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1. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION : FILES

1.1 Specific sites - Files open
a. Ukraine: Project for a waterway in the Bystroe stuary (Danube delta)

This case concerns the excavation of a shippingl éa Bystroe estuary of the Danube delta in Uieai
which is likely to affect adversely both the Ukiaim Danube Biosphere Reserve — the most imporfant o
Ukraine’s wetlands — and the whole Danube deltaohcs.

The first phase of the project was conducted %20

In 2004, the Standing Committee adopted Recommiemddtio.111 (2004) on the proposed
navigable waterway through the Bystroe estuary (IbanDelta), inviting Ukraine to suspend works,
except for the completion of phase |, and not tocped with phase Il of the project until certain
conditions were met.

Ukraine did not send a delegate to the Standing raittee meeting in 2008, but they sent
information to the Secretariat afterwards, concggrihe repeal of the Final Decision regarding Phiaske
the Project and confirming that the amended andcatgod EIA documentation would be sent to the
Secretariat, and that measures would be undertakemsure public consultation and participatiorttia
Project. Furthermore, the Secretariat was inforthed a document entitled “Draft Time-Schedule” had
been signed with the Romanian authorities for frtimutual implementation of the steps to be taken b
both countries.

In March 2009, the Ukrainian authorities reportedhite Secretariat confirming the repeal of the Fina
Decision regarding Phase Il of the Project, in livith Recommendation 111 (2004) of Bern Convention.
The report also confirmed that “the works on thadehll never started and are not going to stait tiet
appropriate procedures are being implemented”.

At the 2009 meeting of the Standing Committee,dblegate of Ukraine outlined the measures taken
by his government, including the initiative to etlbrate with the International Commission on the
Protection of the Danube River regarding researuth @onitoring of the transboundary part of the
Danube Delta. The Standing Committee welcomectsitive co-operation underway between Ukraine
and Romania, but it agreed to keep the case fi@ apd asked Ukraine to continue to report to t020

In March 2010, the European Union informed the @duof Europe that Ukraine adopted a final
decision on the project at the end of January 20kéaine decided to start works related to the-dukle
implementation of the Danube-Black Sea Navigationt®, thus initiating the implementation of Phdse |
of the Bistroe Channel project.

The Secretariat asked Ukrainian authorities tormfon the issue; however, the national report was
only sent on 1st December 2010.

At the 2010 meeting of the Standing Committee,dbkegate of Ukraine presented the government
report, highlighting that consultation with all kédnolders, including public hearings, had beeniedmut
in 2004-2009 to evaluate the project as well a&ifs before adopting the decree launching Phasé I
the project was adopted. He stressed that the rdtighchad examined ten alternative variants rofaes
the navigation before choosing the Bystroe estudeyfurther stressed that the management plarhéor t
Danube Biosphere Reserve was adopted by decreeciob&® 2010. Pursuant to item 10 of the
Recommendation 111 of the Standing Committee, adoph 3 December 2004, regarding the Trilateral
Agreement for the Creation and Management of a €choarder Protected Area between Moldova,
Romania and Ukraine in the Danube Delta and theetoRiver Prut, the delegate of Ukraine has
reminded to the Committee on the necessity to hwider the umbrella of the Council of Europe a
meeting of States Signatories of the Agreementrileroto discuss relevant matters concerning this an
other issues dealt within the Agreement. He coreduthis presentation by affirming that Ukraine
considers having implemented all the requiremeftthe Recommendation No. 111 (2004) and thus
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requested the file to be closed. He proposed tarnisg a trilateral meeting of the concerned partieder
the auspices of the Council of Europe, for esthbig an ad hoc working group on the elaboratiojoioit
measures for the conservation of the species apithteaprotected by the Bern Convention in the anu
delta area.

The delegate of Romania noted that the late prasentof the report of the Ukrainian authoritief le
insufficient time for a meaningful analysis as wasl for a comprehensive reply from the Romaniae. sid
He highlighted that Ukraine has failed to complyhwits obligations under the Espoo Convention, laasl
shown disregard for the decisions of the meetirfgh@ State Parties to that Convention. The detegat
further pointed out that the authorities of Ukralreve failed to inform Romania about the developmen
and implementation of the project. In addition,rfuéed that the EIA prepared by Ukraine is focused o
the impacts on the Ukrainian side of the Delta,levidisregarding the transboundary dimension of the
project; he stressed that Romania has repeatediyriad the authorities of Ukraine about the peesict
of important gaps in the EIA. The delegate highighthe risk of a supplementary flux of sedimentoivh
will occur in extremely sensitive areas likkusuraandStambululVechibranches, as a result of massive
dredging as well as of the construction of the flgywguide dam. He also mentioned that the Romanian
authorities had tried again to convene in Romaimamid-December 2010, the first meeting of the
Trilateral Commission established under the Agrednmeentioned above, but the Ukrainian authorities
had asked for a postponement of such meeting éofist semester of 2011. In conclusion, the dakegé
Romania recalled the will to host such a meetinghim first semester of 2011, and asked the Standing
Committee to keep the file open and continue ittofioup, in co-operation with other international
instruments.

The delegate of the European Union expressed litsdpport to the proposal made by Romania
requesting the file to be kept open.

The Committee decided to keep the case file opehagneed to the creation of a Select Group of
Experts to facilitate dialogue on the issue. Theuprshould meet after relevant Parties and therGifai
the Standing Committee agree on the terms of na¢ere

On 26 January 2011 the Chair of the Bern Convenftending Committee, Mr. Jan Plesnik,
addressed a letter to both Ukrainian and Romaniémoaties proposing the terms of reference (TaiR) f
the Select Group of Experts. According to these, @roup of Experts should “support the Standing
Committee and the Bureau in the follow-up of the@lementation of Recommendation No. 111 (2004),
analysing the information received from Parties ahdervers and making proposals to improve both the
implementation of the recommendation and the cemsen of the Danube Delta and its unique
biological diversity”. The membership would includepresentatives of all concerned parties, as agell
officials of the main concerned International Camiens and Agreements, and the European Union. The
reports of the meetings of the Group would be foded to the Bern Convention Bureau and Standing
Committee as well as to all members of the selemtig For technical matters the Secretariat woeld b
supported by independent experts appointed by ¢leeefary General of the Council of Europe. Thd firs
meeting was scheduled in spring 2011.

On 17" February 2011 the Secretariat was informed by idiaa authorities that Ukraine is not in a
position to accept the proposed ToR as they “docootespond to the decision of the™38tanding
Committee meeting, aimed at the creation of a $&egup of Experts to facilitate dialogue”. Ukraini
authorities propose to prepare amended ToR atdbeefariat request.

On 2F' February 2011 Mr Plesnik addressed again botheBanviting them to contact each other in
view of discussing some new terms of referencepabte to both Parties and communicate them before
1st of April 2011.

On 28" February 2011 Romanian authorities addressed ¢beeriat proposing an amendment to
the first paragraph of the ToR initially forwardieg the Chair to both Parties.
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In March 2011 the Ukrainian authorities sent anated report on the state of progress of the
development projects concerning the Danube River.

