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PART | —OPENING

1. OPENING OF THE MEETING AND ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA
The draft agenda was amended and adopted.

2. CHAIRMAN 'S REPORT AND COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE DELEGATIONS AND FROM THE
SECRETARIAT

The Committee took note of the information presertg the Chair and the Secretariat on the
work carried out in 2010.

PART |l —MONITORING AND |MPLEMENTATION OF LEGAL ASPECTS

3. MONITORING OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE LEGAL ASPECTS O F THE CONVENTION
3.1 Introductory reports: Georgia, Montenegro
The Committee welcomed the introductory report&leprgia and by Montenegro.

3.2Biennial reports 2007-2008 concerning exceptions rda to Articles 4, 5, 6, 7 or 8 and
quadrennial reports 2005-2008

The Committee took note of the biennial reportsnsitted, and took note of the communications
of the delegates from Serbia and Switzerland, whaiormed that their national reports would be
forwarded to the Secretariat by the end of theeruryear.

The Committee invited the Contracting Parties wiiiakie not yet fulfilled this obligation to do so
as soon as possible, and thanked Contracting Pavtie submitted General reports on a voluntary
basis

PART Il - INSTITUTIONAL MATTERS

4. |INTERPRETATION OF ARTICLE 9.10F THE BERN CONVENTION

The Committee took note of the report on the Imetadion of Article 9 of the Bern Convention
and thanked the consultant for the excellent work.

The Committee discussed the Draft Revised Resoltio. 2 (1993) on the scope of articles 8
and 9 of the Bern convention (Adopted by the Stagp@ommittee 3 December 1993) and stressed the
importance of updating and further clarifying timerpretation of article 9 of the Bern Convention.
However, the Committee decided to report to nean@ing Committee meeting the discussion and
possible adoption of the Draft Revised Resolutian Rl (1993) in view of ensuring the coherence of
the interpretation of article 9 of the Bern Convemtwith other relevant instruments at European
level. It therefore asked the European Commissiocompare the proposed interpretation under the
Bern Convention with the interpretation and repgrtrequirements under relevant EU instruments,
and to forward its findings to the Bureau for as#y

Taking into account the concern expressed by ®&w#rd and other Parties, the Committee
further asked to the Bureau, with the assistandbefSecretariat and of the consultant, to revissv t
proposed Draft Revised Resolution No. 2, in viewinafluding in the final draft text other relevant
recommendations formulated in the consultant’s mejio addition, the Bureau will examine proposals
for improving the reporting system, including thespibility of using electronic reporting tools,
similar to those provided for member states byEhepean Union.
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Finally, the Committee decided to postpone to its next mgetie discussion and decision on the
Draft revised model form for biennial reports, vehiaking note of a proposal for amendment made by
the European Union regarding falconry.

PART IV —MONITORING OF SPECIES AND HABITATS

5. MONITORING OF SPECIES AND HABITATS
5.1 Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Climate Clange

The Committee thanked the authorities of IcelandHe excellent preparation of the meeting and
the excellent hospitality, and took note of theorgépf the meeting of the Group of experts, inchadi
the proposals for the future work.

The Committee further took note of the Commentshef Bureau on behalf of the Standing
Committee on Recommendation 1918 (2010) of theidPaeintary Assembly on Biodiversity and
Climate Change, submitted by the Bureau to the Citteenof Ministers of the Council of Europe.

The Committee amended and adopted the followirgethecommendations:

« Recommendation No. 145 (2010) on guidance for &adin biodiversity and climate change in
mountain regions;

¢« Recommendation No. 146 (2010) on guidance for &adin biodiversity and climate change in
European islands;

* Recommendation No. 147 (2010) on Guidance for &armin wildland fires, biodiversity and
climate change;

5.2 Group of Experts on Island Biodiversity in Eurge

The Committee thanked the Norwegian conservatitimogities and the Environment Office of the
Governor of Svalbard for the excellent hospitadityl most professional organisation of the meeting.

The Committee further took note of the report @ theeting of the Group of Experts, in particular
on the progress towards preparing a Charter orCtneservation and Sustainable Use of Biological
Diversity in European Islands, as well as of theppsals by the Group for its future work.

The Committee welcomed the establishment of ansadvigroup in partnership with JIUCN ISSG
and EPPO to provide support and advice on eradicafilAS in islands.

The Committee thanked the government of Francthéomvitation to host the next meeting of this
Group of Experts in 2011 in Corsica.

5.3 Large Carnivores and Herbivores

The Committee took note of the report of workshap«d_arge Carnivores in the Caucasus » and
thanked Georgia and the International Bear AssocigiBA), NACRES and IUCN Cats Specialist
Group for their support in the organisation of theeting.

The Committee amended and adopted the followingpRetendation:
* Recommendation No. 148 (2010) on the conservafiterge carnivores in the Caucasus.

The Committee took note of the information provided the conservation action on the Iberian
Lynx (Lynx pardinu

The Committee took note of the information presgnby the Large Herbivore Network and
encouraged collaboration with the Convention.
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5.4 Invasive Alien Species

The Committee took note of the report of the Wodgsbn Invasive Alien Plants jointly organised
by EPPO and the Council of Europe. The Committesemiixed the Code of Conduct on Companion
Animals and IAS and decided to ask the Group ofdigto review this text, harmonising as approeriat
with the work under the CBD and taking into accdhetpotential role of companion animals as a vecto
of pathogens and parasites, endorsing the coterait meeting.

The Committee welcomed the offer from Norway tdteva consultant to present, at next Standing
Committee meeting, the results of an on-going cerajion and information initiative on companion
animals in Norway.

The Committee took note of the European Eradic®ilam for the Ruddy Duck, presented by the
Chair of the Group of Experts, congratulated thedtadnKingdom for the excellent work done and
encouraged all Parties to eradicate Ruddy DucHzein territories.

The Committee amended and adopted the followingRatendation:

e« Recommendation No. 149 (2010) on the eradicatioth@fRuddy Duck@xyura jamaicens)sin
the Western Palaearctic.

5.5 European Charter on Recreational Fishing and Biodiersity

The Committee took note of the report of the megetihthe Working Group on the Elaboration of
a European Charter on Recreational Fishing andiB&csity.

The Committee discussed, amended and further esdiohe European Charter on Recreational
Fishing and Biodiversity, noting the reservatiopmssed by Germany toward principle 3 of the
European Charter.

The Committee amended and adopted the followingpRetendation:

* Recommendation No. 150 (2010) on the European &@hash Recreational Fishing and
Biodiversity.

5.6 lllegal killing of Birds

The Committee expressed its deep concern on tieatexhd negative trends of illegal killing of
birds in the European continent, and took notenefihformation presented by the Secretariat on the
preparation of a “European Conference on illegliihki of birds” to be held in July 2011. It welcoohe
the willingness of the European Union to be invdlite the Conference and its proposal of eventually
preparing aroverview of the law enforcement mechanisms in Eunimer states.

The Committee further welcomed the proposal of eoaton from BirdLife Cyprus and BirdLife
International to support the Bern Convention inghening and organisation of the Conference, more
particularly by preparing and presenting an updategiey on the illegal killing of birds which would
cover, as far as possible, the 50 Contracting €&atti the Bern Convention, as well as a focuseartrep
on the issue in the Western Balkan countries, hggtihg shortcomings in the implementation of
international legislation and practice.

The Committee further noted the interest expresseBACE to contribute to the success of the
European Conference, as well as the suggestionow¥ening a reduced working group of the
interested stakeholders for its preparation.

Finally, the Committee thanked Cyprus authorities bDffering to host the Conference,
encouraged the co-operation with the European Uainshother concerned international governmental
and non-governmental organisations, and encourBgeties to attend the Conference and report on
the situation in their countries.

5.7 Habitats
a. Group of Experts on Protected Areas and Ecologicalletworks: Report
The Committee took note of the report of the nmeptif the Group of Experts.
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b. Setting-up of the Emerald Network: strategic develpment and steps forward

The Committee took note of the report of the Grotigxperts as well as of the activities proposed
for 2011. It welcomed the preliminary outcomesiw CoE / EU Joint Programme for the setting-up
of the Emerald Network in seven Central and Easkmopean countries and South Caucasus, and
congratulated the authorities of Morocco for theptetion of the national Emerald pilot project.

The Committee further endorsed the proposed cateiodehe implementation of the Emerald
Network of Areas of Special Conservation Intere81222020, as well as the updated Map of
biogeographical regions for the European continant] agreed to establish the status of “official
candidate sites” for proposed Emerald sites dedivéo the Secretariat.

The Committee adopted the following documents:

- Criteria for assessing the National Lists of praub#reas of Special Conservation Interest and
the procedure for examining and approving Emeraddidate sites (Appendix 1 to this
document);

- Information form for species and habitats to begnated in the Bern Convention Annexes and
Resolutions (Appendix 2 to this document);

- Revised Annex | of Resolution 4 (1996) of the BE€anvention (Appendix 3 to this document)

Furthermore, the Committee expressed its full stgpahe EEA with regards to the cooperation
with the Council of Europe, as well as in its wookvards EUNIS updates; it encouraged ETC/BD’s
commitment towards future updates of the EUNISe&ysin the light of the progress made within the
Emerald Network. The Director of the ETC/BD, Mrsominique Richard, ensured the Standing
Committee of the strong commitment from EEA and EBIT towards making full use of progress
achieved the Emerald Network process when upd#tiedUNIS classification system, as well as in
other relevant aspects of their work.

c. European Diploma of Protected Areas

The Committee took note of the report of the nmegtif the Group of Specialists and welcomed the
application from the Sumava National Partk (Czeepublic).

The Secretariat informed the Committee on thesttwtiof the Rapporteur Group on Education,
Culture, Sport, Youth and Environment (GR-C) tcerdback to the Standing Committee of the Bern
Convention the draft resolution concerning the weeof the European Diploma of Protected Areas
awarded to Bile Karpaty Protected Landscape Arga¢ Republic) for further discussion following
the request of the Czech authorities. Furtherntbee Secretariat informed the Committee than 17rothe
Resolutions for the renewal of the Diploma werepaeld by the Committee of Ministers.

The Committee examined the proposed draft Resalan the renewal of the European Diploma
of Protected areas to the Bile Karpaty Protecteddseape Area and decided to forward it to the
Committee of Ministers for adoption.

Concerning the non-renewal of the European Diplam&rotected Areas to the Belovezhskaya
Pushcha National Park (Belarus) and Bialowiezaddati Park (Poland) the Committee approved the
proposal made by the Group to organise in 201inaysit with UNESCO to analyse the content of the
management plan of the Bialowieza National Park #mel implementation of the plan for
Belovezhskaya Pushcha National Park.
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PART V —MONITORING OF SPECIFIC SITES AND POPULATIONS

6. SPECIFIC SITES AND POPULATIONS

6.1 Files opened
- Ukraine: Building of a navigable waterway in theBystroe Estuary (Danube delta)

The Committee took note of the report of Ukraingahorities as well as of comments from other
Parties, noting that the national report has bedmited only on ¥ December 2010 and calling for
an improved and regular exchange of informatiomwhe Secretariat.

The Committee decided to keep the case file open.

The Committee agreed to the creation of a SeleotuGof Experts to facilitate dialogue on the
issue. The Group will meet after relevant Partied the Chair of the Standing Committee agree on the
terms of reference.

- Cyprus: Akamas Peninsula

In the absence of delegate of Cyprus the Secretpresented the Government report. The
Committe took note of the observations and redoots the NGOs and decided to keep the file open,
while asking Cyprus to present a report for itstmaeeting, as well as to send to the Secretariat as
soon as possible the translation into English ef timanagement plan for Limni as well as to fully
implement its Recommendation No. 63 (1997). The @dtae asked the Secretariat to follow-up the
file in close co-operation with the European Union.

- Bulgaria: Wind farms in Balchik and Kaliakra — V ia Pontica

The Committee thanked the delegate of Bulgarigpfesenting an updated report. It took note of
the information provided by the Delegate of thedpaan Union, as well as by the representatives of
BirdLife and AEWA.

The Committee decided to keep the case file opehcamtinue to follow it up in close co-
operation with the European Commission, taking iatzount the three infringement procedures
opened.

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

The Committee took note of the information preséntey the delegate of France, the
representatives of NGOs and the representativieedEtiropean Commission.

In light of the small size of the hamster populatias well as of the current management, the
Committee decided to keep the case file open antineee to follow it up in close co-operation with
the European Commission.

- Iltaly: Eradication and trade of the American Grey squirrel (Sciurus carolinensis)

The Committee took note of the information preseriig the delegate of Italy; it welcomed the
information concerning a LIFE+ project which hasibdaunched in September 2010 to provide
effective tools for implementing actions aimedtet eradication of the American Grey Squirrel in the
country.

However, noting that the decree concerning the ingmof the trade and keeping of the American
grey squirrel is not approved yet, the Committeeidi to keep the file open and asked Italy to
inform the Committee and the Bureau of progressarmiadhe implementation of the LIFE+ Project
and the adoption of appropriate legislative tools.
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6.2 Possible files
- France: Protection of the European Green ToadRufo viridis) in Alsace

The Committee took note of the information preseriby the delegate of France and by the
representatives of the AssociatiBauvegarde Faune Sauvage and Societas Europagetdkgica

The Committee decided to keep the file as a passie file as the procedure for drawing up the
National Action Plan is not completed. It asked Hrench authorities to report at the next Bureau
meeting.

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

The Committee took note of the information presénby the Swedish delegate, namely
confirming that the decision of the government be appeal is still pending, and that the plan of a
residential housing project is halted in the mewnatiThe Committee decided to keep the complaint as
a possible file, and asked the delegation of Sweéal@mform the Secretariat as soon as the decmmon
the appeal will be available. It agreed to reviée possible case-file at the next Standing Comaitte
meeting.

- Italy: Wind farm threat to wildlife in Alta Mare mma, Grosseto

The Committee welcomed the report of Italian authesr informing that the project of the wind
farms in Roccalbegna has been rejected as it didadeive the necessary authorisations. In thiet lig
of this information, the Committee decided to cltdse possible file.

6.3 On-the-spot appraisal

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

The Committee was informed of the results of ths# warried out on 15-16 June.

It thanked the French authorities for the orgaiosabf the visit as well as the expert Mr Guy
Berthoud for his report.

It welcomed the efforts made by the French autiesrit
The Committee decided not to open a file. It addpibe following Recommendation:

«  Recommendation No. 151 (2010) on protection oftbemann tortoiseTlestudo hermanjin the
Massif des Maures and Plaine des Maures loca(ias) in France

6.4 Complaints in stand-by
- France: Black Grouse (Tetrao tetrix) in Drome and kére

The Committee took note of the information preseriby the delegate of France and by the
representative of ASPASA§sociation pour la Protection des Animaux Sauvagesl found no
ground for pursuing this complaint.

It invited French authorities to report every 2nge@n a temporarily basis, on the situation of the
species.
- Morocco: Ecological impacts of a tourism centre irBaidia

The Committee took note of the information preseriig the delegate of Morocco and by the
Secretariat about the cooperation with the Ramsaréntion on this issue.

It instructed the Bureau to analyse the reporthef tonsultative visit organised from 12 to
16 October 2010 in the framework of the Ramsar @ntign and take appropriate decision on this
issue.
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6.5 Follow-up of previous recommendations from preeus meetings:

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

» Recommendation No. 98 (2002) on the project to bdila motorway through the Kresna
Gorge (Bulgaria)

» Recommendation No. 113 (2004) on military antennaithe Sovereign Base Area of Akrotiri
(Cyprus)

» Recommendation No. 137 (2008) on population level anagement of large carnivore
populations

The Committee took note of the information presgnd@ the four recommendations above,
welcomed the comments made, and informed that thididee reflected in the meeting report.

