisan @yahoo.com
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Mr Ovidiu IONESCU, Vice-Dean; Facultatea de Silvicultura si Exploatari Forestiere, Bethowen Str.
No. 1, 500036, BRASOV.
Tel: Tel : +40 744 362458. E-mail: o.ionescu @unitbv.ro

Ms Doina DOROFTEI, Secrétaire III, Ministere des Affaires étrangeres, Aleea Alexandru 38,
BUCHAREST.
Tel : +40 21 431 17 12. E-mail : doina.doroftei @mae.ro

Ms Veronica IONESCU, Diplomate, Third Secretary, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 14, Aleea
Modrogan, Sector 2, BUCHAREST.
Tel: +40 21 431 15 16. Fax: +40 21 319 23 54. E-mail: veronica.anghel @mae.ro

SERBIA / SERBIE

Ms Snezana PROKIC, Focal point for Bern Convention, Adviser, Ministry of Environment and Spatial
Planning of the Republic of Serbia, Omladinskih brigada 1. Str, SIV III, NEW BELGRADE, 11070
Tel: +381 11 31 31 569. Fax : +381 11 313 2459. E-mail: snezana.prokic @ekoplan.gov.rs

Mr. Radislav MOMIROV, Assistant of the Minister for nature conservation, Ministry of Environment
and Spatial Planning of the Republic of Serbia, Omladinskih brigada 1. Str, SIV III, NEW
BELGRADE, 11000

Tel: +381 11 313 2572. Fax : +381 11 313 2574. E-mail: radislav.momirov@ekoplan.gov.rs

SLOVAKIA /SLOVAQUIE

Ms Jana DURKOSOVA, Senior advisor, Department of Nature Protection, Ministry of the Environment
of the Slovak Republic, Ndmestie L. Stidra 1,812 35 BRATISLAVA 1.

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

SLOVENIA / SLOVENIE

Mr Peter SKOBERNE, Undersecretary, Ministrstvo za Okolje in Prostor, Dunajska 48, SI-1000
LJUBLJANA.

Tel : +386 1 4787 391. E-mail: peter.skoberne @ gov.si

SPAIN / ESPAGNE

Ms Barbara SOTO LARGO, Jefe de Seccion, Subdireccion General de Conservacion de la
Biodiversidad, Ministerio de Medio Ambiente, Medio Rural y Marino, Direccién General de Medio
Natural y Politica Forestal, C/ Rios Rosas 24, 28003 MADRID.

Tel : 34 91 749 37 04. Fax: + 3491 749 38 73. E-mail : bsotolargo @mma.es

SWEDEN / SUEDE

Mr Peter ORN, Head of Delegation, Swedish Environmental Protection Agency, 106 48
STOCKHOLM.

Tel: +4686981526. E-mail: peter.orn @naturvardsverket.se

Ms Karin SKANTZE, Administrative Officer, Landscape Unit, Natural Resources Department , The
Swedish Environmental Protection Agency, Vallhallavigen 195, SE-106 48 STOCKHOLM
Tel: + 46 8 698 15 01. Fax: +46 8 698 1042. E-mail: Karin.Skantze @naturvardsverket.se

Mr Torsten LARSSON, Swedish Environmental Protection Agency, Norra Catalinagrind 39 S-183 68
TABY.
Tel: +46 8 7588141. E-mail : eva.torsten.larsson @telia.com

Ms Malin HOLLBERG MALM, Legal adviser, Swedish Environmental Protection Agency,
Naturvardsverket, Valhallavigen 195, SE-106 48 STOCKHOLM.
Tel: +46-8-6981028. E-mail: malin.hollberg-malm@naturvardsverket.se
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SWITZERLAND / SUISSE

Département fédéral de I’Environnement, des transports, de I’Energie et de la Communication
(DETEC)

Mr Moritz LEUENBERGER, Chef du Département fédéral de 1I’Environnement, des transports, de
I’Energie et de la Communication (DETEC), ...

Ms Catherine BELLINI, Collaboratrice personnelle du Chef du DETEC, ...
Tel : +41 31 32 25510. E-mail : catherine.bellini @ gs-uvek.admin.ch

Office fédéral de ’Environnement (OFEYV)
Mr Bruno OBERLE, Directeur de I’ Office fédéral de I’Environnement (OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE
Tel : +41 31 32 224 94. E-mail : bruno.oberle @bafu.admin.ch

Mr Thomas KOLLY, Ambassadeur, Chef de la Division des Affaires internationales, Office fédéral de
I’Environnement (OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE.
Tel : +41 31 32 293 23. E-mail : thomas.kolly @bafu.admin.ch

Ms Evelyne MARENDAZ, Cheffe de la Division Gestion des Especes, Office fédéral de
I’Environnement (OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE.
Tel : +41 31 32 553 42. E-mail : evelyne.marendaz@bafu.admin.ch

Mr Olivier BIBER, Chef Biodiversité internationale, Office fédéral de 1’environnement, des foréts et
du paysage (OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE
Tel : +41 31 323 06 63. Fax : +41 31 324 7579. E-mail : olivier.biber @bafu.admin.ch

Mr Christian SCHLATTER, Division Gestion des Especes, Office fédéral de I’Environnement
(OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE
Tel : +41 31 32476 61. E-mail : christian.schlatter @bafu.admin.ch

Ms Sarah PEARSON PERRET, Division Gestion des Especes, Office fédéral de 1I’Environnement
(OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE.
Tel : +41 31 32 268 66. E-mail : sarah.pearson @bafu.admin.ch

Mr Reinhard SCHNIDRIG-PETRIG, Division Gestion des Especes, Office fédéral de
I’Environnement (OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE
Tel : +41 31 32 303 07. E-mail : reinhard.schnidrig @bafu.admin.ch

Mr Erich STAUB, Division Gestion des Especes, Office fédéral de I’Environnement (OFEV),
CH-3003 BERNE
Tel : +41 31 32 293 77. E-mail : erich.staub@bafu.admin.ch

Mr Jean-Michel GARDAZ, Division Gestion des Especes, Office fédéral de I’Environnement
(OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE
Tel : +41 31 32 449 54. E-mail : jean-michel.gardaz@bafu.admin.ch

Mr Roger ZUFFEREY, Division Droit, Office fédéral de I’Environnement (OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE
Tel : +41 31 32 280 61. E-mail : roger.zufferey @bafu.admin.ch

Ms Rebekka REICHLIN LETTAU, Division Communication, Office fédéral de 1’Environnement
(OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE.
Tel : +41 31 32 292 46. E-mail: rebekka.reichlin @bafu.admin.ch
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Assistantes

Ms Annina ZOLLINGER FISCHER, Division Gestion des Especes, Office fédéral de
I’Environnement (OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE

Tel : +41 31 32 478 48. E-mail: annina.zollinger @bafu.admin.ch

Ms Concetta VIOLA, Division Gestion des Especes, Office fédéral de I’Environnement (OFEV),
CH-3003 BERNE
Tel : +41 31 32 419 37. E-mail : concetta.viola@bafu.admin.ch

Ms Stefania SABATO-DI STEFANO, Division Gestion des Especes, Office fédéral de
I’Environnement (OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE
Tel : +41 31 32 293 89. E-mail: stefania.sabato @bafu.admin.ch

Ms Sonja MAKLARI-EICHMANN, Division Gestion des Especes, Office fédéral de I’Environnement
(OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE
Tel : +41 31 32 280 49. E-mail : sonja.maklari @bafu.admin.ch

Ms Aysun GUNES, Division Gestion des Especes, Office fédéral de I’Environnement (OFEV),
CH-3003 BERNE
Tel : +41 31 32 370 53. E-mail : aysun.giines @bafu.admin.ch

Mr Benoit STADELMANN, Division Gestion des Especes, Office fédéral de I’Environnement
(OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE
Tel : +41 31 32 299 80. E-mail : benoit.stadelmann @bafu.admin.ch

Mr Francis CORDILLOT, Division Gestion des Especes, Office fédéral de I’Environnement (OFEV),
CH-3003 BERNE
Tel : +41 31 32 401 38. E-mail : francis.stadelmann @bafu.admin.ch

Mr Stefan MEIER, Division Communication, Office fédéral de I’Environnement (OFEV), CH-3003
BERNE
Tel : +41 31 32 269 58. E-mail : stefan.meier @bafu.admin.ch

Invités
Mr Raymond-Pierre LEBEAU, 28, avenue de I’Ermitage, CH-1224 CHENE-BOUGERIES/GE.
Tel : +41 22 349 20 06. E-mail : riolebeau @hotmail.com

Ms Regula RYTZ, Conseillere municipale de la ville de Berne, Directrice des travaux du génie civil,
des transports et des espaces verts

Mr Andreas RICKENBACHER, Conseil-exécutif, Directeur de 1'économie publique

Département fédéral des Affaires étrangéres (DFAE)

Mr Christian MEUWLY, Head of Division, Ambassador, Federal Department of Foreign Affairs,
Political Affairs Division I, Bundesgasse 32, 3003 BERN.

Tel: +41 31 322 31 02. Fax: +41 31 324 95 55. E-mail: christian.meuwly @eda.admin.ch

Mr Claude ALTERMATT, Head of the Council of Europe and OSCE Section, Coordinator of the
Swiss Chair of the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe, Federal Department of Foreign
Affairs, Political Affairs Division I, Bundesgasse 32, 3003 BERN.

Tel: +41 31 322 35 38. Fax: +41 31 325 06 80. E-mail : claude.altermatt@eda.admin.ch

Mr Martin KREBS, Deputy Head of Section, International Environmental Affairs, Federal Department
of Foreign Affairs, Political Affairs Division I, Bundesgasse 32, 3003 BERN.
Tel: +41 31 322 08 34. Fax: +41 31 324 10 63. E-mail : martin.krebs @eda.admin.ch
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Mr Sylvester BORS, Desk officer, Federal Department of Foreign Affairs, Political Affairs Division I,
Bundesgasse 32, 3003 BERN.
Tel: +41 31 322 35 06. Fax: +41 31 325 06 80. E-mail : sylvester.bors @eda.admin.ch

Ms Adrienne SCHNYDER, Deputy coordinator of the Swiss Chair of the Committee of Ministers of
the Council of Europe, Federal Department of Foreign Affairs, Political Affairs Division I,
Bundesgasse 32, 3003 BERN.

Tel: +41 31 324 62 20. Fax: +41 31 324 95 55. E-mail: adrienne.schnyder @eda.admin.ch

Mr David BEST, Special adviser for the Chairperson of the Committee of Ministers of the Council of
Europe, Federal Department of Foreign Affairs, Political Affairs Division I, Bundesgasse 32, 3003
BERN.

Tel: +41 31 323 13 47. Fax: +41 31 32506 80. E-mail : david.best@eda.admin.ch

Mr Jonas GLAUSER, International Environmental Affairs, Federal Department of Foreign Affairs,
Political Division V, Bundesgasse 32, CH-3003 BERN
Tel: +41-31 322 57 69. E-mail: jonas.glauser @eda.admin.ch

TURKEY / TURQUIE

Mr Irfan EKMEKCI, Expert Biologist, General Directorate of Nature Conservation & National Parks,
Ministry of Environment & Forestry, Sogiitozii Caddesi 14/E, CANKAYA-ANKARA

Tel: +90 3122075922. Fax: +90 3122075959. E-mail: irfancaretta@yahoo.com.tr or
ekmekci hatay@hotmail.com

Mr Yakup KASKA, Researcher, Pamukkale University, Faculty of Arts and Sciences Department of
Biology, KINIKLI-DENIZLI
Tel: +90 2582963668. Fax: +90 2582963335, E-mail: caretta@pamukkale.edu.tr

Mr Hasan KILIC, Agricultural Engineer, Akay cad n° 3, KIZILOY — ANKARA.
Tel: +90 312 425 50 13. E-mail: hasank@kkem.gov.tr

UKRAINE / UKRAINE

Mr Thor Borysovych IVANENKO, Deputy Head, State Agency for Protected Areas, Ministry of
Environmental Protection, 35 Uryts’kogo Str., KYIV, 03035.

Tel: +380-44-206-25-88. Fax: +380-44-206-31-19. E-mail: parks@menr.gov.ua or
ecoland @menr.gov.ua

UNITED KINGDOM / ROYAUME-UNI

Ms Elaine KENDALL, Head of Wildlife Crime, Zoos and Birds Policy, Department for Environment,
Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA), Zone 1/11, Temple Quay House, 2 The Square, Temple Quay,
BRISTOL, BS1 6EB.

Tel: +44 117 372 8322. Fax: +44 117 372 8354. E-mail: Elaine.kendall @defra.gsi.gov.uk

Mr Huw M. THOMAS, Head, Protected Species and Non-native Species Team, Zone 1/08a,
Biodiversity Programme, Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, Temple Quay House,
2 The Square, Temple Quay, BRISTOL BS1 6EB

Tel: +44 (0)117 372 8296. Fax: +44 (0)117 372 8688. E-mail: huw.thomas@defra.gsi.gov.uk

II. MEMBER STATES NON CONTRACTING PARTIES / ETATS MEMBRES NON
PARTIES CONTRACTANTES B

RUSSIA / RUSSIE
SAN MARINO / SAINT-MARIN



-37 - T-PVS (2009) 17

III. OTHER STATES / AUTRES ETATS

HOLY SEE / SAINT SIEGE
Mr Jean-Pierre RIBAUT, 27 rue Rabié, 33250 PAUILLAC, France.
Tel : +33 556 59 13 64. Fax : +33 556 59 68 80. E-mail : jeanpierreribau @wanadoo.fr

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

United Nations Economic Commission for Europe / Secretariat to Convention on Environmental
Impact Assessment in a Transboundary Context (Espoo, 1991)

Mr Nicholas BONVOISIN, Expert Adviser, Environment, Housing and Land Management Division,
Room 429-1, Palais des Nations, CH-1211 GENEVA 10, Switzerland.

Tel.: +41.22.917.11.93. Fax: +41.22.917.01.07. E-Mail: nicholas.bonvoisin @unece.org

Website: http://www.unece.org/env/eia

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

Mr Lambertus LENTEN, Executive Secretary, UNEP/AEWA Secretariat, UN Campus, Hermann-
Ehlers-Str. 10, 53113 BONN, Germany.

