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1. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

Mr Jon Gunnar Ottésson, Chair of the Standing Citteenof the Convention, opened the meeting
on 29 March 2010 and welcomed the other Bureau resnbir Silviu Megan and Mr. Olivier Biber, as
well as the representatives of the Secretariat.

The Head of the Biological Diversity Unit, Mr Fémdez-Galiano, informed the Bureau that the
Secretary of the Convention, Ms Carolina Lasen D&z moved to another Council of Europe job and
that her functions had been taken by Ms Ivana dgdadro on a provisional basis. The Bureau asked
the Secretariat to convey to Ms Lasen the gratitofdlthe Committee for the excellent and very
professional work done by her during the four yasaies had been Secretary of the Convention.

Before adopting the agenda, the Chair asked tbeetdeiat to inform the Bureau members on the
state of progress of the political reform of theu@cil of Europe, outlining those aspects which will
have an impact on the Bern Convention’s activities.

The Secretariat highlighted that the reform aimset/italise the Council of Europe as a political
body as well as an innovative organisation, and this would mean to concentrate on few but
effective activities built around the three mainu@ail of Europe pillars: Human Rights, Democracy
and the Rule of Law. The reform will also have ampact on the staff policy as it will develop a
flexible organisation, although more visible ankvant for the citizens of Europe.

The Bern Convention still belongs to the pillarlmémocracy and is subject, as it is the case for
most Council of Europe Conventions, to progressi#s in the budget. The Secretariat suggested that
one of the possible ways for maintaining the Beon¥&ntion operational independently from the
Council of Europe budgetary savings’ policy wouldtb ensure its financial sustainability. This cbul
be done either through the opening of a Partiademgent, associating the Bern Convention to other
Council of Europe Treaties in the field of faunatpction, or through the creation of a trust fuiad,
which the Contracting Party should contribute.

The Bureau thanked the Secretariat for this infoionaand asked to be kept informed on the state
of progress of the reform, as well as on possitdganto officially recall the need for a human right
approach to environmental issues. FurthermoreBtireau decided to discuss the possibility of the
direct financial support of Contracting Partiestite Bern Convention at next Standing Committee
meeting. Finally, the Bureau asked the Secrettmi@irganise a meeting between its Chair, Mr. Jon
Gunnar Ottoson, and the Council of Europe Secrésayeral, possibly on 28 April, at the occasion of
the celebration of the Biodiversity day and furtierthe Secretary General's presentation to the
Committee of Ministers, on 21 April, of the prideis to be set out for 2011.

After closing this preliminary information item tlizaft agenda was adopted with no changes, as
set out in Appendix 1.

The participants are listed in Appendix 2.
2. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 2010PROGRAMME OF ACTIVITIES

The Secretariat outlined progress on the work @pnogne and the planned meetings for the first
half of 2010, detailing two items, the report oe flegal implementation of the Bern Convention in
one Party, and the national workshop on invasiienakpecies in Armenia, which have been
postponed due to major changes in the composifitimedSecretariat.

The Secretariat informed of the success of the M&ad@onference post 2010 vision and target”,
attended by nearly 500 people including two mimgstnd nine secretaries of State. The Conference
had seen the presentation of a European Commissimmunication including options for a European
Union biodiversity target for post 2010, had “chaonclusion” (Cibeles declaration) to guide
European dialogue for CBD-COP10 and proposed aotionconservation and management of
European ecological networks.

The Secretariat further informed Bureau members olumber of meetings planned in the first
half of the year and foreseen in the frameworkefrmonitoring of species and conservation actions.A
meeting on Large Carnivores in the Caucasus waske place on 18 May 2010 in Thilissi, in the
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framework of the International Bear Association feoence. The Group of Experts on Biodiversity

and Climate Change was to meet in Iceland fromo223t June 2010 — Icelandic volcans permitting.
The Group of Experts on European Island Biodivensias to meet in Svalbard (Norway) from 26 to

29 July 2010. Concerning invasive alien specigSpaference on Invasive Alien Plants is foreseen to
be held in Trabzon (Turkey) from 2 to 6 August 2010

Furthermore, the Secretariat communicated the pssgmade in the drafting process of the
European Charter on Angling and Biodiversity, anfibimed that a meeting of the ad hoc Working
Group on the elaboration of a European Charter ogliAg and Biodiversity is planned for 9 April
2010 to discuss a full draft Charter to be presktaghe Standing Committee for adoption.

In addition, the Secretariat reported that an @aghot visit regarding the Hermann Tortoise in the
Var region (France) will take place in June 201 ¢hat its results will be communicated at next
Bureau meeting in September.

Finally, the Secretariat informed that the repdrthe 29" meeting of the Standing Committee has
been published on the Biological Diversity Unit'®bgite, and that a number of publications will be
issued in 2010 (six reports related to biodiversityd climate change, three reports and guidance
developed under the Bern Convention, the Repotherimplementation of the Bern Convention in
Slovenia, and the Emerald Network information broef).

The Bureau thanked the Secretariat and noted apiiioval the progress made in implementing
the Convention’s work programme.

3. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION : FILES
3.1 Specific sites — Files open
- Ukraine: Proposed navigable waterway in the Bystve Estuary (Danube delta)

This case concerns the excavation of a shippingldanBystroe estuary of the Danube delta in
Ukraine, which is likely to affect adversely bottetUkrainian Danube Biosphere Reserve — the most
important of Ukraine’s wetlands — and the whole @ndelta dynamics.

The first phase of the project was conducted im200

In 2004, the Standing Committee adopted Recommiemd&to.111 (2004) on the proposed
navigable waterway through the Bystroe estuary (ibarDelta), inviting Ukraine to suspend works,
except for the completion of phase 1, and not ceed with phase 2 of the project until certain
conditions were met.

In 2008, an on-the-spot appraisal visit was cdrrigut, including the participation of
representatives from the Secretariats of the Espod Ramsar Conventions, the European
Commission, and UNESCO. The main conclusion of Mis# was that there had been no major
changes on the ground since 2004 and that the onimgjthad not been as performing as required and
that there were still important concerns in resped¢he possible environmental impacts of phade | o
the project. A full EIA was not yet available.

In March 2009, the Ukrainian authorities reportedhte Secretariat confirming the repeal of the
Final Decision regarding Phase Il of the Project|line with Recommendation 111 (2004) of Bern
Convention. The report also confirmed that “the kgoon the Phase Il never started and are not going
to start until the appropriate procedures are bemmdemented”.

At the 2009 meeting of the Standing Committee,dbkegate of Ukraine outlined the measures
taken by his government, including the initiativecbllaborate with the International Commission on
the Protection of the Danube River regarding reseand monitoring of the transboundary part of the
Danube Delta. The Standing Committee welcomed pibsitive co-operation underway between
Ukraine and Romania, but it agreed to keep the fil@sepen and asked Ukraine to continue to report
to in 2010.

No new information has been received from the Uleaai government in 2010. However, the
European Union informed the Council of Europe tb&taine has adopted a final decision on the
project at the end of January 2010, agreeing to wtarks related to the full-scale implementatidn o
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the Danube-Black Sea Navigation Route, thus imigathe implementation of Phase Il of the Bistroe
Channel project. The case will be therefore moaddry the European Union.