The authorities inform that early 2011 Ukraine, Raiia and Moldova started the implementation of
the project “Joint environmental monitoring, assemst and exchange of information for integrated
management of the Danube Delta region”, under tlgpiaes of the International Commission for the
Protection of the Danube River (ICPDR) and UNECEisTs considered to be the first step towards the
Integrated Management Plan of the Danube as wdlb amprove cross-border cooperation to facilitate
harmonization of monitoring systems in the area.

The reports stresses that one of the main prisritie Ukraine is its active involvement into the
process of preparation and further implementatioth® activities under the EU Strategy for the Daanu
Region (EUSDR), which will provide new opportungiéor sustainable development while addressing
both environmental concerns and the need for ecindevelopments in the region.

On 16" March 2011 the Secretariat received by fax antatign from Minister LAaszl6 Borbély
(Romania) to attend - on P2March 2011 - a meeting of the Joint Commissiomlgisthed under the
Agreement between the Ministries responsible feirenment of Moldova, Romania and Ukraine for the
creation of a cross-border protected area of theuba Delta and the lower River Prut. Due to an
extremely short notice, the Secretariat regrettadform its unavailability.

Finally, the European Commission informed thatribet meeting of the EU-Ukraine Sub-Committee
"Energy, Transport, Nuclear Safety and Environtheiuld take place on #4and 2% March in Brussels
and that the implementation of International enwnent agreements including the Aarhus Convention
and the Espoo Convention, particularly in relatiorthe Bystroe Channel, would be among the agenda
items. The Commission additionally informed abdw preparation of a meeting between the EU and the
Ukrainian authorities, to be held in April to dissufurther EU assistance to Ukraine on Espoo
Convention.

b. Cyprus: Akamas Peninsula

This case concerns plans for the tourist develmpritethe Peninsula of Akamas (Cyprus), with
detrimental effect on an ecologically valuable angéth many rare plant and animal species protected
under the Bern Convention.

This case was first discussed at th& deeting of the Standing Committee in 1996. Twdthespot
appraisals were carried out in 1997 and 2002 andreeommendation adopted in 1997
(Recommendation No. 63 (1997) on the conservatibrthe Akamas peninsula in Cyprus and, in
particular, of the nesting beachearetta caretteandChelonia mydas

In 2008, the Standing Committee asked Cyprus td se® management plan as soon as it would be
ready, and wished that the area of Limni would algb adequate protection. The Committee asked
Cyprus to fully implement Recommendation No. 639AR to create a National Park and ensure the
maintenance of the ecological integrity of the ammawell as to apply the ecosystem approach to the
Akamas peninsula, including Limni.

At the 29th meeting of the Standing Committee,dbkegate of Cyprus informed that there had been
no great changes since the previous year.

At the 2010 Standing Committee meeting, noting #iesence of delegates from Cyprus, the
Secretariat briefly summarised the government teptressing that a part of the Akamas Peninsuka wa
officially proposed to integrate the Natura 2000wk and that the final boundaries of the areayels
as the management plan, have been forwarded t&dbeetariat. However, regarding the latter it was
impossible to assess its content as the plan ysaalilable in Greek. In addition, the Secretanédrmed
that the authorities of Cyprus are implementinglan For the management of the entire area of Akamas
Peninsula, which includes provisions for the imgmment of the infrastructure, the restriction oftaier
human activities taking place in the area (i.darsarally, etc.), the promotion of ecotourism. ttWregards
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to the Natura 2000 area of Limni (“Polis-Gialiathe Secretariat informed that a draft Managemeant Rir
the Natura 2000 site was presented to local contimanin March 2010, but negotiations were stillgming.
The Secretariat further informed that the Europ€ammission recently received a complaint claiming
insufficient designation and protection of the AleaPeninsula. In that context the Commission \sikas
the sufficiency of the designated site as welltas rheasures implemented to safeguard its consevati
values, with a view to ensuring compliance witlevait provisions under EU nature legislation.

The representative of Terra Cypria recalled thatdR@nendation No. 63 (1997) requested Akamas
peninsula to be declared National Park. Insteademgnent proposals for the protection of Akamasehav
continuously been reduced to a level which is iqadée for both a Specially Protected Area designati
under the Birds Directive as well as for Sites afm@nunity Importance under the Habitats Directive.
Regarding the area of Limni, an EU Natura 2000, satthough its management plan has yet to be
implemented, it will still be ineffective as theear proposed for conservation is only a narrow sifip
coast.

The Committe took note of the observations andntsgdoom the NGOs and decided to keep the file
open, while asking Cyprus to present a reporttbonéxt meeting, as well as to send to the Se@tts
soon as possible the translation into English & management plan for Limni as well as to fully
implement its Recommendation No. 63 (1997). The @dtee asked the Secretariat to follow-up the file
in close co-operation with the European Union.

In February 2011 the Secretariat received a sktidrlsent by Cyprus authorities informing that the
Management plan for the Limni area is only ava#ahl Greek.

In March 2011 the European Union informed that @wnmission is analysing the reply recently
submitted by Cyprus authorities in the frameworlthaf complaint lodged for insufficient designatenmd
protection of the Akamas Peninsula under the N&20&® network.

c. Bulgaria: Wind farms in Balchik and Kaliakra — Via Pontica

This case concerns the building of the first winrdfs in Bulgaria, at Balchik and Kaliakra, on the
Black Sea coast. The NGO is challenging the chegter located on the Via Pontica which is one ef th
main migratory routes in Europe especially for saabirds.

An on-the-spot visit was carried out in Septen@5, on the basis of which the Committee adopted
Recommendation No. 117 (2005), asking the Bulgag@rernment to reconsider its decision to approve
the proposed wind farm in Balchik in view of itstpwtial negative impact on wildlife and taking agnb
of Bulgaria’s obligations under the Convention.

In 2006, the Bulgarian government informed ther&eciat that it did not intend to review the
decision approving the wind farm project. The Stxiat received information from NGOs on a similar
case involving plans to build 129 windmills 20 kensay from Balchik, between the town of Kavarna and
the Kaliakra Cape.

A new on-the-spot appraisal was carried out or22Qlune 2007. On the basis of the expert's
conclusions the #7meeting of the Standing Committee adopted Recordaten No. 130 (2007) “on the
windfarms planned near Balchik and Kaliakra, andgeptwind farm developments on the Via Pontica
route (Bulgaria)”.

In June 2008, the European Commission openedfangement procedure against Bulgaria because
of insufficient designation of 6 sites as SPAs uiritle Bird Directive, one of which is the Kaliaki2A.

In 2009, the delegate of Bulgaria informed the Cdittem that an “Strategic Environmental
Assessment (SEA)” of Bulgaria's Energy Strategy Biadional Plan for Renewable Energy Sources had
been initiated in spring 2009, with meetings atezkpevel. Bulgaria’s Ministry of Environment and
Water expressed their readiness and intention-twpevate with civil society and business represieis
to achieve the necessary results and fulfil thenttrgis obligations for the protection of its naturad
biodiversity.
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At the Standing Committee meeting in 2010, the ghle of Bulgaria presented the government
report, informing -among others- of measures tad@mcerning the preventive protection of NATURA
2000 sites. Furthermore, she confirmed that no aetlvorisations for development in SPA Kaliakra and
IBA Kaliakra have been issued in 2010.

