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1. Introduction 

The chairman, Georges Kremlis, welcomed the participants stressing the important work 
being performed on Integrated Coastal Zone Management, both in support to 
implementation and on the orientations for a follow-up to the 2002 Recommendation.  

He informed the meeting that a re-organisation is planned in DG Environment and that in 
this context ICZM issues would be combined with the Marine Strategy Framework 
Directive implementation in a new marine unit.  

Agenda and participants list in annex. 

2. Working Group report Follow-up to the EU ICZM Recommendation 
 
The chairman, Georges Kremlis, reminded participants that the Commission has planned 
a follow-up to the EU ICZM Recommendation in 2010. The November 2008 plenary 
meeting of the EU ICZM Expert group decided to form a Working group in order to 
provide early reflections on strategic orientations and options to consider in the impact 
assessment process.  
Birgit Snoeren, DG Environment, presented the Working group's report (annex).  
 
Athina Mourmouris, Greece, welcomed the report, but wished to underline the need for 
tools to effectively implement ICZM. Enough flexibility should be born in mind, as the 
same tools may not be needed or be appropriate for all Member States. Moreover, within 
a country, different coastal areas have different needs and not all issues can be regulated. 
On the policy options, while a Recommendation may not be enough, a Directive may not 
work out as it may not offer enough scope for flexibility. An action plan could provide a 
more realistic option. Authorities in Greece would be reluctant to accept a too 
constraining instrument, so that ultimately much will depend on the wording of the 
instrument. In any case more time should be taken, also considering the reorganisations 
and elections in Greece. 
 
Oliviero Montanaro, Italy, also stressed the need for a flexible and differentiated 
approach. However he felt that an action plan could be more constraining in that it should 
fix certain actions from the start. Moreover with the financial crisis the question arises 
really what actions could be committed to in such a plan in the near future. The Marine 
Strategy Framework Directive example is very interesting because it is an open tool to 
set up action plans by Member States over a longer time-span. This shows that a 
Directive can also provide for the necessary flexibility. Before going into details on tools 
and deliverables however, we should first examine more what flexibility/degree of detail 
is needed at what level, and what is already set out under existing instruments such as the 
Marine Strategy Framework Directive.  
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Kathy Belpaeme, Belgium, welcomed the report. For Belgium emphasis needs to be 
placed on sectoral integration; how to involve and have sectors take ownership of ICZM 
needs to be considered in the follow-up. Informal consultations show that regional 
administrations think a more binding approach is feasible, but the coherence to the 
Marine Strategy and Water Framework Directives need to be examined.  
 
This latter point was also highlighted by Xavier Chauvin, France. In general a better 
coherence between existing tools should be achieved, in particular the articulation to the 
Marine Strategy Framework Directive and the connexion of EU level and regional seas 
level instruments. A policy and framework directive covering both coasts and sea would 
be interesting, but as there are already instruments in place, these must be built on. 
 
Steve Collins, UK, said that ICZM cannot be forced on different sectors. Stakeholders 
need to understand the benefits to them of ICZM. In this respect tools and socio-
economic assessment are needed that show the benefits of working together.  
 
Inguna Urtane, Latvia, informed the Expert Group that the experience in coastal zones 
has led to the conclusion that procedures for decision making, sectoral and vertical 
integration as well as public participation are casted in a legal framework. Consequently 
a framework is being prepared concerning legal tools for decision making and rural 
coasts. In this context, a new EU directive focussing only on procedures would not be 
useful on top of national spatial planning arrangements. An Action programme would be 
more realistic. 
 
Janja Kreitmayer McKenzie, Slovenia, agreed to the Working Group report. She 
emphasised the role of spatial planning, also for the coordination of policies and vertical 
integration. It would be useful to consider using spatial impact assessment, to determine 
which policies are most concerned by a need for coordination. Regarding the option of an 
Action plan, she thought that this could be more difficult for some Member States, 
because of uncertain resources situations, but also as it is unclear how such an Action 
plan would link to national actions plans set up under the Recommendation.  
 