The Bureau took note of this information and askkd Secretariat to contact Ukrainian
authorities to request more information on theestditprogress of the Bystroe Channel project, ds we
as on the EIA study and negotiations with the Raaragovernment. The Bureau will examine the
information eventually received at the next Burgaeting.

- Cyprus: Akamas Peninsula

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

This case was first discussed at th8 reting of the Standing Committee in 1996. Twdthos-
spot appraisals were carried out in 1997 and 200@ a recommendation adopted in 1997
(Recommendation No. 63 (1997) on the conservatiothe Akamas peninsula in Cyprus and, in
particular, of the nesting beachearetta caretteandChelonia mydas

In 2008, the Standing Committee asked Cyprus td fem management plan as soon as it would
be ready, and wished that the area of Limni woldd get adequate protection. The Committee asked
Cyprus to fully implement Recommendation No. 6390 to create a National Park and ensure the
maintenance of the ecological integrity of the asmawell as to apply the ecosystem approach to the
Akamas peninsula, including Limni.

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

In March 2010 the European Union confirmed to tleer8tariat that the European Commission
continues considering that the area of Akamas reguppropriate designation and protection under
both the Habitats and Birds Directives. In paréecuthe area is covered under the infringement case
initiated against Cyprus for insufficient desigoatiof Special Protection Areas pursuant to the Bird
Directive (the Commission issued on 20.11.2009 asBeed Opinion in accordance with Article 226 -
currently 258 - of the Treaty). According to latedormation sent by the National authorities te th
European Union the designation of the site undéhn baectives is imminent. Once the site will be
formally designated and related data properly tratted to the European Union, the European
Commission will assess the adequacy of its bouesdataking fully into account the ornithological
value of the site on the basis of the inventoryngportant Bird Areas as well as the commitments
made by Cyprus following the Mediterranean Biogapdical seminar towards filling identified gaps.

The Bureau took note of this information and agkedSecretariat to request to Cyprus authorities to
report on the issue as well as to send the managepten foreseen for the area. The case will be
discussed at next Bureau meeting.

- Bulgaria: Wind farms in Balchik and Kaliakra — Vi a Pontica

This case concerns the building of the first wandfs in Bulgaria, at Balchik and Kaliakra, on the
Black Sea coast. The NGO is challenging the chegen located on the Via Pontica which is one of
the main migratory routes in Europe especiallysfmaring birds.

An on-the-spot visit was carried out in Septemb@05, on the basis of which the Committee
adopted Recommendation No. 117 (2005), asking thgaBian government to reconsider its decision
to approve the proposed wind farm in Balchik inwief its potential negative impact on wildlife and
taking account of Bulgaria's obligations under @envention.

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

A new on-the-spot appraisal was carried out or22@une 2007. On the basis of the expert’s
conclusions the 27meeting of the Standing Committee adopted Recamdat®n No. 130 (2007)
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“on the windfarms planned near Balchik and Kalialmad other wind farm developments on the Via
Pontica route (Bulgaria)”.

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

At the 2009 meeting of the Standing Committee dilegate of Bulgaria reported that a Strategic
Environmental Assessment (SEA) of Bulgaria's Ene8fsategy and National Plan for Renewable
Energy Sources had been initiated and that thegdhtm identify hot spots and provide the necessary
recommendations so that future projects for renéavaénergy take into account existing
Recommendations of the Standing Committee. Theyewaso considering the option of a
moratorium. The Committee decided to keep the Giesepen and continue to follow it up in close
co-operation with the European Commission.

The delegate of the European Commission informedXthmmittee about a fact-finding mission
carried out in June 2009 in an area designated &P4, but where many development projects had
been authorised before the designation. The Eurofeaamission was assessing the impacts of other
windfarm projects in the region, apparently withqubper EIAs nor assessment of cumulative
impacts. They had reviewed 23 EIA screening deassitoncerning 34 wind farm projects (including
21 decisions to install 219 generators).

The Bulgarian government sent in March 2010 thievohg information:

The Ministry of Environment and Water has givenemative evaluation of the quality of the
Environmental Compatibility Assessment Report adicay to the Article 6(3) of Habitat Directive
concerning:

» “Energy Strategy of the Republic of Bulgaria ur2i020” and has returned it with concrete
recommendations for addition and revision backhe investor — the Ministry of Economy,
Energy and Tourism.

» the General Development Plan of municipality of iBaand has returned it back to the investor —
with concrete recommendations for addition andsiemni.

Furthermore Bulgarian authorities have taken measaoncerning the preventive protection of
NATURA 2000 sites.

The Secretariat informed the Bureau that the Ewwop8ommission apart from the initiated
infringement procedure is also using other meamaarfitoring to limit the impact of the large number
of permitted projects. It also held several meetingth the Bulgarian authorities to discuss the
preparation of national renewable energy action.pla

The Bureau took note of the information providedbmth the government and the European
Commission, and asked the Secretariat to lookHerEuropean Union’s decision. The case will be
examined again at next Bureau meeting.

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

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

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

The Standing Committee decided to open a casenfilecalling into question the efforts already
made by the authorities, but wanting to highlidte tirgent need for action in the field.

In June 2008, the European Commission sent tocEranfinal written warning for failing to
implement proper measures to safeguard the greadtbaof Alsace.
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Considering that the population is still underetir the European Commission brought the case
before the European Court of Justice in June 2009.

In September 2009, the French authorities repanetie measures taken for the great hamster within
the framework of the restoration plan for 2007-20ddluding the following issues:

» The results of countings in 2009: with cumulativieservations in 2008-2009 reaching 670
burrows.

» The reinforcement of the wild populations: threedalings; 150 hamsters released in 2009;
agreement with thENRS; agenetic study showing no differences in genetiecstire).

» A project to set up a European scientific committee
» Actions on key factors affecting the species: agnice; regional town planning; transport

At the 29" Standing Committee meeting, the delegate of Framperted on the recent results of
the measures taken within the framework of theorasibn plan, including the positive attitude of
farmers towards the proposals of contracts; thdrcbwof infringements, with the launching of a
specific plan; and actions undertaken to give thaywalue to the whole mechanism.

The delegate of the European Commission reporteth@rconclusions of the meeting held in
June with the French authorities, including thati-agvironmental schemes remain insufficient
despite the progress made. The representativeeddbociation Sauvegarde Faune Sauvhaiethat
the situation is still very worrying as 387 burrowsre not covered by biotope protection agreements
in 2009.

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

No new information has been received from the Frggmvernment in 2010.

The Bureau requested the Secretariat to write @oRtench authorities asking them to send a
report before the next Bureau meeting. It alsaireséd the Secretariat to follow the Court case.

- ltaly: Eradication and trade of the American Grey squirrel (Sciurus carolinenss)

In 2007, the Standing Committee asked the Bureaxamine the possibility of opening a file for
a possible breach of the Convention by Italy os tidse. An on-the-spot appraisal was carried out in
May 2008.

The main conclusions of the expert’s visit were tha presence of the American grey squirrel in
Italy was a serious threat for the survival of gnetected native Red squirrel, and that this expans
trend had the full potential to turn the invasiarioi a continental problem, where France and
Switzerland would become the next countries tonbaded.