Tel: +49 228 815 2406 Fax: +49 228 815 2450 E-mail: blenten @unep.de

Mr Sergey DERELIEV, Technical Officer, UNEP/AEWA Secretariat, African-Eurasian Waterbird
Agreement, UN Campus, Hermann-Ehlers-Str. 10, 53113 BONN, Germany

Tel.: +49-228-815-2415. Fax: +49-228-815-2450. E-mail: sdereliev@unep.de

Web: www.unep-aewa.org

Secretariat of the Convention on the conservation of migratory species of wild animals
(UNEP/CMS) / Secrétariat de la Convention sur la conservation des espeéces migratrices
appartenant a la faune sauvage (Bonn) (PNUE/CMS)

Mr Lambertus LENTEN, Acting Deputy Executive Secretary, UNEP/CMS Secretariat, UN Campus,
Hermann-Ehlers-Str. 10, 53113 BONN, Germany.

Tel: +49 228 815 2406 Fax: +49 228 815 2450 E-mail: LLenten @cms.int or blenten @unep.de

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

Mr Andreas STREIT, Executive Secretary, UNEP/EUROBATS, United Nations Campus, Hermann-
Ehlers-Str. 10, 53113 BONN, Germany

Tel. +49 228 815 2420. Fax +49 228 815 2445. E-mail: astreit@ecurobats.org.

Secretariat of the Protocol concerning Mediterranean specially protected areas / Secrétariat du
Protocole relatif aux aires spécialement protégées de la Méditerranée (Geneva / Geneve)

Regional Activity Centre for Specially Protected Areas (RAC/SPA) — Tunis / Centre d’activités
régionales pour les aires spécialement protégées (CAR/ASP)

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

Tel : +216 71 206 649 / 485. Fax : +21671 206 490. E-mail : gannoun.abderrahmen@rac-spa.org
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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 particulierement comme habitats des oiseaux d’eau (Ramsar)

Ms Alexeeva NADEZHDA, Assistant Advisor for Europe, Ramsar Convention Secretariat, 28 rue
Mauverney, CH-1196 GLAND, Switzerland.

Tel: +41 22999 0178. Fax: +41 22 999 0169. E-mail: europe @ramsar.org

V. OTHER ORGANISATIONS / AUTRES ORGANISATIONS
BirdLife International / BirdLife International
Mr. Fritz HIRT, Honorary President, SVS/BirdLife Switzerland, Wiedingstr. 78, PO Box, CH-8036

ZURICH, Switzerland.
Tel :+41 44 4577020. Fax +41 44 4577030. E-mail : fritz.hirt @birdlife.ch

Mr Werner MUELLER, Director, SVS/BirdLife Schweiz, Wiedingstr. 78, PO Box, CH-8036
ZURICH, Switzerland.
Tel :+41 44 4577020. Fax +41 44 4577030. E-mail : werner.mueller @birdlife.ch

Mr Bernd SCHUERENBERG, BirdLife, Kapellenweg 46; 88090 IMMENSTAAD, Germany.
Tel: +49-7545-6290. E-mail: BUND.Markdorf @bund.net

Ms Edit LOOSLI, Délégué by BirdLife Cyprus (subject: illegal killing of birds in Cyprus), MBBC
Migratory Birds Conservation, International Monitoring Organisation, Schorenstr 33, CH-3645
GWATT (THUN), Switzerland;

Tel: +41 33 3363045. E-mail: flora.ch@gmx.net

Bureau Européen de 1'Environnement

Ms Edith WENGER, Représentante du Bureau Européen de 1I’Environnement, Commission OING
Développement territorial durable, 7, rue de Cronenbourg, F-67300 SCHILTIGHEIM, France.

Tel : +33 388 62 13 72. E-mail: elwenger @free.fr

Ms Anne-Marie CHAVANON, Commission OING Développement territorial durable,
COFNUAT/FIMUAT, 21 boulevard de Grenelle, F-75015 PARIS.
Tel : 433 660 76 86 14. Fax : +33 177 49 76 80. E-mail: amchavanon @yahoo.fr

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

Mr Gilbert de TURCKHEIM, President, FACE - Federation of Associations for Hunting and
Conservation of the E.U, Rue F. Pelletier 82, B-1030 BRUSSELS, Belgium

Tel : +322 73269 00. Fax :+3227327072. E-mail: ...

Mr Yves LECOCQ, Secretary General, FACE - Federation of Associations for Hunting and
Conservation of the E.U, Rue F. Pelletier 82 B-1030 BRUSSELS, Belgium
Tel : +32 2732 69 00. Fax:+322 73270 72. E-mail : ylecocq@face.eu

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

Mr Ferdinando RANZANICI, Natura 2000 Expert, FEIN Fondazione Europea IL. NIBBIO, Via Perego,
1-22060 AROSIO (CO), Italy.

Tel 439 031 762 162. Fax : +39 031 762 162. E-mail : ferdinando.ranzanici @tin.it

International Association for Falconry & Conservation of Birds of Prey / Association
internationale de la fauconnerie et de la conservation des oiseaux de proie

Mr Christian de COUNE, International Association for Falconry and Conservation of Birds of Prey ,
Thier des Forges, 85, B-4140 GOMZE—ANDOUMONT, Belgium.
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Tel: 32476 46 14 24. E-mail : info@christian-dec.be

Mediterranean Association to Save the Sea Turtles (MEDASSET) / Association méditerranéenne
pour sauver les tortues marines (MEDASSET)

Ms Lily VENIZELOS, President of MEDASSET, 1c Licavitou St., 10672 ATHENS, Greece.

[c/o 24 Park Towers, 2 Brick St., LONDON W1J 7DD, United Kingdom.]

Tel: +30 210 361 3572 and +30210364 0389. Fax: +30 210 361 3572. E-mail:
lilyvenizelos @medasset.gr or medasset @medasset.gr .

Ms. Noullie SCOTT, MEDASSET-Mediterranean Association to Save the Sea Turtles, 126, Princes
Court, Queensway, W24RF LONDON, United Kingdom.
Tel: +44 778 754 0423. E-mail: medasset@medasset.org

Mr Gerald DICK, MEDASSET-Mediterranean Association to Save the Sea Turtles, Lindenrain 3,
3012 Bern, Switzerland
Tel: ... E-mail: Gerald.Dick@waza.org

Pro Natura - Swiss League for Nature Protection / Pro Natura — Ligue suisse pour la protection de
la nature

Ms Mirjam BALLMER, Responsable pour la politique de la protection de la nature, Dornacherstrasse
192, Postfach, CH-4018 BASEL, Switzerland.

Tel : +41(0) 61 317 92 08 . Fax: +41(0) 61 317 92 66. E-mail: Mirjam.ballmer @pronatura.ch
website : www.pronatura.ch

Mr Friedrich WULF, Responsable pour les affaires internationales, Pro Natura — Friends of the Earth
Switzerland, Dornacherstrasse 192, Postfach, CH-4018 BASEL, Switzerland.

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

Website: www.pronatura.ch

Sauvegarde Faune Sauvage (France-Alsace et Est de la France)

Mr Jean-Paul BURGET, Président, Sauvegarde Faune Sauvage, 23, rue du Limousin,
F-68270 WITTENHEIM / France.

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

Ms Julie LEDIT, Chargée de mission, Sauvegarde Faune Sauvage, 23, rue du Limousin,
F-68270 WITTENHEIM / France.

Tel: +33 389 57 92 22 / +33607 41 11 32. Fax : +33 389 57 92 22. E-mail: faune-
sauvage68 @orange.fr

Societas Europaea Herpetologica (SEH)

Dr. Benedikt SCHMIDT, Koordinationsstelle fuer Amphibien- und Reptilienschutz in der Schweiz
(karch), Passage Maximilien-de-Meuron 6, CH-2000 NEUCHATEL, Switzerland

Tel: +41 32725 272 07. E-mail: benedikt.schmidt@unine.ch. Website : http://www.karch.ch/

Ms Rosmarie MULLER, DOB: 23 July 1983, Am Freibad 3, 07333 UNTERWELLENBORN,
Germany.
Tel: +49-1577 1982307. Email: rom237 @ gmx.de

National Society for Nature Protection (SNPN) (France) / Société nationale de protection de la
nature (SNPN) (France)

Pr Jean UNTERMAIER, Président, Société nationale de protection de la nature (SNPN), 9, rue Cels,
F-75014 PARIS, France.

Tel : +33 143 20 25 39. Fax :+33 143 1571. E-mail : snpn@wanadoo.fr
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M Bruno GOETHALS, Représentant délégué de 1’ Association « Vivre dans la Presqu’ile », Société
nationale de protection de la nature (SNPN), 14, rue Jacques Prévert, F-59118 WAMBRECHIES,
France.

Tel : +33 687 68 95 45. E-mail : goethals.bruno @neuf.fr

Terra Cypria (Cyprus Conservation Foundation)

Ms Artemis YIORDAMLI, Executive Director, Terra Cypria, the Cyprus Conservation Foundation,
P.0.Box 50257, 3602 LIMASSOL, Cyprus

Tel: +357 25 358632. Fax: +357 25 352657. E-mail : director @terracypria.org

Mr Adrian AKERS-DOUGLAS, Director, Terra Cypria, the Cyprus Conservation Foundation,
P.0.Box 50257, 3602 LIMASSOL, Cyprus
Tel: +357 25 358632. Fax: +357 25 352657. E-mail : Adrian @spidernet.com.cy

Others / Autres

Ms Véronique HERRENSCHMIDT, ex-Présidente du Comité permanent, 26 rue Charles Harent,
F-01170 GEX

Tel : +33 608 05 43 93. E-mail : vherrenschmidt @hotmail.com

Mr Robert KENWARD, Project TESS of the European Commission’s Seventh Framework
Programme, Stoborough Croft, Grange Road, WAREHAM, BH20 5AJ, United Kingdom.
Tel: +44 1929 553759. Fax: +44 1929 553761. E-mail : reke @ceh.ac.uk

VI. CONSULTANTS / EXPERTS CONSULTANTS

Mr Eckhart KUIJKEN, Institute of Nature Conservation (Brussels) and University of Ghent
(Belgium), Lindeveld 4, B-8730 BEERNEM (Belgium)
Tel: +32.50 789463. Tel mobile: +32.475 285413. E-mail : eckhart.kuijken @scarlet.be

Mr Marc ROEKAERTS, Ringlaan 57, B-3530 HOUTHALEN, Belgium.
Tel : +32 11 60 42 34. Fax:+32 11 6024 59. E-mail : marc.roekaerts @eureko.be

Mr Joe SULTANA, Environmental Consultant, Dar Ta’ Gajdoru/3, Gajdoru Street, XAGHRA, GOZO
XRA 2503, Malta/
Tel : 4356 21 561267. E-mail : joesultana@maltanet.net

Ms Aleksandra Majic SKRBINgEK, Trzaska 39, 1000 LIJUBLJANA, Slovenia.
Tel: +386 40 974 736. E-mail: almajic @ gmail.com

VIL. INTERPRETERS / INTERPRETES

Ms Ingrid CATTON-CONTY, 26, rue de I’ Yvette, F-75016 PARIS, France.
Tel: +33 14050 04 22. Fax: +33 140 50 80 84. E-mail: ingrid.catton @wanadoo.fr

Ms Starr PIROT, Chemin des Toches, 1261 LONGIROD, Suisse
Tel : +41 22 368 20 67. E-mail: s.pirot@aiic.net

Mr William VALK, 2, rue des Jardins, Duntzenheim, F-67270 HOCHFELDEN, France.
Tel: +33 3 88 7059 02. Fax: +33 3 88 70 50 98. E-mail: william.valk@wanadoo.fr

VIII. 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 38841 2000. Fax:+333 88413751



-41 - T-PVS (2009) 17

Mr Robert PALMER, Director of Culture and Cultural and Natural Heritage / Directeur de la Culture
et du Patrimoine culturel et naturel DGIV,
Tel. 4333884122 50. Fax 4333 884127 55. E-mail : robert.palmer @coe.int

Mr Eladio FERNANDEZ-GALIANO, Head of the Biological Diversity Unit / Chef de 1'Unité de la
Diversité biologique, Directorate of Culture and Cultural and Natural Heritage / Direction de la
Culture et du Patrimoine culturel et naturel DGIV

Tel : +33 388412259 Fax:+33388413751 E-mail : eladio.fernandez-galiano @coe.int

Ms Carolina LASEN DfAZ, Secretary of the Bern Convention / Secrétaire de la Convention de Berne,
Biological Diversity Unit / Unité de la Diversité biologique
Tel : +33 390 21 56 79. Fax : +33 388 41 37 51. E-mail : carolina.lasen-diaz@coe.int

Ms Ivana d’ALESSANDRO, Administrator / Administrateur, Biological Diversity Unit / Unité de la
Diversité biologique
Tel: 43339021 5151. Fax:+33388413751. E-mail : ivana.dalessandro@coe.int

Ms Francoise BAUER, Principal administrative assistant / Assistante administrative principale,
Biological Diversity Unit / Unité de la Diversité biologique
Tel: +33388412261. Fax:+33388413751. E-mail : francoise.bauer @coe.int

Ms Véronique de CUSSAC, Administrative Assistant / Assistante administrative, Biological Diversity
Unit / Unité de la Diversité biologique
Tel : +33 388413476 Fax:+33388413751. E-malil : veronique.decussac @coe.int

Ms Marie-Laure LAMBOUR, Administrative Assistant / Assistante administrative, Biological
Diversity Unit / Unité de la Diversité biologique
Tel : +33 38841 35 64 Fax:+33 3884137 51. E-mail : marie-laure.Jambour @coe.int
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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 Introductory report from Bosnia and Herzegovina
3.2 Implementation of the Convention in Slovenia

3.3 Biennial reports 2007-2008 concerning exceptions made to Articles 4, 5, 6, 7 or 8§ and
quadrennial reports 2005 2008

* Jtems for information:

—  T-PVS/Inf (2009) ... Introductory report from Bosnia and Herzegovina

—  T-PVS/Inf (2009) ... Implementation of the Bern Convention in Slovenia
— T-PVS (2009) 7 and ... Bureau Reports

—  T-PVS/Inf (2009) ..., ... Biennial and General Reports

PART III - INSTITUTIONAL MATTERS

4. Amendment of the Rules of Procedure of the Standing Committee: Size of the
Bureau and elections of its members

PART IV - MONITORING OF SPECIES AND HABITATS

5. Monitoring of Species and Habitats

5.1 Group of Experts on Invasive Alien Species (5-6 May 2009, Brijuni, Croatia) and EPPO/CoE
Workshop on awareness on the European Code of Conduct on IAS and Horticulture (4-5 June
2009, Oslo, Norway) — Draft Recommendations
52 Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Climate Change — Draft Recommendation
53 Group of Experts on Island Biodiversity in Europe
54 Wind energy and nature conservation: Progress report
55 Habitats
e Setting up of ecological networks: Progress on the Emerald Network
¢ European Diploma of Protected Areas