The delegate of the European Union informed thatGbmmission is currently monitoring windfarm
developments in the region of Kaliakra and Balchpigsticularly in the framework of three infringenten
procedures, namely on insufficient designation afi#ra IBA, on windfarm developments and other
urbanization projects breaching the Birds Direcivprovisions, and on systematic failure to provide
adequate protection to birds. However, the delegaissed that the EU noted progress and effats fr
national authorities, although she requested tlse-fike to be kept open for ensuring internatiooad
ordination and support on the issue.

The representative of BirdLife noted that cumulatimpacts have to be taken into account as, for
instance, collisions of birds nearby protected su@& still an issue. He recognised that the govent
undertook positive steps, although he pointedlattthe problem is far to be solved.

The representative of AEWA stressed that thiséase of great concern for the Agreement since the
number of turbines in the area has exponentiallyemsed since the case-file was opened. He noa¢d th
the location of the windfarm is critical becausesibn a migratory route and pointed out that thaa ffor
the development of windfarms coincide with soméazal feeding areas.

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

In March 2011 the European Commission confirmedt tha new authorisation for further
developments has been issued in Kaliakra. In addithe Commission received updated information by
both Bulgarian Government and the NGO in Januafyl2@ut this is still being assessed. DG ENV wiill
meet Bulgarian authorities at the beginning of Agri Sofia, and will take the opportunity to fueth
discuss the Kaliakra case.

d. France: Habitats for the survival of the Common Hanster (Cricetus cricetus) in Alsace

In 2006, the Secretariat of the Bern Conventioneikeml a complaint from the Association
“Sauvegarde Faune Sauvagxpressing its concern over the insufficient nugas aimed at ensuring the
maintenance of the habitats needed for the survividle Common Hamster.

At the Standing Committee in November 2007, thenEh delegation presented the range of measures
taken, including a restoration scheme approvedhieyConseil national de la protection de la nature
(National Nature Conservation Board).

The Standing Committee decided to open a caseafitecalling into question the efforts already mad
by the authorities, but wanting to highlight thgemt need for action in the field.

In June 2008, the European Commission sent tocEran final written warning for failing to
implement proper measures to safeguard the gresthaof Alsace.

Considering that the population is still undeetty the European Commission brought the caseebefor
the European Court of Justice in June 2009.

At the 29" Standing Committee meeting, the delegate of Fragperted on the recent results of the
measures taken within the framework of the restomgplan, including the positive attitude of farmer
towards the proposals of contracts; the contrahfsingements, with the launching of a specificrpland
actions undertaken to give statutory value to thelezmechanism.

The delegate of the European Commission reporteth@mronclusions of the meeting held in June
with the French authorities, including that agndeanmental schemes remain insufficient despite the
progress made. The representative ofAksociation Sauvegarde Faune Sauviaethat the situation is
still very worrying as 387 burrows were not covebgdoiotope protection agreements in 2009.
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The Committee decided to keep the case file opencantinue to follow it up in close co-operation
with the European Commission.

At the 2010 Standing Committee meeting the Frensleghte announced that the situation of the
species was stabilising and was even improving eessalt of the application of the 2007-2011 Action
Plan. The increase in numbers since 2007 showedhawdinated and effective the measures had been.

The findings of the prospection campaign had cordit the presence of the common hamster in 25
different municipalities (24 iBas-Rhin 1 in Haut-Rhir). The target of 22% of suitable crops in protected
agricultural areas (ZAPs) had been reached and trad been a significant increase in the surfaea @i
land covered by agreements. The increase in wililjladions was continuing. The species’ needs were
taken into account when drawing up urban planniogudhents. As to public road-building projects,
particularly significant compensatory measures waamned (Strasbourg Western bypass and Southern
ring road,Piémont des Vosgexpressway).

The representative of ASFS said that the policy i@l been implemented had failed. Many relict
populations had disappeared, not enough accountakes of species in urban planning documents and
the impact of agreements with farmers was limitdd. asked for the common hamster to be added to
Appendix Il to the Habitats Directive and for trese file to remain open.

The European Commission delegate informed thataairge on this subject had been held at the
European Court of Justice. The conclusions wouldui#ished in January 2011.

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

On 20 January 2011 the conclusions of the EU AdeoGeneral on the case pending before the
European Court of Justice concerning France andtbtection of the Common Hamster were made
public (the hearing took place in October 2010) ®hinion recognises that agro-environmental measur
were put in place in 2008, to protect the specidsle pointing out that these measures are indaffic
The Advocate General considers that agriculturactices and inappropriate development of road
infrastructures threaten the habitat of the speddesording to the opinion, this leads France te th
violation of article 12, paragraph 1d of the Habiaective concerning the conservation of the ratu
habitats as well as of wild fauna mainly because:

» The agro-environmental measures taken in favouh@fCommon Hamster only target 60% of the
surfaces populated by this species and were ndiedfp zones other than those of priority action;

» The measures undertaken are insufficient for gngritie long-term survival of the species, and

» The coherent and coordinated measures undertaketiidopreventive protection of the Common
Hamster against the deterioration of its habitatstitl incomplete.

The Advocate concludes that France has failed fib itis obligation to strictly protect the Common
Hamster under the Habitats Directive and requémstisthe country is fined by the Court. The judgment
has not been issued yet.

In March 2011 the French authorities reported am ithplementation of the Action plan for the
Common Hamster (2007-2011), mostly confirming thagasures mentioned in previous reports are
continuing being performed. The report informs ba monitoring of the populations as well as on the
reinforcement of wild populations through the apgiion of the new protocol tested in 2010 to adarg
number of individuals. The authorities additionailiform that the installation of electric fenceswand
the parcels of land where hamsters are releasedovias successful.

With regards to the effects of the actions of nightion of the farmers, the report stresses that th
objective of 22% of favourable cultures is now Eygachieved in the Northern ZAP and almost reached
in Southern ZAP (772 hectares of favourable cropsftotal of 3,451 ha).
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Regarding the road infrastructures, the last seatiothe expressway @iémont des Vosges now
operational, while for the project of the StraslgpWestern ring road 200 hectares of favourablescesp
foreseen as compensatory measures.

Finally, the report mentions that the exchangeh @ierman and Dutch partners will be intensified.
e. Italy: Eradication and trade of the American Grey squirrel (Sciurus carolinensis)

In 2007, the Standing Committee asked the Bureaxamine the possibility of opening a file for a
possible breach of the Convention by Italy on td@se. An on-the-spot appraisal was carried outay M
2008.

The main conclusions of the expert’s visit weret tth@ presence of the American grey squirrel in
Italy was a serious threat for the survival of pinetected native Red squirrel, and that this expartsend
had the full potential to turn the invasion intoantinental problem, where France and Switzerlaadlgv
become the next countries to be invaded.

