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MEETING OF THE 

ENEA-MA WORKING GROUP ON BIODIVERSITY IN 2014-2020 OPERATIONAL 

PROGRAMMES 

17 OCTOBER 2012, ROME, ITALY 

 

Draft Minutes 

 

PRESENT 

Member States: Estonia, Hungary, Italy, Lithuania, the Netherlands, Poland 

NGOs: WWF 

European Commission (COM): Milena Novakova, Przemyslaw Oginski (DG Environment), 
Mathieu Fichter (DG REGIO) 

 

AGENDA ITEMS AND CONCLUSIONS 

 

1 and 2: OPENING AND APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA AND PREVIOUS MINUTES 

The meeting was opened by Aldo Ravazzi (IT) who welcomed the members of the ENEA-
MA Biodiversity Working Group in Rome. The meeting was chaired by Milena Novakova 
(DG ENV). The draft minutes from the previous meeting in Brussels were approved.  
Concerning the agenda items the COM clarified that the discussions should fit the current 
state of play of the deliverables, taking into account the proposed modifications in the group's 
mandate. Hence, the COM proposed first to discuss the draft deliverables 1.a, 1.b and 2.a and 
then to focus on the proposed amendment of  the mandate, the future deliverables and the 
follow-up of the group's work. The proposal was accepted and the members adopted the 
agenda for the meeting. 

 

3. OVERVIEW OF THE DELIVERABLES PREPARED BY THE CORE GROUP 

COM thanked the members of the core group for their work and commitment in preparing the 
respective deliverables.  COM referred to the outcomes from the meeting of the core group in 
Cardiff, 26 September 2012. 
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Deliverable 1.a 

Gyöngyvér Gyene (HU MA) presented deliverable 1.a.  In principle, the structure and the 
content of this paper have been agreed during the meeting in Cardiff.  However, the group 
noted that it might be useful to introduce a reference to the National Biodiversity Action 
Plans.  COM noted that indeed, such a reference might be pertinent provided that it is clear 
what the content of these plans is and whether they contain measures which might fit to the 
purposes of the paper.  Unlike other plans relevant for Cohesion and Structural Funds 
programmes and projects, i.e. the waste management plans, the river basin management 
plans, the National Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans (NBSAPs) are not required 
under the EU environmental acquis.  They are not submitted to the Commission and they are 
not an ex-ante conditionality for financing.  Their legal basis is the provisions of the 
Convention of the Biological Diversity.  Without prejudice to the means of these plans, the 
COM proposed the group to reflect and carry some additional search to clarify to which 
extent a reference to the National Biodiversity Action Plans might fit the purpose of the 
paper.  Should such a reference be considered as pertinent, it has to be elaborated and 
justified in a way that shows the relevance of NBSAPs to the subject of the paper 

The members of the group shared the view that the three tables presenting the CSF 
opportunities to fund biodiversity related interventions are very helpful and facilitate the 
work of the national authorities.  The references to direct or indirect eligible expenditures, 
identified in the tables, are to be deleted. It might be discussable for some of them if they are 
direct or indirect.  Therefore, to avoid confusion, defining their relevance will be omitted. 

WWF proposed a list of the relevant legal acts to be annexed to the paper. 

 

Deliverable 1.b 

Gyöngyvér Gyene (HU MA) presented deliverable 1.b.  The group agreed that this paper is 
very clear and fits to the task, as presented in the mandate of the group.  However, deliverable 
1.a and 1.b tend to show some similarities.  Therefore, the group deemed pertinent to merge 
the two documents in a single file, where the current deliverable 1.b may present the 
framework and/or the chapter listing the most important policy developments (i.e. EU 2020 
Strategy, Resource Efficiency, the EU Biodiversity strategy, the TEEB, etc.), and deliverable 
1.a to present the EU legal instruments streamlining and implementing these policy trends  A 
reference to the NBSAPs might seem pertinent under the first part of deliverable 1.b. 

The members of the group shared the view that the second part of deliverable 1.b – How to 
best integrate biodiversity in the Partnership Agreements and the OPs, better fits to the 
content of deliverable 1.a.  

COM noted that additional relevant documents are on the way, i.e. the Green Infrastructure 
Green Paper, which will be ready in the first quarter of 2013.  
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Deliverables 1.a and 1.b will be circulated for information to ENEA-MA Plenary noting 
that the work on them is still on-going. 