¢ Information on the European Conference on Protected Areas and Ecological Networks (Madrid,
25-27 January 2010)
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* Jtems for information:

- T-PVS/DE (2009) 21 Report of the meeting of the Group of Specialists on the European Diploma (2-3 March 2009)
- T/PVS/Inf (2009) .... CM (2009) 137 Draft resolutions on the award and the renewal of the European Diploma of
Protected Areas

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

PART V - MONITORING OF SPECIFIC SITES AND POPULATIONS

Specific sites and populations
Files opened:

Ukraine: building of a navigable waterway in the Bystroe Estuary (Danube delta)
Cyprus: Akamas Peninsula

Bulgaria: Project to build a motorway through the Kresna Gorge

Bulgaria: Windfarms in the Balchik and Kaliakra areas (Via Pontica)

France: Habitats necessary for the survival of the common hamster (Cricetus cricetus)
Italy: Limiting the dispersal of the American Grey squirrel (Sciurus carolinensis)

Possible file and on-the-spot appraisal:
Norway: Windfarms in Smgla Archipelago — Draft Recommendation
Complaints on stand-by:

France: Conservation of the European Green Toad (Bufo viridis) in Alsace

France: Impacts on the Hermann tortoise (Testudo hermanni) of: (1) a waste management plant
in Cabasse; and (2) a housing project in Ramatuelle (Var) [Note: this item will be addressed
under Recommendation No.118 (2005)]

Sweden : Natterjack (Bufo calamita) population on the coastal island of Smogen

Turkey: Capture of Bottlenose dolphins (Tursiops truncatus)

Follow-up of selected recommendations from previous meetings:

Recommendation No. 95 (2002) on the conservation of marine turtles in Kazanli beach (Turkey)
Recommendation No. 96 (2002) on conservation of natural habitats and wildlife, specially birds,
in afforestation of lowland (Iceland)

Recommendation No. 108 (2003) on the proposed construction of the “Via Baltica” (Poland)
Recommendation No.113 (2004) on military antenna in the Sovereign Base Area of Akrotiri
(Cyprus)

Recommendation No. 118 (2005) on the protection of the Hermann tortoise (Testudo hermanni)
in the Massif des Maures and Plaine des Maures localities (Var), France

Recommendation No. 112 (2004) on hydroelectric dams at Kérahnjikar and Nordlingaalda
(Iceland)

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

Illegal Kkilling of birds
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7.

7.1
7.2
7.3

7.4
7.5

10.
11.

PART VI - STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION

Strategic development of the Convention

Implementation of the enhanced MoC with the CBD Secretariat

New Memoranda of Co-operation with IUCN and CMS

Draft Bern Declaration on the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity in Europe on
2010 and beyond

Draft Programme of Activities for 2010

States to be invited as observers to the 30" meeting

PART VII - OTHER ITEMS

Election of Chairman and Vice-Chairman
Date and place of the 30™ meeting, adoption of the report
Adoption of the main decisions of the meeting

Other business (items for information only)
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2009 COUNCIL CONSEIL
OF EUROPE DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 139 (2009) of the Standing Committee, adopted on 26 November
2009, on the control of the racoon dog (Nyctereutes procyonoides) in Europe

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,

Recalling that under Article 11, paragraph 2.5 of the Convention, each Contracting Party undertakes to
strictly control the introduction of non-native species;

Recalling Recommendation No. 99 (2003) of the Standing Committee on the European Strategy on
Invasive Alien Species (IAS);

Aware that the raccoon dog Nyctereutes procyonoides is a serious threat to the biodiversity of Europe
and is spreading to new areas and habitats;

Recognising that the raccoon dog impacts biodiversity in a number of habitats and especially in
wetlands and riparian zones and is a predator of threatened species, including amphibians, crayfish and
ground nesting birds;

Noting that the racoon dog is also a significant vector for spreading disease and parasites i.e. rabies,
which is accentuated by the raccoon dog’s potential to establish very dense populations;

Recommends Contracting Parties to the Convention and invites Observer States to:
1. Address the impacts of the raccoon dog on biological diversity;
2. Take measures to monitor the distribution and spread of the raccoon dog;

3. Take measures to contain and control the raccoon dog where the species is already established so
as to lower its densities and prevent its spread;

4. Take precautionary measures to endeavour to eradicate the racoon dog dispersal in areas where it
is not yet established;

5. Take measures to control or eradicate the racoon dog where appropriate in protected and sensitive
areas.
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2009 COUNCIL CONSEIL
OF EUROPE DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 140 (2009) of the Standing Committee, adopted on 26 November
2009, on the control of the small Indian mongoose (Herpestes auropunctatus) in
Southeast Europe

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;

Recalling that under Article 11, paragraph 2.5 of the Convention, each Contracting Party undertakes to
strictly control the introduction of non-native species;

Recalling Recommendation No. 99 (2003) of the Standing Committee on the European Strategy on
Invasive Alien Species (IAS);

Aware that the small Indian mongoose ( Herpestes auropunctatus) is a serious threat to native
biological diversity for its predation of birds and reptiles;

Noting that measures to contain the present populations of the Indian mongoose would delay its
possible spread to the whole of the European continent;

Recommends that the Contracting Parties concerned and invites the appropriate Observer States to:
1. Identify the range size and trend of the small Indian mongoose population in their territories;
2. Assess the impact of the small Indian mongoose on native biological diversity;

3. Take appropriate measures to decrease or eradicate the population of the small Indian mongoose
in their territories.
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2009 COUNCIL CONSEIL
OF EUROPE DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No 141 (2009) of the Standing Committee, adopted on 26 November
2009, on potentially invasive alien plants being used as biofuel crops

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;

Recalling that under Article 11, paragraph 2.5 of the Convention, each Contracting Party undertakes to
strictly control the introduction of non-native species;

Recalling Recommendation No. 99 (2003) of the Standing Committee on the European Strategy on
Invasive Alien Species (IAS);

Noting that the surface of agricultural land used for biofuel crops is likely to increase in the next years

and worried that the increase in the number of species used as biofuel crops may lead to some of them

escaping cultivation and becoming invasive alien species, with negative effects on native biological

diversity;

Aware that some rural development plans contemplate the use of species which are already invasive in

different regions of Europe;

Recommends Contracting Parties to the Convention and invites Observer States to:

1. Avoid the use as biofuel crops of species which are already recognised as invasive in the
proposed planting region ;

2. Screen for invasiveness new species and genotypes to be used as biofuel crops, carrying out the
necessary risk assessments, including risk analysis of cross-pollination with wild relatives and
habitat vulnerability;

3. Monitor for possible spread of biofuel crops into natural habitats and their effects on species and
habitats protected under the Convention;

4. Wherever the species used as biofuel crop is proved to escape cultivation and have an effect on
the natural environment, introduce appropriate mitigation measures to minimise its spread and
impact on native biological diversity.
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2009 COUNCIL CONSEIL
OF EUROPE DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation of

European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 142 (2009) of the Standing Committee, adopted on 26 November
2009, interpreting the CBD definition of invasive alien species to take into account
climate change

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;

Recalling that under Article 11, paragraph 2.5 of the Convention, each Contracting Party undertakes to
strictly control the introduction of non-native species;

Recalling Recommendation No. 99 (2003) of the Standing Committee on the European Strategy on
Invasive Alien Species (IAS);

Recalling that the European Strategy on Invasive Alien Species (IAS) used definitions on alien species,
invasive alien species and introduction as used in CBD decision VI/23 (Guiding principles for the
Prevention, Introduction and Mitigation of Impacts of Alien Species that Threaten Ecosystems, Habitats
or Species);

Recalling the following terms:
» alien species: a species, subspecies or lower taxon, introduced outside its natural past or present

distribution; includes any part, gametes, seeds, eggs, or propagules of such species that might
survive and subsequently reproduce.

» invasive alien species: an alien species whose introduction and/or spread threaten biological
diversity.

» introduction: the movement by human agency, indirect or direct, of an alien species outside of its
natural range (past or present). This movement can be either within a country or between
countries or areas beyond national jurisdiction

Worried that native species moving to neighbouring areas may be considered as alien due to the fact that
climate change is the result of human action and that such species may be unnecessarily controlled;

Recommends Contracting Parties to the Convention and invites Observer States to:

1. Interpret the term “alien species” for the purpose of the implementation of the European Strategy
on Invasive Alien Species as not including native species naturally extending their range in
response to climate change.
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2009 COUNCIL CONSEIL
OF EUROPE DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 143 (2009) of the Standing Committee, adopted on 26 November
2009, on further guidance for Parties on biodiversity and climate change

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 its natural habitats;

Recognising that wild flora and fauna constitute a natural heritage of aesthetic, scientific, cultural,
recreational, economic and intrinsic value that needs to be preserved and handed on to future
generations;

Recalling that Article 2 of the Convention requires Parties to take requisite measures to maintain the
populations of wild flora and fauna at a level which corresponds in particular to ecological, scientific and
cultural requirements, while taking account of economic requirements;

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

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

Recognising also that climate change affects biological diversity in the territory covered by the
Convention, including species, habitats and the Areas of Special Conservation Interest of the Emerald
Network;

Recognising the need to adapt conservation work to the challenges of climate change so as to minimise
its impacts on the species and natural habitats protected under the Convention;

Bearing in mind that climate change mitigation has a key role in reducing the impacts of climate change
on biodiversity and the need for further adaptation measures;

Bearing in mind that uncertainties surrounding the precise nature of future climate change and its
impacts on biodiversity should not delay practical conservation action;

Recalling the European Strategy for Plant Conservation (2008-2014); and the 2006 European Strategy
for the Conservation of Invertebrates;

Having regard to other relevant Council of Europe’s legal and policy frameworks such as the European
Landscape Convention, the European Conference of Ministers responsible for regional planning
(CEMAT), and the EUR-OPA Major Hazards Agreement;

Having regard also to Recommendation 1883 (2009) of the Council of Europe’s Parliamentary
Assembly on “The challenges posed by climate change” and to Recommendation 271 (2009) of the
Congress of Local and Regional Authorities of the Council of Europe on “The global challenges of
climate change: Local responses”;
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Recalling also CBD COP Decision IX/16, which urges Parties to enhance the integration of climate
change considerations related to biodiversity in their implementation of the Convention;

Recalling further CBD COP Decision IX/18 on the role that protected areas and their connectivity play
in addressing climate change;

Recalling the “Main messages” from the CBD Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group on Biodiversity and
Climate Change, of June 2009, related to the vital role that biodiversity has to play in adaptations to the
adverse impacts of climate change, and including the important contribution of adaptation activities that
make use of biodiversity and associated ecosystem services;

Recognising the need to co-operate with the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC)
and to take account of the five-year Nairobi work programme (2005-2010) on impacts, vulnerability and
adaptation to climate change;

Recognising the need to co-operate with the Convention on Biological Diversity, the Convention on
Migratory Species and its related agreements (Resolution 9.7 on ‘The impacts of climate change on
migratory species’), and the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands (Resolution X.24 on ‘Climate change and
wetlands’);

Recognising the ongoing work on vulnerability and impacts of climate change on the biodiversity of the
Mediterranean sea, carried out under the Barcelona Convention;

Recalling the “Carta di Siracusa” on biodiversity, agreed by the G-8 Environment Ministers in April
2009, which includes seven actions on biodiversity and climate, such as to put in place measures ‘“for
climate change adaptation of natural and managed ecosystems since spontaneous adaptation is not
expected to be sufficient to reduce the impacts on biodiversity at all levels, or on vulnerable ecosystems,
or for long-term human well-being”.

Recalling the EC White Paper “Adapting to climate change: Towards a European framework for
action”, of April 2009, which includes actions to address biodiversity loss and climate change in an
integrated manner to fully exploit co-benefits, as well as the preparation of guidelines to deal with the
impacts of climate change on the management of Natura 2000 sites;

Recalling the “Message from Athens” issued at the European Commission conference on 27-28 April
2009, with the main issues raised by stakeholders and a number of priorities for future EU action,
including the recognition that climate policy needs to be fully complementary with biodiversity policy
and these two policy areas must be developed in an integrated manner;

Recognising the work of the EU Ad Hoc Expert Working Group on Biodiversity and Climate Change,
and recalling the Discussion Paper “Towards a Strategy on Climate Change, Ecosystem Services and
Biodiversity”;

Recognising the importance of the work of the European Environment Agency on biodiversity and
climate change indicators, and the launch of the European Ecosystem Assessment (EURECA);

Recognising the importance of improved governance and increased synergies among global and regional
conventions and organisations dealing with biodiversity and climate change in Europe;

Recalling Recommendation No. 122 (2006) of the Standing Committee, on the conservation of
biological diversity in the context of climate change, adopted on 30 November 2006;

Recalling Recommendation No. 135 (2008) of the Standing Committee, on addressing the impacts of
climate change on biodiversity, adopted on 27 November 2008;

Welcoming and bearing in mind the following expert reports “Impacts of climate change on European
invertebrates, by R. Wilson [doc. T-PVS/Inf (2009) 8 rev]; “The impacts of climate change on plant
species in Europe” by V. Heywood [doc. T-PVS/Inf (2009) 9 rev]; and “Protected areas and climate
change in Europe” by M. B. Aratjo [doc. T-PVS/Inf (2009) 10 rev].

Recommends Contracting Parties to the Convention and invites Observer States to:

1. Increase efforts to improve understanding of the linkages between biodiversity and climate change
(according to Recommendation 135 (2008));
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2. Make full use of the large potential for synergies and co-benefits between biodiversity
conservation and climate change mitigation and adaptation, including ecosystem-based
approaches?;

3. Ensure that biodiversity considerations, including potential negative impacts, are taken fully into
account in climate change adaptation and mitigation policies and measures;

4. Develop climate change adaptation activities for biodiversity, taking due account of the proposed
guidance set out in the Appendix to the present Recommendation; and

5. Continue to engage in the development and application of further guidance to implement the
Convention.

ek

' Ecosystem-based adaptation uses biodiversity and ecosystem services in an overall adaptation strategy. It
includes the sustainable management, conservation and restoration of ecosystems to provide services that help
people adapt to the adverse effects of climate change. This is different from the ecosystem approach, which
includes twelve steps for the integrated management of land, water and living resources to promote conservation
and sustainable use in an equitable way. Source: Report of the Second Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group on
Biodiversity and Climate Change «Connecting Biodiversity and Climate Change Mitigation and Adaptation»
(CBD Technical Series No. 41, published in 2009).
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APPENDIX
Guidance

This guidance draws on the expert reports commissioned by the Council of Europe and discussed
by the Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Climate Change at its meeting in 2009. The conclusions
and recommended actions provided below stem from three separate expert reports and the discussions
in the Group of Experts. This guidance complements the suggested actions endorsed by the Standing
Committee in 2008 (Recommendation No. 135), which in turn should be further completed and
updated in the future, including a potential revision of the proposed recommendations.