In 2008, the Standing Committee agreed to opersa fil@ and decided that a new Recommendation
was not necessary. Instead it asked the Secretarisbmmunicate a list of actions to the lItalian
government.

In September 2009, the ltalian government repodadprogress to finalise the signature of a
Memorandum of Understanding between the regionsarmed , and the preparation of a LIFE+ project
on: “Eradication and control of grey squirrel: acis for preservation of biodiversity in forest
ecosystems”, with the involvement of the three agagi (Lombardia, Piemonte and Liguria), and the
Ministry of Environment. Regarding the decree ta liae trade and keeping of American grey squirrel
which will cover the whole national territory , thHimal text was agreed in late July 2009, and il wi
shortly be examined by the legal offices of thee¢hiMinistries involved (Agriculture & Forestry;
International Trade; and Public Health).

At the 29" meeting of the Standing Committee, the delegatiéatf announced that the Ministry of
Environment was fully committed to implementing Beunendation No. 123 and therefore had
concluded a MoU in August 2009 with the three ragimvolved and two research institutions. A number
of activities had been planned, including contfolhe@ species, monitoring of Grey and Red squiraeld
awareness campaigns. The Ministry was preparirgceed to prohibit the trading and keeping of theyGr
squirrel.

The Committee took note of the information preserated welcomed progress in the conclusion of a
MoU among all the actors involved in the controltbé species, as well as plans to pass legislation
banning trade on the species. However, it considdrat there had been no action on the ground nor
legislation approved, so it decided to keep theecfie open, asking Italy to fully implement
Recommendation No. 123 (2007).

At the 2010 Standing Committee meeting, the detegst Italy presented the report from the
government, informing that in August 2009 a Memaoan of cooperation was signed by the three
concerned Regions, although this is still awaitiing signatures of the competent Provinces for ewger
into force. He continued by informing that the drdécree for banning the trading and keeping of the
Grey squirrel is currently under discussion of doenpetent legal offices. He further highlighted som
measures recently undertaken in the field of theroband eradication of the species, focusing aifea+
Project, launched in September this year whiclkéy to contribute to solving the situation. Thelebate
also mentioned that, at last CITES Committee of Ehk member states management authorities, Italy
successfully proposed the inclusion of the Greyirggjuin Annex B of Regulation No. 338/97, which
concerns the introduction in the EU of species Wiaite particularly dangerous to native speciesoné f
or fauna. He concluded by asking the Standing Cdreento recognize the progresses made to the case-
file.
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The delegate of Switzerland considered that muidhretnains to be done in future, and so far the
measures undertaken have been only a few. He edc#iiat the listing of species under CITES
Convention concerns the control of internationadé, while in the current case-file it is the nadio
control on domestic trade which is questioned.

Noting that the decree concerning the banning eftthde and keeping of the American grey squirrel
was not approved yet, the Committee decided to keepfile open and asked ltaly to inform the
Committee and the Bureau of progress made in tpéeimentation of the LIFE+ Project and the adoption
of appropriate legislative tools.

In March 2011 Italian authorities communicatedhe Secretariat that no new information is available
to date; however, they promised to provide a propeiate for next Bureau meeting.

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

A complaint was lodged in 2006 by the Associatidi® (Association pour I'étude et la protection des
amphibiens et reptiles d’Alsactocusing on threats to the Green toad’s few ramgihabitats in Alsace. It
specifically targeted shortcomings in the impaaidigts carried out for a major bypass and urban
development projects, and a project for the coostnu of a leisure complex.

In 2008, the French government reported that aoratsbn plan for the Common Spadefoot
(Pelobates fusclisand the Green toad(fo viridig was under development, at the initiative of the
regional authorities (DIREN Lorraine). The plan wbie at the end of 2009, with specific actions
starting in 2010.

In 2009, the delegate of France informed the Cotemiabout the National Action Plan, which will
pay special attention to awareness-raising.

The representative of thessociation Sauvegarde Faune Sauvsigessed that the situation is highly
critical for the Green toad, as out of seven siEseproduction in theHaut-Rhin only one remains,
showing that the viable population has been deeithdie asked for the opening of a file.

The Committee took note of the information preseitg the French delegate and by the NGO, and
considering the very limited progress achievedjdietto treat this pending complaint as a “possilalee
file” at its next meeting in 2010.

At 2010 Standing Committee meeting, the Frenchgddéeannounced that the National Action Plan
was to be validated in the spring by the MinistfyEgology. Activities had already started. Attempis
find out more about the species and consult a wigtg range of stakeholders had held up the finédisa
of the plan.

The representative of the regional environmentteg and housing directorate (DREAL) said that
the regional implementation of the plan would bermrity in 2011 and that all planning files were
carefully monitored.

The representative of ASFS said that the populatias at threat of extinction.

According to the representative 8bcietas Europaea Herpetologi€8EH), the plan was still at the
drafting stage, nothing had actually been donedmveélopment projects were continuing.

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

In March 2011 the French authorities informed thatcontinuous replacement of persons in charge
of the drafting of the National Action Plan withBIOTOPE (the Agency which awarded the call for
tenders for the elaboration of the Plan) has reduih an additional delay for the finalisation bt
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document. Indeed, it appeared very recently th@TEPE didn't undertake consultations with many
important stakeholders, and that the comments roesof those who were consulted are still not rédiéc
in the document.

As a result, the DREAL Lorraine held a meeting welOTOPE Direction and urged the agency to
finalise the Action Plan by beginning of summer 2OA meeting for the scientific assessment of the
Draft Plan is scheduled in March 2011. The planuhde submitted to the National Council of the
Protection of Nature by the autumn.

In the meantime the European Commission has retedvpetition against the motorway bypass
around Strasbourg, which would impact the poputattd Green Toad, a species which is strictly
protected under the Habitats Directive. The Comimisis assessing the case.

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

In December 2007 the Secretariat received infdonafrom the Chair of the Bern Convention’s
Group of Experts on Amphibians and Reptiles coringrthe threat presented by a residential housing
project in Hassel6sund Vaster, Smdgen, to the aorthost population of the worldwide distribution of
the Natterjack toadBufo calamitd, a species listed in Appendix Il of the Bern Cemtion.

At the 2008 meeting of the Standing Committee, Skeedish delegation informed that the decision
regarding the plan for the residential housing gebjhad been appealed to the County Administrative
Board of Vastra Gétaland and that, in the meanttime plan had come to a halt pending the outcome of
the decision by the County Administrative Board.

In September 2009, the Swedish government reptinttdthe County Administrative Board rejected
the appeals of the Municipality’s decision, asdnsidered that the habitats for the Natterjack toad
been taken into account in a satisfactory manniee. County Administrative Board's decision has now
been appealed to the Swedish Government and thdiSwEnvironmental Protection Agency awaits the
decision of the Swedish Government on this issue.