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

The Committee welcomed the reporting from Norwaytt@Recommendation No. 144 (2009) on
the wind park in Smgla (Norway) and other wind fadewvelopments in Norway, as well as the
proposal from the Norwegian delegate to presenfitiaings of the related on-going research project
at next year Standing Committee meeting, once thgg will be finalised. The Committee thus
decided to review Recommendation No. 144 (2008gat Standing Committee meeting.

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

The Committee discussed the implementation of Resamdation No. 110 (2004) on minimising
adverse effects of above-ground electricity tragsmon facilities (power lines) on birds, and thear
prepared by BirdLife International for the CounaiflEurope, noting that electrocution on powerlines
continuous to be one of the main causes for sdgsses in population, and that a number of countrie
have issued or is in the process of finalisingrttexihnical standards of suitable and proven ntitiga
methods (for existing power poles) and of new popae configurations which are safe for birds by
design.

The Committee reiterated the need to develop amdeiment, or reinforce, as appropriate the
work aimed at improving technical standards, anddopt mitigation measures and encouraged the
dissemination of technical and ornithological reskaelated to bird safety.

The Committee welcomed the proposal from the dédegbGermany to disseminate and present
at next Standing Committee meeting the nationatl@ue document including examples of best
practices.

The Committee finally asked the Bureau to analiijser¢écommendations included in the updated
NGO report, particularly with regards to the prago®f introducing a temporarily reporting
requirement on a 2-years follow-up basis on pragreade towards the effective implementation of
Recommendation 110 (2004).

PART VI —STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION

7. STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION

7.1 European Conference on “Post-2010 vision andrggets: The role of Protected Areas
and Ecological Networks”

The Spanish delegate presented the main outcontée @onference. The Committee took note
of the information and welcomed the co-operatiotween the Spanish Presidency of the European
Union and the Swiss Presidency of the Council abha Committee of Ministers.
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7.2 Implementation of CBD COP-10 decisions: re-enforcig the role of the Convention in
implementing 2020 Biodiversity targets in Europe

The Committee welcomed the ongoing co-operatioh wie CBD and the information provided
by the Secretariat and the Vice-Chair on COP-10RD.

The Committee took note of the willing expressedh®/European Union to collaborate with the
Secretariat and the Bureau in reinforcing the oblidhe Bern Convention in the implementation of the
CBD Cop 10 decisions in Europe.

The Committee instructed the Bureau to examinefulyehe CBD Strategic Plan for the post-
2010 period in view of possibly setting Europeamg€és for 2020 regarding some issues of special
concern for the Convention. The Bureau is invilegtopose activities that may help implement the
CBD in the territory of the Convention, thus cobtring to play a regional role in its implementatio
of CBD.

7.3 Presentation of the Council of Europe Declaratn: “Working together for
Biodiversity: protection of natural areas and the fght against climate change”

The Committee took note of the Declaration “Workingether for Biodiversity”, welcomed the
offer by the delegate of “the former Yugoslav Rdmubf Macedonia” to support the Declaration
during the forthcoming presidency of the CounciEnfrope Committee of Ministers, and praised the
common work by the different bodies of the CounéiEurope in the field of biodiversity, protected
areas and climate change.

7.4 Draft Programme of Activities for 2010
The Committee examined, amended and adopted tigeaPnme of Activities for 2011.

7.5 States to be invited as observers to the®3meeting

The Committee decided unanimously to invite théofeing States to attend its 3ineeting: the
Russian Federation, San Marino, Algeria, BelarumpeCVerde, Holy See, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan,
Mauritania, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekista

PART VII- OTHER ITEMS

ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN AND VICE-CHAIRMAN

DATE AND PLACE OF THE 31™ MEETING
The Secretariat will make a proposal (29 Novemh2December 2011, in Strasbourg).

10. ADOPTION OF THE MAIN DECISIONS OF THE MEETING
11. ANY OTHER BUSINESS
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COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation
of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 145 (2010) of the Standing Comiteie, adopted on 9 December
2010, on guidance for Parties on biodiversity andiicmate change in mountain regions

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

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

Recognising that climate change affects biologitbadrsity in the territory covered by the Conventio
including species, habitats and the Areas of SpE€aaservation Interest of the Emerald Network;

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

Bearing in mind that uncertainties surrounding pecise nature of future climate change and its
impacts on biodiversity should not delay practaaiservation action;

Noting that the biodiversity of mountain regiondsuarope is particularly vulnerable to climate chaiag
many species, particularly those in the upper pafrtsountains are going to experience important
reductions in their distribution area as the clenarms up;

Noting that biodiversity of European mountain syseis to be more affected than other mountain
ranges of the world as migration of species Nortd@dollowing temperature increase will not be
possible because of their West-East orientation;

Noting that many European mountain ranges haveayla degree of habitat fragmentation and can be
considered “evolutionarily isolated ecosystem”, ethincreases the vulnerability of their biodiverd
climate change;

Recalling CBD COP 10 Decision X/33 on Biodiversatyd climate change;

Recalling Recommendations No. 135 (2008) and N@& @009) of the Standing Committee, on
addressing the impacts of climate change on biosliye

Welcoming and bearing in mind the repohinpacts of climate change on Mountain Biodivergity
Europe’ by Ms Eva Spehn [doc. T-PVS/Inf (2010) 8];

Recommends Contracting Parties to the Conventidnraites Observer States to:

1. Address and communicate the impacts of climate gdh@m mountain biological diversity and its
conservation,

2. Carry out specific national and European researcsoappropriate, reinforce existing research on
the mountain areas habitat types and species thlatbev most affected by climate change,
monitoring their change and co-operating as apptprwith neighboring states in shared
mountain ranges; Promote sharing of informationresearch carried out in different countain
ranges of Europe,

3. Develop specific climate change adaptation policied action for mountain biodiversity, taking
due account of the proposed guidance set out iAppendix to the present recommendation;
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4. Where appropriate, implement the proposed actiohghe guidance in appendix to this
recommendation

Further recommends Contracting Parties of the Quiwe on the Protection of the Alps and
Convention on the Protection and Sustainable Manage of the Carpathians and invites their
observer States to help implement this recommepnatitheir respective frameworks.
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APPENDIX
Guidance

This guidance draws on the expert report commissidsy the Council of Europe and discussed
by the Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Clim@teange at its meeting in 2010.

Measures that may be considered as appropriatedfinessing the impacts of climate change on
biodiversity, for the purposes of the applicatidnttee Convention, are listed for consideration by
Contracting Parties. These measures are offeredaasples of action that may be taken by authorities
at all levels of governance to address this is@tler complementary measures may be identified by
governments as equally appropriate to their pddicarcumstances and concerns. Notwithstanding
these adaptation measures, there is an urgent foeadimate change mitigation actions at local,
regional, country and global levels. Effective gtiion is crucial to contain climate change to leve
within which we may have a reasonable chance ofesitty effective adaptationAlthough these
recommendation focus on the adaptation to climbénge, it is important to bear in mind that, on the
one hand, climate change mitigation activities rhayharmful to biodiversity and, on the other hand,
the conservation and restoration of certain ecesysypes in particular forests and wetlands have
play an important role in the overall mitigatioricst.

The effects of climate change on mountain ecosystand their biological communities are
complex. The impacts of a changing climate on thecies and habitats protected by the Bern
Convention may differ widely, depending on the spe@nd the interactions with other species and/or
their habitats, as well as according to locatiohe Teffects that climate change mitigation and
adaptation measures, taken in other sectors, asmdmaspecies and habitats should also be condidere
in order to avoid negative impacts.

Mountains and climate change

Changes in the environmental factors of Europeaumntains caused by climate change are
already visible. There is a decrease in mountadgigt area, an increased annual precipitation with
changing seasonality in the Alps, less predictgbiif rainfall and temperatures in Mediterranean
mountains and a marked migration of species “Uphdimean temperatures rise.

Mountain forest plants have been found to climtween 25 and 93 meter per decade since the
1950’s and a number of other groups (carabids,ifumgls, molluscs and spiders) have also shown a
marked variation along an altitudinal gradient.

Mountain ecosystems are also naturally vulnerbbleause of their relatively smaller extension,
the risk of erosion and the extreme conditions ahynmountain habitats.

Mountains exhibit the most pronounced climaticdigats and, in evolutionary and biographical
terms, they can be compared to islands, archipglagohigh elevation habitats, isolated by the
lowlands. As such isolated ecosystems they hostyahigh proportion of endemic species that are at
great risk of extinction because of the unprecestbspeed of present climate change and the West-
East orientation Europe’s mountain ranges, whictddiis North-bound migration possible in other
mountain ecosystems of the world (for instancehi@ Americas). Particularly threatened will be
species confined to summits or the plains, lateessional plant species, species with small réstric
population and species with relative low mobiligs some amphibians. Other species (in mix-
altitudinal ranges) are also likely to see theibite#s reduced as they are displaced uphill, thus
becoming more vulnerable to extinction.

PROPOSED ACTIONS

Improve Protected Areas in mountains Re-evaluate management goals of protected areas,
ensure continued protection and appropriate managewt existing protected areas. Increase the
effective size of the protected area where and vgussible (e.g., enlarged core protection zone and




T-PVS (2010) Misc 1+2 - 14 -

buffer zone with nature-friendly land use) and/oeate new protected areas. Protect altitudinal
gradients avoiding further fragmentation. Coopetatdevelop common approaches with adjacent or
nearby protected areas.

Connect The safeguard of latitudinal and altitudinal egital continuums will be a crucial
element in adaptation to changing conditions fonynapecies and populations, mainly in areas of
actual or potential tree line and in urbanised argathe Alps. However, improving ecological
connectivity also facilitates the dispersal of ds® and invasive alien species along corridorsreMo
research is needed on how ecological connectiviproves biodiversity and ecological persistence.

Permeable landscapesEnhance existing incentive schemes promoting foiwgensity land
management and the development of greater landdusteeogeneity. Retain as many patches of
“semi-natural habitats”, especially in urbanisedntensively used areas.

Reduce anthropogenic stresses minimize localised human-cased disturbances (e.g.
fragmentation, nitrogen addition or other pollujidhat hinder the ability of species or ecosystéms
withstand climatic events. It can also mean to Keagitional land use in regions where this hasmbee
the predominant management, in order to presemeepdiversity and sensitive ecosystems.

Protect key ecosystem featuresmanage to maintain structural characteristicganisms or
areas that support the overall system, such asdteysrganisms. Protect variant forms of a spemies
ecosystem so that, as climate changes, there mpgphdations that survive and provide a source for
recovery. Maintain or establish more than one exangp each ecosystem or population within a
management systems, such that if one area is edféxt disturbance, replicates in another area may
reduce risk of extinction and provide a sourcerémolonisation. Sustain the slow variables (egjl, s
resources and the species’ pool) that accumulat@ysiand provide buffers. Sustain both ecological
legacies (e.g., old forest growth, woody debris)l anltural legacies (e.g. people’s connection to
land).

Restoration: restore ecosystems that have been lost or defyr&dstore or facilitate recovery of
missing keystone species (e.g., wolf, beaver).

Identify refugia: use areas that are less affected by climate ehidnam other areas as sources for
recovery or as destinations for climate sensitivigramts and maximise populations of rare and
threatened species.

Relocation relocate where appropriate and necessary orgarfr&imm one location to another in
order to bypass a barrier (e.g. urban area). Thigimvolve translocation of genotypes, speciesoir s
invertebrates or microbes, if appropriate, captiweeding programs and ex-situ conservation
programmes of the genetic diversity of threatenedmtain plants.

Build communication and scientist-manager-public p&nerships: Create interdisciplinary
teams of economists, climatologists, land use ¢gp@nd modellers with the mission to carry out
integrative research combining conservation plaprehmate change, adaptive capacities, human
livelihoods that may offer further guidance.
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COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation
of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 146 (2010) of the Standing Comiteie, adopted on 9 December
2010, on guidance for Parties on biodiversity andiicmate change in European islands

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

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

Recognising that climate change affects biologitbadrsity in the territory covered by the Conventio
including species, habitats and the Areas of SpE€aaservation Interest of the Emerald Network;

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

Bearing in mind that uncertainties surrounding pecise nature of future climate change and its
impacts on biodiversity should not delay practaaiservation action;

Recalling CBD COP 10 Decision X/33 on Biodiversatyd climate change;

Recalling the Message from Reunion Islanidsued at the conference “The European Unionitnd
Overseas Entities: Strategies to Counter Climaten@Gé and Biodiversity Loss” (July 2008) and the
exceptional importance of the biodiversity of thé&)'€ Overseas Countries and Territories and
Outermost Regions and their vulnerability to clienahange;

Recalling Recommendation No. 99 (2003) of the Sten€ommittee on the European Strategy on
Invasive Alien Species;

Recalling Recommendation No. 91 (2002) of the Stap€ommittee on Invasive Alien Species that
threaten biological diversity in Islands and gepgieally and evolutionary isolated ecosystems;

Recalling Recommendations No. 135 (2008) and N@& @009) of the Standing Committee, on
addressing the impacts of climate change on bicsliye

Noting that European islands are home to many epexid habitats of conservation concern, that they
contain a large number of endemic species (paatigulin the Mediterranean and Macaronesian
Regions), many of which are listed in Appendicard Il of the Convention as strictly protected &&c

Noting that often, due to their geographical chimstics, many islands biodiversity is already
vulnerable because of their limited space in islaadd the high concentration of human activities
affecting natural ecosystems, particularly in tleists;

Noting also that island biodiversity, because sfahdemicity , the reduced possibilities in inareas
habitat connectivity and the reduced distributiseaaof many species, is particularly vulnerable to
climate change and the risk of spread of invadies apecies;

Noting that, following the report of the Group okgerts on European Islands Biological Diversity
[document T-PVS (2009) J13he geographic scope of this recommendatioassicted to islands in the
Mediterranean and Black Seas, the Baltic Sea, tobécfand East Atlantic (from Iceland to Ascension
Island);
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Welcoming and bearing in mind the repd@itnate change and the biodiversity of Europeaandb
by Ms Cordula Epplddocument T-PVS/Inf (2010);9

Recommends relevant Contracting Parties to the &dion and invites relevant Observer States to:

1. Address and communicate the impacts of climatnge on island biological diversity and its
conservation including coastal and marine bioditsens the waters surrounding islands;

2. Carry out inventories and specific national Bidopean research on island biodiversity that lvdll
most affected by climate change, monitoring thearge, identifying in particular species that may
go extinct in the next decades, and propose sohifmr the conservation of their genetic diversity;

3. Carry out a special effort to create more reeimn and around islands, in particular coastal and
marine reserves, ensuring their functionality arettds integrating biodiversity concerns in
development, water and tourism policies;

4. Develop specific climate change adaptation @di@and action for island biodiversity, taking due
account of the proposed guidance set out in theeAgig to the present recommendation.

5. Where appropriate, implement the proposed atioh the guidance in appendix to this
recommendation.
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APPENDIX
Guidance

This guidance draws on the expert report commissidsy the Council of Europe and discussed
by the Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Clim@teange at its meeting in 2010.