Andrzej Cieslak, Poland, stressed that ICZM is at the core of the Integrated Maritime 
Policy, some parts of which are supported by legislation. If ICZM is not coming forward 
enough in Member States, than that it a reason to strengthen the instrument. While also 
actions at EU level are needed, mostly implementation in and by Member States should 
be focussed on. He agreed that a Directive can provide flexibility and would be a good 
choice, which is supported especially at the regional level in Poland according to 
informal consultations. The core and added-value of ICZM to be emphasised, is the 
participative approach to coastal management, covering all decision making relevant to 
the coastal zone, including, but not only, spatial planning decisions. He referred to the 
Council of Europe Model law of the Coast and the Code of Conduct, as sources of 
inspiration. 
 
Heike Holzfuß, Germany, agreed to the Working Group report. She indicated that the 
main need would be to provide a stronger impulse to the many actors involved to actually 
cooperate and engage in ICZM, otherwise over time there is a slow-down in momentum. 
The benefits of ICZM must be made more visible. In Germany the activity currently is 
still more situated at the research level; a ICZM coordination centre is being explored, a 
vision for the Wadden Sea is being prepared, and Länder coastal master plans with ICZM 
actions/tools is being encouraged. There is not yet a view on what type of instrument at 
EU level may be preferable. The stronger incentive to all actors to engage in ICZM is 
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most important; it can then be followed by determining the details of specific tools that 
may be needed.  
 
Carlos Peña, Spain, said that the problem and the needs seems very well known, the 
question being however how to change things. In particular sectoral integration is 
critical. On this point the Recommendation failed as it does not require the various actors 
to collaborate. The priority should therefore be to create such an obligation. A framework 
directive can for the rest be flexible as needed. 
 
Sten Jerdinius, Sweden, said that achieving a coherent proposal would be difficult given 
that there are already too many instruments and strategies. He cautioned that the legal 
basis would need to be carefully looked at. If integration is aimed at Article 175 may not 
be enough; spatial planning is not a competency for the EU.  
 
Joanna Constantinidou, Cyprus, suggested that a focus on environmental sustainability 
would be more straightforward in the Cypriot context. A wider framework for integrated 
management, covering also spatial planning, involves more intergovernmental work and 
this needs more time. 
 
Françoise Breton, EEA/ETC, indicated that the EEA continues to work on the assessment 
of coastal zones. In 2010 the new Corine land cover data will allow an update of some of 
the analysis performed for the ICZM evaluation in 2006. The National Reference Centres 
will be strengthened for marine and water issues. The EEA also continues to work with 
the International Coastal Atlas Network to reinforce in due time the built-up of a strong 
coastal knowledge basis. In the same spirit, for the Mediterranean and Black Seas the 
Topic Centre is leading a new research project PEGASO.  
 
Georges Kremlis summed up the discussion. The business-as-usual is not an option given 
the continued need for ICZM. The challenge will be to find a strong but still flexible 
follow-up to the EU ICZM Recommendation. All the options, more or less ambitious, 
require an equally long process before adoption, and this should be taken into account.  
While it seems clear that at least governance and sectoral integration need to be fixed 
more strongly, a new meeting of the Working Group would be useful to elaborate on the 
linkages to existing instruments and the development of objectives, including the 
regional seas adaptations and implementation over different governance levels. 
Invitations and a mandate will need to be put in place by the new marine unit, after 
DGENV reorganisation.  
 
3. Format for reporting on progress of ICZM implementation in Member States 
 
The Chairman, Georges Kremlis, stressed that continued reporting by Member States is 
important, not only to share information on ICZM progress in Member States, but also as 
a means to keeping up the momentum. As the formal time-line for reporting of the EU 
ICZM Recommendation ended in 2006, he invited Member States as well to reflect on 
how best the Commission could invite for a new national ICZM report. The 2006/2007 
evaluation concluded that the substance of the Recommendation remains valid. Given the 
expiry however of the reporting deadlines, we need to work on a "gentlemen's 
agreement" regarding further reporting.    