At the 29" meeting of the Standing Committee, the delega@vefden confirmed that the decision of
the government on the appeal was pending and tjecphad been stopped in the meantime (the decisio
was expected in early 2010). The Standing Commiibe& note of the information presented by the
delegation of Sweden and asked them to inform #@efariat when the decision on the appeal will be
available. It agreed to review this case in 2018 gossible case file”.

At the 2010 Standing Committee meeting the delegh&veden confirmed that there would not be a
decision in 2010, although he stressed that the iglanot implemented and no other exploitation have
taken place so far.

The Committee decided to keep the complaint assaiple file, and asked the delegation of Sweden
to inform the Secretariat as soon as the decisiothe appeal will be available. It agreed to revibe
possible case-file at the next Standing Committeeting.

The Secretariat has no new information to date.

1.3 Complaints in stand-by
- Morocco: Tourism development project in Saidia decting the Moulouya wetland site

A complaint was lodged in 2009 by tBspace de Solidarité et de Coopération de I'OrieXESCO),
based in Oujda, Morocco. It related to the 4 50€tdme Moulouya estuary site, which ranks as a “zifne
biological and ecological interest” (SIBE, in theeRch acronym), and has been a Ramsar site sif)é&e 20
The organisation denounced the huge project farva tourist resort in Saidia, which formed part of t
country’s ‘Blue plan’ for the strategic developmefithe tourist industry. The project was, theyirokd,
devised without prior environmental impact studiesl the planned infrastructure (roads, canals,rwate
treatment plants) would damage the Ramsar site aflddiya, which was very important for migratory
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bird species and hosted two thirds of Morocco’altkhown bird species. The organisation had subuhitt
a complaint to the public prosecutor at the Berk@noart of First Instance in 2006, to which it hatimo
response to date. They had also organised a petiticcafeguard the Moulouya site, which had been
signed by 680 people.

The Moroccan authorities have informed the Sededttrat this 700-hectare project along a 6 km-long
beachfront lies outside the limits of the SIBE dahd Ramsar site. It is part of the strategic ptiesifor
the region’s development and was agreed to, lasvhadm encouraged by the Government. The
authorities have stressed that the studies caoigdunder the MedWestCoast project are completely
reliable.

At the 2010 Standing Committee meeting the Sedattannounced that a Ramsar Advisory Mission
had been conducted on the site from 12 to 16 Oc®E). As a result, many recommendations had been
made, covering all aspects of plant and wildlifasgrvation.

The Moroccan delegate, who had taken part in thg, vinformed the Committee that the tourist
project next to the Ramsar site had indeed raisaederns but these had been dispelled as a resthie of
on-the-spot visit. The report was currently beirglidated by the Moroccan authorities but certain
measures had already been taken.

The Committee instructed the Bureau to analysedpert of the consultative visit organised from 12
to 16 October 2010 in the framework of the Ramsanvéntion and take appropriate decision on this
issue.

The report of the Ramsar consultative visit wabdganade public in February 2011; however, due to
the political crisis in the region the Ramsar Sexrat is not yet in a position to disseminate dtthe
report is still waiting for the validation by theahlonal competent authorities.

- Ukraine: threat to natural habitats and species irDniester River Delta

In April 2010, the International Non Governmentabj@nization “Environment — People — Law” sent a
complaint to the Secretariat for the possible bnazfcArticles 4 and 6 of the Bern Convention by alke
concerning development plans (commercial ports tandstic infrastructures) in Dniester River Delta,
which would affect several protected species aritdta under the Bern Convention. In particulag th
NGO expresses concerns over the significant thteatse natural habitats of severely threatenedispe
(although it only mentions several bird speciegha complaint), as well as over the quality of the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), and the tF#ckdequate planning and development policies.

The NGO highlights that the area is also a Ramisarthat seven different development projects are
being implemented in the area; and that some akthew infrastructures are being built within 10&ten
of a so called “coastal protection stripe” of thai€ster River, foreseen by the Water Code of Ukrain
(article 89), within the protected area called “Dwiester water meadows”.

In May 2010 the Secretariat contacted Ukrainiarhanities on this topic and informed the Ramsar
Convention on the presumed massive commercial pfeliimg taking place in the Black Sea Biosphere
Reserve, which includes Ramsar sites “Tendrivskg’ Bad “Yagorlytska Bay”. The Secretariat of the
Ramsar Convention expressed concerns on the cdlipatdf these activities with the maintenance of
the ecological character of the sites and askélget&tate Agency for Protected Areas of Ukraineepmrt
on these activities as well as on potential thraatspossible sustainable solutions.

Noting the lack of response from Ukrainian authesitthe Bureau, meeting in September 2010,
decided to re-consider the case as a complaitanudsy at the first Bureau meeting in 2011. Iteakkhe
Secretariat to contact Ukrainian authorities fatHar information.

In February 2011 the Ministry of Environmental Riaiton of Ukraine sent a report on the ecological
situation of the Ramsar sites dfeéndrivskaBay”, “YagorlytskaBay” and “Norther part of th®niester
Limart. The report informs on the activities carried by the administration of the Black Sea Biosphere
Reserve to protectendrivskaand Yagorlytskabays, namely through regular inspection raids oy t
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gamekeepers as well as specific actions to pretatgr-birds while breeding in the wetlands. Theorep
also informs about the work of the scientific stafffthe Biosphere Reserve, in charge of severgetad
studies as well as of the inventory of flora anghta and of rare species of the regions.

The authorities stresses that the natural resowtdbe Reserve are not commercially exploited.
However, the guards of the Park discovered thegdll catching of shrimps occurs in the territorythef
Ramsar site ofYagorlytskabay. The State Ecological Inspection of the Nakbst Black Sea Region has
been informed and asked to take appropriate actidmsever, the report does not provide information
measures foreseen or already undertaken in tipsces

Regarding the Lower Dniester National Nature P#ik, report informs that the area maintains high
levels of biodiversity; the exploitation of its naal resources is regulated by law; hunting is titéd in
the national park. Permits for the harvesting efle eco-tourism and other activities are issuedrding
to scientifically based limits which are fixed amfiy by the authorities.

Finally the report informs that two developmentjpcts are currently ongoing within the wetland on
the banks of the Dniester River, following the apal of the competent authorities given on thesasi
appropriate documentation. One of these projeatsnidy a private enterprise called “First Dniedtesh
Plant” devoted to fishery activities. According tftte report, the State Ecological Inspection in @des
Oblast recently found violation of environmentaw$a by the private enterprise while verifying
compliance with environmental legislation. It apmehthat the area of construction is polluted bgtea
and that project environmental measures are ndeimgnted; from the report it is not clear if therdae
amounts to 3264.02 UAH or if the company has beeedffor 3264.02 UAH (which correspond to
approximately 300 Euros). The Secretariat has mqde clarification which has not arrived to date.

In March 2011 the Ramsar Secretariat informeddhaguest for update concerning the situationén th
three Ramsar sites was sent off @ttober 2010 but that this has not received aawfidation since. The
Standing Committee Meeting of the Ramsar Converisostheduled in May 2011 and written National
reports should be submitted by September 2011.