Measures that may be considered as appropriat&dfinessing the impacts of climate change on
biodiversity, for the purposes of the applicatidnttee Convention, are listed for consideration by
Contracting Parties. These measures are offeregamsples of action that may be taken by authorities
at all levels of governance to address this is@tker complementary measures may be identified by
governments as equally appropriate to their pdeticcircumstances and concerns. Notwithstanding
these adaptation measures, there is an urgent foeadimate change mitigation actions at local,
regional, country and global levels. Effective ggtion is crucial to contain climate change to leve
within which we may have a reasonable chance ofesitty effective adaptationAlthough these
recommendation focus on the adaptation to climhaémge, it is important to bear in mind that, on the
one hand, climate change mitigation activities rhayharmful to biodiversity and, on the other hand,
the conservation and restoration of certain ecesysypes in particular forests and wetlands have
play an important role in the overall mitigatiorficef.

The effects of climate change on island biodivgrsite complex. The impacts of a changing
climate on the species and habitats protecteddéimn Convention may differ widely, depending on
the species and the interactions with other speaiglor their habitats, as well as according to
location and, especially latitude. The effects ttlmhate change mitigation and adaptation measures,
taken in other sectors, can have on species arithtsabhould also be considered in order to avoid
negative impacts.

Islands and climate change

Islands are more vulnerable than other territcae$ many of them there has been an intensive
human occupation and because some of them are smathat developments that would be
environmentally feasible in the continent have tgeampact on natural ecosystems. Pollution isrofte
a problem in islands, linked with relatively higturhan density, and often not much water.
Management of waste can be a challenge due toitscafdand. The absence of long rivers in small
islands has often lead in Mediterranean and Maeian islands to water scarcity, intensive use of
ground water and sometimes saline intrusions. Iagadien species have a strongest impact on island
endemics than in flora and fauna elsewhere. Thikedaenvironmental fragility of island ecosystems
is likely to be worsened by climate change.

European islands are home to many species andatsalof conservation concern, including
endemic as well as threatened biodiversity. Endamis largely concentrated on islands in the
Mediterranean and Macaronesian region. There gnéfisant knowledge gaps concerning current and
potential future impacts of climate change on Eaewpisland biodiversity. However, there is enough
evidence to demonstrate that impacts already tklee @and are likely to increase in future. Processe
related to climate change which are particularlgvant in the island context include sea level agd
the possibility of increasing incidence of invasiaien species. Available measures to support
adaptation for biodiversity are similar to thoseammended for other areas However, possibilities to
enhance connectivity beyond the individual islarel lamited so that a greater attention has to e pa
to island unique ecosystems and their conservation.
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PROPOSED ACTIONS
1. Applying general policy on climate change adaptmn to islands

Fully implement previous Bern Convention recomnadimhs relevant to the conservation of
island biodiversity under climate change which halecady been approved by the Standing
Committee and should be applied in the island ctrate a matter of urgency.

These include:

» Bern Convention Recommendation 135 (2008) on adohgghe impacts of climate change on
biodiversity, and in particular the points of guida on taking an integrated approach to climate
change response activities, addressing non-clinthtieats to vulnerable species, taking early
action on the protection of island-endemic ampmband reptile species, maintaining and
restoring large intact habitats as well as ecosysteucture and function, establishing networks
of interconnected protected areas, increasing giedearea coverage where necessary to ensure
that vulnerable species groups and habitats arkided, establishing buffer zones around
conservation areas, avoiding development in coamtehs, considering the role of species
translocation and ex situ conservation, ensuringyantegration, using adaptive management
and addressing invasive species issues.

* Bern Convention Recommendation 143 (2009) on furgo@lance for Parties on biodiversity and
climate change, and in particular the points ofdguce on minimising threats to vulnerable
invertebrates and plants, including in Atlantic amediterranean islands, implementing
appropriate protected area management to incresdigience and considering mechanisms for
implementation of off-protected areas management.

« Bern Convention Recommendation 91 (2002) on ineasspecies that threaten biological
diversity on islands and evolutionary isolated gstam which ask for special mechanisms to
prohibit intentional introduction of alien specisd special precautionary measures to avoid their
unintentional introduction.

* The European Strategy on Invasive Species endansBgécommendation No. 92003) which
requests Contracting Parties to draw up and implkemational strategies on invasive alien
species taking into account that guidance.

2. Islands of special concern

- When developing adaptation measures, specialidenasion should be given to islands of the
Mediteranean and Macaronesian regions becauseiothilgh rates of endemism and expected serious
changes in precipitation regimes, and within threggons particularly to those sites hosting vulbera

or threatened endemic taxa, or unique habitat tymesintain habitats in both regions are under a
double threat of being small, be particularly isethand often, contain unique ecosystems or species
that can migrate nowhere (like the high Canarianmtein) .

- Identify islands in other regions may also camtaighly sensitive biota which require attentios, a
exemplified by the observed drastic declines ifbsdgopulations of the North East Atlantic region.

3. Ensuring preservation of species that may loséeir climate space

Because many island species have no or little pidisgito migrate or extend their geographical
range to other territories, and taking into accdhathigh level of endemism on certain islandscigpe
consideration should be given to the question ofsix conservation and translocation for those
species which are threatened with extinction irirtberrent habitat, and unlikely to be able to teac
other suitable habitat by natural dispersal. Altffoboth ex situ and translocation measures are very
resource-intensive strategies and not always fleasib practice, and translocation also carries a
significant amount of risk to biota in the targeéa where such options exist they may be the only
way to ensure the survival of certain taxa.
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4. Developing special financial and regulatory meamisms for island biodiversity

Because islands gather, together with mountaiuaerahigh proportion of Europe’s endemic flora
and fauna (see for instance that Appendix | ofBkeen Convention had to be split in two parts, the
second exclusively with Macaronesian flora) a sgdeannd solidarity effort has to be carried outhat t
European level to provide support to research amtbservation in high diversity islands. Islands
should receive the appropriate means to be abtege with the responsibility of conserving such a
rich common European heritage.

5. Island biodiversity research needs

In addition to research needs already identifiegprievious reports (including improving the
information base on the vulnerability of Bern Contven species and habitats, and strengthening
monitoring schemes) and by other Expert Groupduitieg the identification of knowledge gaps in
European island threatened biodiversity and on sivgaalien species on European islands), the
following specific research needs should be adddess

* improving knowledge about island endemic specidesa well researched groups,
* monitoring climate change impacts on island biotal¢ding impacts on migratory species),

« further development of appropriate approaches sesasthe vulnerability of rare and endemic
species to climate change, including trait-basedssnent frameworks,

e improving climate projections at a resolution whishappropriate for consideration of climate
change effects on islands,

* improving knowledge on species that depend botfslands and the marine environment to see
how their survival m ay be affected by climate admn
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COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation
of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 147 (2010) of the Standing Comiteie, adopted on 9 December
2010, on guidance for Parties on wildland fires, lbidiversity and climate change

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

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

Recognising that climate change affects biologitbadrsity in the territory covered by the Conventio
including species, habitats and the Areas of SpE€aaservation Interest of the Emerald Network;

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

Bearing in mind that uncertainties surrounding pecise nature of future climate change and its
impacts on biodiversity should not delay practaaiservation action;

Recognising that fire is a major factor in shapmgetation and that it may trigger important peremn
ecosystem change in a context of climate change;

Aware that both many natural and seminatural hisbétad forest plantations may be more prone to burn
if rainfall decreases and temperatures rise withate change in some parts of Europe;

Conscious that nature conservation and forestricipslneed to take into account and be adapted to
changing patterns of fire that will accompany clienehange;

Recalling CBD COP 10 Decision X/33 on Biodiversatyd climate change;

Recalling Recommendations No. 135 (2008) and N@& @009) of the Standing Committee, on
addressing the impacts of climate change on biosltye

Welcoming and bearing in mind the repdiifnate change, wildland fires and biodiversiby Mr Jose
Manuel Moreno [doc T-PVS/Inf (2010) 10];

Recommends Contracting Parties to the Conventidnratites Observer States to:

1. Assess how fire may affect biological diversitya context of climate change, particularly irefir
prone areas; identity which areas may increase tiek of fire in different climate change
scenarios and take precautionary measures; idemifgarticular, areas that may be at risk of
desertification in Europe by a combination of higtenperatures, repetitive fire and erosion;

2. Assess the changes required in land use andrandgement policies, including forestry, to make
forests and other ecosystems more resilient te fire context of climate change;

3. Consider the role of fire in the implementatafiiBern Convention guidance on biodiversity and
climate change.

4. Where appropriate, implement the proposed astioh the guidance in appendix to this
recommendation.
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APPENDIX
GUIDANCE

This guidance draws on the expert report commissidsy the Council of Europe and discussed
by the Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Clim@teange at its meeting in 2010.

Measures that may be considered as appropriat&dfinessing the impacts of climate change on
biodiversity, for the purposes of the applicatidnttee Convention, are listed for consideration by
Contracting Parties. These measures are offeregamsples of action that may be taken by authorities
at all levels of governance to address this is@tker complementary measures may be identified by
governments as equally appropriate to their pdeticcircumstances and concerns. Notwithstanding
these adaptation measures, there is an urgent foeatimate change mitigation actions at local,
regional, country and global levels. Effective ggtiion is crucial to contain climate change to leve
within which we may have a reasonable chance ofesitty effective adaptationAlthough these
recommendation focus on the adaptation to climhaémge, it is important to bear in mind that, on the
one hand, climate change mitigation activities rbayharmful to biodiversity and, on the other hand,
the conservation and restoration of certain ecegysypes in particular forests and wetlands have
play an important role in the overall mitigatiorficef.

The effects of wildland fires on ecosystems andr thielogical communities are complex. The
impacts of a changing climate on the species abdata protected by the Bern Convention may differ
widely, depending on the species and the intenagtiwith other species and/or their habitats, as wel
as according to location. The effects that clinetange mitigation and adaptation measures, taken in
other sectors, can have on species and habitattdshlso be considered in order to avoid negative
impacts.

Wildland fires, biological diversity and climate change

Fire has a complex impact on ecosystems. It lgflppe vegetation and it can be a major factor of
plant communities change in a climate change conkdaditerranean ecosystems have evolved in a
world with fire, so numerous plant traits can bgoasated to a long evolution with fire.

Fires do not burn the landscape at random, andtteatfect certain vegetation types more often
than others, and occur at certain locations. Firea through natural protected areas as well. Qurin
the last three years, of all the area burned indtgest EU Mediterranean countries nearly 1/3 was
part of the Natura 2000 network. Areas close tatdntermediate distance to roads or towns are the
ones that burn most frequently. These elementseofi§k are important for conservation areas.

Although many ecosystems of Southern Europe anitditerranean can be considered to have
evolved under fire, the current fire regime is eiéint from what it might have been in the past.
Changes in fire regime, such as increased frequamd\severity of fires, threatens ecosystem stabili
and, in some areas, favours degradation loopsirtiizdes the recovery of the vegetation towards
more mature stages.

Postfire regeneration usually follows the autosasimmal pattern. Plants are able to withstand
fires mainly by surviving the blaze and resproutimgoy germinating from seeds that survive the fire
as well and, in many instances, require heat-rélstienuli to germinate. In a few years after fine t
plant community resembles that before the burn. él@m direct regeneration is not always
warranted, especially if the climatic on soil cdmatis have changed. Furthermore, there are many
emblematic species that do not regenerate well fifte

It is not excluded that, with climate change, past Southern Europe and the Mediterranean
become more arid and that many areas of CentraNamnthern Europe where fire does not affect at
present large surfaces may see more frequenif&ésmperatures rise and rainfall patterns change.

Difficult as it is to project future impacts of giate and other global changes on the vegetation
and species composition of any system in the tgs, much more difficult it is to do so in Souther
Europe and the Mediterranean areas. Restorationdassy models to use them as a reference, and
many ideas need to be revisited at the light of paeo-ecological evidence. Given the threats of
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changes in fire and other climate and global charmyer the values at hand, not the least its distin
and rich biodiversity, the challenge of consendingse territories under the ongoing climate and-lan
use/land cover changes and other global changesasnount.

PROPOSED ACTIONS

1 Include the role of fire in conservation of speeis and habitats in fire prone areas

Fires have been occurring, and will most certaodgur within many protected areas in southern
Europe and in the landscape matrix that surroumelst Fires are generally considered as a thret, an
fire suppression is the dominant policy through®&M. There are enormous skills and capacities to
fight fires. Yet, when they break out inside orward protected areas they will burn through thent. Bu
since the main/only policy is to fight them, prdeiss to understand how they directly or indirectly
affect protected areas and species once burnetbatbe most part, lacking. Until now, the ecolcali
role of fire is ignored. Consequently, when theguwcthere is no contingency plan as to how the
affected system will be impacted. Therefore, evemhout any climate change, biodiversity
conservation plans need to consider how fires afiéct species and habitats throughout the teyritor
Fire ecology is a must in all management and cemsien plans, and strategies to incorporate this
knowledge must be enacted.

2. ldentify the role of natural fire or prescribed burning in conservation

Some ecosystems and species depend on fire oreragfitbfrom it. Identifying them might be
critical since current policies will jeopardize theersistence. In these cases, plans for introduci
fire, either by prescribed burning, or, when appiadp, with wild fires within acceptable conditiotts
avoid other risks must be made. Because the pimyailew is that fires are undesired, and the risks
that entail managing fires is great, conservati@m$in need of fire must be implemented with great
care to avoid accidents that would stop the coation of needed plans with the concourse of fire.

3. When drawing up conservation plans aimed at sp#ic target species, consider how fire will
affect them

Species or groups of species are impacted by ifierehtly, depending of fire characteristics and
other factors. In the case of protected areas whlbjgetive is one or a group of particular spedies,
viability of their conservation in a context ofdimeeds to be specifically considered. Management
plans that address the possible impacts of firel neebe species or group specific, since different
species are likely to respond differently to fire.

4. Assess the vulnerability of the protected areasetwork to fire

Corridors and stepping stones are important elesnfrt insuring population persistence and
species migration, more so in view of the impendhrgats. These elements, however, may be subject
to fire. When these components are formed by fpfiestcan alter their functioning capacity for gpn
Since it is very likely that some of these morelassd elements are in areas with greater human
influence, their susceptibility to fire and repehfee might be rather great and needs to be dfiigohti
since its long-term persistence may be severegathned. As with the rest of the protected arbas, t
impact of fire needs to be known in advance in otdebetter evaluate their capacity to continue
playing their role. Robust network designs, capalblaot succumbing to a single fire, are needed to
allow these places continue playing their vital/sz.

5. Ensure, where urban developments and roads aresar protected areas, that measures are
taken to extreme fire vigilance

Most fires are lit by people. Towns and roads aeerain sources of ignitions. However, the
probability of burning is still high at some integdiate distance to roads and towns since fire can
travel long distances. Protected areas within tkeseains are at higher risk of fire than thosehferrt
away. Urban developments into the wildlands and peatected areas can be a threat to these due to
increase ignition probability and subsequent fkso, the network of roads crossing protected areas
in addition to other perils, can clearly add rigkese two elements must be cautiously considered
when declaring protected spaces and be particutadpitored during the time of high fire risk.
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Eventually, specific restrictions might have to ot in place to minimize risks. Risk mapping of
protected spaces taking into consideration proyimitroads and towns is critically needed.

6. ldentify synergies/conflicts between fire and ctservation

Fire fighting includes, among other, fire breakebnor fire-break areas. These can provide open
space and hence favour species persistence diffarethose in the preserved matrix, particularly
when these are forest. The role of such areas amilars as sources of rapid colonization afteg fir
needs to be appraised. These areas can serveoagatbn points but there are positive or negative
elements (increasing potential for invasive spgdieat need to be fully considered. The advantages
and disadvantages of these areas in the evemeafded to be taken into consideration.