In 2008, the Standing Committee agreed to open se dde and decided that a new
Recommendation was not necessary. Instead it dakefecretariat to communicate a list of actions
to the Italian government.

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

At the 29" meeting of the Standing Committee, the delegatiéabf announced that the Ministry
of Environment was fully committed to implementiRgcommendation No. 123 and therefore had
concluded a MoU in August 2009 with the three ragiinvolved and two research institutions. A
number of activities had been planned, includingtia of the species, monitoring of Grey and Red
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squirrels, and awareness campaigns. The Ministy pvaparing a decree to prohibit the trading and
keeping of the Grey squirrel.

The Committee took note of the information presgéraed welcomed progress in the conclusion
of a MoU among all the actors involved in the cohtof the species, as well as plans to pass
legislation banning trade on the species. Howavegnsidered that there had been no action on the
ground nor legislation approved, so it decided é®fk the case file open, asking ltaly to fully
implement Recommendation No. 123 (2007).

No new information has been received from thedtajovernment in 2010.

The Bureau asked the Secretariat to contact Italighorities for getting a copy of the decree and
of the Memorandum of cooperation.

3.2 Possible file and on-the-spot appraisal
- France: Conservation of the European Green ToadBufo viridis) in Alsace

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

In March 2009, the French authorities reported tha national restoration plan for the Green
toad was under development, and would follow ughenregional restoration plan for the Green toad
and the Common spadefoot launched in Lorraine 0¥ 28 Sub-Committee of national and European
experts, and a Validation Committee, were beingupetinder the national action plan for the Green
toad. Once the plan is validated by tbenseil National de Protection de la Natuspecific actions
will be undertaken from 2010.

At the 29" meeting of the Standing Commiittee, the delegaferafice informed about the National
Action Plan (2009 was the year of its preparatiamile 2010 will be the year of concertation), whigti
pay special attention to awareness raising. Intiaddifurther information was provided regarding th
revision of the POS of Entzheim, in order to fémié the installation of economic activities, ahd t
construction of a new road connecting OstwaldfittiGraffenstaden, which is at a very early stage.

The representative of the AssociatBauvegarde Faune Sauvagieessed that the situation is highly
critical for the Green toad, as out of seven giteseproduction in the Haut-Rhin only one remains,
showing that the viable population has been deeith&te asked for the opening of a file.

The Standing Committee considered the very limgezhress achieved and decided to treat this
complaint as a “possible case file” at its next timggin 2010.

No new information has been received from the Fregr@vernment in 2010. It seems that the
Action Plan is not yet finalised.

The Secretariat got information from the NGO Buwfbich has drawn again attention to the
pressure of urbanisation and road projects liabtatage the green toad populations.

The Bureau asked the Secretariat to contact #¥echrauthorities for an updated report before the
next Bureau meeting.

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

In December 2007 the Secretariat received infdonatfrom the Chair of the Bern Convention’s
Group of Experts on Amphibians and Reptiles coriogrthe threat presented by a residential housing
project in Hasseldsund Vaster, Smogen, to the aeorthost population of the worldwide distribution
of the Natterjack toadBufo calamitd, a species listed in Appendix Il of the Bern Cention.

At the 2008 meeting of the Standing Committee, 8veedish delegation informed that the
decision regarding the plan for the residential gy project had been appealed to the County
Administrative Board of Véstra Gotaland and thatthe meantime, the plan had come to a halt
pending the outcome of the decision by the Coumisnidistrative Board.



T-PVS (2010) 3 -8-

In September 2009, the Swedish government repditad the County Administrative Board
rejected the appeals of the Municipality’s decisias it considered that the habitats for the Nait&r
toad had been taken into account in a satisfactompner. The County Administrative Board's
decision has now been appealed to the Swedish Goest and the Swedish Environmental
Protection Agency awaits the decision of the Swe@isvernment on this issue.

At the 29" meeting of the Standing Committee, the delegat&Swéden confirmed that the
decision of the government on the appeal was pgndird the project had been stopped in the
meantime (the decision was expected in early 20IBg Standing Committee took note of the
information presented by the delegation of Swedehasked them to inform the Secretariat when the
decision on the appeal will be available. It agreetkview this case in 2010 as a “possible cdse fi

No new information has been received from the Sstedovernment in 2010.
The Bureau decided to wait for the decision acdmsider the issue at the next meeting
3.3 On-the-spot appraisal

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

The Secretariat recalled the decision of the Stap@ommittee to organise an on-the-spot
appraisal, which was agreed by France.

The purpose is to study the 2 projects and anéhgsampacts on the Hermann tortoise

The visit will take place in June; the dates stédked to be confirmed. The Secretariat informed
the Bureau that the national actions plan for iiscies has been published and is available on the
Ministry website.

The Bureau asked the Secretariat to report at Bestau meeting, as well as to check if the
Action Plan is a legally binding document or justeanpilation of guidelines.

3.4 Complaints in stand-by
- Croatia: LoSinj Dolphin Reserve (Tursiopstruncatus)

In June 2008, Croatian NGOs wrote to the Secrétamg@ressing their concern about the
announcement by the Ministry of Culture about thegbility of downgrading the protection for the
LoSinj Dolphin Reserve, from special reserve toiaegl park, which they believed would violate
Croatia’s international obligations as well as allprojects impacting on the habitat of the bottkno
dolphin, in particular the proposed constructiom@harina inside the reserve.

In 2008, the Croatian authorities reported that gteation with the marine reserve was very
complex, as the site was “preliminary protectethicategory of marine reserve” for a period oé¢hr
years.

In 2009 they informed the Secretariat that the anéidbe protected as a regional park.

In February 2010, the Croatian authorities haterimed that the category of Regional Park under
the Croatian Nature Protection Act is equivalenlt@N category V of protected areas, which allows
for limited economic use of natural resources. Hmveall natural values, including the species and
habitats for which the regional park was set ugioally, have to remain preserved. The proposed
conservation measures considered are based oadbmmendations and data received from relevant
scientific bodies and organisations (eg. the Bluerld/ Institute and ACCOBAMS Scientific
Committee).

Both the Ministry of Culture and the State Insttfibr Nature Protection are of the opinion that if
all of the precautionary measures that the Studpémanent proclamation predicts for are met, the
adequate conservation of both the bottlenose dolahd its habitat in the Cres — LoSinj area will be
achieved. The conservation measures proposed evihdluded in the Management Plan of the Cres-
LoSinj Archipelago Regional Park, which will be peged after the formal proclamation.
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The Bureau took note of the information provided aonsidered that there is no violation of the
Bern Convention as there is no legal provision eomging the downgrading of the status of
protection, if the long term survival of the specig granted.

The Bureau decided to take this case off fronligh®f the complaints in stand —by.
- UK: Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route

In July 2008, the association Aberdeen Greenbdiame wrote to the Secretariat regarding a
planned trunk road project of 40 kms around thg oft Aberdeen, which had not been subject to a
proper Environmental Impact Assessment and whicbldvaffect several strictly protected species.
The plans for this road included a crossing of Riger Dee, a designated Special Area of
Conservation (SAC) under the Habitats Directivee River Dee is considered one of the best areas in
the UK for the following species: the freshwateapenussel KMargaritifera margaritiferg, Atlantic
salmon Salmo salayr and otter (utra lutra).