1.4 Complaints received by the Secretariat (sincéé last Bureau meeting)
- France: culling of badgers in Cote d'Or

In October 2010, the Secretariat received a compkdm a French citizen regarding a possible
breach of the Bern Convention related to the agllii Badgers Nleles melgsin Cote d’Or (Eastern
France, in the Burgundy region), a species whidts fander Annex Il of the Convention. The
complainant is concerned about the entry info fomaeApril 2010, of two prefectural ordinances (the
complaint refers in fact to two decrees) allowihg tapture and, with some limits, the cull of badgas
measures to tackle bovine TB. The ordinances ferageward of 10 Euros per captured animal.

The complainant states that 2,000 badgers had kikked in June 2010. Gly 25% of these had been
analysed, with only 0.6% found to be affected by TB

According to the documents submitted by the complai, in July 2010 the State Secretary for
Ecology questioned the application of the decrak addressed a letter to the Prefecture statingthieat
measures undertaken to deal with the situationappeo be extreme.

On 10 January 2011he Secretariat received copy of a letter sent byNEO AVES Association de
Protection des Especes Menagémsthe Prefect o€6te d'Ordenouncing the renewal of the ordinances for
2011, as ir2010 almost 3,000 badgers had been culled or tdhippiae wholeDépartment

In March 2011, the French authorities sent a regetailing the measures undertaken to halt the
increase of bovine TB which had potentially serimmsequences on both public health and the
agricultural economic sector.
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The authorities note that ti&bte d'Oris an area particularly vulnerable to bovine TB2307-2008,
disease prevention campaigns revealed an incrdaie onfection in bovine breeding, with 11 cases
registered in 2007 and 18 cases in 2008.

Following the findings of an expert mission carriedt in July 2009, the Ministry of Agriculture
began systematically monitoring all bovines of otgelve months of age in Céte d'Or. As a result,
around 250 exploitations had to suspend their ifietivand 784 bovines were slaughtered with an
incidence of the disease representing 3% in thiteqadpulation. The contamination of wildlife was@
proven, particularly with regard to badgeMe{es melgs stags Cervus elaphysand wild boar $us
scrofa.

In this context, the veterinary department of thimisry of Agriculture, Food, Fishing, Rural and
Spatial Planning (MAAPRAT) elaborated specific rislanagement measures, including the monitoring
of Bovine TB in wild fauna. These measures werelémented in the framework of the general action
plan against bovine TB i€6te d'Orand included the trapping of badgers for monignurposes, as
well as their culling in the areas where the cattipulation was most severely affected by the disea

The authorities highlight that the trapping of badgtook place over a short period, between the end
of March 2010 and the beginning of July 2010, ithbdisease-affected and non-affected areas in toder
assess the geographical distribution of bovine Tiiw the wholeDépartment The monitoring should
have initially concerned a minimum of 400 badg&®0(in the contaminated area and 200 in the non-
contaminated one). However, as the trapping reasuite being geographically heterogeneous, the
authorities in charge were obliged to increasentimaber of operations to include 1,471 badgers &dpp
in the contaminated area and 1,679 in the safe one.

Analysis was carried out on 300 badgers from thetarninated area (revealing a significant
percentage - 6% - of contaminated animals) and %8 #adgers from the safe zone, confirming the
absence of infection there. These results arecpdatly relevant for the future development of an
appropriate action plan to fight against bovineifi sustainable way.

The campaign to be implemented in 2011 will seovedmplete the information collected to date on
the evolution of the sanitary situation in t86te d’Or Départmentand will be limited to the monitoring
of 300 badgers from the contaminated area and 88Qdrs from a buffer zone in the non-contaminated
area, to ensure that the disease does not spreadrapping of badgers will start in March 2011.

Furthermore, the authorities advise that they hrageiested the opinion of the National Agency for
Sanitary Security of Food, Work and Environment @88) on possible management measures to face
the risks of contamination of the cattle populatipnwild fauna. The opinion is expected by Aprill20
Finally, the National Office for Hunting and Wildakna is carrying out a project aimed at analysmay t
interactions between wild and domestic fauna. Tiitbaities advise that they will take the findingfs
this project into consideration in the implemerttatof mid-term strategies.

- Greece: threats to marine turtles in Thines Kiparssias

On 22nd August 2010 the Secretariat received a m@rom MEDASSET (The Mediterranean
Association to Save the Sea Turtles) regarding Idpugent plans in a NATURA 2000 site (THINES
KYPARISSIAS - GR2550005) which would affeCaretta carettaa threatened species protected under
the Bern Convention. The NGO reports about unctiatdadevelopment on the site (summer houses
building, construction of coastal roads, occupatiérihe beach by, among others, bars, umbrellas and
deck chairs) and expresses concerns over the imeepgessure on the nesting activity of turtlesjolih
can lead to reducing the unique populatio€afetta caretta

The complainant refers to the obligations for tlmnttacting Parties mentioned in articles 4 and 6 of
the Bern Convention, and highlights th@aretta carettais also protected by other international
agreements, among which CMS, CITES and the Barael@onvention for the protection of the
Mediterranean Sea against pollution, and the EUtkliatDirective.
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At the second Bureau meeting in 2010, the Secagtariormed the Bureau that a letter requesting
further information had been addressed to Gredhkogities on 7 September. The Bureau took note ef th
information provided; due to the very short notgieen to the Greek authorities to provide a refihg
Bureau decided to re-consider the complaint atdtg meeting.

In March 2011 the Greek authorities forwarded ® $iecretariat the response sent dif RBcember
2010 to a letter of the European Commission intiaiao the protection of priority species in thatira
GR 2550005 site.

The response informs that a law concerning Contierv& Biodiversity has recently been approved
by the Greek Parliament to ensure a more effegiigéection regime for the priority species in althNra
2000 sites. The law will enter into force as soeritds published in the Government’s official Gaee
(probably at the end of March). In addition to thdite Ministry of Environment is drafting a Joint
Ministerial Decision, based on a specific environtaé study of 2002, which will regulate all actiei
within the GR 2550005 Natura 2000 site by providegpecific legal protection regime. The Joint
Ministerial Decision will allow facing conservatiqgroblems in an integrated way for the wholgnes
KyparissiasNatura 2000 site.

Among the measures taken, national authorities Hamearded to Local Authorities the specific
environmental study mentioned above, along with rasiBential Draft Decree which includes a
Management Plan for the Area, with the requestaking these into account to enforce the necessary
Environmental Protection measures. The responséaddly informs that a recently adopted Minisggri
Decision requires the official approval of the Mimy of the Environment for any license of expltoda
of the sandy seashore sites issued by the Locdiofities. However, the responsibility concerning th
compliance with obligations related to the explidta itself lies down to the Local Authorities attte
State Property Service.

As complementary information, the National authesitconfirmed to the Secretariat that the State
Property Service of the Prefecture Messiniahas recently issued “demolition protocols” for #ie
constructions illegally built in the area. Thesetpcols are being executed by the responsible &tiéso
of the Peloponnesus Region.