Birgit Snoeren, DG Environment, presented the draft reporting guidance. The Expert 
Group meeting November 2008 had concluded that a light form of reporting or 
questionnaire should be preferred. A flexible form was chosen, with fixed headings but 
adaptable questions under each heading, rather than a fixed list of questions. The key 
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heading are: an account on activities undertaken on ICZM, an assessment of progress 
realised, and a prospective view to further ICZM implementation.  

Several participants indicated that the suggested deadline of June 2010 would be 
unrealistic (Andrzej Cieslak, Poland; Steve Collins, UK; Heike Holzfuß, Germany; 
Oliviero Montanaro, Italy; Athina Mourmouris, Greece). As to the contents, more 
detailed guidance and questions were suggested (inclusion of best-practices, tools, policy 
evaluation) (Xavier Chauvin, France; Oliviero Montanaro, Italy; Athina Mourmouris, 
Greece). Several participants confirmed the need for an official, high-level letter from the 
Commission requesting the report, so as to support the internal processes and provide a 
context of continuity since the 2006 report (Xavier Chauvin, France; Andrzej Cieslak, 
Poland). On a question from Heike Holzfuß, Germany, concerning the expected length of 
the report, Birgit Snoeren, DG Environment, suggested that the 10 to 15 pages length 
used for Commission Communications could be taken as reference.   

Georges Kremlis concluded that participants should send further comments by e-mail. 
DGENV will rework the first draft, based on the observations made and circulate a 
revised draft for comments, as well as a draft letter inviting Member States for the report 
at the appropriate hierarchical level.  

 4. Information on PEGASO project and OURCOAST 

Françoise Breton, EEA, presented the research project PEGASO, selected to support 
ICZM in the Mediterranean and the Black Sea. The project should start in January 2010, 
for a duration of 48 months. The project aims to provide a platform that will allow 
scientists, policy and decision makers to share data and information relevant to ICZM. 
The platform will be based on a network of local geonodes, following the principles of 
INSPIRE. Beyond the constitution of this information network, the project will elaborate 
assessment methods and tools, and perform practical tests in at least 10 sites. 

The support to the ICZM Protocol is central to the project, and the relevant institutions of 
the Mediterranean Action Plan are partners in the project. Françoise Breton invited the 
participants to become part of the end-user panel of PEGASO.  

Birgit Snoeren, DG Environment, provided a short update on the state-of-play of the 
implementation of the OURCOAST initiative. For the immediate future, until the end of 
the year, the most important task is to select the first set of cases (350). The cases should 
collectively provide a useful resource covering for the main issues and be of practical 
use. The Expert group will be asked feed-back once the list is established by the 
consultant; however, already at this stage, the participant are strongly invited to signal 
the case (or cases) that they really think should be featured in the database. A letter by 
the project manager has been sent to the experts detailing the various steps in 
OURCOAST and the suggested involvement of the experts.  

Georges Kremlis concluded that interested participant should contact Françoise Breton 
directly to become part of the end-user panel for PEGASO. Suggestions for good cases 
that experts consider that must be part of OURCOAST to be send by e-mail to Birgit 
Snoeren.    

5. Initiatives Cohesion Policy and Integrated Maritime Policy 

Integrated Maritime Policy 
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Haitze Siemers, DGMARE, informed the Expert Group about progress in the 
implementation of the EU Integrated Maritime Policy. The action plan published with the 
2007 Blue Book is implemented for circa 80%. The action plan included 3 core actions 
for which Haitze Siemers provided a state-of-play: Maritime Spatial Planning, 
EMODNET and Surveillance1.  