Measures that may be considered as appropriate for addressing the impacts of climate change on
biodiversity, for the purposes of the application of the Convention, are listed for consideration by
Contracting Parties. These measures are offered as examples of action that may be taken by authorities
at all levels of governance to address this issue. Other complementary measures may be identified by
governments as equally appropriate to their particular circumstances and concerns. Notwithstanding
these adaptation measures, there is an urgent need for climate change mitigation actions at local,
regional, country and global levels. Effective mitigation is crucial to contain climate change to levels
within which we may have a reasonable chance of achieving effective adaptation. However,
addressing mitigation lies outside the scope of these recommendations.

The effects of climate change on ecosystems and their biological communities are complex. The
impacts of a changing climate on the species and habitats protected by the Bern Convention may differ
widely, depending on the species and the interactions with other species and/or their habitats, as well
as according to location. The effects that climate change mitigation and adaptation measures, taken in
other sectors, can have on species and habitats should also be considered in order to avoid negative
impacts.

I. Invertebrates and climate change

Changes to the life history, population dynamics, distributions and diversity of invertebrates have
been observed in response to recent climate change. To minimise losses in invertebrate biodiversity
resulting from these changes, there is a need for conservation policy and practice to increase the
adaptive capacity of natural and managed systems.

Narrow range endemics are particularly vulnerable to climate change and may have little
opportunity to shift their distributions naturally to track suitable climate space. Documenting and
conserving the current distributions and habitats for these species is vital if they are to have any
chance of surviving climate change. Regions which support populations of many narrow range
endemic species and species which are unlikely to be able to shift their distributions naturally in
response to climate change include Atlantic and Mediterranean islands, and southern and central
European mountain ranges.

PROPOSED ACTIONS?:

Conserve, and where possible expand, heterogeneity

I.1. Maintain and, where possible and ecologically appropriate, add large areas and networks of
heterogeneous habitat, in order to: (i) protect large invertebrate populations with low risk of local
extinction; (ii) be prepared for changes to the habitat associations of species in a changing
climate; and (iii) provide buffering capacity against the impacts of extreme climatic or climate-
related events (e.g. fire).

Conserve existing populations

1.2 Conserve existing populations of threatened invertebrate species in a range of habitats and
locations across their geographic ranges. Focus efforts to conserve existing populations of species
within existing high biodiversity areas and protected area networks, such as Emerald and Natura
2000 sites across Europe.

? These recommended actions are based on the report by R. Wilson “Impacts of climate change on European
invertebrates, documentT-PVS/Inf (2009) 8.
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1.2 bis Develop understanding and practical application of the management of micro-habitat and
micro-climate conditions for the conservation of invertebrates at current locations, in order to
increase resilience against climate change.

Minimise threats to invertebrate biodiversity

I.3. Minimise threats which interact with climate change to threaten invertebrate biodiversity,
including land-use intensification, abandonment of traditional farming and forestry, wetland
drainage, urbanisation, pollution, and the spread of alien invasive species. As a priority, minimise
these threats in systems which support the most vulnerable invertebrates, including:

¢ Mountains, natural and semi-natural grasslands, old growth forests, the Mediterranean biome,
wetlands (including peatlands, freshwater lakes, ponds and rivers) and marine benthic
systems.

¢ Atlantic and Mediterranean Islands, and southern and central European mountain ranges.
Facilitate range shifts

I.4. Establish or maintain landscape-scale networks of natural and semi-natural habitat in order to
increase the chances that species can shift their distributions naturally, because many invertebrates
will need to expand their distributions to higher latitudes or elevations in order to survive climate
change.

I.5. Achieve landscape-scale ecological networks through measures including protection and active
management of existing habitats, restoration of degraded habitats, and sustainable management of
areas separating existing protected areas.

I.6. Consider assisted colonisation by planned conservation interventions for the conservation of
species whose current distributions are unlikely to support them in the long term, and which are
unlikely to reach identifiably suitable habitat and climatic conditions outside their current ranges,
taking due account of potential impacts of translocation activities on species and habitats in the
target area.

Monitor and research

I.7. Undertake increased monitoring and research into the responses of invertebrates and ecological
systems to climate change, which is crucial to provide an evidence base for making decisions
about policy and management, and include the following key areas:

¢ Document species distributions, habitat requirements, and climate associations for poorly
known invertebrate species and regions as baseline data to predict likely responses to climate
change and other environmental drivers, and to permit recommendations to be made regarding
their conservation.

e Test the independent and interacting roles of climate change and other threats in driving
observed changes to the population dynamics and distributions of invertebrate species, which
will help to identify underlying causes, project future ecological responses, and prioritise
systems and approaches for adaptive management.

e Monitor responses of invertebrates to climate change in order to detect changes to the relative
vulnerability of different species, and to ensure that resources are focused towards priority
species and systems.

II. Plants and climate change

All available evidence points to the high probability that plant diversity in Europe, both at the
landscape and ecosystem level, and at the species and population level will be severely impacted by
climate change over the course of this century, interacting with other forms of global change such as
population growth and movement and changes in disturbance regimes.

The impacts will not be uniform. Some regions will experience moderate changes and turnover of
species, while others may expect serious disruption of existing ecosystems and their replacement with
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novel assemblages of species and the loss of considerable numbers of currently rare and endangered
species in specialised habitats, such as high mountains.

Many species that are not currently threatened or on national Red Lists may be put at risk by
climate change or threatened with extinction through lack of suitable niches into which to migrate.
While we have developed increasingly sophisticated tools and modelling procedures, very
considerable uncertainty remains about species migrations and habitat change at the local scale. It is
very likely that there will be a substantial rise in the number of invasive species with serious effects on
particular habitats.

While recognising that the Bern Convention, the Habitats Directive and individual countries have
made major progress in determining which species require priority action through habitat conservation
and the creation of ecological networks, implementation is not yet complete, especially in terms of
area management and species-level conservation.

Given that baseline data are still far from complete, it is difficult to determine appropriate targets
for action. There is a need for a major expansion of monitoring systems to keep the effectiveness of
the Emerald and Natura 2000 networks, and the threat status of listed species, under constant
observation and review. The European Strategy for Plant Conservation (ESPC), as a comprehensive
tool for plant conservation, constitutes a relevant framework to address the issue of plant conservation
in the face of climate change.

PROPOSED ACTIONS’:

In situ species conservation

II.1.  Undertake an urgent review of the in situ conservation needs of all threatened European
species, not just those listed in the Bern Convention/ Habitats Directive.

II.1 bis Incorporate the likely impacts of climate change into the assessment of threatened status of
species in national Red Books or Lists.

II.2.  Prepare a conservation statement for all threatened species and take steps to accelerate the
preparation and implementation of species action, management or recovery plans, as
appropriate.

II.3.  Review the state of country recovery planning for listed species and formulate management or
recovery plans for those that are not so far covered.

II. 3 bis Put in place a supra-national monitoring scheme in order to follow the evolution of species
chorology across borders.

II.4. Consider management interventions to facilitate species dispersal into suitable areas e.g. for
species restricted to specific microhabitats such as cliff and rupicolous plants.

II.5. Assess the need, within the global context of conservation strategies, for population
reinforcement, inter situs and human assisted translocation of species that are threatened with
extinction and not likely to survive in their current distribution in the face of climate change,
and prepare a list of candidate species after careful weighing of potential risks and benefits.

11.6. Assess the effectiveness and sustainability of Plant Micro-reserves (PMR) over the medium to
long term.

IL.7.  Explore conservation outside protected areas, notably in important areas for plant conservation
as defined in the GSPC, and consider a significant expansion of off-site arrangements such as
easements, set-aside, incentive-based schemes, local conservation strategies and public and
private collaboration for conservation.

3 These recommended actions are based on the report by V. Heywood “The impacts of climate change on plant
species in Europe”, document T-PVS/Inf (2009) 9.
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Ex situ species conservation

II.8.  Assess the coverage and quality of existing seed banks and botanic garden collections so as to
fit conservation purposes, take steps to strengthen and improve their networks, and ensure
sufficient genetic diversity within available seed and plant collections.

II.9.  Take urgent action to collect and store propagules of the majority of Bern Convention and
most threatened European species that are not at present covered by such collections, either as
living collections or as seed, and enhance the quality of sampling of those that already exist.

Predicting the impacts of climate change

II.10.  Apply bioclimatic modelling at least to all Bern Convention listed species and countries, and
consolidate the information obtained from published modelling studies so that the results can
be easily searched on a species by species basis.

II.11. Supplement bioclimatic modelling by the application of other criteria for identifying taxa
vulnerable to climate change

Invasive species

II.12. Make important efforts to prevent the introduction and establishment of new invasives,
through understanding vectors and pathways responsible for invasive species establishment,
risk assessment, risk analysis, horizon scanning for potential new invasives, early warning
systems, codes of conduct and control strategies.

II.13  Encourage the wide adoption of the 2008 Bern Convention Code of Conduct on Horticulture
and Invasive Alien Species, given that horticulture is identified as the main pathway for
invasion.

III. Protected areas and climate change

European protected areas and European—wide networks of conservation areas are severely
threatened by climate change. Up to 52%=12.1 of European vertebrates and plants are forecasted to
lose suitable climate within existing protected areas by 2080.

Conventional views on protected-areas planning assume that successful conservation is achieved
by safeguarding protected areas from the processes that threaten their existence. However, it is evident
that conservation strategies, in order to be effective, need to mitigate impacts of climate change in
addition to providing sustainable management of habitats and ecosystems.

Classification of Emerald and Natura 2000 networks is based on the presence of species and
habitats of European concern. With climate change, species may move away from these areas but
more fundamentally, changes in species priorities are expected. Both changes in the distribution of
species and the changes in the identities of the species of European concern, require iterative,
evidence-based and integrated approaches.

PROPOSED ACTIONS*:

III.1.  Ensure that existing protected areas are adequately managed and monitored so that they are in
as healthy a state as possible before climatic and other change intensifies.

III.2  Implement protected areas management to increase their resilience to climate change. This
may include both on-site actions and management of the wider landscape to maintain
ecosystem processes and functions.

III.3  Take a long-term view in protected-areas management plans, and include actions for climate
change adaptation (for periods up to 20 to 50 years, depending on the speed with which
ecosystem changes are expected). Use adaptive management strategies and prevent the
maintenance of ill-adapted habitats.

* These recommended actions are based on the report by M. Aradjo “Protected areas and climate change in
Europe”, document T-PVS/Inf (2009) 10, and on the report by V. Heywood “The impacts of climate change on
plant species in Europe”, document T-PVS/Inf (2009) 9.
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I11.4.

IIL.5.

IIL.6.

IIL.7

II1.8

IIL.9.

Ensure the development of a sufficiently representative and connected network of protected
areas so as to allow for species dispersal and settlement in new suitable sites as a consequence
of climate change. In a context of great uncertainty, such a network would constitute an
insurance policy to provide protection for most endangered species and habitats.

Improve protected area networks on the basis of further continuous research and monitoring to
take account of climate-related changes in species distribution and habitat quality and
consequential changes in community composition.

Connect protected areas into functional ecological networks to allow the movement of species
between them. Techniques include, as appropriate, buffer zones, stepping stones, corridors,
and measures to reduce habitat fragmentation.

Carry out integrated management of the wider countryside to alleviate the overall pressure on
biodiversity and facilitate movement of species between conservation areas, as species
dispersal is likely to be the most important mechanism of species adaptation to climate
change-

Consider the following possible mechanisms for implementation of off-protected-areas
management:

e regulatory prohibitions and requirements,

e direct incentives for conservation on private land,
® market creation and improvement, and

¢ information and education instruments.

Develop and implement effective monitoring of climate change impacts on protected areas, at
both site and network levels. Research and monitoring should also be implemented to develop
and assess effective adaptation action for the biological interest of protected areas and
networks.

Follow closely the experience of countries, within and outside Europe, where specific
adaptation measures for biodiversity are being taken.
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2009 COUNCIL CONSEIL
OF EUROPE DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 144 (2009) of the Standing Committee, adopted on 26 November
2009, on the wind park in Smgla (Norway) and other wind farm developments in
Norway

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;

Pointing out that Article 1, paragraph 2, of the Convention calls on the Parties to give particular
emphasis to endangered and vulnerable species, including endangered and vulnerable migratory
species;

Pointing out that, in pursuance of Article 3, paragraph 2, of the Convention, “Each Contracting Party
undertakes, in its planning and development policies and in its measures against pollution, to have
regard to the conservation of wild flora and fauna”;

Recalling that Article 4 of the Convention stipulates 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 Appendices I and II, and the
conservation of endangered natural habitats”;

Recalling that Article 4 of the Convention also 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 minimize as far as possible any
deterioration of such areas’;

Recalling that Article 4 of the Convention further stipulates 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 other provisions of the Convention relating to the protection of habitats and the
conservation of species;

Recalling its Recommendation No. 130 (2007), adopted on 29 November 2007, on the wind farms
planned near Balchik and Kaliakra, and other wind farm developments on the Via Pontica route
(Bulgaria);

Recalling its Recommendation No. 117 (2005), adopted on 1st December 2005, on the plan to set up a
wind farm near the town of Balchik and other wind farm developments, on the Via Pontica route
(Bulgaria);

Drawing attention to its Recommendation No 109 (2004) on minimising adverse effects of wind

power generation on wildlife;

Referring to Birdlife International’s report: “Wind farms and Birds: an analysis of the effects of wind
farms on birds, and guidance on environmental assessment criteria and site selection issues”
[document T-PVS/Inf (2003) 12];
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Recognising the value of wind power and other renewable sources of energy in the fight against
climate change;

Recognising the value of SEA/EIA and policy guidance to provide certainty to investors and industry,
and protection for the environment, including biodiversity;

Emphasizing the need, before any decision related to the SEA and EIA processes is taken, to carry out
sufficiently thorough and detailed studies to inform the selection of wind farm sites;

Recognising the international importance of the Norwegian islands for the White-tailed Eagle, as this
archipelago hosts the most dense colony of the species at global level;