7. Assess changes in the landscape matrix throughef

Abandonment will continue in response to changesoitioeconomics and with climate change.
Abandonment modifies the landscape matrix towamlsidgenization and that can threatened the
persistence of many species. Fires can open upe spat introduce large changes in the landscape
matrix. Not all organisms will be equally affectedt such changes in the landscape structure. Some,
through the openings made by fire, will be favou@thers will be negatively affected. Conservation
plans must therefore contemplate the landscape shahges that are introduced by fire.

8. Assess future risks

Changes in fire frequency, intensity/severity, simel season must be specifically contemplated
for conservation areas under scenarios of climatkland-use/land cover change. This must be done
for current areas with fires and for those in wHicks were not present but that are likely to oabue
to the changes in climatic conditions and othetdiac Each of the parameters that define the fire
regime can differentially affect the various spsci€hanges in fire season, particularly when migran
species are concerned, need to be cautiously @esgidConsequently, the impact of each of them
needs to be assessed in general or for the partispécies or group of species that are of interest

9. Assess how drought and other stresses may incseafire risks when drawing management
plans for biodiversity

Conservation scenarios that include fire must take consideration the level of stress being
endured by the various species since, little lle]ithey will inhabit areas that are more stresk&fu
them due to changes in climate among other stres$be capacity of particular species or groups to
respond to fire under such circumstances and togesain fire regime needs to be appraised. As fires
might occur under extreme conditions not seen aoti (drought being the most relevant) this type of
interactions need to be fully taken into consideratin future management plans for biodiversity
conservation. Additional stresses due to more #atjand intense heat waves, particularly in theope
habitats of the first years of regeneration afirer, inust also be known.

10. Include worst case scenarios in conservationguls

Although the great majority of fires are of smafles some of then can attain very large sizes, in
the order of thousands of hectares. In Spain, #@mum size of any fire recorded is around 30.000
ha, and the maximum length is 45 km (Moreno e1288). The potential for one fire to spread over a
whole protected area at once is not negligible.llBmand homogeneous areas in a matrix of high fire
risk are the most threatened. The prospect of &asung fire size under future conditions further &dd
to this. Consequently, worst case scenarios th@tide burning a large portion or even the whole
protected area when these do not exceed sevetdahds of hectares needs to be contemplated. The
role of buffer zones in this context needs to bhea#lyg appraised.

11. Examine how fires may bring opportunities to acommodate species to the new climate

Fires, by opening new space, and by having redaooetpetition among organisms in the early
phases can open new space for species to move dgpwanorthwards in search of suitable climate.
But this can also be used for invaders. Differemgathe new colonizers that are now attuned to the
new conditions from those invading is importanentifying the potential for fire to act as stepping
stones must also be considered.
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12. Identify species at greater risk

Species of late successional stages, thus requivimger time to colonize burned areas, are
probably the ones at greater risk in scenariosnofeased fire frequency. Moister sites should
regenerate quicker than more xeric sites, but ta@ of recovery will be delayed with the onset of
reduced precipitations under future climate fogdaparts of SEM. Consequently, their recovery
period will be extended and the probability of boghagain in earlier stages of regeneration indicat
that species proper of mature successional staggd suffer. Studies should emphasize determining
which groups of species enter at which state opthsfire succession and on the time needed far the
recovery.

13. Identify which species may never recover aftdire

Among those species most likely to suffer from fam® those of reduced distribution that are
linked to particular systems that are fire sensitiVhat is, those that do not regenerate after Aire
fire, particularly a large one, can severe thesgulations for long, making its recovery difficult.
Identification of bottle-necks and deadly-traps amorganisms and their systems in the event of fire
is critical for those species that may be mostateed.

14. Promote research in the ecological links betweespecies that may suffer a mismatch by the
combination of fire and climate change

Climate change is producing mismatches among speie pollination, in dispersal).
Furthermore, fire con contribute to alter them.nkifging mismatches that are enhanced by the
combination of fire and climate change might beebévance for the maintenance of species that may
already be in danger.

15. Examine risk of fire in possible changes in thprotected area network

With climate change, the size of the protectedsavall have to be increased to achieve the same
conservation objectives. Until now, fire has noefdaken into consideration in the design of the
network of protected areas. Yet, its effectivenems vary. Consequently, future modifications must
consider how fire would affect its effectivenesscs it is likely that the protected areas of therent
network are those in a better state of conservatidich, presumably, are those further away from
human influence, it is likely that new additiondlwie closer to human habitations, thence with &igh
risk of fire. Risk of fire must be included at ttime of modifying the network of protected areas.

16. Improve awareness on the ecological role of &r

Fire is commonly seen as something negative, bedritplay a dual role in the conservation of
biodiversity. Fire, for the most part, hardly ra@s any attention in education, even in university
programs, or not as much as its relevance demé&wesy effort must be done to form and inform the
general public and students at all levels about rifle of fire in ecosystems and biodiversity
conservation.

17. Promote research in how wildland fires affect lodiversity in a context of climate change

Knowledge on how fire affects the various groupi@anisms across gradients is still a must.
Long term observation sites, where the main gradfipse studied jointly should be established.

Large fires, particularly large fires episodes, latmratories that should be explored in depth for
their role on biodiversity. Since many of thesedioccur along gradients, these are opportuniiegs t
should not go by unexplored.

Maps with fire history are now possible for thetldecades. These offer opportunities to study the
impact of repeated fires on biodiversity acrossigsoand across landscapes.

Protected areas are not static and will change elithate change. Modelling their fate and their
vulnerability under scenarios of climate and fifeoge are crucial to understanding their future rol
in biodiversity conservation.
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COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation
of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 148 (2010) of the Standing Comiteie, adopted on 9 December
2010, on the conservation of large carnivores in hCaucasus

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

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

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

Noting the great interest of the Caucasus regiofafge carnivores;
Aware that the drafting and implementation of Actlelans may be a useful tool to redress the situati
Recalling its following Recommendations:

Recommendation No. 115 (2005) on the conservatidmaanagement of transboundary populations of
large carnivores,

Recommendation No. 137 (2008) on population leweagement of large carnivores poulation;
Recommends that Contracting Parties to the Coreittithe Caucasus region:

1. Monitor populations of large carnivores and itheey in the region, co-operating and sharing
information relating to the conservation and mamag® of shared populations of large
carnivores,

2. Elaborate national action plans for all largentares species present in their territories, rggvi
priority to those more threatened at the natioeaéll (ie. Armenia: lynx and bear; Azerbaijan:
leopard and striped hyena; Georgia: lynx and beakey: leopard and bear),

Draft and implement jointly an action plan feopard in the Caucasus,
Increase technical capacity in monitoring anaiseovation of large carnivores,

Launch, resources permitting, human-dimensiomaraness, education and mediation
programmes, aimed at knowing and improving attisudé inhabitants and tourists to large
carnivores. Develop appropriate concrete help nreasfor mitigation conflict with livestock
farmers and hunters.

6. Fight poaching of protected large carnivores,
7. Integrate lynx conservation objectives into g management;

Invites Observer states to implement, where apatgyrithe recommendation above.
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COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation
of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 149 (2010) of the Standing Comiteie, adopted on 9 December
2010, on the eradication of the Ruddy Duck (xyura jamaicensis) in the Western
Palaearctic

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

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

Recalling that Article 11, paragraph of the Convention requires parties to strictlyntcol the
introduction of non-native species;

Recalling that Article 1, paragraph 2, of the Cartien requires Contracting Parties to give parécul
emphasis to the conservation of endangered andnallle species;

Noting that the specigxyura leucocephaldisted in Appendix Il of the Convention, is endared,;
Recognising the efforts of Contracting Partiesrgsprving the populations of this species;

Noting, however, that the main threat to the loggrt survival of the species is its hybridisatiorthwi
American Ruddy Duck®xyura jamaicensigtroduced in Europe;

Conscious of the need to arrest the expansioniiogéiand Northern Africa of the Ruddy Duck;

Recalling Recommendation No. 48 of the Standing @ittee, adopted on 26 January 1996, on the
conservation of European globally threatened birds;

Recalling the International Single Species ActitemHor the Conservation of the White-headed Duck,
prepared by BirdLife International, Wetlands Intgranal and the Wildfowl & Wetlands Trust and
adopted by CMS, AEWA and the European Union;

Recalling Recommendation No. 61 (1997) on the goatien of the White-headed Duckxyura
leucocephalpwhich asked Contracting Parties to develop amleément without further delay national
control programmes which could include the eradoadf the Ruddy Duck from all the countries in the
Western Palaearctic;

Recalling the Bern Convention Action plan for ecadiion of the Ruddy Duck (1999-2002) drafted by
the Wildfowl & Wetland Trust [document T-PVS/Bir{&9) 9];

Noting that the Bern Convention Action Plan for #radication of the Ruddy Duck is an integral part
of the International Single Species Action Plantfe Conservation of the White-headed Duck;

Welcoming the very effective control carried outlie United Kingdom, in the framework of the LIFE
project, to drastically reduce the number of Rubdgks in its territory;

Welcoming also the commendable efforts to contreldpecies in the wild in other contracting parties

Regretting, however, that delayed or insufficiecticm in some states following the Bern Convention
eradication plan, has allowed the establishmergopiulations in mainland Europe and thereby made
eradication more costly and difficult;



- 27 - T-PVS (2010) Misc 1+2

Noting that very little action has been taken tdrads the issue of Ruddy Ducks in captive collestio

Referring to the documentEtadication of the Ruddy DuckOkyura jamaicensjsin the Western
Palaearctic: a review of Progress and revised Actilan 2011-2015by the Wildfowl & Wetland
Trust [document T-PVS/Inf (2010) 21];

Conscious that, following present culling effoitds realistic to achieve a full eradication oétRuddy
Duck in the wild in the Western Palaearctic intleat five years;

Noting, however, that this commendable goal wilydre reached if all states concerned collaborate i
common action plan for eradication of the species,

Noting that failure to act effectively and immeeigtwill increase the threat to the White-headedlOu
and increase the complexity and financial costadieation;

Recalling also Resolution 4.5 of AEWA, which, amsngthers, strongly urges all countries with
Ruddy Duck populations to establish or step up dempntary eradication measures in order to
prevent the spread of the species in Europe andrttswts complete eradication in the AEWA area,

Recommend that:

All Contracting Parties:

1.

Implement without delay the actions specified ia tAction Plan for the Eradication of the Ruddy
Duck in the Western palaearctic, 2011-2015 enclaseppendix to this recommendation;

Priority States:

2. Belgium urgently implement an eradication programaimed at achieving the common target of
eliminating annually at least 50 % of Ruddy Duckioral population to achieve total eradication in
its territory no later than 2015;

3. France intensify present efforts to eradicate Rud@uck and carry out an extensive public
awareness campaign;

4. The Netherlands urgently implement the existingliestion programme, providing the resources
needed for its completion; and as a matter of ungestablish the national co-ordination foreseen in
the plan so as to facilitate its implementatiohirg into account that delays will increase costs;

5. Spain continue its current policy to eradicate ywa@ngle Ruddy Duck or hybrid detected in its
territory;

6. United Kingdom continue present efforts to eradidhe remaining populations of Ruddy Duck and
pursue them after the end of the very effective@ositive LIFE project;

Other States:

7. Denmark, Czech Republic, Finland, Hungary, Icelaldly, Norway, Portugal, Sweden and

Switzerland eliminate systematically all Ruddy Dsielppearing in their territories;
Morocco control systematically Ruddy Ducks and iddm its territory;

Tunisia monitor White-headed Duck and eliminataesystically Ruddy Ducks and hybrids in its
territory;

Invites Algeria to monitor White-headed Duck anidhelate systematically Ruddy Ducks and hybrids in
its territory.
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APPENDIX

Action Plan for the Eradication of the Ruddy Duck n the Western Palaearctic, 2011-2015

Goal Ruddy Duck&stop being a threat to the White-headed duck

Target Long-term eradication of the Ruddy Duck he tvestern Palaearctic and
establishment of measures to avoid new introdustidnhe species.

I. Actions concerning eradication of Ruddy Ducks irthe wild

General target Eradication of the Ruddy Duck inwikl in the western Palaearctic by 2015
National targets Annual reduction of at least 5@fthe national wintering population

Action 1 Remove legal barriers that may hinder the contr&lumdy Ducks

Action 2 Monitor the status and distribution of Ruddy Duckhe wild

Action 3 Eliminate Ruddy Ducks in the wild following the watal target

Action 4 Establish, as necessary, national working groupggutde the implementation

of this eradication strategy and appoint a natiéoedl point for international
co-ordination.

Il. Actions concerning Ruddy Duck in captivity

Goal Avoid any new escape of Ruddy Ducks to thitinvthe Western Palaearctic
General target Phase out all captive populationRotldy Ducks, if possible by 2020
Action 5 Prohibit the release of Ruddy Ducks from captivity

Action 6 Prohibit trade in Ruddy Ducks by 2013

Action 7 Monitor the status of Ruddy Ducks in captivity

Action 8 Encourage the sterilisation and/or elimination atiey Ducks in captivity

[ll. Actions concerning public awareness, reportingand international co-ordination

Goal Improve understanding by the public of thebrm

Goal Follow the progress of the eradication plardampdate it as necessary

Action 9 Implement public awareness activities on the neambntrol Ruddy Ducks.
Action 10 Report annually to the Bern Convention on nati@aéibn and collaborate with

other states, the Bern Convention, AEWA and otlppr@priate bodies in the
implementation of this eradication plan and the idkct plan for the
conservation of the White-headed Duck.

! In the framework of this action plan the term « Byiducks » refers both to Ruddy Ducks and to
the hybrids of Ruddy Ducks and White-headed Ducks.
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COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation
of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 150 (2010) of the Standing Comiteie, adopted on 9 December
2010, on the European Charter on Recreational fishg and Biodiversity

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

Having regard to the aims of the Convention to eoreswild flora and fauna and their natural habjtat

Noting that integrated ecosystem management andahgibotection have great advantages for the
preservation of biodiversity and should go handand with species protection efforts;

Aware that the identification of processes andgmies of activities which have or are likely tovha
significant adverse impact on the conservationarsfainable use of biological diversity (as stédted
Article 7 of the Convention on Biological DiversitfBD) are also of utmost importance for the
preservation of threatened species;

Recalling Decision V/6 of the Conference of thetiearto the CBD on the Ecosystem Approach,
adopted in 2000, and including the 12 principlethefEcosystem Approach;

Recalling the 2003 Kyiv Resolution on Biodiversityhich includes the commitment to ‘halt the loss
of biodiversity by 2010’, as adopted by Environmé#finisters and Heads of delegation from 51
countries in the Pan-European region;

Recalling Decision VII/12 of the Conference of fParties to the CBD on Sustainable Use, adopted in
2004, and including the Addis Abeba Principles @unitielines for the Sustainable Use of Biodiversity;

Recalling the 2010 Bern Declaration on the consenvand sustainable use of biodiversity in Europe:
2010 and beyond,

Recalling its Recommendation N°128(2007) on theopean Charter on Hunting and Biodiversity;
Recognising that the 2010 biodiversity target hatdeen achieved;
Desirous to avoid a further loss of biological dsiy in Europe;

Having regard to the EIFAC ( European Inland FigseAdvisory Commission) Code of practice for
recreational fisheries, to the FAO Code of condactresponsible fisheries and other relevant policy
regarding fishing;

Acknowleging the complementarity of these diffen@struments;

Desirous to ensure that all forms of recreatioishifig in Europe are practiced in a sustainablensign
avoiding negative impacts on biodiversity and mgkin positive contribution to the conservation of
species and habitats;

Referring to the principles and guidelines includethe European Charter on Recreational Fishirgy an
Biodiversity (document T-PVS/Inf(2010)3 revised);

Considering this Charter as guidelines for competational authorities and relevant stakeholders as
appropriate;
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RECOMMENDS Contracting Parties to the Conventiomd alNVITES Observer States and
Organisations, to take into consideration the EeaopCharter on Recreational Fishing and Biodiwersit
and apply its principles in the elaboration andlengentation of their policy on recreational fishsmas
to ensure that recreational fishing is carriedimat sustainable way.