As to lessons' learned so far, Haitze Siemers indicated that firstly, it has become clear 
that the Marine Strategy Framework Directive is much more a cross-cutting instrument in 
the context of the Maritime Policy. The same holds for the Marine Research Strategy, for 
which a first joint call is published. Sustainability will more clearly need to underpin the 
next phases of the Integrated Maritime Policy. Secondly, the need for a regional seas' 
based implementation changes the approach to policy making. An EU Strategy for the 
Baltic Sea Region, wider than a maritime strategy, was adopted in June. A Commission 
Communication towards a Strategy for the Mediterranean, in which ICZM is important, 
will be published shortly. For other seas the approach needs to be decided. Thirdly, 
governance as the cornerstone of the Integrated Maritime Policy has been confirmed. 
Improved governance concerns all levels, not just the EU. Moreover, as regards the 
international dimension, the cooperation with international partners and third countries 
needs to be reinforced, in particular for issues relating to the high-seas. Finally, the 
current financial crisis raises the question of impacts on the maritime economy. 

Several participants raised questions, concerning the change in language from "marine" 
to "maritime" spatial planning, the apparent emphasis in MSP on "zoning" rather than 
broader objectives that could be pursued, and consequently the competent authority that 
would need to lead on MSP (Joanna Constantinidou, Cyprus; Athina Mourmouris, 
Greece). Also the part of coasts in the Integrated Maritime Policy, and the need to 
consider interconnected land and sea spaces were highlighted, taking into account the 
boundaries set by the Marine Strategy and Water Framework Directives (Athina 
Mourmouris, Greece; Xavier Chauvin, France; Sten Jerdinius, Sweden). Observations 
were made to the effect that all decision making systems need to be addressed like in 
ICZM, not only those related to spatial allocation decisions (Andrzej Cieslak, Poland; 
Wulf Hülsmann, Germany); more is needed than organisation of sea space and a related 
definition of MSP (Sten Jerdinius, Sweden). Questions were also raised on the next steps 
after the 4 workshops (Heike Holzfuß, Germany). 

In response, Haitze Siemers explained that Maritime Spatial Planning was singled out as 
an action in the Maritime Policy so as to keep focus on new, added-value actions, but 
links to existing actions such as ICZM were also kept. One of the principles for MSP 
calls for the linking up of maritime and terrestrial spatial planning. Suggestions as to how 
this could or should be done are welcomed. There is as yet little experience with MSP, 
but it is clear that land-use planning cannot simply be copied to the marine environment. 
The roadmap states as overarching principle the eco-system based approach; this will 
imply cross-border, or at least coordinated, plans in adjacent sea areas. A common 
approach would be beneficial to such areas. However, how to organise MSP, including 
questions of competent authorities and the boundaries between planning systems, is a 
matter of subsidiarity and up to Member States to define. As to the next steps in the 
process to support MSP, Haitze Siemers indicated that there would be a progress report 
in the first half of 2010, summing up the results of the 4 workshops, studies and 
information on the pilot projects for the Baltic and North Seas. 

                                                 
1  http://ec.europa.eu/maritimeaffairs/  

http://ec.europa.eu/maritimeaffairs/
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Georges Kremlis, Chairman, concluded that MSP and ICZM have implications on each 
other, in addition to the relations to environmental directives. Hence the interrelationship 
needs to be further examined and DGMARE involved in the process. 

Cohesion Policy 

Patrick Salez, DGREGIO, presented the Green Paper on Territorial Cohesion and in 
particular the results from the public consultation2. The contributions stressed the 
necessity to coordinate policies, with a view to avoiding negative or contradictory 
policies. Possibly development of territorial impact assessment and/or SEA could be 
helpful in this respect. Moreover, the shift towards a more functional approach is 
confirmed. Regional programmes should be less stringently linked to administrative 
borders, but rather cover larger spaces (e.g. metropolitan areas, mountain ranges, coastal 
zones and maritime basins). Finally, the territorial cooperation part (or Interreg) of the 
Cohesion policy would need to be improved, especially reinforcing the transnational 
component.  