In August 2009, the UK government reported than$pert Scotland, the competent authority,
had informed that “no decision on this project fi@sbeen taken”. Transport Scotland referred to the
advice given to them by Scottish Natural Heritagéugust 2008, according to which: “provided the
proposals are undertaken in accordance with theggea conditions/legal modifications, the proposed
road would not adversely affect the integrity af River Dee SAC”.

The Secretariat of EUROBATS reported that “fromaa @onservation perspective the complaint
is furthermore not substantiated”.

In February 2010, the UK authorities reported thatScottish Ministers have decided to proceed
with the Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route (AWRRMject to a number of detailed modifications
to the published draft Schemes and Orders, whiemaw in the Scottish Parliament. Work on the
AWPR will not start until the Parliamentary processl the statutory procedures are completed. The
Scottish Ministers are satisfied that the remithef inquiry was appropriate, and that the biodigrs
issues were addressed through an appropriate asdgsendorsed by Scottish Natural Heritage.

The NGO has responded that the Scottish authorhigge “ignored the consideration of
alternative routes” that might cause less damag&ing their consideration of environmental issues
to mitigation measures. The different solutiong thare considered lied all within a narrow corridor
of between 100 to 400 metres, which does not #ieeimpact of the project on the environment and
on protected species. Regarding protected spettiesScottish Ministers have stated that “the
promoters will have to ensure, prior to commencany operations, that they have in place the
necessary statutory consents or licences thaegrered under domestic legislation”. Accordinghe t
NGO, this means “the issuing of licenses to diswrlkill strictly protected species by the licergin
authority Scottish National Heritage”.

The Bureau considered that this complaint is nbst&ntiated and the area concerned is not of
real European interest. It noted that no objectiomming from the main environmental NGOs were
received. Therefore it decided not to pursue tmepdaint.

- Wind turbines in Alta Maremma (Italy)

In September 2008, the Secretariat received a @intpfrom the Comitato Nazionale
Paesaggisticp based in the Alta Maremma region, concerning pleor a wind-farm of 6 mega
turbines at Bellaria (Roccalbegna), less than 3wayafrom an existing 10 turbine plant in the town
of Scansano (built without EIA and therefore desthillegal but still operating). The location bkt
turbines at Roccalbegna would worsen the damagadlrcaused by the turbines at Scansano, and
would interrupt an important ecological corridotween the sites of the Albegna valley and those of
the Trasubbie and Trasubbino.

The Bureau discussed the complaint in March 20a9 asked for more information about the
status of the project and on the affected populatio

In February 2010, the NG@NP/Comitato Civico per Roccalbegnaported on the status of the
project:
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» A proposal to site 6 x 2MW mega wind turbines oa tiest of a hill in the town of Roccalbegna
was presented to the Office of Evaluation of Enuinental Impact in Florence, and interested
parties were invited to submit their comments byd2Banuary 2010 (the NGQ@bmitato Civico
per Roccalbegripresented a substantial dossier on 21st Januatydimg reports of wildlife
experts).

» The existing wind farms in the area are locatedrinBA. The planned turbines, with masts 80
metres height and blades span of 90 metres, drve $ited less than 3 km away from the existing
10 turbines of Poggi Alti.

» The project presented by ENEL Green Power is Igrgalsed on data that the NGO considers
distorted and misleading, as it ignores the cunwdaimpacts, and does not indicate the bird
species present in the area, such as the Lanner.

» WWEF stated that the project would impact the follugvspecies:Short-toed Eagle, Stone Curlew,
Lanner,Elaphae Quatorlineatd‘Cervone” — black rat snake), Hermann Tortoise

» The decision-making process for renewable enerdtalp: All decisions have been delegated to
local government. Regional authorities decide haamynMWs they want to install but they leave
it to companies and local councils to negotiate.

» ISPRA, the ltalian environmental research institijeoposes an unfavourable verdict to the
realisation of this installation”.

The Bureau took note of the information provided amstructed the Secretariat to write to the
Italian authorities to ask to produce an updatqubnte clarifying the question of the cumulative
impacts of the windfarms. If no new informatiompi®vided before next Bureau meeting, the Standing
Committee could eventually consider the possibititppen a case file.

- France: Black Grouse Tetrao tetrix) in Dréme and Isére

In April 2009, the association ASPAB9sociation pour la Protection des Animaux Sauvages
sent a complaint to the Secretariat for the posdibbach of Articles 7 and 9 of the Bern Convention
by France concerning the Black Grouse (in Appentdispecies) in the departments of Drébme and
Isére. In particular, the complaint stated that &nractivities such as tourism and sport developsnent
in mountain areas are destroying the winter andocktion sites of this species, causing also
disturbances in these areas and in their calliteg sivhile hunting compounds the problems for the
species.

The ASPAS association reports that current poparidevels in France are estimated at 16000-
20000 individuals, with an “unfavourable consemvatistatus” at the national level and a strong
decrease in numbers, especially in the Dréme regioere estimates are at about 100 individuals.
ASPAS contests the French hunting regulations, vl not favour the repopulation of Black grouse
nor prevents their destruction, given the unfavbler@onservation status of the species, and therefo
are not in line with the Bern Convention. The NG@shalso sent a complaint to the European
Commission.

A letter was sent to the French government bueptyrhad been received.

The Bureau instructed the Secretariat to contgainathe French government asking for further
information to be sent before the next Bureau megeti

- UK: Planned culling of Badges eles meles) in Wales

In November 209, a complaint was received from M@&O ‘Badger Trust UK’ concerning a
possible breach of the Bern Convention relatecheoplanned culling of Badge#léles melésin
Wales. The NGO was concerned about the “Tuberaubsdication Plan submitted by Great Britain
to the European Commission, which includes tharagubf Meles melein Wales, in contravention of
Articles 7, 8 and 9 of the Bern Convention”.

The NGO further reported that “A tender for 60@@ps and 100 handling/shooting cages was
submitted on 15th October 2009, open till 1st Ddoem?009 (with details on the Welsh Assembly
website), which represents a sufficient numbenrapg to kill all badgers in Wales over a period of
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five years, if the Welsh Assembly so wished”. Tredded that the EC approved the UK Bovine
Tuberculosis Eradication Plan on 30th Septembe® 201 that they wished to challenge its legality,
as well as the EC’s approval, as it includes tratrdetion of the European protected mamiales
meles which in their opinion contravenes the Bern Cattian. They further informed us that a
complaint was being lodged in the EC.

The complainant clarified that England and Nonthieeland have rejected a badger cull, and that
this is not an issue in Scotland - as they are rEB-fwhile the Republic of Ireland has now put in
place a withdrawal badger culling procedure, legviWales alone in its submission of a TB
Eradication Plan that contains a badger cull.

Following information was provided in March 2019 the Government:

» A copy of the Eradication Plan which was submitiedhe European Commission in September
2009 was sent to the Secretariat. The Eradicatian dutlines the measures the UK is taking to
control the spread of, and progressively eradidad®ine TB. The Plan has subsequently been
approved by the European Commission, althoughsitnad been formally published as yet.