- United Kingdom: increase in turtle mortality in Epi skopi and Akrotiri areas

On 16th August 2010 the Secretariat of the Bernv€ntion received a complaint from MEDASSET
(The Mediterranean Association to Save the SedeByiind Terra Cypria reporting an important inseea
in sea turtle mortality rates (particularly sigo#nt forChelonia mydasindCarettacarettg in Episkopi
area, which is an area under the control of thédBriSovereign Base Area Administration (SBAA) and
nearby Akrotiri.Chelonia mydasndCaretta carettaare both threatened species protected under time Be
Convention.

MEDASSET submitted the complaint to react to a wagrthey received from Episkopi Turtlewatch
(ETW), an NGO working closely with (ATW) Akrotiri drtlewatch. The complaint reports that the
increase in sea turtle mortality is observed sithee change in the net fishing regulation operatgd b
SBAA at the end of 2007. Available evidence indésathat nearly 100% of the deaths recorded by
Episkopi Turtlewatch were a result of interactiofithwfishing activities and specifically net fishing
MEDASSET fears a localised extinction of the neagtpopulation and in a longer term an impact on
nesting levels elsewhere.

The complainant refers to the obligations for tlmnttacting Parties mentioned in articles 4 and 6 of
the Bern Convention, and highlights ti@ztielonia mydasndCaretta carettaare also protected by other
international agreements, among which CMS, CITEStae Barcelona Convention for the protection of
the Mediterranean Sea against pollution.

At the second Bureau meeting in 2010, the Seca¢tariormed the Bureau that a letter requesting
further information had been addressed to the aititt® of the United Kingdom, with copy to Cyprus
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authorities, on 7 September. The Bureau took nbtdne information provided; due to the very short
notice given to the UK authorities to provide alyephe Bureau decided to re-consider the complaint
its next meeting.

In February 2011 UK authorities sent a comprehenséport informing on the death of turtles as well
as on the enforcement of legislation, and on meastaken to address the issue. The report questions
some of the data submitted by the NGO and whichcaresidered to be inaccurate. For instance, the
Government informs that the current SBAA Fishefedinance and Regulations were not amended after
2007 and that the 5 metre limit for casting neti® iplace since 2005, a period during which Turtitsh
reported very few deaths. In addition, these rdguria mirror the equivalent of the Republic of Qypr
Fisheries Regulations. UK authorities also chaketite supposed danger of localised extinction ef th
Loggerhead population which, according to thenmoisbased on scientific grounds.

The Government informs that the main cause of dapgiears to be incidental entanglement in fishing
nets but it argues that the conflict between fighmd marine turtles is general and not isolatetimvi
Episkopi Bay and that it interests the whole of Mediterranean.

The report provides an overview of the measuresntgk address the issue, among which regular
coastal land and marine patrols for the enforceroérnibe Fisheries Ordinance and the Protection and
Management of Nature and Wildlife Ordinance by @estoms, the SBA Police and Marine Units; the
pursue of Foreshore offences through written obalecautions and warnings; individual liaison megsi
between the Custom Officers and professional fisker, turtle boat and/or diving/snorkelling surveégs
gather more specific information on turtles andrthabitat association; the distribution to fishermof
education leaflets on turtles, co-operation witke Republic of Cyprus Department of Fisheries and
Marine Research.

In conclusion, the report considers that the tremds$urtle mortality cannot be established with
accuracy as previous searching effort cannot bdiromed. In addition, general information seems to
suggest that there have been many more sightingghe turtles in Cyprus during the last few ydars
comparison with the past and that the nesting esteat both Akrotiri and Episkopi is showing an
increasing trend. The report concludes that thegsed change of fishing depth from 5 to 10 metoesd
not, preliminarily, seem to be an effective measireaddress the issue, although this needs further
investigation, and it suggests that appropriatastshould be eventually agreed with the autlesritf
the Republic of Cyprus.

The NGO report which was sent in February 2010rinfothat, during a meeting held or™*3anuary,
the British Bases reassured Terra Cypria thatuttketsurvey will continue and be completed by ¢nel
of March 2011. Once the survey finalised, a meetiil) be organized between the British Bases,
MEDASSET, Terra Cypria, Episkopi Turtle Watch ahé Republic of Cyprus to discuss its findings as
well as possible solutions. Terra Cypria informattkince the complaint was submitted, seven more
turtles were found dead in the area: three adgdrheadsGaretta caretty, one sub-adult and three
juvenile green turtlesGhelonia mydas

The NGO asks the Bureau to keep the situation @211 agenda.
- Norway: management of carnivores

On 3 March the Secretariat of the Bern Convention rema complaint from WWF Norway concern
with the Norwegian management of wolves and besrtha population targets are extremely low, and
illegal hunting and culling of individuals are qairequent.

In fact, the wolf population is regulated by cufjiof a quota if the population is above the pdlitic
set target or if individuals are outside the pctitfy designated management zone. Culling is also
permitted to limit loss of sheep livestock or dotiereindeer.
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The current wolf population target (both a maximand a minimum) for Norway has been set at 3
litters of cubs to be born each year within a dadimanagement area for breeding wolves. This was
reached for the first time in 2010, 6 years afteradoption of the target.

The current bear population target has been $éi ktters to be born each year, distributed acfivss
unconnected administrative areas. During recentsydmtween 3 and 6 litters have been registered or
estimated to have been born in Norway, meaningNlatvay is lagging far behind the politically agdee
population target.

The complainant stresses that the managementgmolice very much based on political agreements
with the parliamentary majority and that the onfgpprocess to review the population targets foh bot
wolf and bear will probably end with even lowergats than the current ones.

WWF additionally regret that there is no officiajraement on a joint management approach with
Sweden, neither for wolf nor for bear, while manglividuals have their home range in both counties
several international panels of experts alreadyetlimid the need for a large and interconnected
population to maintain genetic viability of the sj@s.

The complainant requests the mediation of the B3ynvention (statement or opinion) to remind to
National authorities the obligations related to @@nvention before a decision on new populatiogetsr
is taken (summer 2011).

- France: threat to Riella helicophylla in the Department of the Bouches-du-Rhone

On 17" March the Secretariat of the Bern Convention remkia complaint from the NGOs
NACICCA, Les Amis des Marais du VigueirgdMDV) and theCollectif Santé Environnement de Port
Saint Louis(CCSE) concerning the creation of an inland watgras well as of logistic and industrial
infrastructures in the commune Bbrt Saint Louis du Rhénevhich would represent a threat to some of
the species protected under the Bern Conventititodnicopterus roseus, Anthus campestris, Sylvia
conspicillata, Burhinus oedicnemus, Bufo calamitalobates cultripes, Miniopterus schreibgrimong
these, the NGOs are particularly concerned for ltimg-term survival of theRiella helicophylla an
endemic plant species listed in Appendix | of tleBConvention which does not benefit of any specif
protection status in French legislation. The spedsealso protected under Annex Il of the Habitats
Directive, it is listed in the European Red BookBroffophytes and it is present in only 4 Europeatbn
countries where it is a rare species. Part of tka avhere the project should be implementattiens
salins du Cabahis a SPA under the Birds Directive and is locatethe transition zone of the Biosphere
Reserve oCamargue

The complainants fear the extinction in FrancehefRiella helicophyllaand denounce:

» A possible breach of article 5 of the Bern Convamtiegarding theRiella helicophyllaas France
would have failed to the obligation of taking thgpeopriate legislative measures to ensure itststric
protection. In fact, the species does not apped#ndarFrench ministerial decree of 20 January 1982
which lists the plant species to be protected enndtional territory. Its presence is however pnove
in France since 1968; in addition, the area chésethe development of the inland waterway is also
known for hosting one of the largest population8ofo calamitain France which, according to the
complainants, would also be severely threatened;

» A possible breach of article 4 of the Bern Conwamtivith regards to the obligation of taking
appropriate legislative measures to ensure theeceatson of the habitats of the wild flora species,
especially those specified in Appendices | and the Convention. The development project could in
fact provoke the destruction of 650 hectares oftaddagoons and Mediterranean salted steppes.