Until mid-2010, DGREGIO envisages further discussion of the Green Paper and 
orientation in the Council working group on Cohesion policy. Also an expert seminar sil 
be organised. The negotiations towards a new Cohesion policy, post 2013, will start for 
real from 2010. The question is to what extent Territorial Cohesion can be covered 
within the future Cohesion policy. While the Lisbon strategy is likely to also underpin 
the future Cohesion policy, it remains to be seen whether for a balanced territorial 
development this strategy is enough. Moreover, the Cohesion policy may need to give 
more attention to balanced local development needs. Furthermore, synergies of actions 
need to be more developed in broader areas, such as through the EU Strategy for the 
Baltic Sea region. Finally, the Member States and stakeholder need to be convinced that 
Territorial Cohesion does not create additional financial and budgetary burdens. The 
added-value of Territorial Cohesion, in terms of policy and for different territories, needs 
to be better understood. The Green Paper stresses that Territorial Cohesion should not be 
confounded with more rigid, binding forms of planning such as spatial planning.   

Athina Mourmouris, Greece, acknowledged the proposed approach of strengthening the 
assets of a given territory. However for small areas, such as small islands, there may not 
be enough assets or alternatives to provide a development basis, without specific support 
measures. Patrick Salez answered that the proposals for "geographically handicapped" 
areas were not taken over by Council in the past. The Green Paper consultation did not 
provide new conclusive orientations on the issue. Part of the problem is lack of 
sufficiently precise data. DGREGIO will update the islands study of 2003 and in the 
context of ESPON a targeted analysis on islands is underway3.  

Georges Kremlis, the Chairman, concluded that "territorial" in Territorial Cohesion needs 
to be understood to cover land and sea, in an integrated way. The questions of islands 
will need to be further developed in ICZM and Territorial Cohesion. 

AOB 

Georges Kremlis, the Chairman, informed the experts that options are explored for a 
Presidency event around ICZM with the Spanish and Belgium 2010 Presidencies.   

                                                 
2 http://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/consultation/terco/index_en.htm  
3 http://www.espon.eu/mmp/online/website/content/programme/1455/2233/2237/2243/index_EN.html  

http://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/consultation/terco/index_en.htm
http://www.espon.eu/mmp/online/website/content/programme/1455/2233/2237/2243/index_EN.html
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He also informed the experts that the proposal for the ratification of the ICZM Protocol 
to the Barcelona Convention would be presented during the Spanish presidency, early 
2010. 

Conclusions 

Georges Kremlis, the Chairman, concluded the meeting by summarising the main points: 

• The Working Group on the follow-up to the EU ICZM Recommendation should 
continue its work. Following its reorganisation, DGENV is to propose terms of 
reference and invitations for a new meeting. 

• Member State reporting on the progress in implementing ICZM should be kept up. 
The draft reporting guidance will be revised and re-circulated to the experts. 

• The Experts are invited to volunteer for the PEGASO end-user group, by contacting 
Françoise Breton, EEA/ETC. For the OURCOAST initiative, Experts are invited to 
suggest good examples of tools for ICZM implementation to Birgit Snoeren, DGENV. 

• The Expert group is invited to continue following closely the Territorial Cohesion and 
Maritime Policy developments, and liaise as necessary with colleagues in the national 
and regional administrations. 

• The next meeting of the EU ICZM Expert Group will be fixed by the new unit in 
DGENV after the reorganisation.     