»  Welsh Ministers decided that a wildlife strategyécessary to address the significant reservoir of
disease that exists in the badger population. Titgefculosis Eradication (Wales) Order 2009
provides the legislative powers for a (Wales) gowaent managed wildlife strategy, which
includes both culling and vaccination. WAG is dagd that there is compelling evidence to
demonstrate that a cull of badgers can, if managéttively, provide significant benefits in
reduced cattle herd breakdowns and is therefoeppropriate and proportionate response.

» On 13 January 2010 the Welsh Minister for Rurala&kff announced the establishment of a pilot
area in a TB endemic area of Wales where a govaramanaged badger cull will be undertaken.

» In addition, WAG is actively looking at how theyudd use badger vaccination in Wales to best
effect.

» WAG is of the view that the provisions of the Bd&Bonvention have been fully respected in
considering the proposed badger cull.

According to the government, Recommendation Now&9 specific to the circumstances at that
particular time (i.e. the culling of badgers in thk in 1998) and does not apply directly to therent
situation.

The Bureau decides to take the case off from gtefithe complaints in stand-by, referring to the
decision taken some years ago by the Standing Cibesniin a similar context (UK).

- Morocco: Tourism development project in Saidia decting the Moulouya wetland
site

A complaint was received in 2009 from th&space de Solidarité et de Coopération de
I'Oriental” (ESCO), based in Oujda, Morocco. It concerns Maulouya site, a “zone of biological
and ecological interest” (SIBE, in the French agrojy as well as a Ramsar site, since 2005. The
organisation denounced the mega-project “New tosits in Saidia”, part of the country’s ‘Blue plan
for the strategic development of the tourism industhey claimed that this project was developed
without prior environmental impact studies and ttnat infrastructures planned (roads, canals, water
treatment plants) will damage the Ramsar site ofilblaya, very important for migratory bird species
and hosting two thirds of the total bird specieswn in Morocco. The organisation had submitted a
complaint to the public prosecutor at the Courfirst instance of Berkane in 2006, without folloy-u
so far. They also organised a petition to safegtlerdvioulouya site, which was signed by 680 people.

The authorities from Morocco have informed ther8eiat that their project, which is a part of
the strategic priorities of the region’s developméias been initiated, encouraged and acceptelieby t
Government. An agreement was signed for the fetirgy-up of the project between the Government
of Morocco and the developer (“Fadesa Group”)oliers an area of 7 nacres and a waterfront of 6
km of beach and is located outside the boundafidseedRamsar site. The touristic development of thi
area is not inconsistent with the aims of cons@waind the bio ecological and fragility of theesitre
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taken into account. The authorities have underlitted the studies carried out within the project
MedWet Coast are of unquestionable reference.

The Secretariat has shared information with Rar@sawvention, which is organising a field visit,
scheduled on 5-9 April 2010 and has proposed t&#ueetariat to take part in the visit.

The Bureau welcomed this good example of synetgpéseen the conventions concerned, asked
the Secretariat to continue co-ordinating with RantSonvention and to inform about the findings of
the field visit at next Bureau meeting.

- The Vjetrenica cave (Bosnia and Herzegovina)

In 2008 the Secretariat received a complaint ftoen NGO (Speleologic Society “Vjetrenica —
Popovo Polje”) of Bosnia and Herzegovina. The caimplconcerns the Vjetrenica cave, a complex
cave, 6700 m long, which belongs to the TrebiSnRteer system. The cave has almost 100 cave
animal species; and more than half are very endemés. Vjetrenica cave is protected as a nature
monument (1950), and 1981 the country’s spatial placed it as a nature reserve. The NGO reported
a number of threats to this area.

The Bureau took note of the information providedl &s Bosnia and Herzegovina has just
become a Contracting Party to the Convention, ifeed to discuss this issue in 2010, once the
authorities had had the time to get acquainted thghConvention’s systems and procedures.

In August 2009, the NGO reported that becausesofatue, Vjetrenica had entered the process to
be considered as a National Monument. They funtiyeorted that the IUCN Working Group on cave
and karst protection had recommended that the &fjeta cave be declared as a national park.

No new information is available since then.

The Bureau asked the secretariat to write to bbthNGO and the Bosnian government for
further information, and to report at next Bureagetmg.

3.5 Other complaints
- Ukraine: Afforestation of steppic habitats

In 2009, the National Ecological Centre of Ukrasent the Secretariat a complaint regarding
plans to expand the area of forest lands in Ukrainereating and reestablishing forests, mostly in
Ukraine’s steppic regions (South, centre and Easiering 40% of the country). This was an initiativ
of the President of Ukraine, as reflected in Dedee 995/2008, of November 2008. The NGO
considered that these plans would threaten numegousal and plan steppic species, including
endemics. The complaint indicated that foreststpthin steppes “have to be replanted every year”,
while “it is hardly possible to revive lost stepgmlogical diversity even if repeated forestatisn
ceased”.

In September 2009, the Bureau agreed to requestdmplainant to provide the information
referred to in the on-line complaint form.

In February 2010, the complaint form was sentdatiing that steppe biotopes provide unique
habitats for species which can live only in therheif presence is considerably smaller than it is
necessary for their sustainable functioning as ibéydity reserves, as they are scattered over the
territory and heavily exposed to man-caused negatiffects. If these territories are turned to
afforestation, the ploughing of the land precedifigrestation would completely destroy the existing
plant communities and fauna habitat; while the timeaof man-made forests in the steppe natural
complex would prevent its restoration and furtheistence of typical species in this territory. The
NGO also complained of the lack of a State momtprsystem for endangered animal and plant
species in Ukraine which results in limited infotroa available.

However, the Secretariat considers that the cantgiapresented in a too general way.

The Bureau asked the Secretariat to request metailetl information to the Ukrainian
authorities, and to possibly link this issue to tkesults of the Emerald project in Ukraine and the
eventual designation of the area as a candidatedioirsite.
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- Norway: Conservation of wolves, brown bears, wokrines and lynxes

In October 2009, the NGO “NOAH - for animal rightsént a complaint form concerning
Norway’s treatment of wolves, brown bears, wolvesirand lynxes, claiming that from 1 January
2009 Norway had allowed “the shooting of 75 bed®&,lynxes, 40 wolverines and 21 wolves”,
although not all these permissions had lead imgd. However, they indicated that “in the period
since autumn 2008 and until today, Norway has ahdtkilled 136 lynxes, 90 wolverines, 20 bears
and 3 wolves. Most of the wolverines were huntedndy their period of breeding, using helicopters,
killing the infants together with their mother imnetden. The number of lynxes and wolverines killed
last year in Norway is the highest number killedcei 1850”. The NGO further stated that these
species occur in very small populations and thavipus and current exploitation is affecting their
ability to survive in Norway, where they are listadcritically endangered species. The extensive
killing of wolves,brown bears, wolverines and lynxes in Norway, adiowy to the NGO, is the result
of a deliberate policy to keep these species iy serall populations, in order to avoid conflictsthwi
agricultural interests.