INVITES Contracting Parties to the Convention, Olees States and Organisations to take into
consideration the Charter also in recreationalrigin coastal and maritime areas where appropriate
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COUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EUROPE  DE L'EUROPE

Convention on the Conservation
of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats

Standing Committee

Recommendation No. 151 (2010) of the Standing Comiteéie, adopted on
9 December 2010, on protection of the Hermann tortse (Testudo hermanni) in the
Massif des Maures and Plaine des Maures localiti€¥ar) in France

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

Having regard to the aims of the Convention to eoves wild flora and fauna and their natural
habitats;

Having regard to Resolution (78) 22 of the Comreittd Ministers of the Council of Europe on
threatened amphibians and reptiles in Europe;

Recalling its Recommendation No. 26 (1991) on tbaservation of some threatened reptiles in
Europe, recommending thathe French Government protect as a nature resehee Habitat of
Testudo hermanni in the Massif and the Plaine desrkk, thus removing further threats from
developmefit

Recalling its Recommendation No. 59 (1997) on tredtithg and implementation of action plans for
threatened wild fauna species;

Recalling its Guidelines of 1993 to be taken intoaunt in recovery plans for species of amphibians
and reptiles;

Recalling that Article 3 of the Convention providdsat each Contracting Party shall take the
necessary steps to promote national policies ®rctmservation of wild flora, wild fauna and natura
habitats, with particular attention to endangened @ulnerable species, especially endemic ones, and
endangered habitats;

Recalling that Article 4, paragraph 1, of the Carti@n provides that each Contracting Party shall
take appropriate and necessary legislative andrastmgitive measures to ensure the conservation of
the habitats of the wild flora and fauna specispgeially those specified in Appendices | and il a
the conservation of endangered natural habitats;

Referring to the other provisions of the Conventielating to protection of habitats and conservatio
of species;

Taking into consideration the report drawn up thepeet after his on-the-spot appraisal
[T-PVS/Files (2010) 25] ;

Recalling that the Plaine des Maures locality i département of Var, France, comprises not only an
exceptional site for the preservation of the Hemméartoise, a strictly protected species listed in
Appendix Il to the Convention, but that the plamdahe Massif des Maures also constitute, together
with a small population in Spain, the last Europestention site for continental populations of the
species;
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Considering that the transformation and destructibrthe specific habitats constitute the most
fundamental threat to which the species is exposed,

Considering that systematic account has been tekéme 13 points made in Recommendation No.
118;

Observing that in the meantime several schemesifublild-up, clearance of vegetation for grape-
growing, extension of refuse tips, etc.), whichéna@een allowed to go ahead without proper control o
co-ordination by the administrative authorities éaweversibly impaired wide expanses of vital
habitats for the tortoises and numerous proteqiediss;

Aware of the threats posed by the LGV (high-speedlink) project and the need to make advance
preparations for the integration of new transpoftaistructure in the limited area of the Plaine des
Maures;

Having taken note of the publication of the Biotdpratection Order concerning the Saint-André-La
Pardiguiére area in March 2006;

Having taken note of the publication of the deareecerning the creation of a national nature reserv
on the Plaine des Maures in June 2009;

Having taken note of the publication of the NatioAation Plan to protect the Hermann Tortoise in
France in November 2009;

Stressing the need to take the additional measuaemnted by the conservation requirements of the
species and to adopt a more detailed and compiligkeaggproach to the problem,

Recommends that the French Government:

1. Rapidly appoint a team of managers with resporigilfdr both maintenance work and scientific
activities. The team should also be capable of rosgag the monitoring of the habitats and
populations of Hermann Tortoise throughout therentange situated outside the reserve, as
identified in the National Action Plan (PNA);

2. Continue to actively seek alternatives to the Bgdanwaste storage centre, which is to be closed
in 2012. These alternatives should, insofar asilplessbe situated outside the specific range
identified or at all events not restrict the pot&rttabitats of this species any further;

3. Conduct rigorous monitoring of the application ofiet reduction, compensation and
accompanying measures that will be taken as pathef‘Combes Jauffret” housing project,
which is justified by overriding public interests a social nature, and keep the Standing
Committee informed,;

4. Establish from the outset the conditions in whibk high-speed rail link that is to cross the
Plaine des Maures will be carried out, fixing invadce priority principles which will make it
possible to take account of all natural habitagstare ecological networks to their original state
and protect tortoise populations;

5. Ensure the active implementation of the action gdgrfocusing on priorities corresponding to
objectives 1 — 2 — 3 and 7, i.e. to take betteoawt of the conservation requirements of the
species, conserve a coherent network of favoursitde and populations, maintain and develop
favourable habitats and base directives and coasenvactivities on scientific knowledge and
appraisals. The aim is to rapidly have scientiBéerences and ecosystem models which can
serve as a basis for long-term management and esaanple for other species and other sites.
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Revised Resolution on the renewal of the European Diploma foProtected Areas
awarded to the Bilé Karpaty Protected Landscape Ara (Czech Republic)

The Committee of Ministers, under the terms of @etil5a of the Statute of the Council of Europe,

Having regard to Resolution (65) 6 instituting tgropean Diploma for certain protected landscapes,
reserves and natural features, as amended by ResolCM/ResDip(2008)1 on the revised
regulations for the European Diploma of ProtecteeaA;

Having regard to Resolution ResDip(2000)13 on thard of the European Diploma to the Bilé
Karpaty Protected Landscape Area (Czech Republic);

Taking into consideration the expert's report asspnted at the meeting of the Group of Specialists
for the European Diploma of Protected Areas ondisaMarch 2010;

Having regard to the proposals of the Standing Ciiteenof the Bern Convention,

Renews until 20 June 2020 the European DiplomarofeBted Areas awarded to the Bilé Karpaty
Protected Landscape Area;

Attaches the following two conditions to the reneéwa

1.

Keep at least the existing access to the Radejating reserve for the visitors and decrease the
population size of the non-indigenous game spediabow deer, control the pressure exerted by
game so that the forest may regenerate, draw upmrding plan in conjunction with the
administration of the protected area, and finaiyrain from building any new facilities (eg
hunting lodge);

Amend agri-environmental funding rules in acemrck with the protected area’s management
plan in order to secure financing of managemeatiad to attain objectives set.

Attaches to the renewal the following five recomuhetions:

1.

Reassess and guarantee the requisite finamdah@man resources to ensure implementation of
the management plan;

Arrive at a concerted method of agricultural agement that promotes the Bilé Karpaty
Protected Landscape Area through close co-operbtitmeen the Ministries of Agriculture and
the Environment, the departments active in thedfi@griculture, forestry and Bilé Karpaty
departments) as well as the local authorities d@herdodies involved;

Eliminate non-indigenous species, namely falteer, from the nature reserves and the other
strictly protected areas and further develop cdasah between the Ministries of Agriculture and
the Environment in order to control big game popates;

Continue the current forestry policy of convensto hardwood stands and encourage the natural
regeneration of existing hardwood forests;

The European Diploma should be more visibly eissed with the image of the Bilé Karpaty
Protected Landscape Area (for example, in the inédion centre, in publications and on the
website).
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Appendix 1

Criteria for assessing the National Lists of proposd Areas of Special Conservation
Interest (ASCIs) at biogeographical level and proadure for examining and approving
Emerald candidate sites

1. Background

The creation of the Emerald Network of areas otCipeonservation interest was agreed by the
Standing Committee of the Bern Convention in 1988yugh the adoption of Recommendation No.16
(1989) on the Areas of Special Conservation Inte(@€Sl). The Recommendation advocates
Contracting Parties to take, either by legislatmmotherwise, steps to designate areas of special
conservation interest to ensure that necessaryapptbpriate conservation measures are taken for
each area situated within their territory or unitheir responsibility.

Article 4 of the Bern Convention is the most relatvarticle, as it states that Contracting Parties
“shall take appropriate and necessary legislativel @dministrative measures to ensure the
conservation of the habitats of the wild flora afadina species, especially those specified in
Appendices | and I, and the conservation of endeetynatural habitats”.

Nonetheless, the real implementation of the Emexidtivork only started in 1998, through the
adoption by the Standing Committee of ResolutionN@.996) concerning the setting up of a pan-
European Ecological Network, and Resolution No 88)9 concerning the rules for the Network of
Areas of Special Conservation Interest (Emeraldvdek).

Resolution No. 3 (1996) encourages "Contractingi€saand observer states to designate ASCIs",
thus inviting all the European Union states, Euampstates which are not members of the European
Union and some African states to join the Emeradddrk. Participation in the Emerald Network is
therefore optional, as Contracting Parties and @bse States benefit from the “soft law” approach
characteristic of Council of Europe recommendatimmg resolutions. However, it is important to note
that the obligations on the Contracting Partiepriotect natural habitats are rigorous requirements
clearly set out in the Convention and forming pditinding international law.

The European Union, as such, is a Contracting Rartiie Bern Convention. Implementation of
the Bern Convention by EU member states is achiewathly through full compliance with the
Habitats and Birds Directives and the requiremehthie Bern Convention with regard to habitats are
met by designating sites for the Natura 2000 NdtwAccording to Resolution No. 5 (1998) of the
Bern Convention Standing Committee on rules applyio the network of Areas of Special
Conservation Interestfdr Contracting Parties which are Member Statestted European Union,
Emerald Network sites are those of the Natura 200bie provisions of the Birds and Habitats
Directives are thus the only procedures that applyhese countries. As indicated both in the EU
Habitats Directive and in the Bern Convention, th#mate goal for the creation of such a sites
network is the “long term survival and maintenan€a favourable conservation status of the species
and habitats of European Interest”.

In order to ensure a full complementarity and cstesicy between the EU Natura 2000 and the
Emerald networks, the Group of Experts on Proteétezhs and Ecological Networks (GOEPAEN)
recommended that any evaluation of the proposed&dsites should be based on the same rules and
procedures as developed for Natura 2000, i.e w@sliggeographic approach. At the same time, in full
recognition of the resources and time needed tdeimgnt such a process, the GOEPAEN called for a
simplified approach without loosing the essencthefevaluation.

In 2006, a first attempt was made to agree critieniaa simplified biogeographic approach to the
evaluation of Emerald sites as described in documdPVS/Emerald (2007) 03, on the basis of the
criteria adopted by the Habitats Committee in 1@9&b. 97/2 rev. 4 18/11/97). Meanwhile, the EU
accumulated experience within the different Biogapyical seminars and the procedure was
gradually amended accordingly. The present papes at revising document T-PVS/Emerald (2007)
03, taking into account recent developments initq@ementation of the Natura 2000 network and
proposing a process to be applied in the preparaticghe Pan-European list of ASCls under the Bern



- 35 - T-PVS (2010) Misc 1+2

Convention. It is relevant to the implementation ptfases Il and Il of the Emerald process as
described in T-PVS/Emerald (2010)5.

Although the constitution of Emerald Network idlsthgoing, three different stages or “Phases”
of implementation can be identified:

Phase :| Participating countries assess their naturaliess and identify species and habitats to
be protected according to the relevant resolutiminghe Bern Convention. They subsequently
select potential sites which are suitable for enguthe long-term survival of the “Emerald”
species and habitats, and they send a databassEn@ogtscientific information on the proposed
sites to the Bern Convention’s Secretariat.

Phase Il An evaluation of the efficiency of the proposéswhich has to be done on a species
by species and habitat by habitat base. Ideallyetheduation would only start if a complete
inventory of proposed sites exists for a certagnaRealistically, this would mean that over 80 %
of the finally proposed sites would already be ke for the evaluation. This exercise is to be
conducted in cooperation with the European Enviremigency.

Once the scientific value of the proposed sitessiessed, the candidate sites will be submitted to
the Standing Committee and will eventually be appdoso to formally integrate the Emerald
Network. For EU member states an approved Natuf® 20etwork of sites will automatically
fulfil the parties’ obligations towards the Bern@ention and the Emerald Network.

Phase Ili National designation of the adopted ASCI's andlementation of management,
reporting and monitoring measures, under the respitity of national authorities.

Sites proposed as Emerald sites by individual caswill be eligible to become ASCIs only if
they contribute to the conservation of habitat syfisted in Recommendation 4 and species listed in
Recommendation 6 of the Bern Convention and endotse the Standing Committee of the
Convention.

ASCI selection is guided by Recommendation 16, graggh 1, which describes six general
conditions; all ASCls should fulfil at least one:

a) It contributes substantially to the survival ofdatened species, endemic species, or any species
listed in Appendices | and Il of the convention;

b) It supports significant numbers of species in aeaaof high species diversity or supports
important populations of one or more species;

c) It contains an important and/or representative $aumipendangered habitat types;

d) It contains an outstanding example of a partichiabitat type or a mosaic of different habitat
types;

e) It represents an important area for one or moreatogy species;

f) It otherwise contributes substantially to the agbirent of the objectives of the convention;

Following the principles described in Annex lll tife Habitats Directive for setting up Natura
2000 sites under that Directive, two distinct sgagethe setting up of the Emerald network can be
identified:

1) An evaluation of the sufficiency of proposed ASGlzecies by species and habitat by habitat
(equivalent to Annex lll, stage 1 of the Habitaisebtive); see section 2;

2) An evaluation of the proposed ASCIs site by sitahat bio-geographical level (equivalent to
Annex lll, stage 2 of the Habitats Directive), tnlled by approval by the GoEPAEN and
subsequently adoption at the Standing CommittéeeoBern Convention; see section 3.

The Areas of Special Conservation Interest — Il Natura 2000 sites — are regarded as core
areas for the Pan-European Ecological Network (PEEANs such, they represent key components of
the Pan-European Network. The introduction of st veatural infrastructure, of the kind ultimately
envisaged by the Pan-European Ecological Netwoilk,make the areas identified for the Emerald
Network even more important and will focus attemtan their possible linkage with other protected
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areas. The state of ecological connectivity of aceoned ASCI with other natural areas should be
taken into account when assessing its complianzdbé criteria of the Recommendation No. 16
(1989). A degree of policy convergence betweenvér®us networks concerned (PEEN, Natura 2000
and Emerald) should therefore be encouraged.

2. Evaluation of sufficiency of proposed ASCIs fospecies and habitats
2.1 Overall description of the procedure

The evaluation of Emerald databases at a natiemal Ehould be viewed as a cycle consisting of
the following steps:

(1) Submission of proposals in the form of a databagehle National Authorities to the Bern
Convention Secretariat, using the Common Data Rpgsof the European Environment
Agency;

(2) Quality check of the database by the Council ofolgar Secretariat, followed by correction of
incompleteness and errors by parties;

(3) Nomination as official candidate sites by the BEgnvention Standing Committee

(4) Preliminary evaluation by EEA-ETC/BD of sufficienof the proposed list of ASCls (feature/
country/ bio-geographical region);

(5) Scientific discussion at the regional bio-geographseminar and assessments of sufficiency,

(6) If necessary, proposal of additional Emerald Siéewl updating the database by national
authorities;

(7) Submission of revised database;
(8) Submission of the final sitelist to the GOEPAEN diiscussion;
(9) Submission to the Bern Convention Standing Commiibe adoption.