Aware of the precedent value that this wind park can set for future developments;

Referring to Mr Eckhart Kuijken’s report (document T-PVS/Files (2009) 17) on wind farms at the
Smgla Archipelago (Norway), drawn up after meetings with the Norwegian authorities and interested
stakeholders and a site visit in June 2009; and his concern about impacts on migratory species;

Noting with concern that the report found that decisions on the setting up of the wind farm seem to
have been based upon incomplete or partial information included in the EIAs that minimise the effects
of wind farms on core breeding areas for White-tailed Eagles and other species;

Aware that information from NGOs and investors was available for consideration as part of the
analysis of this case;

Considering that the sites in the Smgla Archipelago may be relevant for the implementation of the
Emerald Network;

Recommends the Norwegian Government to:

1. Continue to develop regional plans which are subject to Strategic Environmental Assessment
(SEA), in line with the national guidelines, taking into account cumulative effects on a wider
scale, as well as carrying out the conflict assessments required for each project;

2. Before licensing a wind farm ensure the quality, independency and completeness of the
Environmental Impact Assessments (EIAs) including the interpretation and the follow-up of
recommendations and complaints through a transparent procedure; the results of the current
NINA-project at the Smgla wind power plant must enhance the fundamental knowledge needed
for improved EIA processes;

3. Accept the need for imposing mitigation measures in order to reduce the detrimental impact of the
existing Smgla wind farm on birds (especially White-tailed Eagles), such as shutting down (some
of) the turbines in crucial periods of the annual bird cycle (pair formation, reproduction, fledging,
migration) or in periods of adverse weather conditions, taking into account the recommendations
of the NINA research programme on Smgla; also envisage further reduction of mortality caused
by power-lines;

4.  When considering wind farm projects which have not yet been licensed, take into account the
experiences and knowledge gained from the ongoing research at Smgla and other relevant projects
including off-shore locations;

5. EIAs must take into account the duly formulated NINA recommendations, follow qualitative
guidelines, investigate alternative sites and, to the extent possible, predict cumulative effects of
wind farms;

6. The environmental authorities shall seek to strengthen investigation and mitigation measures
related to wind farm licensing. The advice and comments from the environmental authorities or
the complaints from NGOs are to be publicly addressed in the final decisions by the Norwegian
Water Resources and Energy Directorate (NVE), in case they are not followed by the licensing
authority, specifying the justification why the arguments were not taken into account;

7. Take measures to improve pre- and post-construction studies of impacts of wind farm
development;
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The priority of designating internationally important sites may not be influenced or delayed by the
potential suitability for wind farm development in those areas;

Investigate the possibilities and consequences of non-renewal of the license for exploiting the
Smgla wind farm concession by the year 2026 or consider a reduced period, and create the
possibilities for due ecological restoration of the site if and when the site is abandoned;

Compensate the loss of natural area with ecological functions by designation of new conservation
areas and by designating selected habitat types at appropriate sites or regions, taking into account
the ongoing gap analysis, in order to safeguard landscape and biological diversity as two of
Norway’s most important assets.



T-PVS (2009) 17 -60 -

A%
1 *
Appendix 9 0 x -
* 4k

2009 COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation

of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Bern Declaration on the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity in Europe:
2010 and beyond

The Standing Committee of the Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural
Habitats,

Meeting in Bern from 23 to 26 November 2009, at the invitation of the government of Switzerland, at its
29" meeting marking and celebrating the 30" anniversary of the signature of the Convention in the
federal city of Bern;

Recognising the unique role of the Bern Convention in providing a co-ordinated and co-operative
approach through legislative and administrative measures aimed at the conservation and sustainable use
of wild fauna and flora, and natural habitats, in Europe;

Alarmed that the biodiversity target of halting biodiversity loss in the pan-European region by 2010 will
not be achieved, while pressures, infer alia from climate change and invasive alien species, are
increasing;

Recalling the 1995 Monaco Declaration on the role of the Bern Convention in the implementation of
worldwide international instruments for the protection of biodiversity;

Recalling Resolution No. 7 (2000) of the Standing Committee on the medium-term strategic
development of the Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats;

Recalling the 2004 Strasbourg Declaration on the role of the Bern Convention in the preservation of
biological diversity;

Acknowledging the important progress made in the application of the three instruments listed above;

Recalling the 2007 Belgrade Statement on Biodiversity adopted at the 6™ Ministerial Conference
“Environment for Europe”;

Recalling and sharing the concern expressed in Belgrade that important drivers of biodiversity loss
worldwide include governance failures, as well as the failure of conventional economics to recognise the
economic values of natural capital and ecosystem services;

Welcoming in that context the pioneering work of The Economics of Ecosystems and Biodiversity
(TEEB) project in drawing attention to the importance of biodiversity for economic prosperity and the
need to maintain and restore our natural capital;

Recalling the commitments adopted at the Ministerial Conferences on the Protection of Forests in
Europe (MCPFE), as the European policy process for the sustainable use of biodiversity in the
continent’s forest ecosystem;

Conscious that we are more than halfway to the 2015 deadline to achieve the Millennium Development
Goals (MDGs), and recognising that greater priority must be given to preserving our natural resource
base, on which we all depend, as recognised in the 2009 Report on the MDGs;

Considering the close interdependence between human rights and environmental quality, and recalling
Recommendation 1885 (2009) of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe, on drafting an
additional protocol to the European Convention on Human Rights concerning the right to a healthy
environment;
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Recalling the Chair’s Conclusions from the 5" Conference “Biodiversity in Europe” held in Litge
(Belgium) on 22-24 September 2009;

Welcoming the momentum that the International Year of Biodiversity and the 10" Conference of the
Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity (COP-10) will bring to local, national and international
efforts on biodiversity conservation in 2010;

Recalling the G-8 Declaration (“Responsible leadership for a sustainable future”), of July 2009, which
underlines the need for a vision and an ambitious common framework for biodiversity beyond 2010, and
endorses the “Carta di Siracusa” on Biodiversity;

Recalling the progress made in the process of establishing an International Platform for Biodiversity and
Ecosystem Services (IPBES) in 2010;

Sharing the views expressed at the Athens biodiversity conference, that a post-2010 target should be
ambitious, measurable and clear; emphasise the value of healthy and resilient ecosystems and the
services they provide, and recognise the intrinsic value of biodiversity;

1. Recognises the valuable conservation work carried out under the Bern Convention for thirty years,
its strong expertise and potential to continue making an important contribution to the conservation
and sustainable use of biological diversity in Europe in the years to come.

2. Reaffirms the critical role played by the Bern Convention to facilitate the co-ordinated
implementation of global biodiversity obligations in Europe, including relevant parts of the
Convention on Biological Diversity; the Convention on Migratory Species and related agreements;
and the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands.

3. Stresses the need to keep the existing strong links and co-operation with the European
Commission and the European Environment Agency in order to increase efficiency and avoid
duplication of efforts, in particular in the fields of invasive alien species; climate change and
biodiversity; protected areas and ecological networks.

4. Calls upon Parties, observers and partners to focus efforts and resources on the implementation of
the Convention and its monitoring, to promote the conservation and sustainable use of European
wildlife, including migratory species, and European island biodiversity.

5. Recognises the role of the Bern Convention to promote coherence in biodiversity policies across
the Pan-European region and the African countries involved.

6.  Urges Parties to pursue the setting up of the Emerald Network of Areas of Special Conservation
Interest, in order that it can be completed in Europe by 2020, at the latest, and developed in other
regions with Contracting Parties of the Convention, and recalls the positive implications for local
development that may be derived.

7. Recalls the need to improve connectivity and coherence in protected area systems and ecological
networks, in order to integrate existing ecological functional systems, reduce habitat fragmentation
and loss, and apply the CBD’s ecosystem approach.

8. Recognises that climate policy needs to be fully complementary with biodiversity policy and that
both must be developed in an integrated manner, given that there is a large potential for synergies
and co-benefits between biodiversity conservation and climate change mitigation and adaptation,
including ecosystem-based approaches’. In addition, potential risks resulting from mitigation and
adaptation should be addressed.

> Ecosystem-based adaptation uses biodiversity and ecosystem services in an overall adaptation strategy. It
includes the sustainable management, conservation and restoration of ecosystems to provide services that help
people adapt to the adverse effects of climate change. This is different from the ecosystem approach, which
includes twelve steps for the integrated management of land, water and living resources to promote conservation
and sustainable use in an equitable way. Source: Report of the Second Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group on
Biodiversity and Climate Change «Connecting Biodiversity and Climate Change Mitigation and Adaptation»
(CBD Technical Series No. 41, published in 2009).
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Calls on European governments to provide the necessary political and financial support to address
the threat of invasive alien species by focusing on its prevention, control and eradication by fully
implementing the Convention’s European Strategy on Invasive Alien Species, through restrictive
legislation, early warning and rapid response systems.

Reiterates the need to devote more efforts to improving the integration of biodiversity concerns
into sectoral policies, which is crucial for the long-term conservation of biodiversity and its
sustainable use, and therefore notes the need to urgently engage with all economic sectors.

Welcomes and values the important contribution and involvement of relevant non-governmental
organisations and experts, as key elements for the past and future success of the Convention.

Urges Contracting Parties, and invites Observer States, to use the Bern Convention as a
fundamental instrument to implement the global post-2010 targets.

Celebrates that the Bern Convention has reached 50 Contracting Parties at its 30" anniversary;
urges the two remainder members of the Council of Europe that have not yet joined the
Convention to do so; and invites Belarus to consider ratification of the Bern Convention.

Calls Upon Parties to engage their relevant authorities to ensure that activities related to natural
heritage, including biodiversity and landscape, continue to be a priority for the Council of Europe.
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CONVENTION ON THE CONSERVATION OF
EUROPEAN WILDLIFE AND NATURAL HABITATS

Standing Committee

RULES OF PROCEDURE OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE

The Standing Committee,

Having regard to the entry into force on 1 June 1982 of the Convention on the Conservation of
European Wildlife and Natural Habitats,

Pursuant to Article 13, paragraph 6 of the Convention,
Adopts the present rules of procedure.
Rule 1 - Meetings

a. The Committee shall fix the date of its meeting in consultation with the Secretary General of the
Council of Europe (hereafter called the "Secretary General").

b.  Whenever a majority of the Contracting Parties requests a meeting, the Secretary General shall fix
the date of the meeting in consultation with the Chair of the Committee.

c.  Meetings shall be held in private.
Rule 2 - Convocation

The convocation of the meetings of the Committee shall be addressed by the Secretary General to
the Contracting Parties at least two months before, and to observers one month before, the date fixed for
the opening of the meeting.

Rule 3 - Postponement of meetings

When a meeting of the Committee has been convened any request for postponement must reach the
Secretary General at least one month before the date previously fixed for the opening of the meeting. A
decision in favour of postponing the meeting shall be regarded as having been taken when a majority of
the Contracting Parties have notified the Secretary General of their agreement at least 15 days before the
date previously fixed.

Rule 4 - Agenda

a. The Secretary General shall draw up the draft agenda for a meeting. The Chair of the Committee
shall be consulted in advance.

b. The agenda shall be adopted by the Committee at the beginning of its meeting.
Rule 5 - Official languages
a.  The official languages of the Committee shall be English and French.

b. A delegate or observer may speak in a language other than the official languages, in which case he
must himself provide for interpretation into one of the official languages.

c.  All documents presented by delegations or observers shall be submitted in one of the official
languages. Flora and fauna species shall be indicated by their scientific names.

Rule 6 - Documentation

Subject to contrary provisions in the Convention, meeting documents shall be sent by the Secretary
General to Contracting Parties and observers at least one month before the opening of the meeting
concerned. However, the Committee may decide by a two-thirds majority of the votes cast to admit a
document submitted later.
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Rule 7 - Quorum

A majority of the Contracting Parties shall constitute a quorum for holding a meeting of the
Committee.

Rule 8 - Voting
a.  Entitlement to vote is regulated by Article 13, paragraph 2 of the Convention.

b.  Subject to any contrary provisions in the Convention or in these rules, decisions of the Committee
are taken by a two-thirds majority of the votes cast.

c.  Procedural matters shall be settled by a majority of the votes cast.

d.  Where the question arises as to whether or not a matter is procedural in nature, it may not be so
regarded unless the Committee decides to that effect by a two-thirds majority of the votes cast.

e.  For the purpose of these rules "votes cast" shall mean the votes of delegations cast for or against.
Delegations abstaining shall be regarded as not having cast a vote.

Rule 9 - Observers
a. An observer shall have no right to vote.

b. If sponsored by a delegation or with the Chair's permission, an observer may make oral or written
statements on the subject under discussion.

c. Proposals made by observers may be put to the vote if sponsored by a delegation.
Article 10 - Proposals

Any proposal must be submitted in writing if a delegation so requests. In that case it shall not be
discussed until it has been circulated.

Rule 11 - On-the-spot enquiries

a. If during discussions on one or more proposals, any doubts and/or difficulties arise regarding the
measures to be taken for the implementation of the Convention with regard to a natural habitat essential
to the conservation of species of wild flora and fauna, and if it is necessary to obtain appropriate
information, the Committee may, if the gravity of the situation so demands, decide that the natural
habitat in question should be inspected by an expert with powers to make on-the-spot enquiries and
report back to the Committee.

b.  Such inspections will be conducted in accordance with the relevant rules appended to the Rules of
Procedure.

Rule 12 - Order of voting on proposals or amendments

a.  Where a number of proposals relate to the same subject, they shall be put to the vote in the order in
which they were submitted, unless the Chair, with the agreement of the Committee, concludes that the
efficient working of the Committee dictates a different order.

b.  Where a proposal is the subject of an amendment, the amendment shall be put to the vote first.
Where two or more amendments to the same proposal are presented, the Committee shall vote first on
whichever departs furthest in substance from the original proposal. It shall then vote on the next further
removed from the original proposal, and so on until all the amendments have been put to the vote.
However, where the acceptance of one amendment necessarily entails rejection of another, the latter
shall not be put to the vote. The final vote shall then be taken on the proposal as amended or not
amended. In case of doubt as to the order of priority, the Chair shall decide.

c.  Parts of a proposal or amendment may be put to the vote separately.

d.  Inthe case of proposals with financial implications, the most costly shall be put to the vote first.
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Rule 13 - Order of procedural motions

Procedural motions shall take precedence over all other proposals or motions except points of order.
They shall be put to the vote in the following order:

a. suspension of the sitting,
b. adjournment of discussion on the item in hand,

c. postponement of a decision on the substance of a proposal until a specified date.
Rule 14 - Reconsideration of a question

When a decision has been taken, it is only re-examined if a delegation so requests, and if this request
receives a two-thirds majority of the votes cast.