Furthermore, the NGO stated that the country has levided Norway into sectors/zones and
while in some of them the endangered predatorslfbeed in small numbers, in others they are not
tolerated at all. The complaint states that degpié fact that these animals wander across |laege,a
they are easily killed when moving outside thecHiriprotected zones, and so this system does not
allow the species to reach levels which are ecoldlyi sustainable and may secure their future
survival. Finally, the NGO considers that Norway lchosen to partially transfer the responsibilityy f
the conservation of wolves and brown bears toeighbourgh country, Sweden, where these species
occur in more sustainable numbers than in Norwaygantravention of their obligations under the
Convention.

The NGO reported that the Norwegian declarationories Moria”, of 7" October 2009,
announced that the government will develop a newehfor estimating the population of wolves and
brown bears and according to which the number eédings necessary to secure survival will be seen
in a context of several years, instead of annualsgdn addition, the wolves with their habitat bdr
Sweden and Norway will be counted among the Noraregvolves, in order to meet the targets and
allow more killings of wolves. There will be a lomwlerance to the threats of predators in areéts wi
livestock, and it will be made easier to kill battale bears and wolves outside the zones where they
are permitted to stay.

No information has been received from the Norweg@vernment so far.

The Bureau instructed the Secretariat to writeht® dovernment to get a reply before the next
meeting of the Bureau.

4. THE APPLICATION OF ARTICLE 9.10F THE CONVENTION

- Turkey: Capture of Bottlenose dolphins Tursiopstruncatus)

At the 26th Standing Committee meeting, the deékegd Monaco informed of a complaint
received from the Whale and Dolphin Conservatioci&yg (WDCS) about a project envisaged by
Turkey whereby 30 bottlenose dolphins would be wagat in the Black and Mediterranean Seas.
Bottlenose dolphins are protected not only by teenBConvention, but also by the Convention for the
Protection of the Mediterranean Sea against PoliuBarcelona Convention), the Habitats Directive
and the ACCOBAMS Agreement.

In 2007, the Turkish authorities confirmed that ttegching of dolphins in Turkey has been
“totally prohibited” since 1983 but “in the lastams there have been major investments in the cpuntr
for using dolphins in the therapy of mentally orypically handicapped or in marina parks”. They
informed that 23 dolphins had been captured oat pdpulation estimated in many thousands; that no
more dolphins would be captured, and that nondehtwere intended for export but to therapy with
children.

The Standing Committee regretted the exceptionmregadested Turkey to produce population data
very fast so the Bureau could re-examine the case.
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In 2008, the Turkish authorities informed WDCS tagiroject would be initiated later in the year
to “monitor the effects of catching 23 individualsthe main population”,

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

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

At the 29" the Standing Committee meeting the delegate of adonexpressed his strong
disappointment at this capture, in contraventioseaferal international conventions, as cetaceans ar
one of the most protected groups in the Mediteaarsnd for which no deliberate captures are carried
out. He questioned the merits of the therapy udoighins and considered that it has little credyoil
He further underlined the conditions to use theepiions of Article 9.1 of the Convention, which
requires a lack of alternatives, and asked the i$lr&uthorities for the basis on which they estamat
population numbers. He proposed the opening ofsa & or a on-the-spot appraisal to verify the
motivation behind this capture, and raised the hamd ecological arguments on this issue.

The delegate of Switzerland supported Monaco oméwel to review the interpretation of Article
9 and asked the Bureau to take this issue up aeis meeting, including the consideration of the
interpretation of the condition that there is “rtber satisfactory solution”. He further asked Tyrke
report at next year's meeting on the conditions dpplying Article 9.1 and the use given to the
capture dolphins.

The Committee asked Turkey to report in 2010 onsfecific use given to the captured animals.
It further asked the Bureau to discuss at its fineeting in 2010 the application of Article 9.1thé
Convention.

After analysing the available information, the Baweasked the Secretariat to prepare a short
compilation of the past 6 years case files (orritel reports?) where article 9 has been applred, i
view of determining if the restrictions foreseer Aroad and clear enough to be considered sufficien
If the results of this analysis will leave some sjiens opened, the Bureau could consider to cegate
ad hoc working group to elaborate interpretatiomleglines for both article 8 and 9.

In this context the Secretariat recalled the Regmin°2 (1993) on the scope of Articles 8 and 9
of the Bern Convention.The Bureau decided to disinterpretation of the conditions for exception of
article 9 at its next meeting.

5. CONSERVATION OF HABITATS : SETTING UP OF ECOLOGICAL NETWORKS

5.1 Progress on the Emerald Network

The Secretariat gave a brief progress report onnipéementation of the Emerald Network and
informed that the meeting of the Group of Expestscheduled to take place on 14-15 September
2010. The meeting will run over two days, with die@oon devoted to a forum of discussion on the
Pan-European Ecological Network.

In addition, the Secretariat communicated that Em@ironment Committee of the Council of
Europe’s Parliamentary Assembly is preparing a mepatitled “Need to assess progress in the
implementation of the Bern Convention”, and thathis framework it requested a meeting between
the Chair of the Committee, Mr. Lotman, and ther&geiat, as well as the International consultant f
the Emerald projects, Mr. Roekaerts. The meetirsgieduled on 27 April 2010 and will focus on the
effective implementation of the Emerald Network.

The Secretariat also presented the first resultshef Council of Europe / European Union
programme aiming at the identification of the buifgelements of the “Emerald Network of Areas of
Special Conservation Interest” under the Bern Cotigr in Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Georgia,
Moldova, the Russian Federation and Ukraine (ENRBhtries).
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The Secretariat informed that the data resultech filee previous Emerald pilot projects have been
revised and quality checked, and that as a re$uheofirst implementation year, all countries have
produced data on a fair number of potential Emesaéss. The national teams have also identified and
gathered distribution data on a satisfactory priporof birds, species and habitats, among those
listed in Annex | and Il of the Bern Convention, tile EU Birds and Habitats Directives and in
Resolutions 4 and 6 of the Bern Convention. Furntleee, the Secretariat highlighted that the targets
set for the second implementation phase are hitier those fixed for 2009, and will certainly
require additional efforts, more concretely on dapan data for species and habitats at natiornval Je
on GIS distribution data for species and habitatsfar enhancing the tools to support data-flons an
their registration in an automatic system like @@nmon Data Repository (CDR).

The Secretariat further outlined two major outcomiethis project:

» The Emerald software has been adapted to includeealSpecies and Habitats listed in the EU
Directives following their amendments, in ordemtarmonise as much as possible the systems of
networks;

» The countries targeted by the ENPI joint projectehalready registered about 2000 records
concerning around 750 species and habitats whieh tlonsider of high conservation interest,
although these are not mentioned in the Bern Cdioréa Resolutions. This may raise in future
the question of updating the Bern Convention’slist

Finally, the Secretariat informed the Bureau onviloek-plan foreseen for this project in 2010.

The Bureau welcomed these information and askedbéueetariat to keep it informed of future
developments. It also stressed the interest oéfiogt the synergies initiated in Madrid, thankgHe
conference "Post-2010 Biodiversity Vision and Ta&rghe role of protected areas and ecological
networks in Europe", and asked the Secretariatwitei other Conventions, as well as any other main
stakeholder to attend the meeting of the Group xbeEs on Protected Areas and Ecological
Networks.