The construction of the Emerald databases at amadtilevel should be viewed as a cycle
consisting of the first seven steps of the overnaltedure.

Evaluation of the Emerald network is viewed as #arative process. Conclusions on the
sufficiency of national ASCI proposals will resut the need for new proposed Emerald sites or
extension of existing sites if the conclusionsfatend unsatisfactory. An increase in site numbetis w
time is expected due to improving scientific knodge and changes in nature. In all cases, re-
submitted ASCI proposals will be re-evaluated piong updated conclusions.

2.2 Emerald database submission, completeness anabtjty

Databases should be uploaded to the appropriaderfal the EEA data centre together with an
official letter by national authorities noting thelivery of an official database. Second and sulpseig
deliveries should also include a description ofdhanges between versions.

Emerald databases should be prepared accordihg fogtructions given in the Emerald Software
User Manual (T-PVS/Emerald (2003) 2). Complete lolasas are essential and for the evaluation
process including discussions at the bio-geograptéeminars. All species of Resolution 6 and
Habitats of Resolution 4 regularly present on & sitould be listed and all relevant data-fields
completed. Quantitative data on species populaaodshabitat cover areas at sites should be prdvide
whenever possible. However, species which have beeorded occasionally but which are not
regularly occurring (e.g. vagrants) should notrimuded. It is difficult to give a general rule listing
species for which only historical records exist,faany small, poorly known species, even old regord
may still be valid €.g.for bryophytes or small molluscs such\asrtigo spp.) unless recent survey
shows the species is no longer present or if thigdtehas changed and is no longer suitable.

Before evaluation for network sufficiency, submnitiatabases and associated spatial data will be
checked for completeness and quality. After coumtughorities have received an assessment of
database quality, identified gaps and errors shbeldorrected as quickly as possible and the ugdate
database should be uploaded again to the CommanRzgitository of the EEA.
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2.3 Preliminary evaluation

Preliminary evaluation of sufficiency of nationalS&I proposals will be essentially a scientific
preparation for the discussions at the bio-geodgcaphseminar. It will be carried out by an
independent scientific institution (EEA — ETC/Breliminary evaluation will examine the latest
submitted database by the party (but not later ®@mrdays before the planned bio-geographical
seminar) and take into account relevant availatiEngfic information.

Establishment of the Reference lists of species and habitats

Prior to evaluation, a preliminary Reference Listspecies and habitats of Bern Convention
Resolution (1996) No 4 and Resolution (1998) Noe@ufarly present in each country per bio-
geographical region will be prepared based on atrseientific information, in order to show for
which features which country is obliged to design&SCls. The reference lists should not be
considered as checklists of species and habitatemeg in the countries and respective regionss th
they should exclude vagrant or accidental speé&iesX’ in the list will mean that countries have an
obligation to designate sites for that species btiabitat in a particular bio-geographical region. A
question mark (?) will indicate that the statustltd species or habitat is not clear and additional
research is needed to clarify it's status.

Evaluation of sufficiency

The contribution towards favourable conservatioatust for a given species or habitat type
through the designation of a given list of ASCIdl wot only depend on the intrinsic quality of tleos
sites, but also on the intensity of the currenpmposed conservation measures for each habitat or
species including actions outside designated arHas.assessment must be based on the intrinsic
value of the proposed sites for each species abdahdype, taking into account their potential
contribution to the defined conservation goal, m&aintaining or restoring the species and habitats
Favourable Conservation Status”.

It is clear that the factors relevant to the agsess of network sufficiency for each species and
habitat type will vary greatly from case to casepehding on different factors. In general, there
should be a proportionate resporse the parties, so that for the rarest habitatd sypecies of
European interest there will be a high proportidntiee resource included within the Emerald
Network, while for those which are more abundaetehwill be a lower proportion of the resource
within the Network.

It would not be realistic to try to establish oriegte quantitative criterion equally valid for all
habitats and species in all situations. The expeatsessment of site lists for the bio-geographical
region must be based on a case-by-case (featuntfgniogeographical region) discussion, taking
into account additional information on differentg@@meters related to each species and habitat type.

Requirements to be met

Four requirements can be expected to be met bpragentative list of sites to be considered as
sufficient to enable a favourable conservationustdor a given species or habitat type at bio-
geographical level:

1) it should represent sites from the entire distrdrutange of every Emerald species and habitat at
a national level and bio-geographical level if atypahares more than one region;

2) it should reflect the ecological variation of thabitat and of the species (genetic) within the bio-
geographical region. In case of species, site gapanust include the whole range of habitats
that are needed for the different stages of iesdifcle such as reproduction, migrations, foraging
(etc.)

3) it should be well-adapted to the specific consémwmaheeds, in particular to those related to the
distribution patterns (endemicity, degree of igolafragmentation, historical trends, climate
change) and to the human pressures, threats andrabllity of the considered species or habitat

type;



T-PVS (2010) Misc 1+2 - 38 -

4) if the first 3 conditions are met it will be expedtthat site proposals will include significant
proportions of habitat area and species populatidtisn the Emerald network versus the overall
national resource.

0Outcomes of the evaluation and Preparation of draft list of Emerald sites

A draft list of candidate ASClIs per biogeographicagiion within the region of concern at the
seminar (West-Balkan, Caucasus, etc ...) will be quregh using the data from the respective Emerald
databases and according to the table structurershothe Table 1. Parties will be requested to khec
information in these lists so to be ready for tinalfapproval at the bio-geographical seminar.

Table 1. Contents of the “Draft List of Proposed Emeraie$S

Column count Description

A ASCI code comprising nine characters, the fingi being the 1ISO code for the
Member State

B ASCI name

C Surface area of ASCI (ha)

D Centroid coordinates of ASCI (latitude and lond#)

E Number of species of Resolution 6 at the ASCI

F Number of habitat types of Resolution 4 at the€CAS

The results of the preliminary evaluation will lf&) draft Reference Lists for species and habitats;
(2) draft Detailed Conclusions and (3) draft lisfsproposed Emerald sites. These documents will
form the basis of discussions at the bio-geograbisieminar.

The evaluation of the Emerald site proposals widoainclude bird species using the same
methodology as for other species, contrary to thaufd 2000 bio-geographical seminars which only
consider species covered by the Habitats Directive.

More detailed guidelines for site selection andppeal evaluation for certain taxonomic groups
(e.g., birds, fish) or environments (e.g., maringy have to be further developed when parties
involved in the Emerald phase Il gain more exp&den

2.4 Regional Bio-geographical seminar

Regional bio-geographical seminars will be orgathiseolving all parties represented in a region
(e.g. West-Balkan, South Caucasus, etc), provitdatithey all have submitted Emerald databases of
sufficient quality to enable evaluation of sufficty as described above. The seminars will discljss (
reference lists; (2) the sufficiency of each speerd habitat, according to the agreed referest® li
and (3) suitability of sites for inclusion in thiedl list of ASCls.

Each seminar will include participants from the mB&onvention Secretariat, the ETC/BD, the
Bern Convention parties, independent experts chbgahe Council of Europe and the ETC/BD, an
agreed number of representatives of relevant NG@whservers from the neighbouring countries.

The seminar will be organised as a discussion foamnong the stakeholders described above
where each species and habitat will be assessegapigr and bio-geographical region, according to
the agreed Reference List. The discussions willltés an agreed conclusion (see categories inelabl
2) on sufficiency/ insufficiency of site proposéds each individual species and habitats presetitdn
countries. Sites which do not host any speciesasdoRition (1996) No 4 or habitats of Resolution
(21998) No 6 will be discussed to assess their Isilitta for designation as ASCI, referring to the
general conditions for site selection describeR@ommendation 16. Final detailed conclusions of
the seminar, together with the revised Referenstsland lists of approved sites, will be publisbad
the Council of Europe’s Emerald website.

At the later stages of the Emerald network buildafger the bio-geographical seminar(s), further
assessments may be required due to additiongbrsipmsals or modifications of existing sites and bi
lateral meetings may be called between an individdgan Convention party and Bern Convention
secretariat (involving also ETC/BD as an indepenglan) to follow the site designation progressin
concerned party.
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2.5 Actions after the seminar

Final Detailed Conclusions will guide parties onatviactions they should undertake in order to
improve the Emerald network at national and bioggaphical level. Table 2 shows the type and
categories of conclusions that will be used duthng seminar and actions that will be required from
the parties after the seminar.

Together with dissemination of Final Detailed Caisabns, the Group of Experts on Protected
Areas and Ecological Networks and the Bern Conween8ecretariat will agree on the date by when
parties will be expected to deliver requested amenmds and additions to site proposals.

Evaluation of site proposals will be an iterative@gess and further work will be required as a
result of additional site proposals arising frormsear conclusions and/or changes due to improving
scientific knowledge.

Table 2. Conclusions and their abbreviations used in bicygguhical seminars. Codes can be
combined, for example ‘IN MOD and CD’ would indieathat additional sites are required and that
the existing proposals need correcting or competin

Code Meaning Action required
SUF Sufficient No further sites needed
IN MAJOR Insufficient major No sites proposed atgent. A major effort to designate

sites is needed.

IN MOD Insufficient moderate One or a number ofiiddal sites (or maybe extension|to
sites) required. IN MOD GEO means that additignal
site(s) are required in certain region to eliminate
geographical gap.

IN MIN Insufficient minor No additional sites reqed but habitat/species should |be
noted on sites already proposed for other hats{agsies

CD Correction of data Data needs to be correctednpleted / deleted

Sci Res Scientific reserve A definite conclusion it possible: need to

investigate/clarify a scientific issue — interptaia of
habitat, controversial presence of species, etc.

3. Approval and adoption of sites at the bio-geogiphical level

Once the iterative process of the evaluation ofBhmerald candidate sites has reached a sufficient
level of agreement, the last two steps of the dvpracedure are undertaken:

(8) Submission of the final databasitelistto GOEPAEN for discussion;
(9) Submission of the sitelist to the Bern Convemtstanding Committee for adoption.

The Group of Experts on Protected Areas and Eccdbdietworks receives the final database of
official candidate sites for discussion. The GoERARill then forward the final list to the Standing
Committee of the Bern Convention for adoption. Timsl list will be published using the format as
described above (Table 1).

Published EU Community Lists of NATURA 2000 sites available as examples at:
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.dni2@®J:L:2010:030:0001:0042:EN:PDF
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Figure 1. Schematic description of the Emerald network eatidn cycle: from database submission
to approval of ASCls.
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Appendix 2

Information Form for Species or Habitats

DATE: .o
(0] 010 1ST =0 N o VS (Countries)

Information Form for species or habitats to beuded in:

O Appendix I:  Strictly protected flora species
Ll Appendix II:  Strictly protected fauna species

O Appendix Ill:  Protected fauna species
and
Ll Resolution (1998) 6: Species requiring specific habitat conservationsuess
or
O Resolution (1996) 4: Endangered natural habitats requiring conservatieasures

Species proposal

[ 111 IS} 10 01 11 S PO PPRPPTP PPN .
SOUICE Of the SCIENTTIC NMAIMIE. .ottt ettt e e e et e e e et e et e e e e e eerearenns .

Vernacular name;
L T |11 =T g T USSP .
(=T aTod a1 A F= 10 1 1T .

Systematics:

017710 0
(O TSP PEPPPRPRR
(@ (o [T PP PPPP T RRRRPI
MY

Habitat proposal

[N TSI g F= 1 o =1 S o0 Yo [P .

Proposal for amending Res. 6 or Res. 4: additionahformation needed

Name of Biogeographical Region(s) in which the spies or habitat occurs(please mark with "x")
L1 Alpine Ll Anatolian Ll Artic [ Atlantic

L1 Black Sea Ll Boreal Ll Continental [ Macaronesia
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[1 Mediterranean [ Pannonic [ Steppic
Marine region: (if a marine region map is adopted ly the SC):
Is the Species or Habitat present in EUR 27 [ Yes I No

Other International Conventions, Instruments and Ageements:
(Please mark with "x" if mentioned)

Convention on Migratory Species (Bonn Convention): Annex | O
Annex Il Ll
Convention on International Trade in Endangerectiggeof wild fauna and flora (CITES):
Annex 1 U
Annex 2 Ll

Convention for the Protection of the Marine Enviment of the North-East Atlantic (OSPAR)
Ref. 2008-6 part 1 [
Ref. 2008-6 part 2 [

Directive 92/43/EEC on the conservation of nathadbitats and of wild fauna and flora

Annex | O
Annex Il O
Annex IV O
Annex V O
Directive 2009/147/EC (79/409/EEC amended) on treservation of wild birds
Annex | O
Annex Il O
Annex lll O

Other: (Barcelona Convention, IUCN red data boeks,..... )
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Short Description / Distinguishing Characteristics

European Interest

Please mark with "X" for which of the following cri teria the species or habitat is proposed (&
interpreted from the guideline 1 in the Bern Convetion’s Recommendation 56 (1997), and als
indicated in subparagraphs of Article 1 g of the Haitats Directive)

Ll Endangeredexcept those species whose natural range is magdigithat territory and which
are not endangered or vulnerable in the WesteteRgdtic Region

Vulnerable i.e. believed likely to move into the endangecategory in the near future if th
causal factors continue operating

Rare with small populations that are not at presentaagered or vulnerable but at risk. T
species is located within restricted geographicebs or are thinly scattered over a m
extensive range

O Endemicand requiring attention by reason or the spediture of its habitat or the potent
impact of its exploitation on its habitat or theigrtial impact of its conservation status

Remarks:

as described in Recommendation 56 (1997) accoulhtbeitaken of the category of threat, t
vulnerability of the species to changes in its tabits particular link with a threatened habitie
trends and variations in population level and itdnerability to a possible non sustainable U
Account will be taken of whether the species ididewy in the central area of its distribution, ibis
only threatened in the border of its range.

2

[@ 3N 0p)

se.

For species only: ecological role (as described iRecommendation 56 (1997)account will be
taken of the ecological role of the species, swucthair position or role in the food chain (i.eptas,
insectivorous species such as bats), their straictale in ecosystems (i.e. corals, heathlandghe!
fact that endangered species or endangered eaosystay be highly dependent on them (i.e. ma

rine

phanerogams like Posidonia oceanica) or risk toimecthreatened by their exploitation (like the

mollusc Lithophaga lithophaga).
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Geographical distribution

In addition, include maps with the distribution of the species or habitat (GIS format preferred),
with reference to scale and projection.

