
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Natura 2000 seminars 

Kick-off seminar for marine 

biogeographical regions 

 

 

5-7th May, 2015, Saint-Malo, France 
 

Seminar report - July 2015 



Natura 2000 seminars – Marine biogeographical kick-off seminar report 

 
 

 

 

 

Prepared by:  THE N2K GROUP 

 

Copyright: © European Union, 2015 
Reproduction is authorised provided the source is acknowledged. 

 

Disclaimer:  The content of this publication does not necessarily reflect the opinion of the  
  European Commission, nor is the European Commission responsible for any use  

that might be made of information appearing herein. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Cover photo: Posidonia oceanica meadow, by Yiannis Issaris 

  



Natura 2000 seminars – Marine biogeographical kick-off seminar report 

 
 

ACRONYMS 
 
ACCOBAMS Agreement on the Conservation of Cetaceans of the Black Sea, Mediterranean Sea  

and contiguous Atlantic Area 

CBD  Convention on Biological Diversity 

CFP  Common Fisheries Policy 

EIA  Environmental Impact Assessment 

EMFF  European Marine Fisheries Fund 

EMODnet European Marine Data and Observation network 

ETC/BD  European Topic Centre/Biodiversity 

EU-ETS  European Union Emissions Trading System 

FCS  Favourable Conservation Status 

GES  Good Environmental Status 

GPS  Global Positioning System 

HELCOM Helsinki Commission 

ICES  International Council for the Exploration of the Seas 

INTERREG  Financial instrument of the European Union's Cohesion Policy 

INSPIRE  Directive 2007/2/EC establishing an Infrastructure for Spatial Information in the 
                             European Community 

LIDAR  Light Detection and Ranging 

LIFE  EU’s funding instrument for the environment and climate action 

LPO   Ligue pour la Protection des Oiseaux 

MedPAN Network of Mediterranean Marine Protected Area managers 

MEG   Marine Experts Group 

MPA  Marine Protected Areas 

MSFD  Marine Strategy Framework Directive 

MSPD  Maritime Spatial Planning Directive 

NGO  Non-governmental organisation 

OSPAR  Oslo/Paris Commission 

PANACHE Protected Area Network across the Channel Ecosystem,  
an EU INTERREG funded project 

PAF  Prioritised Action Framework 

RSC  Regional Seas Convention 

SAC  Special Area of Conservation 

VMS  Vessel Monitoring System 

WFD  Water Framework Directive  



Natura 2000 seminars – Marine biogeographical kick-off seminar report 

 
 

Contents 
 

1. Introduction .................................................................................................................................... 1 

1.1 Context of the kick-off seminar .................................................................................................... 1 

1.2 Preparatory work .......................................................................................................................... 2 

1.3 LIFE marine platform meeting ...................................................................................................... 3 

1.4 Field visits ...................................................................................................................................... 4 

Baie du Mont-Saint-Michel ............................................................................................................. 4 

Coastal cruise from Saint-Malo ....................................................................................................... 5 

1.5 Knowledge market ........................................................................................................................ 5 

2. Theme 1: Setting conservation objectives ...................................................................................... 6 

2.1 WORKING GROUP A: National approaches to setting conservation objectives ........................... 7 

2.2 WORKING GROUP B: Conservation objectives for habitats .......................................................... 8 

2.3 WORKING GROUP C: Conservation objectives for highly mobile species .................................. 10 

3. THEME 2:  Reconciling Natura 2000 objectives and marine activities/conservation management 

planning ................................................................................................................................................ 11 

3.1 WORKING GROUP D: Fisheries – identifying threats and pressures ........................................... 12 

3.2 WORKING GROUP E: Fisheries – introducing measures ............................................................. 13 

3.3 WORKING GROUP F: Other marine sectors ................................................................................ 14 

4. THEME 3:  Regional integration of Natura 2000 issues ................................................................ 15 

4.1 WORKING GROUP G: Cross-border collaboration ...................................................................... 17 

4.2 WORKING GROUP H: Regional networks .................................................................................... 18 

4.3 WORKING GROUP I: EU Financing .............................................................................................. 20 

5. Closing plenary session and conclusions ...................................................................................... 21 

Annex 1 – Programme of the kick-off marine biogeographical seminar .............................................. 24 

Annex 2 - List of participants of the kick-off marine biogeographical seminar .................................... 29 

Annex 3 – List of organisations and projects presented at the knowledge market ............................. 34 

 

 



Natura 2000 seminars – Marine biogeographical kick-off seminar report 

1 
 

1. Introduction 
 

This document presents the main outcomes from the marine Natura 2000 kick-off seminar. The 

seminar was the first biogeographic seminar with an exclusive focus on the management of marine 

Natura 2000 sites, bringing together representatives from Member States and stakeholder groups 

working on marine Natura 2000 to discuss issues of common concern and interest in relation to the 

conservation and management of marine Natura 2000 sites.  