 

 

EUROPEAN COMMISSION 
DIRECTORATE-GENERAL  
ENVIRONMENT 
Directorate D – Water, Chemicals & Cohesion 
ENV.D.3 – Cohesion policy & environmental impact assessment 
 

  
 

Agenda 

Expert group ICZM Recommendation 

9th Meeting, 7 September 2009  
venue: DGEnvironment,  

Avenue Beaulieu 5, room BU5 0/C, Brussels 
10 hrs – 17 hrs 

 

10.00 Welcome  

• Working Group report Follow-up to the EU ICZM Recommendation 
Exchange of views, discussion next steps  

 
• Format for reporting on progress of ICZM implementation in Member States 

Discussion  

12.30 – 14.00 Lunch 

• OURCOAST initiative 
Presentation of state-of-play, discussion  

• Initiatives Cohesion and Maritime policy 
Presentations; Discussion implications of Cohesion and Maritime policy for ICZM 
strategies 

16.30 Conclusions 

8 



ATTENDANCE LIST 

9th meeting Expert group - Integrated coastal zone management ICZM 

7/9/2009 – Brussels 

 

 NAME ORGANISATION ADDRESS TELEPHONE FAX E-MAIL 

► BELPAEME Kathy Province of West-Flanders
Coordination Centre ICZM 

PAK Wandelaarskaai 7 

B-8400 Oostende 

32.59.34.21.41 32.59.34.21.31 Kathy.belpaeme@west-
vlaanderen.be 

► CONSTANTINIDOU 
Joanna 

Environment service 

 

Cyprus +357.22408920 +357 22774945 jconstantinidou@moa.gov.c
y 

► TIHLMAN Tiina Ministry of the Environment Kasarmikatu 25 

PO Box 35 

FIN – 00023 Government 

+358.50 304 15 48 +358.91.60.39.365 Tiina.tihlman@ymparisto.fi  

 

► HOLZFUSS Heike 
 

Ministry of the Environment
Division N15
Legislation nature conservation and 
landscape management 

R. Schuman Platz 3
D-53775 Bonn 

+49.228.305.2674 +49.228.305.2697 Heike.Holzfuss@bmu.bund.de 
 

 

► HÜLSMANN Wulf Federal Environment Agency UBA PO Box 1406, D-06813 Dessau +49 340 2103 2112 +49 340 2104 2112 Wulf.huelsmann@uba.de  

► PENA MARTINEZ 
Carlos 

General Directorate for 
Sustainability of the Coast

Plaza San Juan de la Cruz s/n +34.91.597.58.49 +34.91.597.59.24 Cpena@mma.es  

mailto:Kathy.belpaeme@west-vlaanderen.be
mailto:Kathy.belpaeme@west-vlaanderen.be
mailto:Tiina.tihlman@ymparisto.fi
mailto:Heike.Holzfuss@bmu.bund.de
mailto:Wulf.huelsmann@uba.de
mailto:CPena@mma.es


 

Ministerio Medio Ambiente E – 28003 Madrid +34.91.597.58.52 

► FOUQUART Xavier Ministère de l'écologie, énergie, 
développement durable et de la mer 

France +33 1 40813212  Xavier.Fouquart@developpement-
durable.gouv.fr  

► CHAUVIN Xavier  Délégation interministérielle à 
l'Aménagement et à la compétitivité 
des territoires
DIACT 

France + 33. 1.40 65 12 05  Xavier.chauvin@diact.gouv.fr 

► URTANE Inguna Ministry of Regional Development 
and Local Governments, Spatial 
Planning Department 

Latvia +371 6777 03 56  Inguna.urtane@raplm.gov.lv  

► MONTANARO 
Oliviero 

Ministry of the Environment, Land 
and Sea 
 

Via Cristoforo Colombo 44
00100 Rome
Italy 

+39.06.57.223441 +39.06.57228424 Montanaro.oliviero@minambient
e.it 

► ADDIS Daniela Ministry of the Environment, Land 
and Sea 

Via Cristoforo Colombo 44
00100 Rome
Italy 

+39 065722 3404  Addis.daniela@minambiente.it 

► Athena 
MOURMOURIS 

Ministry for the Environment, 
Physical Planning and Public Works
 

Amaliados 17 Str,
115 23, Athens - GREECE 

 