- in the country:
- in the Pan-European region:
- in other parts of the world:

Further comments concerning the geographical disthution :(e.g. known subtypes, regional
varieties, loci typici)

Estimated population size and trends (guideline Irém Rec. 56 (1997):
(Indicate the situation in the country(ies) andfaasas possible, European wide and world wide)
(according to EEA guidelines for indicating popidatdata)

Reasons for decline or threats:

Conservation status: (within country, region, pan-Eiropean level, etc ...)
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Important references / literature / publications:
(especially those relevant for the taxonomy, coreg@n status and geographical distribution)

Further remarks: (any additional important informat ion not given above, relevant for
evaluating the proposal)

Picture of species or habitat:
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Contact Person(s) for additional questions concerng this species or habitat:
(if multi-country proposal, please add relevant pesons for each country)

[NV P 1.2
[T (1100 1[0 S
POStAl AGOIES S, vttt e et e e e e
Country: ... Phone NO: ...,
Fax NO: oo E-mail: oo,

If not identical with Contact Person, author of this data form:
Name:

Institution:

Postal Address:

Country:

Phone No:

Fax No:

E-mail:
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Revised Annex | of Resolution 4 (1996) of the Bet@onvention on endangered natural
habitat types using EUNIS habitat classification

ENDANGERED NATURAL HABITAT TYPES

A Marine habitats
Al Littoral rock and other hard substrata
Al.l High energy littoral rock
I Al.11 Mussel and/or barnacle communities
A4.14 Mediterranean and Black Sea communitieswel mediolittoral rock very exposed
to wave action
I Al.141 Association with [Lithophyllum byssoides]
Al.2 Moderate energy littoral rock
I Al.22 Mussels and fucoids on moderately exposedes
Al.4 Features of littoral rock
I Al.44 Communities of littoral caves and overhangs
A2 Littoral sediment
I A2.2 Littoral sand and muddy sand
I A2.3 Littoral mud
I A24 Littoral mixed sediments
I A25 Coastal saltmarshes and saline reedbeds
includes the following subtypes separately ¢isteor split units from the 1998
version:
A2.521 Atlantic and Baltic brackish saltmarsh comities
A2.531 Atlantic upper shore communities
A2.542 Atlantic lower shore communities
A2.5514 [Salicornia veneta] swards
A2.5515 Black Sea annual [Salicornia], [Suaeda] [@adsola] saltmarshes
A2.553 Atlantic [Sagina maritima] communities
A2.6 Littoral sediments dominated by aquatic asgerms
I A2.61 Seagrass beds on littoral sediments
I A2.621 [Eleocharis] beds
A2.7 Littoral biogenic reefs
I A2.72 Littoral mussel beds on sediment
I A3 Infralittoral rock and other hard substrata
includes the following subtypes separately listedr split units from the 1998
version:
A3.71 Robust faunal cushions and crusts in surgjeegand caves
A3.74 Caves and overhangs in infralittoral rock
I A4 Circalittoral rock and other hard substrata

includes the following subtypes separately listedr split units from the 1998
version:
A4.24 Mussel beds on circalittoral rock
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A4.26 Mediterranean coralligenous communities maiddy exposed to
hydrodynamic action
A4.32 Mediterranean coralligenous communities ghett from hydrodynamic
action
A4.71 Communities of circalittoral caves and oars
I A5 Sublittoral sediment
includes the following subtypes separately listedr split units from the 1998
version:
A5.627 Baltic mussel beds in the infralittoral phatone
A6 Deep-sea bed
A6.9 Vents, seeps, hypoxic and anoxic habitate@fleep sea
A6.91 Deep-sea reducing habitats
I A6.911 Seeps in the deep-sea bed
B Coastal habitats
Bl Coastal dunes and sandy shores
I B1.3 Shifting coastal dunes
I B14 Coastal stable dune grassland (grey dunes)
I Bl15 Coastal dune heaths
I B1.6 Coastal dune scrub
I Bl.7 Coastal dune woods
I B1.8 Moist and wet dune slacks
I B1.9 Machair
B2 Coastal shingle
I B2.3 Upper shingle beaches with open vegetation
C Inland surface waters
C1 Surface standing waters
I Cl11 Permanent oligotrophic lakes, ponds andgool
includes the following subtype separately ligtedr split unit from the 1998 version:
Cl.14 Charophyte submerged carpets in oligotrophierbodies
Cl.2 Permanent mesotrophic lakes, ponds and pools
C1.22 Free-floating vegetation of mesotrophicesaddies
I Cl.222 Floating [Hydrocharis morsus-ranae] rafts
I C1.223 Floating [Stratiotes aloides] rafts
I Cl.224 Floating [Utricularia australis] and [Wniaria vulgaris] colonies
I Cl1.225 Floating [Salvinia natans] mats
I C1.226 Floating [Aldrovanda vesiculosa] commugsti
Cl1.24 Rooted floating vegetation of mesotrophatesbodies
Cl.241 Floating broad-leaved carpets
I C1.2416 [Nelumbo nucifera] beds
I Cl1.25 Charophyte submerged carpets in mesotrapdiierbodies
C13 Permanent eutrophic lakes, ponds and pools
Cl1.34 Rooted floating vegetation of eutrophicexiabdies
Cl1.341 Shallow-water floating communities
I C1.3411 [Ranunculus] communities in shallow water
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I C1.3413 [Hottonia palustris] beds in shallow wate
Cl4 Permanent dystrophic lakes, ponds and pools
I Cl.44 Charophyte submerged carpets in dystrophterbodies
I C15 Permanent inland saline and brackish lgk@sds and pools
Cl6 Temporary lakes, ponds and pools
I C1.66 Temporary inland saline and brackish waters
I Cl.67 Turlough and lake-bottom meadows
C2 Surface running waters
c2.1 Springs, spring brooks and geysers
I C2.12 Hard water springs
C3 Littoral zone of inland surface waterbodies
C3.4 Species-poor beds of low-growing water-finiggor amphibious vegetation
I C341 Euro-Siberian perennial amphibious comnmesit
C3.42 Mediterraneo-Atlantic amphibious commusitie
I C3.421 Short Mediterranean amphibious communities
I C3.422 Tall Mediterranean amphibious communities
C3.43 Central Eurasian amphibious communities
I C3.431 Ponto-Pannonic riverbank dwarf sedge coniiies
C3.5 Periodically inundated shores with pioneet ephemeral vegetation
C3.51 Euro-Siberian dwarf annual amphibious sward
I C3.511 Freshwater dwarf [Eleocharis] communities
I C3.512 Dune-slack [Centaurium] swards
I C3.5132 Swards of small [Cyperus] species
I C3.5133 Wet ground dwarf herb communities
I C3.55 Sparsely vegetated river gravel banks
C3.6 Unvegetated or sparsely vegetated shoréssait or mobile sediments
I C3.62 Unvegetated river gravel banks
D Mires, bogs and fens
D1 Raised and blanket bogs
I D1.2 Blanket bogs
D2 Valley mires, poor fens and transition mires
D2.2 Poor fens and soft-water spring mires
D2.22 [Carex nigra], [Carex canescens], [Carexrexth] fens
I D2.226 Peri-Danubian black-white-star sedge fens
I D2.3 Transition mires and quaking bogs
includes the following subtype separately ligtedr split unit from the 1998 version:
D2.3H Wet, open, acid peat and sand, with [Rhyngbiesalba] and [Drosera]
D3 Aapa, palsa and polygon mires
I D31 Palsa mires
I D3.2 Aapa mires
I D3.3 Polygon mires
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D4 Base-rich fens and calcareous spring mires
I D4.1 Rich fens, including eutrophic tall-herb $eend calcareous flushes and soaks
I D4.2 Basic mountain flushes and streamsides, aviilch arctic-montane flora
D5 Sedge and reedbeds, normally without freedstanwater
I D5.2 Beds of large sedges normally without fresexding water
D6 Inland saline and brackish marshes and readbed
I D6.1 Inland saltmarshes
includes the following subtypes separately listedr split units from the 1998
version:
D6.15 Interior Iberian [Microcnemum] and [Salicahswards
D6.16 Interior central European and Anatolian [Qainia], [Microcnemum],
[Suaeda] and [Salsola] swards
E Grasslands and lands dominated by forbs, masdiehens
El Dry grasslands
El.l Inland sand and rock with open vegetation
E1.11 Euro-Siberian rock debris swards
I E1.112 [Sempervivum] or [Jovibarba] communitiesrock debris
I E1.2 Perennial calcareous grassland and bagipeste
I E1.3 Mediterranean xeric grassland
E1l.7 Closed non-Mediterranean dry acid and negrtessland
I E1.71 [Nardus stricta] swards
EL1.8 Closed Mediterranean dry acid and neutasdsiand
I E1.83 Mediterraneo-montane [Nardus stricta] sward
! E1.B Heavy-metal grassland
E2 Mesic grasslands
E2.2 Low and medium altitude hay meadows
I E2.25 Continental meadows
E3 Seasonally wet and wet grasslands
I E3.1 Mediterranean tall humid grassland
includes the following subtypes separately listedr split units from the 1998
version:
E3.111 [Serapias] grassland
! E34 Moist or wet eutrophic and mesotrophic geass
I E3.5 Moist or wet oligotrophic grassland
E5 Woodland fringes and clearings and tall faemds
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E5.4 Moist or wet tall-herb and fern fringes ane€adows
E5.41 Screens or veils of perennial tall herbisifj watercourses
E5.411 Watercourse veils (other than of [Filipgiag)
I E5.4111 [Angelica archangelica] fluvial commuegti
I E5.4112 [Angelica heterocarpa] fluvial commurstie
I E5.4113 [Althaea officinalis] screens
I E5.414 Continental river bank tall-herb commuwstdominated by [Filipendula]
I Eb5.415 Eastern nemoral riverbanks with tall hesbhmunities
E5.42 Tall-herb communities of humid meadows
I E5.423 Continental tall-herb communities of hummdadows
I Eb.424 Eastern nemoral Tall-herb communitieswhid meadows
E6 Inland salt steppes
I E6.1 Mediterranean inland salt steppes
I E6.2 Continental inland salt steppes
includes the following subtype separately listeai split unit from the 1998 version:
E6.23  Central Eurasian solonchak grassland witiid€is]
E7 Sparsely wooded grasslands
I E7.3 Dehesa
F Heathland, scrub and tundra
F2 Arctic, alpine and subalpine scrub
F2.2 Evergreen alpine and subalpine heath amdb scr
F2.22 Alpide acidocline [Rhododendron] heaths
I F2.224 Carpathian [Rhododendron kotschyi] heaths
I F2.225 Balkan [Rhododendron kotschyi] heaths
I F2.26 [Bruckenthalia] heaths
F3 Temperate and mediterranean-montane scrub
F3.2 Submediterranean deciduous thickets andhésus
F3.24 Subcontinental and continental deciduolg&ets
I F3.241 Central European subcontinental thickets
F4 Temperate shrub heathland
I F4.1 Wet heaths
I F4.2 Dry heaths
I F4.3 Macaronesian heaths
F5 Maquis, arborescent matorral and thermo-Meditean brushes
F5.5 Thermo-Mediterranean scrub
I F5.52 [Euphorbia dendroides] formations
I F5.54 [Chamaerops humilis] brush
I F5.55 Mediterranean pre-desert scrub
I F5.56 Thermo-Mediterranean broom fields (retarsiare
I F5.5B Cabo de Sao Vicente brushes
F6 Garrigue
I F6.7 Mediterranean gypsum scrubs
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! F6.8 Xero-halophile scrubs
' F7 Spiny Mediterranean heaths (phrygana, hedgékaths and related coastal cliff
vegetation)
F9 Riverine and fen scrubs
I F9.1 Riverine scrub
I F9.3 Southern riparian galleries and thicketsc(&aing F9.35: Riperian stands of invasive
shrubs)
G Woodland, forest and other wooded land
Gl Broadleaved deciduous woodland
Gl1 Riparian and gallery woodland, with domin@ihus], [Betula], [Populus] or [Salix]
I G111 Riverine [Salix] woodland
I G1.12 Boreo-alpine riparian galleries

I G1.13 Southern [Alnus] and [Betula] galleries

Gl.2 Mixed riparian floodplain and gallery woauaita
I Gl1.21 Riverine [Fraxinus] - [Alnus] woodland, wagthigh but not at low water
G1.22 Mixed [Quercus] - [UImus] - [Fraxinus] wdadd of great rivers

I Gl1.221 Great medio-European fluvial forests
I G1.223 Southeast European [Fraxinus] - [Quere{&lnus] forests
I G1.224 Po [Quercus] - [Fraxinus] - [Alnus] forest

G1.3 Mediterranean riparian woodland

I G1.36 Ponto-Sarmatic mixed [Populus] riverineskis

I G1.37 Irano-Anatolian mixed riverine forests

I G1.38 [Platanus orientalis] woods

I G1.39 [Liquidambar orientalis] woods
Gl14 Broadleaved swamp woodland not on acid peat
Gl.41 [Alnus] swamp woods not on acid peat

Gl.411 Meso-eutrophic swamp alder woods
I G1.4115 Eastern Carpathian [Alnus glutinosa] swavoods
I G1.414 Steppe swamp [Alnus glutinosa] woods
I Gl1.44 Wet-ground woodland of the Black and Casjdaas

G15 Broadleaved swamp woodland on acid peat
I G1.51 Sphagnum [Betula] woods

I Gl1.6 [Fagus] woodland

I G1.7 Thermophilous deciduous woodland (excludiig7D Castanea sativa woodland)
includes the following subtypes separately listedr split units from the 1998
version:

G1.7B  [Quercus pyrenaica] woodland
G1.7C  Mixed thermophilous woodland

I G1.8 Acidophilous [Quercus]-dominated woodland

G1l.A Meso- and eutrophic [Quercus], [CarpinuBtaikinus], [Acer], [Tilia], [UImus] and
related woodland



Gl.Al

G1.A4
G1.A7

G2

G3

G3.1
G3.15
G3.16
G3.17
G3.19
G3.1B
G3.1C
G3.1D
G3.1E
G3.1E1
G3.1E3
G3.1E4
G3.1E5
G3.1G
G3.1H

G3.2

G3.21
G3.22
G3.25
G3.26

G3.3
G3.31
G3.32

G3.4
G3.41
G3.42
G3.423
G3.4232
G3.4233
G3.4234
G3.44
G3.442
G3.4C
G3.4E

G3.5

G3.51
G3.52
G3.53
G3.54
G3.55
G3.56
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[Quercus] - [Fraxinus] - [Carpinus betulugdodland on eutrophic and mesotrophic
soils

Ravine and slope woodland

Mixed deciduous woodland of the Black arab@ian Seas

Broadleaved evergreen woodland (excluding Gighly artificial broadleaved
evergreen forestry plantations and G2.9 Evergreeimaods and groves)

Coniferous woodland

[Abies] and [Picea] woodland

Southern Apennine [Abies alba] forests
Moesian [Abies alba] forests
Balkano-Pontic [Abies] forests

[Abies pinsapo] forests

Alpine and Carpathian subalpine [Picea¢fts
Inner range montane [Picea] forests
Hercynian subalpine [Picea] forests
Southern European [Picea abies] forests
Southeastern Moesian [Picea abies] forests
Montenegrine [Picea abies] forests
Pelagonide [Picea abies] forests

Balkan Range [Picea abies] forests

[Picea omorika] forests

[Picea orientalis] forests

Alpine [Larix] - [Pinus cembra] woodland

Eastern Alpine siliceous [Larix] and [Piraembra] forests
Eastern Alpine calcicolous [Larix] and [Béncembra] forests
Carpathian [Larix] and [Pinus cembra] foses

[Larix polonica] forests

[Pinus uncinata] woodland
[Pinus uncinata] forests with [Rhododendernugineum]
Xerocline [Pinus uncinata] forests

[Pinus sylvestris] woodland south of thgaai
Caledonian forest

Middle European [Pinus sylvestris] forests
Western Eurasian steppe pine forests
Sarmatic steppe [Pinus sylvestris] farest
Carpathian steppe [Pinus sylvestris] vgood
Pannonic steppe [Pinus sylvestris] woods
Spring heath [Pinus sylvestris] forests
Carpathian relict calcicolous [Pinus sgtvis] forests
Southeastern European [Pinus sylvestrigkts
Ponto-Caucasian [Pinus sylvestris] forests

[Pinus nigra] woodland

Alpino-Apennine [Pinus nigra] forests
Western Balkanic [Pinus nigra] forests
[Pinus salzmannii] forests