5.2 Co-operation with the EEA

The Secretariat informed that a co-ordination nmgebetween the Council of Europe and the
European Environment Agency (EEA) was held at tAi€BD’s premises in Paris, on 18 March
2010. The meeting aimed at implementing the Menduwen of Co-operation between the two
institutions following a three-year planning. Threain topics were discussed:

» Update of the Interpretation Manual (dated 200%) Resolution n° 4 Habitats: subject to the
Bureau approval, the Council of Europe will requesid collect, by 30 November 2010,
comments to/from all non-EU Contracting Partiesasdo insert them in the existing version of
the Manual by 30 June 2011. The EEA, through th€BD, will assess the scientific value of
the comments received and publish a joint finalated version.

» ETC assistance in carrying out the scientific essest of the Emerald proposed sites: three sets
of countries were identified:

a. Iceland, Norway and Switzerland: for these cousttiee EEA has a direct mandate and could
do the assessment upon simple request from theoddtiGovernments. The Council of
Europe will alert its focal point and encouragenthite address this request;

b. Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Monteog@erbia and “the former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia” (CARDS project’s data): tGeuncil of Europe and the EEA will
jointly organise two biogeographical seminars. Titet one is scheduled to take place on 23-
24 November 2010 in Strasbourg and will aim at demngy the existing database as well as
to set-up the guidelines for future work; and teeanid one will be held in 2011 to conduct
the proper assessment.

c. Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Georgia, Moldova, Ehessian Federation and Ukraine (ENPI
East Emerald Project): the assessment of the gmeatdta collected through the current joint
programme should be discussed at a later stage.
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The Secretariat further informed that a new biogaglical regions’ map, including the 47 CoE
member States should produced by December 2011thahdneasures have been already taken to
keep the species coding system compatible with EB_Atid Natura 2000.

Among the major outcomes of the meeting, it shdaddprimarily stressed that there is a need to
raise the political commitment of Contracting Restin the implementation of the Emerald Network,
in order to meet the 2020 deadline for completimgrietwork and giving it the supranational characte
which is now missing; secondly it is important tma the Council of Europe (Emerald) and the EU
(Natura 2000) methodologies, and ensure that tbesament of the Emerald proposed sites is done in
compliance with Natura 2000 criteria. This will avaluplication of work in case of new accessions to
the EU.

The Bureau took note of the information provided! aasked the Secretariat to write letters
inviting non-EU Contracting Parties to provide coemts for the update of the Interpretation Manual
for Resolution n° 4 Habitats. It further stresskdttno official document has been adopted by the
Standing Committee on the criteria for the scién@iissessment of the proposed Emerald sites. This
issue should be raised at next meeting of the Gadupxperts on Protected Areas and Ecological
Networks.

6. EUROPEAN DIPLOMA OF PROTECTED AREAS
6.1 Report from the meeting of the Group of Specidats

The Secretariat informed of the meeting of theuprof Specialists on the European Diploma
held in Strasbourg on 4-5 March 2010. The main @ut of the meeting was the agreement on 18
draft resolutions for renewals of European Diplort@ashe following areas: Réserve nationale de la
biosphére d’'Oka, Réserve nationale de la biosptér&eberda, Parc régional de Migliarino, San
Rossore et Massaciuccoli, Paysage naturel protégéBdé Karpaty, Réserve naturelle nationale de
Karlstejn, Parc national de Podyiji, Réserve natoda la biosphére de Berezinsky, Parc national de
Berchtesgaden, Réserve naturelle de Weerribbeer®esaturelle du Boschplaat, Zone panoramique
de Fair Isle, Réserve naturelle de Scandola, Résexturelle intégrale de Sasso Fratino, Parc redtion
des Ecrins , Parc national de Dofiana, Zone de qiimtede la nature d’lpolytarnéc, Zone de
protection des collines de Szénas, Réserve deokplére du delta du Danube, . The Secretariat
further informed that the Group of Specialists leaamined the application file presented by the
Czech Government for the Sumava National Park endmmended that an on-the-spot appraisal is
organised.

Concerning the application presented by the Datghorities for the De Wieden Nature Reserve
which has been included in the Weerribben NatureeRe (a site which is already a European
Diploma site) the Group felt that there is no gmfior awarding two separate diplomas.

The Group of Specialists also re-examined the reoewals for Belarus and Poland; the
management plan of the Bialowieza national parkughbe finalised by the end of 2010; concerning
the Belovezhskaya Pushcha the Group was informetheffindings of the peer-review of the
management plan. It acknowledged the importance cohcerted action with the other
Conventions/programmes concerned and was in fasfoarjoint visit with Unesco representatives in
2011, with a view of analysing the content of thanagement plan of the Polish Park and the
implementation of those of the Belarussian Park.

In addition, the Group decided to carry out siprajsal visits in 2010.
6.2 Draft renewals in 2010 (to be presented to tHeommittee of Ministers)

The Bureau took note of the information providedthg Secretariat. Due to the short delay
between the European Diploma and Bureau meetingsqiiested 4 weeks to analyse the draft
Resolutions and send possible comments.

It suggested that the first Bureau meeting sho@dimanised in April every year to give its
members enough time to analyse the draft Resohutimafore they are sent to the Committee of
Ministers for final adoption.
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7. FOLLOW -UP OF PREVIOUS RECOMMENDATIONS :

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

= Recommendation No. 98 (2002) on the project todbaimotorway through the Kresna
Gorge (Bulgaria)

= Recommendation No0.113 (2004) on military antenndhi Sovereign Base Area of
Akrotiri (Cyprus)

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

= Recommendation No. 137 (2008) on population levehagement of large carnivore
populations

= Recommendation No. 144 (2009) of the Standing Cdtemi on the wind park in
Smagla (Norway) and other wind farm developmentdanwvay

The Secretariat informed the Bureau that no nearmétion has been received on this item. The
Bureau instructed the Secretariat to contact tmeexmed governments and to ask for updated reports
to be discussed at the next Bureau meeting.

8. ILLEGAL KILLINGS OF BIRDS

At its last meeting the Standing Committee expmsieconcerns for the continuation of illegal
killing and more widely illegal capture of birds Mediterranearcountries. Itrequestedthe Bureau
to organise a discussion on this issue and makmpadts.

The Secretariat proposed to organise in 2011 agCence in Cyprus on this topic in cooperation
with Birdlife (NABU) and FACE with the aim of prefdag specific recommendations to the states.

The Bureau agreed with this proposal.

9. STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION
9.1 Cooperation with other biodiversity-related cowentions
9.2 Signature of the MoC agreed with IUCN in 2009

The Secretariat informed the Bureau that no ndarnmation is available on the implementation
of the MoC with the CBD Secretariat.

9.3 International Year of Biodiversity

The Secretariat informed of a request from thef@emce of International NGOs of the Council
of Europe to support the Draft Declaration “Workitogether for Biodiversity”, to be adopted by the
Conference of INGO at the occasion of the Euro®iadiversity Day, on 28 April 2010. The key
messages of the Draft Declaration were reminded.