Rule 15 - Minutes
The Committee may, if it considers this necessary, have minutes kept.
Rule 16 - Communications to the press

By unanimous and express agreement of the Committee, the Chair, or the Secretary General on his
behalf, may make suitable communications to the press.

Rule 17 - Reports

The Committee shall at the end of each meeting or, in exceptional cases, as soon as possible
thereafter, establish the report specified in Article 15 of the Convention.

Rule 18 - Chair

a. The Committee shall elect a Chair, a Vice-Chair and two additional Bureau members in
accordance with the following procedure:

i. Candidates shall be nominated by Parties to the Convention;

ii. Nominations shall be sent to the secretariat in at least one of the official languages of the
Convention as from 6 weeks before the opening of the meeting at which the election is to take
place, up to, and including the first day of the meeting of the Standing Committee. The
Secretariat will announce the full list of candidates in the morning of the second day of the
meeting.

1ii. Each nomination can be accompanied by a curriculum vitae (CV) of the candidate not
exceeding 600 words and may include supporting material;

iv. The Secretariat shall distribute the nominations and the CVs together with any supporting
material in accordance with Rule 6 of these Rules of Procedure.

b. The Chair shall conduct proceedings and sum up the conclusions whenever he thinks necessary.
He may call to order a speaker who departs from the subject under discussion or from the Committee's
terms of reference. He shall retain the right to speak and to vote in his capacity as a delegate.

c. The Vice-Chair shall replace the Chair if the latter is absent or otherwise unable to take the Chair.
If the Vice-Chair is absent, the Chair shall be replaced by another delegate to the Committee,
appointed by the latter.

d. Election of the Chair, Vice-Chair and two additional Bureau members shall require a two-thirds
majority of the votes cast at the first ballot and a simple majority of the votes cast at the second ballot.
The election shall be held by secret ballot.

e.  The Chair, Vice-Chair and two additional Bureau members shall be elected at the end of each
meeting. They shall execute their respective terms of office from their election onwards until the end
of the meeting following the meeting where they were elected. Their terms of office may be renewed,
but the total length of term of office shall not exceed four years or, as appropriate, the end of the first
meeting following the expiry of this period of four years.
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f- Whenever the previous Chair is not available to serve in the Bureau, the Committee shall elect
three additional Bureau members.

Rule 19 - Bureau

a. The Committee shall set up a Bureau, whose members shall be the Chair, the Vice-Chair, the
previous Chair, and two additional Bureau members.

Whenever the previous Chair is not available to serve in the Bureau, the Committee shall set up a
Bureau whose members shall be the Chair, the Vice-Chair, and three additional Bureau members.

b. The Bureau shall meet at the request of the Chair. It shall be responsible for taking administrative
and organisational decisions between meetings. The Secretariat will distribute the report of those
meetings to the Contracting Parties.

Rule 20 - Secretariat

a. The Secretary General shall provide the Committee with the necessary staff, including the
Committee secretary, as well as with the administrative and other services it may require.

b. The Secretary General or his representative may at any time make an oral or written statement on
any subject under discussion.

c. The Committee may request the Secretariat to prepare a report on any question relevant to the
Committee's work.

d. The Secretariat shall be responsible for circulating all documents to be examined by the Committee.
Rule 21 - Amendment of the rules of procedure

These rules may be amended by a two-thirds majority of the votes cast.

*
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APPENDIX TO THE RULES OF PROCEDURE

Rules applicable to on-the-spot enquiries

1. The decision to organise a visit to a natural habitat shall lie with the Standing Committee which
shall reach the relevant decision in accordance with Rule 8.b of its Rules of Procedure, subject to the
agreement of the delegation of the Party within whose territory the habitat under consideration is
situated.

2. In urgent cases, the Chair may authorise the Secretariat to consult the Standing Committee by post
in order that a decision may be reached in accordance with the foregoing paragraph.

3. The expert detailed to carry out the visit of inspection shall be appointed by the Secretary General of
the Council of Europe. He cannot be a person who represents or has represented a State on the
Standing Committee, or a national of the Party in whose territory the natural habitat to be visited is
situated. His appointment must be agreed by the Party concerned.

4. At the request of the Standing Committee or its Chair, the expert shall be accompanied during his
visit by a member of the Secretariat and by a representative of the Party concerned.

5. The Standing Committee shall draw up precise terms of reference to be conveyed to the expert.

6. After completing his visit of inspection, the expert shall submit a written report to the Standing
Committee in one of the official languages of the Council of Europe. The expert may be called
upon to present his report in person to the Standing Committee at one of its meetings.

7. In order to ensure that the said expert may carry out his assignment in full independence, the travel
and subsistence expenses pertaining to his visit and those arising out of the presentation of his
report to the Standing Committee shall be b
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Appendix 11

Programme of activities and budget of the Bern Convention
for the year 2010

Outline of activities

1. Monitoring of the legal application of the Convention
Long-term aim

To harmonise the legislation of Contracting Parties on biodiversity conservation and to ensure that
Bern Convention obligations are converted to national legislation and applied. Monitor the
implementation of Article 9 of the Convention.

Medium-term aim

To monitor case law on the Convention, to make proposals whenever the implementation of the
Convention meets legal obstacles, to monitor appropriate application of obligations, to help new
contracting Parties adapt their legislation to the Convention.

Short-term aim

To examine new nature conservation legislation of Contracting Parties. To elaborate reports on the
implementation of the Convention in one or two states, to follow up the implementation of
recommendations made to some states, to check biennial reports for possible abusive use of Article 9
of the Convention to assist new Contracting Parties in adapting their legislation to the provisions of the
Convention.

Funding
Council of Europe and voluntary contributions.
Political interest

The harmonisation of biodiversity-related legislation in Europe is a necessary step in the
implementation of the Convention. For states from the Caucasus and some states of South East Europe
which have joined the Convention in recent years, the adoption of Bern Convention obligations
permits a “modernisation” of their nature conservation legislation in accordance with “European
standards” in this field.

2. Conservation of natural habitats
Long-term aim

Conservation of natural habitats and implementation of Article 4 of the Convention, as well as
Resolutions (89) 1, (96) 3, (96) 4, (98) 5, (98) 6 and Recommendations (89) 14, (89) 15 and (89) 16 of
the Standing Committee.

Medium-term aim
Setting up of the Emerald Network of Areas of Special Conservation Interest (ASCI) in Europe.
Short-term aim

After having carried out 30 pilot projects from 1999 to 2009, efforts are now focussed in
completing the building of the network in supporting states in providing a complete description of
sites in a more substantial number of areas, with a view to designating them as ASCI. In 2010 and
2011, efforts will focus on the Caucasus, Ukraine, Moldova, Russian Federation and Belarus.

Funding

Council of Europe and voluntary contributions. A project financed by the European Commission.
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Methods

Evaluation of pilot projects; technical meetings at national/regional level; groups of experts and/or
consultants.

As foreseen in Resolution (98) 5, this exercise is be carried out in co-operation with the European
Union. The European Union is responsible for sites in EU member states and the Council of Europe
for the building of this ecological network outside EU. The European Environment Agency is a
common partner for both organisations in this exercise.

Political interest

For states candidates to the EU accession, the setting up of the Emerald Network is largely
perceived as an “approximation” exercise, which permits to better adapt their systems of protected
areas to EU requirements. For other states non member of the EU, the Emerald Network permits a
homogeneous system of protected areas at the regional level.

European Diploma of Protected Areas
Long-term aims

Use the European Diploma of Protected Areas to reward and encourage natural and semi-natural
areas and landscapes that are of special European importance for the preservation of biological,
geological and landscape diversity and are managed in an exemplary way. Establish a series of areas
that can serve as reference points for heritage conservation and for promoting sustainable development
models.

Medium-term aims

Regularly monitor Diploma areas, particularly as regards implementation of the recommendations
made when European Diplomas are awarded or renewed. Organise, every five or ten years, a fresh on-
the-spot appraisal by an independent expert, whose main duties will be to ensure that the conditions
imposed when the Diploma was awarded or last renewed are still being satisfied and to produce a new
expert appraisal reporting on any progress made or any deterioration likely to affect the area.

Short-term aims

Examine applications for the European Diploma sent in by the member state governments and
submitted to a group of specialists. Examine the reports sent every year to the secretariat by each
Diploma area manager, describing developments on site. Organisation of a Seminar of managers of
areas holding the European Diploma to exchange experiences, examining both good and bad practices
in the protection and management of the awarded areas.

Funding
Council of Europe and voluntary contributions.
Methods

Group of specialists. Expert appraisals. Annual reports. Resolutions presented to the Committee
of Ministers concerning the award, renewal or non-renewal of Diplomas to areas.

Political interest

The European Diploma of Protected Areas is a prestigious international award granted to areas
with suitable conservation schemes. These areas comprise a full cross-section of the extraordinary
variety of natural and cultural heritage in Europe and offer encouragement to the nature conservation
work of all the countries in which they are located, as well as affording a practical opportunity for
their managers to exchange views and experience.

3. Monitoring species and encouraging conservation action
Long-term aim

To record the conservation status of the populations of species in the appendices of the
Convention and detect problem populations, so as to reverse negative trends. To propose common
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management standards through action plans. Monitoring of the implementation of Articles 5, 6, 7 and
8 of the Convention. Implementation of numerous Recommendations of the Standing Committee on
species protection.

Medium-term aim

Drawing-up and follow-up the implementation of Action Plans for threatened species,
establishment of strategies for the protection of some groups of species, elaboration of red lists,
identification of threats to biological diversity in different ecosystems, prevention of effects of
invasive alien species. Identifying and promoting conservation work on biodiversity hot-spots.

Short-term aim

Input into the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD COP-10)
and its subsidiary technical body (SBSTTA-14). Implementation of the European Plant Conservation
Strategy, monitoring of implementation by Parties of species action plans for birds and large
carnivores, elaboration and implementation of action plans for threatened amphibians and reptiles,
implementation of the European Strategy on Invasive Alien Species, implementation of the European
Strategy on Conservation of Invertebrates.

Funding

Council of Europe, voluntary contributions, budgets of partner organisations.
Methods

Working groups, workshops, studies.

This activity is to be largely implemented in co-operation with the European Environment Agency
and through collaboration with special partners with particular knowledge in the groups of species
concerned (Secretariats of agreements under the Bonn Convention, Barcelona Convention, TUCN,
Large Carnivore Initiative for Europe, Large Herbivore Initiative, BirdLife, Societas Europea
Herpetologica, Planta Europa, European Invertebrate Survey and others).

Political interest

These set of activities permits to take a pro-active approach to species conservation and to
implement Articles 5, 6 and 7 of the Convention, as well as to contribute to the implementation, at
European level, to many of the obligations of the United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity
(Rio de Janeiro, 1992). Such work is also necessary for harmonisation at European level on data
collection and to set a common European approach to species conservation.

4. Sectoral policies and biodiversity conservation
Long-term aim

To preserve wild species and natural habitats in coastal marine ecosystems, in agricultural systems
and valuable semi-natural agricultural habitats and forests. Implementation  of
Recommendation (91) 25 of the Standing Committee. Implement obligations of Article 2 and of
relevant obligations of the Convention on Biological Diversity. Introduction of biological diversity
considerations into sectoral policies is an important permanent activity as success in conservation of
biological diversity relies in a great part in how it is integrated in other policies.

Medium-term aim

Identification of processes affecting loss of wild biological diversity, identification of species and
habitat-types at risk by intensification or neglect. Setting-up of models to monitor change in wildlife
outside protected areas. Preparation of meetings of the Convention on Biological Diversity and of its
technical body. Monitoring of effects on biodiversity of sectoral policies (energy, transport,
agriculture, forestry, hunting, etc.).

Short-term aim

Identification of main threats and proposal on a strategy to monitor wildlife outside protected areas
or areas of high biological value. Study of effects on biodiversity of wind energy. Preparation of a
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European Charter on Angling and Biodiversity, in a complementary way to the European Charter on
Hunting and Biodiversity, adopted in 2007.

Funding

Council of Europe and voluntary contributions.
Methods

Consultant/Groups of experts.
Political interest

The over-exploitation of marine resources, the urbanisation and degradation of coastal areas and
the rapid change of farming and forestry practices and livestock raising are having a serious effect on
wildlife and natural habitats. The public is worried about the changes in landscapes and the loss of
biological diversity. This is also one of the main priorities of the Convention on Biological Diversity.

5. Monitoring of sites and populations at risk and emergencies
Long-term aim

Monitoring of the implementation of the obligations of the Convention by Parties by examination
of cases and eventual opening of files.

For emergencies: development of a task force of experts that may have the possibility to act
rapidly in a situation of grave ecological damage as a result of a catastrophe, an accident or a conflict
situation.

Medium-term aim

Follow up of files already opened and examination of the positive effect the Convention has had in
their resolution.

For emergencies: identify experts relevant in different environment sectors in relation to the issues
dealt with at the Bern Convention.

Short-term aim

Evaluate the file system and suggest improvements, to cover cases in which a “brokerage” action
1s needed but are not necessarily connected to potential branch of the Convention.

For emergencies: contact potential experts and donors.
Funding

Council of Europe and voluntary contributions.
Methods

Reports, on the spot appraisals, groups of experts, training.
Political interest

The case file system is regarded by non-governmental organisations as the most effective
instrument to monitor the implementation of the Convention. It is a very effective way to open a
debate on problem areas and threatened populations of species and permits a certain “brokerage”
action by the Standing Committee, which helps to solve many problems. Contracting Parties have
shown great interest to reach solutions that can be acceptable to the Standing Committee, which
reinforces the interest of the Convention for Parties.

For emergencies: the establishment of a task force would permit the Convention to be rapidly
present in areas that receive high attention by the media and governments alike, improving visibility of
the Convention.
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6. Awareness and visibility
Long-term aim

Promote and disseminate general information on the need to conserve species of wild flora and
fauna and their habitats (Article 3, paragraph 3). Keep the public informed about the activities
undertaken within the framework of the Convention (Article 14, paragraph 1).

Medium-term aim

Make the Convention better known in Contracting Parties and decision makers more aware of the
interest of European biological diversity.

Short-term aim

To guide present Council of Europe awareness instruments to take greater interest in the
Convention. Maintenance of Web page. Continuation of traditional paperback technical publications.
Preparation of outreach materials informing about the Convention, its importance and role.