The complainants stress that the public authonitghiarge of the development projects in object (the
Grand Port Maritime de Marseillehas not looked for an alternative solution whiebuld have allowed
for derogation under article 9 of the Convention.
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The complaint includes the following support docuise

v' A letter sent on October 2010 to the Ministry ofolegy requesting that the old saline @abanis
proposed as a Special Area of Conservation underHhbitats Directive, and that theiella
helicophyllais integrated in the national list of protectegd@ps, in compliance with art. 5 of the
Bern Convention;

v" An opinion by the National Museum of Natural Histanuseum confirming the need to ensure the
protection of both the site as a SAC and the comtkspecies;

v' Some extracts of the development project plannetidg@rand Port Maritimede Marseille.

It should be noted that the development projeah igrinciple meant to diminish road traffic in orde
reduce gas emissions.

2 FOLLOW -UP OF RECOMMENDATIONS AND EVOLUTION OF THE SITUATION IN

» Recommendation No. 110 (2004) of the Standing Comiteie on minimising adverse
effects of above-ground electricity transmission falities (power lines) on birds

In 2009, the Standing Committee recognised that ithian important issue which requires further
follow-up and agreed to include this topic in iB1P meeting agenda, with a view to discussing & dra
recommendation on the basis of the informationassssments received.

A compilation of national reports was prepared @@ (document TPVS/Files (2010) 11) following
the reports received by 14 Contracting Parties. Nl report from 2009 was reviewed in 2010 (T-
PVS/Files (2010) 13, including recommendations xpeelite the work in Western and Central Europe,
avoid new legacy of dangerous power poles in BEasEurope and raise awareness for avoiding
electrocution in Northern Europe. The NGO reposbasuggests to temporarily introduce a bi-annual
reporting system to collect regular update on grsgmade in the implementation of the recommenalatio
A decision on the issue could be eventually takethb Standing Committee at its 30th meeting.

At the 2010 Standing Committee meeting the reptasiga of the NGO presented the updated report,
focussing on its recommendations.

The representative of Birdlife highlighted that fseue is not controversial but a technical one. He
informed that BirdLife is preparing a European @ahce on this topic, to be held in April in 20kda
hosted by the Hungarian national electricity conypander the Hungarian Presidency of the European
Union. The conference will be a high level evermtigsing on banning the use of dangerous power. lines

The delegate of Germany informed on the successfutrience of German authorities to tackle this
issue and explained that there are several sofutidrich are not necessarily expensive. He offeisd h
country’s assistance to other contracting parteshiare the examples of good practices containéukin
national guidance on the “Protection of Birds onvBdines” as well as to present them at next Standi
Committee meeting.

The delegate of Norway expressed concerns regatdin!GO’s recommendation of introducing a
temporarily two-years reporting system.

The delegate of Slovakia suggested that it wouldduel to have a catalogue of good examples to be
inspired on, as well as to introduce a ban on dangepower-poles through national legislation. She
stressed that solving the problem of electrocuiam long process demanding time and capacitycidda
two different issues: the one of the new polesthrdne of securing the old powerpoles.

The Committee reiterated the need to develop amdeiment, or reinforce, as appropriate the work
aimed at improving technical standards, and to tdwmjfigation measures and encouraged the
dissemination of technical and ornithological reskaelated to bird safety.
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It asked the Bureau to analyse the recommendaitichgded in the updated NGO report, particularly
with regards to the proposal of introducing a terapty reporting requirement on a 2-years follow-up
basis on progress made towards the effective ingadation of Recommendation 110 (2004).

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

At its 29" meeting, the Standing Committee decided not t;apease file following a complaint
lodged in 2001, concerning the establishment of wirtd farm complexes in the Archipelago of Smgla,
in an area of importance for the nesting of Whitieetl Eagles and other species. The Committee aedopt
Recommendation No. 144 (2009) on the wind park nmgla (Norway) and asked the government of
Norway to report on its implementation at the rmaeieting of the Standing Committee.

At the 2010 Standing Committee meeting, the dééegh Norway presented the national report on
the implementation of the Recommendation, includiigrmation on the EIA regulation with regards to
wind-farms projects; on a coordinated licensingcpss for addressing cumulative effects, as wetims
conservation policies. She emphasized that thelptpn trends as regards white-tailed eagle aréipes
on Smgla as well as in Norway, and that the spemetd by now comprise more that 3000 pairs (in
Norway). She noted that all the successful breedm@mgla in 2010 took place outside the wind farm
area. She further informed that the research grojeavindfarm power generation and birds launchmed i
2007 is expected to be completed next year. Asgfattis project a large international conferendl w
take place on 2-5 May 2011 in Trondheim (Norway),wind energy and wildlife impacts, including
debates on challenges and solutions. She proposedite one of the scientists involved in the sl
programme to present its findings at the next Sten@ommittee meeting. She concluded by informing
on administrative procedures.

The representative of BirdLife informed the Contest on some gaps in the government report,
highlighted by the Norwegian Society of Ornithologhhe gaps concern information on the mortality
caused directly by the windfarm. He noted thatdesBave been increasing if compared with previous
years. He appreciated the research presented imdtienal report, noting however that only few
information are provided on the cumulative impact.

The delegate of Norway explained that the moytdigures are public and correspond to 9 fatal
collisions accidents for white-tailed eagles in 08even in 2009 and ten in 2010. She confirmed tha
these figures are source of concern for the autbernd that they constitute a worrying trenddrgued
that the population of white-tailed eagles in Smislancreasing and that this increase is likelyb®
reflected in the mortality numbers.

The Committee decided to review Recommendation Md. (2009) at next Standing Committee
meeting.

» Recommendation No. 120 (2006) on the European Stegly for the Conservation of
Invertebrates

» Recommendation No. 132 (2007) on the conservatiohfangi in Europe

» Recommendation No. 136 (2008) on improving the cogrvation of the Common
hamster (Cricetus cricetus) in Europe

» Recommendation No. 151 (2010) of the Standing Comiteie, adopted on 9 December
2010, on protection of the Hermann tortoise {estudo hermanni) in the Massif des
Maures and Plaine des Maures localities (Var) in Fance