The Bureau decided to support the document alth@uesked the Secretariat to stress the need to
further develop the links between the loss of hiediity and desertification and climate change, as
well as to support the interpretation of the conaéiodiversity conservation in the broader seoise
ecological functions of ecosystems which are esdettd the survival of human kind, sustainable
development and maintenance of peace.

10.ANY OTHER BUSINESS
None were raised
The next meeting will be held in Strasbourg orSEptember 2010.
The Chair thanked the participants and declaredrtbeting closed.
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IL
BERN CONVENTION OF EUROPE _ DE L'EUROPE

APPENDIX 1

CONVENTION ON THE CONSERVATION OF EUROPEAN WILDLIFE
AND NATURAL HABITATS

Standing Committee
Bureau meeting

Strasbourg, 29 March 2010
(Room 17, opening: 9:30 am)

DRAFT AGENDA

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 2010PROGRAMME OF ACTIVITIES
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION : FILES

3.1 Specific Sites - Files open

» Ukraine: Proposed navigable waterway in the BysEsieiary (Danube delta)

» Cyprus: Akamas peninsula

» Bulgaria: Wind farms in Balchik and Kaliakra —Viamica

» France: Habitats for the survival of the common si@mCricetus cricetusin Alsace
» ltaly: Eradication and trade of the American Grgyigel (Sciurus carolinens)s

3.2 Possible files

» France: Protection of the European Green T&adq viridig in Alsace
» Sweden: NatterjaclBufo calamitd population on the coastal island of Smbgen

3.3 On-the-spot appraisal

» France: Impacts on the Hermann tortoi$estudo hermanhiof a waste management
plant and a housing project in the Var region

3.4 Complaints in stand-by

Croatia: LoSinj Dolphin Reserv@(rsiops truncatus

UK: Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route

Italy: Wind farm threat to wildlife in Alta Maremm&rosseto
France: Black Grousd étrao tetriy in Dréme and Isére

UK: Planned culling of badgeMeles melesin Wales
Morocco: Ecological impacts of a tourism centr&aidia
Bosnia and Herzegovina: Threats to Vjetrenica cave

YVVVYVYYVYYVY
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THE APPLICATION OF ARTICLE 9.10F THE CONVENTION

4.1 Turkey: Capture of Bottlenose dolphins Tursiops truncatus)

4.2 Consideration by the Bureau

5.

CONSERVATION OF HABITATS : SETTING UP OF ECOLOGICAL NETWORKS

5.1 Progress on the Emerald Network
5.2 Co-operation with the EEA

6.

EUROPEAN DIPLOMA OF PROTECTED AREAS

6.1 Report from the meeting of the Group of Specialists

6.2 Draft renewals in 2010 (to be presented to the Comittee of Ministers)
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9.

FOLLOW -UP OF PREVIOUS RECOMMENDATIONS :

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

= Recommendation No. 98 (2002) on the project todbaimotorway through the Kresna
Gorge (Bulgaria)

» Recommendation No0.113 (2004) on military antenndhi Sovereign Base Area of
Akrotiri (Cyprus)

» Recommendation No. 112 (2004) on hydro-electric slaat Kérahnjukar and
Nordlingaalda (Iceland)

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

= Recommendation No. 137 (2008) on population levehagement of large carnivore
populations

= Recommendation No. 144 (2009) of the Standing Cdtemi on the wind park in
Smagla (Norway) and other wind farm developmentdanwvay

ILLEGAL KILLING OF BIRDS
STRATEGIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE CONVENTION

9.1 Co-operation with other biodiversity-related convertions
9.2 Signature of the MoC agreed with IUCN in 2009
9.3 International Year of Biodiversity

10.

ANY OTHER BUSINESS

*k%k
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APPENDIX 2

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

CZECH REPUBLIC / REPUBLIQUE TCHEQUE
Mr Jan PLESNIK, Advisor in international co-opeostj Agency for Nature Conservation and
Landscape Protection of the Czech Republic, Nuae88k 14 000 PRAGUE 4
Tel +420 241 082 114. Fax +420 241 082 999. di:pan.plesnik@nature.cz
[Apologised for absence / Excusé]

| CELAND / | SLANDE

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

Tel: +354 590 0500. Fax: +354 590 0595. E-nj@d@ni.is

ROMANIA / ROUMANIE

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

Tel: +40 745592 881. Fax: +40 213163382. Ekmailviu.megan@mmediu.roor
roxana.ionescu@mmediu.ro

SERBIA / SERBIE

Ms Snezana PROKIC, Focal point for Bern Conventiatyiser, Ministry of Environment and Spatial

Planning of the Republic of Serbia, Omladinskitghda 1. Str, SIV lll, NEW BELGRADE, 11070

Tel: +381 11 31 31 569. Fax: +381 11 313 2458-mail: snezana.prokic@ekoplan.gov.rs
[Apologised for absence / Excusé]

SWITZERLAND / SUISSE

Mr Olivier BIBER, Chef Biodiversité international®ffice fédéral de I'environnement, des foréts et
du paysage (OFEV), CH-3003 BERNE

Tel : +41 31 323 06 63. Fax: +41 31 324 75 Bmail :olivier.biber@bafu.admin.ch

SECRETARIAT / SECRETARIAT

Council of Europe / Conseil de I'Europe, Directoraé of Culture and Cultural and
Natural Heritage / Direction de la Culture et du Pdrimoine culturel et naturel,
F-67075 STRASBOURG CEDEX, France

Tel : +33388412000. Fax:+33388413751

Mr Eladio FERNANDEZ-GALIANO, Head of the BiologicaDiversity Unit / Chef de I'Unitéa de la
Diversité biologique
Tel : +33 388 41 22 59. Fax:+33 3 88 41 37 Tmail :eladio.fernandez-galiano@coe.int

Ms Ilvana d’ALESSANDRO, Administrator / Administrate Natural Heritage and Biological Diversity
Division / Division du Patrimoine naturel et deDaversité biologique
Tel: +33390 2151 51. Fax:+33 38841 37 Etmail :ivana.dalessandro@coe.int

Ms Frangoise BAUER, Principal administrative assist Assistante administrative principale, Natural
Heritage and Biological Diversity Division / Diviai du Patrimoine naturel et de la Diversité biaogi
Tel: +33388412264. Fax:+33 38841 37 Etmail :francoise.bauer@coe.int
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Ms Véronique de CUSSAC, Administrative assistafitgistante administrative, Biological Diversity
Unit / Unité de la Diversité biologique
Tel : +3338841 3476 Fax:+33 38841 37 &mail :veronigue.decusac@coe.int

Ms Katarzyna KARWACKA, Administrative assistant /sd#istante administrative, Biological
Diversity Unit / Unité de la Diversité biologique
Tel : +33 388 41 43 34 Fax : +33 3 88 41 37 T&mail :katarzyna.karwacka@coe.int

Ms Valentina MAURIELLO, Trainee / Stagiaire, Natukeritage and Biological Diversity Division /
Division du Patrimoine naturel et de la Diversitélagique
Tel : +33388 412000 Fax:+33 38841 37 Fmail :maria.blaziogannaki@coe.int