Funding

Council of Europe and voluntary contributions.
Methods

Publications/Website/oral presentations.
Political interest

Visibility of the action of the Council of Europe has been set as one of the priorities for its
Committee of Ministers, so a greater information on Bern Convention activities can only help re-
enforce the political support of concerned governments.

Note:

This programme of activities is implemented with the help and in collaboration with a number of
conventions, organisation and initiatives. Memoranda of co-operation have been concluded with the
European Environment Agency and the Convention on Biological Diversity. Privilege partners in the
implementation of the programme of activities are, infer alia, the European and Mediterranean Plant
Protection Organisation (EPPO), Planta Europa, BirdLife International, IUCN, WWF, Large
Carnivore Initiative for Europe (LCIE), Large Herbivore Initiative (WWF-LHI), Societas Europea
Herpetologica (SEH), and the European Invertebrate Survey (EIS).
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Activities for 2010
in Euros

1. Monitoring of the legal application of the Convention
1.1 Reports of the implementation of the Convention in at least one

Contracting Party and legal assistance to new Contracting Parties

Reports providing a legal analysis of the implementation of the Convention in

two Contracting Parties, suggesting ways to improve such implementation and

adapt it to the provisions of the Convention (for new Parties)

Fixed appropriation for consultants 6,000
2.  Conservation of natural habitats
2.1 Group of experts on protected areas and ecological networks Strasbourg, 2 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 of the following

22 states:

ALBANIA, ARMENIA, AZERBAIJAN, BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA, BULGARIA,

CROATIA, CZECH REPUBLIC, ESTONIA, GEORGIA, LATVIA, LITHUANIA, MOLDOVA,

MONACO, MOROCCO, ROMANIA, RUSSIA, SERBIA, MONTENEGRO, SLOVAKIA, “THE

FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA”, TURKEY, UKRAINE 19,000

Travel and subsistence expenses for 1 consultant. 1,000
2.2 European conference on protected areas and ecological networks Madrid, 3 days

Travel and subsistence expenses for ten delegates 25,000
2.3 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 2 States (tbc) 20,000
2.4 Group of Specialists on the European Diploma of Protected Areas

Travel and subsistence expenses for eight delegates 8,000
2.5 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 Biodiversity and Climate Change

- Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Climate Change

Terms of reference:

Recognising the need to adapt conservation work to the challenges of
climate change so as to minimise its impact on the species and natural
habitats protected under the Convention, the Group of Experts will
provide guidance to Parties on understanding climate change impacts and
threats, and developing appropriate measures in national policies
regarding the species and habitats protected under the Bern Convention.

Iceland, 3 days
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3.2

3.3

34

Travel and subsistence expenses for 1 expert from each of the following 18
states:

ALBANIA, BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA, BULGARIA, DENMARK, FRANCE, GERMANY,
ICELAND, LATVIA, NETHERLANDS, MOROCCO, NORWAY, PORTUGAL, SERBIA,
SPAIN, SWEDEN, TURKEY, UKRAINE, UNITED KINGDOM

Participants: All Contracting Parties
Observers: All observer states and qualified organisations active in this
field.

Travel and subsistence expenses of consultants

Consultants to prepare draft reports for consideration by the Group of
Experts

Conservation of Large Carnivores

These activities are carried out in co-operation with the Large Carnivore
Initiative for Europe (LCIE), a number of regional working groups have
been established to monitor implementation of European action plans.

Workshop on Large Carnivores in Turkey:
Travel and subsistence expenses of six experts

Workshop on Large Carnivores in the Caucasus:
Travel and subsistence expenses of ten experts

Invasive Alien Species
- Working Group of IAS

Meeting of consultants preparing reports and studies to follow-up on the
meeting of the Group of Experts held in Croatia in May 2009.

Travel and subsistence for five consultants

- Conference on invasive plants in the Mediterranean region
Travel and subsistence grants for 12 participants
- National workshop on IAS in Armenia (tbc)
Island Biodiversity
- Group of Experts on Island Biodiversity

Terms of reference:

Identify specific conservation problems of biological diversity in
European islands, registering threatened endemics, identifying island
species and habitat-types at risk from global change, networking regional
experts and contributing to the CBD’s programme of work on island
biodiversity, proposing special conservation solutions for European
islands, liaising with the Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Climate
Change regarding the impacts of climate change on island biodiversity in
Europe.

Travel and subsistence expenses for one expert from each of the following
14 States:

CROATIA, CYPRUS, FRANCE, GREECE, ICELAND, IRELAND, ITALY, MALTA,
NORWAY, PORTUGAL, SPAIN, TUNISIA, TURKEY, UNITED KINGDOM

(Ankara), 3 days

(Thilisi), 2 days

(Rome), 1 day

(Trabzon, Turkey)
1 day
Yerevan, 2 days

Svalbard, Norway,
3 days

24,000

6,000

18,000

5,000

15,000

6,000

6,000

8,000

20,000
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3.5

Travel and subsistence for three consultants
Consultants
European workshop on hamster conservation (to be confirmed)

Travel and subsistence grants for 8 participants

Germany/Hungary
(tbc) 2 days

3,000

12,000

6,000

Sectorial policies and biodiversity conservation

4.1

European Charter on Angling and Biodiversity

Preparation of a Charter complementary to the 2007 European Charter on
Hunting and Biodiversity, providing Parties with principles and guidelines
for sustainable angling activities.

- Consultant and Working group
Terms of reference:

To prepare a draft Charter on Angling and Biodiversity for submission to
the Standing Committee

1 meeting,
Strasbourg, 1 day

20,000

Monitoring of sites and populations at risk and Emergencies

51

5.2

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

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
only be used under instruction of the Bureau and will be paid for both
from the Council of Europe or by voluntary contributions.

Fixed appropriation for consultant

8,000

p.m.

Awareness and visibility

Funds for the conception, the translation, the photocomposition and
publication of technical documents, posters, brochures, stickers, postcards,
making of buttons, and other documents. It includes publication on
Internet and conception and update of a Website.

20,000

Operational expenditure of the Standing Committee’s Secretariat

7.1

Fixed appropriation to cover travel expenses to attend the meetings of the
Standing Committee and of the Bureau

Chair’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 Chair to attend the meetings of the Standing
Committee

4,000
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7.2 Delegates of African states and some delegates of Central and Eastern

Europe

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

meeting. 8,000
7.3 Travel of experts and Secretariat

Travel and subsistence expenses incurred by experts to attend meetings of

special relevance under instruction from the Committee of the Chair, and

Secretariat official journeys. 18,000
7.4 Meetings of the Bureau

Travel and subsistence expenses incurred by the members of the Bureau to

attend the Bureau meetings 15,000

Secretariat: Staff and office costs
7.5 Permanent staff (provided by the CoE): Part-time Head of Unit,

Administrator, Principal Administrative  Assistant, Administrative

Assistant 268,373
7.6 Temporary staff 66,875
7.7 Office costs for temporary staff 32,000
7.8 Overheads (interpretation, translation and printing of documents) 80,700

TOTAL | 764,448 |

the ordinary budget of the Council of Europe.

The Bern Convention Special Account will be used to cover expenses that cannot be covered by

The Council of Europe is expected to provide around €547.573 in 2010 (€279,200 for financing

the programme of activities, and €268,373 for staff costs). Parties are expected to provide new
voluntary contributions in 2010. A detailed report on 2009 expenditure and a list of voluntary
contributions was presented to the Committee for information.
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Bern Convention Programme of Activities and Budget for 2010 (Summary)

in Euros
1. Monitoring of the legal application of the Convention
1.1  Reports on the implementation of the Convention in one Contracting Party 6,000
2. Conservation of natural habitats
2.1  Group of experts on protected areas and ecological networks 20,000
2.2 European conference on protected areas and ecological networks 25,000
2.3 Pilot projects for the setting-up of the Emerald Network at national level in some 20,000

States
2.4 Group of Specialists on the European Diploma of Protected Areas 8,000
2.5 Consultants 10,000
3. Monitoring of species and encouraging conservation action
3.1 Biodiversity and Climate Change 48,000
3.2 Large Carnivores 20,000
3.3 Invasive Alien Species 20,000
3.4 Island biodiversity 35,000
3.5 Hamster conservation 6,000
4. Sectorial policies and biodiversity conservation
4.1 European Charter on Angling and Biodiversity 20,000
5.  Monitoring of sites and populations at risk and emergencies
5.1  On-the-spot visits 8,000
5.2 Sites at risk as a result of an emergency p.m.
6. Awareness and visibility
20,000
7. Operational expenditure of the Standing Committee’s Secretariat
7.1  Chair’s expenses 5,000
7.2 Delegates of African states and of some delegates of Central and Eastern Europe 15,500
7.3  Travel of experts and Secretariat 18,000
7.4  Meetings of the Bureau 15,000
Secretariat: Staff and office costs

7.5 Permanent staff (provided by the CoE) 268,373
7.6  Temporary staff 66,875
7.7  Office costs for temporary staff 32,000
7.8  Overheads (interpretation, translation and printing of documents) 80,700

TOTAL |

764,448 |
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On 29 September 2009, the Plenary of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe
adopted Recommendation 1883 (2009) on “The challenges posed by climate change”
(Appendix 1).

At its 1068™ meeting, on 21 October 2009, the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe
examined Recommendation 1883 and decided to communicate it to the Standing Committee of
the Bern Convention for information and possible comments by 31* December 2009.

The Secretariat prepared draft comments to Recommendation 1883 (2009).

The Standing Committee of the Bern Convention took note of the draft comments presented and
adopted them at its 29" meeting, on 26" November 2009. The comments are included in
Appendix 2
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Parliamentary Assembly
Assemblée parlementaire

****
* J*
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* 4k

COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Appendix 1

Parliamentary Assembly
Assemblée parlementaire

Recommendation 1883 (2009)

The challenges posed by climate change

1. The Parliamentary Assembly, referring to its Resolution 1682 (2009) on The
challenges posed by climate change, asks the Committee of Ministers to ensure that it is
applied by member states and observer countries.

2. The Assembly recalls its other relevant texts which should be taken into consideration
when applying Resolution 1682 (2009), namely Recommendation 1823 (2008) on global
warming and ecological disasters; Resolution 1655 (2009) and Recommendation 1862 (2009)
on environmentally induced migration and displacement: a 21st century challenge;
Recommendation 1879 (2009) on renewable energies and the environment; Resolution 1679
(2009) on nuclear energy and sustainable development; Resolution 1588 (2007) on radioactive
waste and protection of the environment; Resolution 1552 (2007) on capture of carbon dioxide
as a means of fighting climate change; Recommendation 1653 (2004) on environmental
accounting as a sustainable development tool; Resolution 1449 (2005) on the environment and
the Millennium Development Goals, and Resolution 1596 (2008) on protection of the
environment in the Arctic Region.

3. The Assembly also recalls Recommendation No. 135 (2008) “Addressing the impacts
of climate change on biodiversity” adopted by the Standing Committee of the Convention on
the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats (Bern Convention) and relevant
texts of the Congress of Local and Regional Authorities of the Council of Europe, in
particular, Recommendation 243 (2008) and Resolution 262 (2008) on public, local and
regional action: for a new energy culture; Resolution 247 and Recommendation 230 (2008) on
local and regional authorities committed to sustainable consumption; Resolution 248 and
Recommendation 231 (2008) on climate change: building adaptive capacity of local and
regional authorities.

4. The Assembly invites the Committee of Ministers to adopt climate change as one of
its core priorities and to instruct the relevant bodies of the Council of Europe to consider
addressing this vital issue in their respective activities and therefore:

4.1. strengthen co-ordination of existing activities related to climate change across
different bodies and through the different managing structures of the Council of
Europe intergovernmental programmes, including the Bern Convention and the Pan-
European Biological and Landscape Diversity Strategy (PEBLDS), the European
Conference of Ministers responsible for regional/spatial planning (CEMAT), the
European and Mediterranean Major Hazards Agreement (EUR-OPA), the European
Committee on Migration (CDMG) and other services in the Directorate of Culture,
Cultural and Natural Heritage, and invite other relevant sectors to join;

4.2. explore the linkages between climate change and human rights in Europe,
including the implications of climate change-related impacts on the effective
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enjoyment of human rights, and the role that human rights obligations can play in
strengthening international policy making in the field of climate change;

4.3. communicate widely current Council of Europe activities related to climate
change.

5. In view of the preceding, the Assembly draws attention to its Recommendation 1885
(2009) on drafting an additional protocol to the European Convention on Human Rights,
concerning the right to a healthy environment and Recommendation 1862 (2009) on
environmentally induced migration and displacement: a 21st century challenge and reiterates
its request to the Committee of Ministers to instruct the relevant expert committee to draft a
new Protocol to the European Convention on Human Rights enshrining the right to a healthy
and viable environment as a human right.

6. The Assembly also invites the Congress of Local and Regional Authorities of the
Council of Europe to urge local and regional authorities to take the necessary action to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions and to deal with the effects of climate change.
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Appendix 2

COMMENTS OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE OF THE BERN CONVENTION CONCERNING
RECOMMENDATION 1883 (2009) OF THE PARLIAMENTARY ASSEMBLY OF THE COUNCIL OF
EUROPE ON “THE CHALLENGES POSED BY CLIMATE CHANGE”

The Bern Convention’s Standing Committee:

1.  Welcomes Recommendation 1883 (2009) of the Parliamentary Assembly and its invitation to
adopt climate change as one of the core priorities of the Council of Europe, instructing the
relevant bodies of the CoE to consider addressing this vital issue in their respective activities;

2. Values the good ongoing co-ordination with the Parliamentary Assembly on this issue;

3. Welcomes the specific reference made in the second paragraph of Recommendation 1883 (2009)
of Recommendation No. 135 (2008) of the Standing Committee of the Bern Convention on
“Addressing the impacts of climate change on biodiversity”, adopted in November 2008;

4.  Shares the views of the Assembly as to the need to strengthen co-ordination of existing activities
related to climate change across different bodies and through the different managing structures of
the Council of Europe intergovernmental programmes;

5. Agrees with the Parliamentary Assembly about the need to explore the linkages between climate
change and human rights in Europe, and recalls the report on ‘Human rights and climate change’
(ref. T-PVS/Inf (2009) 4) submitted for information to the meeting of the Group of Experts on
Biodiversity and Climate Change held in July 2009;

6. Stresses the importance to communicate widely ongoing activities related to climate change
carried out at the Council of Europe;

7. Informs the Assembly of the new Recommendation No. 143 (2009) of the Standing Committee
of the Bern Convention on “further guidance for Parties on biodiversity and climate change”,
adopted on 26™ November 2009, and which complements Recommendation 135 (2008);

8. Invites the Parliamentary Assembly to continue collaborating with the Bern Convention on
matters of common interest, including the preparation of two forthcoming reports at the
Assembly: one on “Biodiversity and climate change”, and another on “The need to assess
progress in the implementation of the Bern Convention”.
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Appendix 13
Voluntary contributions to the Bern Convention
received in 2009 (in alphabetical order)
Andorra 1,200€
Belgium 10,000€
European Commission 10,000€
European Environment Agency 56,000€
Finland 7,000€
Iceland 10,000€
Luxembourg 308€
Monaco 18,000€
Norway 25,500€
Slovakia 1,500€
Spain — pm*
Switzerland 43,000€
United Kingdom 21,500€
204.008€¢

TOTAL

* Spain made a contribution of 150,000€ to the Council of Europe to organise the conference *“Post-
2010 Biodiversity Vision and Target - The role of Protected Areas and Ecological Networks in

Europe”, to be held in Madrid on 26-27 January 2010.
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Addendum to document:
> “Chairman’s report”, delivered on Monday 23" November 2009:
» Statement by the CBD Executive Secretary, Dr. Ahmed Djoghlaf
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“Chairman’s report”
on Monday 23" November 2009:

First, our sincere thanks to Mr. Moritz Leuenberger, minister (Conseiller fédéral), Head of the
Federal Department of Environment, Transport, Energy and Communications, for
honouring us with his presence in the opening session of our meeting, as well as Ms. Catherine
Bellini, his special adviser.