Corsican [Pinus laricio] forests

Calabrian [Pinus laricio] forests

[Pinus pallasiana] and [Pinus banaticag$ts
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Lowland to montane mediterranean [Pinus] Warati (excluding [Pinus nigra])

I G3.6 Subalpine mediterranean [Pinus] woodland
G3.7
G3.71 Maritime [Pinus pinaster ssp. atlanticag¢$bs
I G3.711 Charente [Pinus pinaster ssp. atlantif@liercus ilex] forests
I G3.712 Aquitanian [Pinus pinaster ssp. atlantid}uercus suber] forests
I G3.714 Iberian [Pinus pinaster ssp. atlanticag$ts
I G3.72 [Pinus pinaster ssp. pinaster] ([Pinus rgesansis]) forests
I G3.73 [Pinus pinea] forests
G3.74 [Pinus halepensis] forests
I G3.741 Iberian [Pinus halepensis] forests
I G3.742 Balearic [Pinus halepensis] forests
I G3.743 Provenco-Ligurian [Pinus halepensis] ftaes
I G3.744 Corsican [Pinus halepensis] woods
I G3.745 Sardinian [Pinus halepensis] woods
I G3.746 Sicilian [Pinus halepensis] woods
G3.747 Italic [Pinus halepensis] forests
I G3.7471 Gargano [Pinus halepensis] forests
I G3.7472 Metapontine [Pinus halepensis] forests
I' G3.7473 Umbrian [Pinus halepensis] forests
I G3.748 Hellenic [Pinus halepensis] forests
I G3.749 lllyrian [Pinus halepensis] forests
I G3.74A  East Mediterranean [Pinus halepensis]stsre
I G3.75 [Pinus brutia] forests
I G3.8 Canary Island [Pinus canariensis] woodland
I G3.9 Coniferous woodland dominated by [Cupresaaker [Taxaceae]
includes the following subtypes separately listedr split unit from the 1998
version:
G3.9C [Cedrus] woodland
I G3.D Boreal bog conifer woodland
I G3.E Nemoral bog conifer woodland
H Inland unvegetated or sparsely vegetated habita
I Hl Terrestrial underground caves, cave systeassapes and waterbodies
H2 Screes
H2.6 Calcareous and ultra-basic screes of waposxes
H2.61 Peri-Alpine thermophilous screes
I H2.613 Paris Basin screes
X Habitat complexes
I X01 Estuaries
I X02 Saline coastal lagoons
I X03 Brackish coastal lagoons
I X04 Raised bog complexes
I X18 Wooded steppe
I X29 Salt lake islands
I X35 New EUNIS complex ! "Inland Sand Dunes"
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Appendix 4
Activities for 2011
in Euros
1. Monitoring of the legal application of the Conventon
1.1 Reports of the implementation of the Conventionin at least one
Contracting Party and legal assistance to new Cordicting Parties
Reports providing a legal analysis of the impleratoh of the Convention
in two Contracting Parties, suggesting ways to owpr such
implementation and adapt it to the provisions & @onvention (for new
Parties)
Fixed appropriation for consultants 6,000
2. Conservation of natural habitats
2.1 Group of experts on protected areas and ecologicaétworks Strasbourg, 2 days,
September
Terms of reference
To do the necessary work to implement Recommenudio. 16 (1989
and Resolution No. 3 (1996) on areas of specias@wmation interest. The
group will review the technical documents prepabydthe experts and
make proposals to build up the Emerald Network.
Travel and subsistence expenses for one expertdemin of the following
23 states:
ALBANIA, ARMENIA, AZERBAIJAN, BOSNIA AND HERZEGQ@VYINBULGARIA,
CROATIA, CZECH REPUBLIC, ESTONIA, GEORGIA, LATUKHUANIA, MOLDOVA,
MONACO, MONTENEGRO, MOROCCO, ROMANIA, RUSSIAN FROEBN, SERBIA,
SLOVAKIA, “THE FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF MACEDSNSWITZERLAND
TURKEY, UKRAINE 25,000
Travel and subsistence expenses for 1 consultant 1,000
2.2 Biogeographical seminar for the implementation of e Emerald | Strasbourg, 2 days,
Network October-November
(t.b.c.)
Travel and subsistence expenses for a consultamé&rpretation and
translation services 10,000
Travel and subsistence expenses for one experteaaim of the following 6
states (courtesy of the EEA):
ALBANIA, BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA, CROATIA, MONTENGGRERBIA,“THE
FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA”,SWITZERLANIORKEY, UKRAINE
2.3 Technical seminar for the setting-up of the EmeraldNetwork in | Norway, 3 days
Norway June (t.b.c.)
2.4 Technical seminar for the setting-up of the EmeraldNetwork in | Switzerland, 3
Switzerland days, August
(t.b.c.)
2.5 Pilot projects for the setting-up of the Emerald Néwork at national
level in some states
Financial contribution for the setting-up of thetiNerk in 2 States (tbc) 20,000
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2.6

2.7

Strategic implementation of the Pan-European Ecoldgal Network

Fees, travel and subsistence expenses for a cansult

Group of Specialists on the European Diploma of Prtected Areas Strasbourg,
14-15 March

Travel and subsistence expenses for eight delegates

Consultants for the Protected Areas and Ecologicélletworks

Consultants will be hired to manage the settingiufne Emerald Networl
and to do the necessary technical work requiredudied software, lists,
handling of data, etc.

8,000

8,000

20,000

Monitoring of species and encouraging conservatioaction

3.1

3.2

Biodiversity and Climate Change

- Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Climate Change
Terms of reference:

Recognising the need to adapt conservation workhéo challenges of
climate change so as to minimise its impact on gbecies and natural
habitats protected under the Convention, the Godupxperts will provide
guidance to Parties on understanding climate champacts and threats,
and developing appropriate measures in nationatiesl regarding the
species and habitats protected under the Bern @tome

Travel and subsistence expenses for 1 expert femin ef the following 21

states:

ALBANIA, ARMENIA, BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA, BULGABROATIA, DENMARK
FRANCE, GERMANY, ICELAND, LATVIA, NETHERLANDS, MORO, NORWAY
PORTUGAL, SERBIA, SPAIN, SWEDEN, SWITZERLAND, TYRKEKRAINE, UNITED
KINGDOM

Participants: All Contracting Parties
Observers: All observer states and qualified ogitins active in this
field.

Travel and subsistence expenses of consultants

Consultants to prepare draft reports for considamatby the Group o
Experts

Island Biodiversity
- Group of Experts on Island Biodiversity

Terms of reference:
Identify specific conservation problems of biolagidiversity in European
islands, registering threatened endemics, identfyisland species an
habitat-types at risk from global change, netwagkiagional experts an
contributing to the CBD’s programme of work on mlabiodiversity,
proposing special conservation solutions for Euaopislands, liaising with
the Group of Experts on Biodiversity and Climatea@fe regarding th
impacts of climate change on island biodiversitiurope.

O o

D

Travel and subsistence expenses for one expertdemin of the following

15 States:
CROATIA, CYPRUS, FRANCE, GERMANY, GREECE, ICELAIRELAND, ITALY,
MALTA, NORWAY, PORTUGAL, SPAIN, SWEDEN, TUNISIATED KINGDOM

Strasbourg, 3 days
October (t.b.c.)

Corsica,
9-11 June

France

28,000

6,000

12,000

20,000
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3.3

3.4

3.5

Participants: All Contracting Parties

Observers: All observer states and qualified oggitns active in this

field.

Travel and subsistence for three consultants
Consultants

Invasive Alien Species

- Group of Experts on IAS

Terms of reference:

Follow-up and review the implementation of the Eugan Strategy o
Invasive Alien Species (IAS). Discussion of CBD G@HMDecision on IAS,
preparation of guidance for Parties on accompanyamgmals and
consideration of relevant issues such as tradeatsi change, etc.

Travel and subsistence expenses for one expertdemin of the following
25 States:

ALBANIA, ARMENIA, BELGIUM, CROATIA, CYPRUS, CZECHEPBBLIC, ESTONIA,
FINLAND, GEORGIA, GREECE, HUNGARY, ICELAND, IRELAMALTA, MOLDOVA,
MONTENEGRO, MOROCCO, POLAND, PORTUGAL, SLOVAKIAOVENIA, SPAIN,
TUNISIA, TURKEY, UKRAINE

Participants: All Contracting Parties

Observers: All observer states and qualified oggitns active in this

field.

Travel and subsistence for four consultants
Consultants

Conservation of Large Carnivores and Herbivores

These activities are carried out in co-operatiothwhe Large Carnivorg
Initiative for Europe (LCIE) and the Large herbigsr(Eurasian suppo
network), a number of regional working groups haéeen established t
monitor implementation of European action plans.

Training workshop for Large Carnivores (Tbilisi)
Workshop on European bison (Ukraine)

lllegal killing of birds

- Conference on lllegal Killing of Birds in co-operaton with the
European Commission and BirdLife

Terms of reference:

31 years after the adoption of the Bern Converdiath the Birds Directive
there are still difficulties in their implementatioillegal killing of birds
being relatively common in some States. The Conterewill identify the
extent of the problem, see examples of best peaatitl make proposals
improve compliance with obligations.

Travel and subsistence expenses for one expertdemin of the following

17 States:
ALBANIA, AZERBAIJAN, BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA,CROABEAGIUM, FRANCE,

GERMANY, GREECE, ITALY, MALTA, MONTENEGRO, MOROGCTRTUGAL, SERBIA,

SPAIN, TUNISIA, TURKEY

D

Malta, 3 days,
18-20 May

D

It

Cyprus, 3 days, 6-8
July

fo

3,000

12,000

25,000

4,000
6,000

7,000
5,000

15,000
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Participants: All Contracting Parties

Observers: All observer states and qualified oggitins active in this

D

field.

Travel and subsistence for three consultants 3,000
3.6 European workshop on hamster conservation (toebconfirmed) Germany, 2 days

Travel and subsistence grants for 8 participants 6,000
4  Sectorial policies and biodiversity conservation
4.1 Biodiversity in cities

As more citizens live in cities, it becomes impottdao use cities fo

awareness on biodiversity conservation issues, ngakiso cities more

nature-friends. Report to analyse the issue angesympssible activities 5,000

This activity is to be carried out on co-operatwith the Congress of Local

and Regional Authorities of the Council of Europe
4.2 Charter on gathering of mushrooms and other wild bbdiversity (in

cooperation with IUCN). 5,000
5.  Monitoring of sites and populations at risk and Emegencies
5.1 On-the-spot visits

On-the-spot visits, by independent experts desighdtty the Secretary

General to examine threatened habitats and tranebabsistence expenses

incurred by such experts to inform the Standing @ittee or its groups of

experts. It includes appraisals of the EuropeatoDip. 12,000
5.2 Sites at risk as a result of an emergency

Fixed appropriation to cover expenses for reparéselling of experts o

Secretariat to areas under a particular envirormhesttess as a result of

natural catastrophes or accidents caused by mamcllides assistance {o

areas under political or military conflict. It magver training of specialists,

aid to establish environmental monitoring. Thisptkea will only be used

under instruction of the Bureau and will be paidboth from the Counci

of Europe or by voluntary contributions.

Fixed appropriation for consultant p.m.
6. Awareness and visibility

Funds for the conception, the translation, the @t@mnposition and

publication of technical documents, posters, brogfiustickers, postcards,

making of buttons, and other documents. It incduplgblication on Internet

and conception and update of a Website. 25,000
7. Operational expenditure of the Standing Committee’sSecretariat
7.1 Strategic development of the Convention after BD/COP 10 for the p.m

European targets for 2020
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7.2 Chair's expenses

the Chairman or delegate T-PVS after consultatioth ihe Secretar
General. Expenses of the Chair to attend the ngeetti the Standin
Committee 4,000

Fixed appropriation to cover travel and/or subgsisteexpenses incurred %y

7.3 Delegates of African states and some delegat#sCentral and Eastern
Europe

Travel and subsistence expenses incurred by tlegatel of African states
to attend the Standing Committee meeting or otheetimgs organised
under its responsibility 7,600

Travel and subsistence expenses incurred by sonfegaties from
Contracting Parties of Central and Eastern Europattend the Standing
Committee meeting. 8,000

7.4 Travel of experts and Secretariat

=

Travel and subsistence expenses incurred by exjpestdiend meetings g
special relevance under instruction from the Conemibr the Chair, an
Secretariat official journeys. 25,000

jon

7.5 Meetings of the Bureau

Travel and subsistence expenses incurred by thebsrsmof the Bureau tp
attend the Bureau meetings 10,000

Secretariat: Staff and office costs

7.6 Permanent staff (provided by the CoE): Administrator, Principa

Administrative Assistant, Administrative Assistant 304,600

7.7 Temporary staff 70,000
7.8 Office costs for temporary staff 26,000
7.9 Overheads (interpretation, translation and priring of documents) 80,300

TOTAL | 847,200

The Bern Convention Special Account will be useddaver expenses that cannot be covered by
the ordinary budget of the Council of Europe.

The Council of Europe is expected to provide aro@rid6,300 in 2011 (€ 281,700r financing
the programme of activities including overheadsl €1804,600 for staff costs). Parties are expetted
provide new voluntary contributions in 2011. A dietd report on 2010 expenditure and a list of
voluntary contributions will be presented to then@uittee for information.
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Bern Convention Programme of Activities and Budge®011 (Summary)

in Euros

1. Monitoring of the legal application of the Conventon 6,000
1.1  Reports on the implementation of the Converitiame Contracting Party 6,000
2. Conservation of natural habitats 92,000
2.1  Group of experts on protected areas and ecalaggtworks 26,000
2.2  Biogeographical seminar for the implementatibthe Emerald Network 10,000
2.3  Technical seminar for the setting-up of the EaaeNetwork in Norway
2.4  Technical seminar for the setting-up of the EaeNetwork in Switzerland
2.5 Pilot projects for the setting-up of the Emefdetwork at national level in some States 20,000
2.6 Strategic implementation of the Pan-European Eatébletwork 8,000
2.7  Group of Specialists on the European Diploma ofdeted Areas 8,000
2.8 Consultants 20,000
3. Monitoring of species and encouraging conservatioaction 152,000
3.1 Biodiversity and Climate Change 46,000
3.2 Island Biodiversity 35,000
3.3 Invasive Alien Species 35,000
3.4 Conservation of Large Carnivores and Herbivores 12,000
3.5 lllegal Killing of Birds 18,000
3.6 Hamster conservation 6,000
4, Sectorial policies and biodiversity conservation 10,000
4.1 Biodiversity in the Cities 5,000
4.2  Collection of mushrooms and other wild species 5,000
5. Monitoring of sites and populations at risk and emegencies 12,000
5.1 On-the-spot visits, including European Diplamparaisals 12,000
5.2  Sites at risk as a result of an emergency p.m.
6. Awareness and visibility 25,000
6.1  Costs of part-time webmaster, publications 25,000
7. Operational expenditure of the Standing Committee ad its Secretariat 535,500
7.1  Strategic development of the Convention af@DOP 10 for the European targets for 20R0
7.2  Chair's expenses 4,000
7.3  Delegates of African states and of some dedegztCentral and Eastern Europe 15,600
7.4  Travel of experts and Secretariat 25,000
7.5 Meetings of the Bureau 10,000

Secretariat: Staff and office costs
7.6  Permanent staff (provided by the CoE) 304,600
7.7  Temporary staff 70,000
7.8  Office costs for temporary staff 26,000
7.9  Overheads (interpretation, translation andipgrof documents) 80,300

TOTAL | 832,500