 

Deliverable 2.a 

Peter Torkler (WWF) presented the power point presentation under deliverable 2.a.  Its 
purpose has been to summarize the outcomes from deliverable 1.a and 1.b and pave the way 
ahead. It was already very well advanced and close to what the final outcome would have to 
be with the aim to use this power point as a dissemination and communication tool of the 
whole work done under this WG.The presentation has been presented in the ENEA-MA 
Plenary meeting on 18 October 2012. 

 

4. REVISED VERSION OF THE MANDATE & FUTURE DELIVERABLES 

During the meeting in Cardiff, the core group agreed that the mandate of the ENEA-MA 
Biodiversity WG needs to be revised.  Draft version of the proposed changes concerning the 
scope and organization of the deliverables has been sent to the members of the group before 
the meeting.  No comments have been received. 

The group decided to merge in a single document deliverable 1.a and 1.b. As a result, the 
core group will prepare a framework paper.  It will present an overview of the main relevant 
policies, e.g. the  EU 2020 Strategy for smart, sustainable and inclusive growth, the EU 
biodiversity strategy to 2020; TEEB, etc.  The paper shall refer also to the applicable 
legislative acts, and CSF funding sources, relevant for the biodiversity and Natura 2000 
financing and streamlining in the Cohesion policy.  The objective of the paper shall be to 
present the possibilities for integrating biodiversity and Natura 2000 in the available CSF 
financial sources.  The paper shall discuss the necessity of ensuring consistency in integrating 
the biodiversity concerns in the respective and relevant programmes to be adopted on a 
national level, as well as the means of the biodiversity streamlining in the regional planning.  
The paper shall take note, in particular, of the process and the content of the Partnership 
Agreements (PAs); Operational Programmes (OPs) and the Priority Action Frameworks 
(PAFs). 

Deadline – 31 January 2013. 

 

Deliverable 2.b [former Deliverable 2.c] 

This deliverable targets a preparation of set of recommendations to better identify 
biodiversity activities which the national authorities can list under their OPs.  
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In Cardiff, the core group agreed that the outcomes deliverable will be of particular help to 
the managing authorities.  

To ensure that the content of deliverable 2.b addresses relevant queries and needs of the 
competent national authorities as well as that that it provides the practical guidance for the 
planning process, the group shared the view that an input from all ENEA-MA WG 
Biodiversity, as well as ENEA-MA Plenary will be needed. Therefore, a set of questions will 
be dispatched in a template form and the members of the ENEA-MA Biodiversity and 
ENEA-MA Plenary will be requested to reply.  Their replies will be needed for the sole 
purposes of developing the recommendations paper and will be without prejudice to the 
official national stand on some of these questions. 

 

Deadline for receiving the replies to the questions: 20 December 2012. 

The work on this deliverable should be concluded by mid-February 2013. 

 

The third task to be performed by the core group has been revised in the amended version of 
the mandate.  Now it covers three different issues: development of indicators aiming to 
ensure integration of biodiversity in the OPs and the projects' planning and implementation; 
biodiversity tracking and the use of the coding system for the Cohesion Policy expenditures, 
and the follow-up work concerning the definition of biodiversity proofing and setting the 
procedure for its measurement. 

The group will agree on the deadline for these deliverables after finalizing the pending ones. 

 

5. UPDATE ON FINANCING NATURA 2000 

Przemyslaw Oginski presented the progress on the MFF with regard to financing Natura 
2000. He reported on the outcomes from the LIFE PAFs projects' seminar and informed the 
group on the new contract on financing Natura 2000. 

 

6. UPDATE AND RECENT DEVELOPMENTS UNDER CIF 

Milena Novakova presented the latest developments under the CIF and the respective actions 
envisaged under the EU Biodiversity Strategy 2020. 
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7. NEXT MEETING 

The core group will meet in mid-February (either 15 or 22 February 2013) in Sofia, Bulgaria. 
Beyond on-going email exchanges by then, it will be explored whether a video conference or 
telephone conference could be organised by end of December 2012 or early January 2013. 

The revised versions of deliverable 1.a and 2.a should be presented at least two weeks before 
this meeting. 

The next meeting of ENEA-MA Biodiversity WG will take place one day before ENEA-MA 
Plenary, i.e. 13 February 2013. The meeting will be either in Athens, or in Brussels. 