Our sincere thanks also to the Swiss staff for all the administrative and logistical support provided
during the preparation of the meeting.

And a special and warm thanks to our good college, the Swiss delegate in the Standing
Committee, Mr. Olivier Biber, who has worked hard behind the scenes to make this meeting
come true here in Bern.

Again 1 welcome all the delegates to this 29" meeting of the Standing Committee, including
Contracting Parties, observer countries, representatives from other international
biodiversity conventions, international intergovernmental and non-governmental
organisations, as well as national NGO’s and independent experts.

This year is not only the 30" anniversary of the signature of the Convention, but it also marks the
“maturity” of the membership of the Bern Convention, having reached 50 Contracting Parties.

The Convention has now 50 Contracting Parties, with Bosnia and Herzegovina participating as
full Party at this meeting, while Montenegro has completed its ratification procedure and the
Convention will enter into force in that country in February 2010. Georgia deposited its instrument
of ratification 19" of November, bring the number of Parties to 50 in this anniversary year!

The Bureau has been busy this year reviewing the programme of activities, as well as dealing with
the complaints received and the treatment of the various case files. This year, it has also looked
into possible options for changes in the membership of the Bureau and elections of its members.
We will discuss these options later today as well as related proposals for amendments of the Rules
of Procedure .

Regarding the Programme of Activities for 2009, all planned activities have been successfully
carried out, except for the preparation of a draft Charter on Angling and Biodiversity, which has
been postponed to 2010 due to unavailability of the consultant in this year. All the planned
meetings of the expert groups where held according to schedule. Later on we will have reports
from these groups, The Invasive Species group, the one on Biodiversity and Climate Change, the
new group on Island Biodiversity and the Emerald group - and deal with their proposed
recommendations.

The running of the programme of activities scheduled for 2009 in a satisfactory and efficient way
is primarily the work of our good and very competent Secretariat which has managed the task
along with several other duties. We thank all the members of the Secretariat and not the least the
head of the Secretariat, Carolina Lasen-Diaz, for their work as well as their important part in
preparing this meeting of the Standing Committee.

The main task of the Bureau is to take administrative and organizational decisions in between
meetings of the Standing Committee. The atmosphere at the Bureau meetings has been very
friendly and relaxed and all pending issues solved without difficulties. For this I thank not only my
Bureau colleges, the former Chair, Veronique Herrenschmidt and the Vice-chair Jan Plesnik, but
also our good staff at the Council of Europe.

In 2009, our activities have continued to be carried out in co-operation with the Convention on
Biological Diversity and other international biodiversity conventions. A good example is the
finalisation of a Memorandum of Co-operation with the Secretariat of the Convention on the
Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals (CMS), which will be formally signed at the
end of our meeting this afternoon.
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In addition, we have continued our partnership with relevant international organisations,
governmental and non-governmental. In this case, I'd like to highlight the ongoing co-operation
with the European Environment Agency, and a new agreement under discussions to continue the
development of the Emerald Network. The Secretariat has also agreed on a Memorandum of Co-
operation with IUCN, to replace the Agreement signed back in 1962 (long before Bern
Convention!) between the Council of Europe and IUCN. This time, the agreement focuses on
improving synergies and co-operation on matters dealt with by the Bern Convention.

I would like to stress as well the important coordination and exchange of information carried out
on a regular basis with the European Commission. I welcome the new focal point for the
Convention in DG Environment, Ms Marta KACZYNSKA, and offer her my full co-operation and
assistance. The Bern Convention Secretariat participates actively in the meetings of the EU
Coordination Group for Biodiversity and Nature, and this year it was also invited to the EU Nature
Directors meeting hosted by the Czech Republic in May 2009. In addition, we participate in the
European Commission ad hoc expert group on biodiversity and climate change.

This year, the Bern Convention has followed the ongoing debates on the post-2010 targets, both at
the EU- and international level. We intend to make practical contributions next year at the
Conference in Madrid on “Post-2010 Biodiversity Vision and Target - The role of Protected Areas
and Ecological Networks in Europe”, to be held at the beginning of the International Year of
Biodiversity. We have participated actively in the preparation of the conference in close
cooperation with the Spanish hosts and the European Commission.

Finally, as regards co-operation with the EU, I would like to thank the European Commission for
their financial support of the project “Support for the implementation of the CBD's Programme of
Work on Protected Areas in the EU Neighbourhood Policy East Area and Russia”. This 3-year
project aims to identify part of the potential Emerald sites in seven countries of Central and
Eastern Europe and the South Caucasus. The first meeting of the Steering Committee of the
project was held in Strasbourg in September 2009.

Next year will be critical for biodiversity conservation and sustainable use, as we take stock of the
2010 target and decide on a future vision and targets. By the time of our next meeting, at the end
of next year, the United Nations General Assembly high-level event on biodiversity, and CBD
COP-10 will have taken place. We will therefore have an opportunity at our next Standing
Committee meeting to discuss the outcomes of decisions taken at the global level.

In the meantime, the Bern Convention will participate actively in the CBD SBSTTA-14 meeting
to be held in Nairobi in May 2010, as well as in CBD COP-10 in Japan next October. At these
meetings there will be three priority issues for the Bern Convention on the agenda for in-depth
consideration by the CBD: Biodiversity and Climate Change, Protected areas, and Sustainable use.
For the first one, we plan to organise a joint side-event with the European Commission at
SBSTTA-14 to showcase Europe’s work on biodiversity and climate change, including the
guidance developed by the Bern Convention.

Dear colleges. The Bern Convention came into force in 1982. In its 27 years of existence it has
proven to be a very important and effective tool to achieve our common aims to conserve the wild
nature of Europe. It is in fact the common foundation of the nature conservation legislation in
Europe and possibly the main reason for our success in harmonising national legislations. It has
not only been the platform for close co-operation between countries on nature conservation issues
but also an important forum for a necessary dialogue between governments and NGO’s,
something that has proven to be invaluable throughout the years.

We must recognise that the Bern Convention has turned out to be a more solid and flexible
instrument than anticipated by many some years ago. Being 30 years old it is one of the oldest
environmental treaties which have nevertheless kept in line with changing times. The Convention
has adjusted to new thinking, to new challenges and evolved to keep its position as the main legal
instrument for nature conservation in Europe and neighbouring countries. Also it has established
itself by its various programmes, strategies and other activities as an important regional
implementation tool for the global UN Convention on biodiversity, the CBD.
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This 29" meeting of the Standing Committee marks the 30" anniversary of the Bern Convention at
a critical time for biodiversity in Europe and beyond. I therefore call on all of you to join efforts to
agree on a meaningful vision for the future of biological diversity in Europe. We all recognise that
the 2010 target to halt the loss of biodiversity will not be reached. But it has generated important
actions for sustainable use and conservation of biodiversity at national, regional and global level.
The target to halt the loss of biodiversity is still valid and even more urgent than before. There is a
need for a similar, ambitious overall target beyond 2010, emphasizing the intrinsic value of
biodiversity and the need for healthy ecosystems for human well being.

Later on we will be discussing a draft Bern Declaration addressing the issue and hopefully
adopting a meaningful and ambitious Declaration to take away from this anniversary meeting here
in Bern. A Declaration that helps us create a clear vision for the future.

In this context, I would like to remind us all of the progress made since the Rio Summit in 1992
and the need to concentrate our energies to improve the state of Europe’s natural heritage. I
believe that the Bern Convention is a unique instrument to help European countries achieve this
goal in the years to come.

ek
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Conventionon
Biological Diversity

2010 International Year of Biodiversity

Statement by Mr Ahmed DJOGHLAF,

Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity

on the occasion of the
twenty-ninth meeting of the
Standing Committee of the Convention on the Conservation of European Wildlife and
Natural Habitats (Bern Convention)

Bern, 23-26 November 2009

Ladies and Gentlemen,

One year ago, in Strasbourg, I had the immense privilege of attending for the first time the
twenty-eighth meeting of your Standing Committee, which coincided with the celebration of the
sixtieth anniversary of the adoption by the General Assembly of the United Nations of the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights. The meeting took place sixth month after the signature in Bonn on the
margins of the ninth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological
Diversity of the enhanced Memorandum of Understanding between our two conventions. This
Memorandum is of great significance, as our two conventions are critical tools in the fight to preserve
the world’s natural resources. The Bern Convention is among the earliest legally binding legislation
on biodiversity protection, while the Convention on Biological Diversity is the premier international
instrument allowing all nations of the world to come together for the conservation, sustainable use of
biodiversity and access and fair and equitable sharing of genetic resources. With the recent accession
of Iraq and Somalia, the Convention has now 193 Parties and we hope to be joined in the early future
by Andorra. We also hope to that the family of all nations without exception will gather in Nagoya,
Aichi Prefecture, Japan, at the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties.

Your meeting today is taking place at the occasion of the thirtieth anniversary of your
Convention. It is taking place in the same city where the Convention was born. It is therefore taking
place at the right time and the right place to ponder on past achievements but, most importantly, to
shape the way forward of the new Bern Convention in sync with today’s world and its institutions.

The capacity of the planet to continue providing its goods and services is being seriously
undermined by anthropogenic factors. Life on Earth is under siege everywhere. Because of human
activities, some 20 per cent of the world’s coral reefs have been effectively destroyed, and
approximately 24 per cent of remaining reefs are under imminent risk of collapse. A third of all
assessed freshwater species are threatened with extinction, with overall population levels having
declined by 30 per cent. Over the last 25 years, 3.6 million hectares of mangroves, about 20 per cent
of the total extent found in 1980, have disappeared worldwide. Forests have completely disappeared
in 25 countries, and another 29 countries have lost more than 90 per cent of their forest cover. The list
goes on: approximately 60 per cent of the Earth’s ecosystem services have been degraded in the last
50 years, with human impacts being the root cause.

It is for this reason that in 2001 in Géteborg, the leaders of the European Union decided to stop
the loss of biodiversity in 2010 and, a year later, the 110 Heads of State and Government attending the
Johannesburg World Summit on Sustainable Development decided to substantially reduce the rate of
loss of biodiversity by 2010. Your meeting today in Bern is taking place less than 38 days before the
dawn of 2010 and, unfortunately, we have failed to fulfil our commitment. Last September, in
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Stromstad at the leaders of the European Union confirmed the Athens message that 2010 will not be
met in Europe in spite substantial progress achieved. The same message has been confirmed by the 86
national reports received by the Convention Secretariat. In that connection, would like to call upon the
Europeans countries that have not done so to submit their national as soon as possible and no later than
the end of this year.

Based on the national reports submitted by Parties, the third edition of the Global Biodiversity
Outlook will be issued on 10 September 2010 and will guide the negotiation on the new Strategic Plan
of the Convention on Biological Diversity covering the period 2011-2020. The Plan will include a
2050 biodiversity vision and 2020 biodiversity targets associated with means of implementation and
monitoring and evaluation. Last week in Montreal, the joint meeting of the bureaux of the Conference
of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity and its Subsidiary Body on Scientific,
Technical and Technological Advice reviewed the draft Strategic Plan prepared by the Secretariat and
I have the pleasure to submit to you and to the members of the Bern Convention the draft and invite
you to offer us your comments and suggestions.

On the 9 November, the Aichi-Nagoya international e-conference on biodiversity was launched to
seek the views of a larger audience. The final version will be submitted to the Parties in February
2010. I would like therefore to pay tribute to you for the suggestion to adopt the Bern Declaration on
the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity in Europe on 2010 and beyond and I look forward
to receiving the final version. I also look very much forward to the collective and individual
contribution of the members of the Bern Convention to contribute to the success of the celebration of
the 2010 International Year on Biodiversity. The official launch of this unique event will take place in
Berlin on 11 January under the leadership of Dr. Angela Merkel, the Chancellor of Germany. It will be
followed on 21-22 January by a high-level event in Paris at the headquarters of UNESCO as well as by
an event to be convened in Madrid under the Spanish Presidency of the European Union. The
International Year will culminate by a high-level event during the sixty-fifth session of the United
Nations General Assembly to be held in New York on 20 September with the participation of Heads of
State and Government and it will be closed on 11-12 December 2010 in Kanazawa, Ishikawa
Prefecture, Japan. The closing ceremony will also coincide with the launch of the 2011 International
Year of Forests to be organized in partnership with the Secretariat of the United Nations Forum on
Forests. .

Albert Schweitzer, the physician, philosopher, Nobel Laureate, and one-time resident of
Strasbourg, once said that “a man is ethical only when life, as such, is sacred to him, that of plants and
animals as that of his fellow men, and when he devotes himself helpfully to all life that is in need of
help.” In tackling the biodiversity crisis, we need to make people realize that it is we who are in need
of help — that the relentless extermination of flora and fauna across the planet, on top of being a
tragedy in its own right, is a gross infringement on our own fundamental rights. This is what the
International Year of Biodiversity is about, and I therefore look very much forward to the contribution
of the members of the Bern Convention to the success of the International Year of Biodiversity