+30 213 1515 369 +30 210-6458690 a.mourmouri@dxor.minenv.gr 

► COSTACHE Mihail Ministry of Environment and 
Sustainable Development 

12 Libertatii Bvd, sec.5 
040129 Bucharest 

Romania 

+40 21 31 62 184 +40 21 316 02 82 Mihai.costache@mmediu.ro  

► CIESLAK Andrzej Maritime Office in Gdynia ul. Chrzanowskiego 10, 81-338 
Gdynia, Poland 

Poland 

+48.58.6206911 ext. 
570 
mobile: 
+48 601 997 965 

+48.58.6616697 cieslak@umgdy.gov.pl 

10 

mailto:Xavier.Fouquart@developpement-durable.gouv.fr
mailto:Xavier.Fouquart@developpement-durable.gouv.fr
mailto:Inguna.urtane@raplm.gov.lv
mailto:a.mourmouri@dxor.minenv.gr
mailto:Mihai.costache@mmediu.ro


 

► COLLINS Stephen Department for Environment, Food 
and Rural Affairs 

Nobel House, Smith Square 

London 

+44 207 238 4327  stephen.t.collins@defra.gsi.gov.u
k 

► CATAHAN Sara Department for Environment, Food 
and Rural Affairs 

Nobel House, Smith Square 

London 

+44  207 238 4326  Sara.Catahan@defra.gsi.gov.uk 

► KREITMAYER-
McKENZIE Janja 

Ministry of the Environment and 
Spatial Planning 

Dumajska 21 

1000 Lubljana, Slovenia 

+386 1478 7053 +386 1478 7010 Janja.kreitmayer@gov.si 

► JERDENUS Sten 

 

Ministry of Sustainable 
Development 

S-103 33 Stockholm +46-84.05.3910 +46.8140987 Sten.jerdenius@environment.mini
stry.se 

► PICKAVER Alan EUCC-COASTAL Union 

 

Po Box 11232
2301EE Leiden NL 

+31-71 5122900 +31-71 5124069 a.pickaver@eucc.net 

► MICHAIL Antonis ESPO European Seaports 
Organisation 

 

Treurenberg 6 
B-1000 Brussel 

+32.2.7363463 +32 2 736 63 25 Antonis.michail@espo.be 

► BRETON Françoise, 

 

 

EEA / ETC-Topic Centre Land-use 
and Spatial Information  

Edifici C 
Torre C5-4a planta 
Facultat de Ciencias 
Universidad Autonoma  
E - 08193 Bellaterra – Barcelona 

+34.93.581.3549 +34.93.5813545  

Francoise.breton@uab.es 

 

COMMISSION 

► KREMLIS Georges DGENV D3 BU5 4/141 

B – 1049 Brussels 

+32 2 2966526  Georges.kremlis@ec.europa.eu  

11 

mailto:Sten.jerdenius@environment.ministry.se
mailto:Sten.jerdenius@environment.ministry.se
mailto:Francoise.breton@uab.es
mailto:Georges.kremlis@ec.europa.eu


 

12 

► SNOEREN Birgit 

 

DGENV D3 BU5 4/128 

B – 1049 Brussels 

+32.2.299.40.53  Birgit.snoeren@ec.europa.eu 

► SIEMERS Haitze   DGMARE E1 J79 2/30 

B-1049 Brussels 

+32 2 299 0185  haitze.siemers@ec.europa.eu   

► RUIZ Ana  DGMARE D1  +32 2 297 68 60  Ana.ruiz@ec.europa.eu  

► SALEZ Patrick DGREGIO C2 CSM1 4/160 

B-1049 Brussels 

+32 2 299 12 94  Patrick.salez@ec.europa.eu  

 

 

mailto:Birgit.snoeren@ec.europa.eu
mailto:haitze.siemers@ec.europa.eu
mailto:Ana.ruiz@ec.europa.eu
mailto:Patrick.salez@ec.europa.eu