The seminar, hosted by the French Ministry of Ecology, Sustainable Development and Energy and 

the French Agency for Marine Protected Areas, in close cooperation and with the European 

Commission and support of the Natura 2000 Marine Experts Group (MEG), took place at the Palais 

du Grand Large in Saint Malo from the 5 to 7 May 2015.  The seminar was attended by 135 delegates 

from all 23 Member States that have jurisdiction over areas of sea.  

The kick-off seminar was opened by Pierre Commenville from the French Ministry of Ecology, 

Sustainable Development and Energy and the mayor of Saint-Malo, Claude Renoult, who welcomed 

participants. 

Laurent Roy, Director of Water and Biodiversity from the French Ministry of Ecology, Sustainable 

Development and Energy, and Francois Gauthiez from the French Agency for Marine Protected 

Areas introduced the seminar by providing background on how Natura 2000 is being implemented in 

the marine environment in France. This was followed by an introduction to the marine 

biogeographical process by Fotios Papoulias from the European Commission and an introduction to 

the seminar themes by Susan Gubbay from the N2K consultancy providing support for the meeting. 

The slides from these and all other presentations can be found on the Natura 2000 platform1. 

This first session explained the wider context of the seminar within the Natura 2000 biogeographical 

process, summarised progress with implementing Natura 2000 in the marine environment, gave an 

overview of the current status of marine Natura 2000 in France, and introduced the seminar 

discussion themes.  

 

1.1 Context of the kick-off seminar 
 

The Natura 2000 biogeographical process is a practical process, launched in 2011, for Natura 2000 
practitioners and experts to work together in achieving the EU 2020 Biodiversity Strategy targets2. 
Natura 2000 is a key instrument for nature conservation in Europe and therefore the first target of 
this strategy focuses on Natura 2000 and reaching favourable conservation status for the habitats 
and species listed in the Birds and Habitats Directives’ annexes. The first seminar was held in May 
2012 and covered the terrestrial Boreal region.  
 
 At the end of 2014 there were more than 1,500 marine Natura 2000 sites extending over more than 
300,000 km2 of sea3. The recent State of Nature Report 4 notes that due to the complexity of working 

                                                            
1 http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/events/events-
upcoming/157_first_marine_biogeographical_process_seminar_en.htm 
2 http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/biodiversity/comm2006/2020.htm   
3 317,931.09 km2 as of the end of 2014. (from draft pre-scoping document for the marine regions) 
4 http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52015DC0219&from=EN 
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in the marine environment and the relative lack of data, the protection of marine features and 
establishing the Natura 2000 network (particularly offshore) have made less progress than in the 
terrestrial environment. Conservation status and trends vary considerably, and there are a high level 
of ‘unknowns’. Marine habitat types are faring much better in the Marine Macaronesian region (33% 
favourable) and the Marine Black Sea region (14% favourable) compared with other regions. By 
contrast, over 70% of habitat types in the Atlantic marine region have an unfavourable bad status. 
On the other hand there is a significant share of improving unfavourable habitats in the Marine 
Atlantic region (43%), followed by the Marine Macaronesian region (17%). On the other hand, the 
share of declining habitat assessments in the Marine Baltic region exceeds 70%, followed by the 
Marine Black Sea region with 43%5. 
 
This seminar was just a beginning of a hopefully long list of successful actions to support 

implementation of marine Natura 2000, as Natura 2000 is not only a network of sites, but also a 

network of people working together. The Natura 2000 Platform6
 is an important online tool to 

support this process and all practitioners involved are encouraged to use it for their benefit.  

 

1.2 Preparatory work  
 

The Marine Expert Group (MEG) under the Birds and Habitats directives was set up to facilitate the 

process for the designation and management of marine Natura 2000 sites. The annual meetings of 

the MEG in 2013 and 2014 considered how the new biogeographical process might assist them in 

their task and agreed that a kick-off seminar on a number of common issues of interest would be a 

good starting point. These discussions were supported by information in a number of papers 

including a pre-scoping document prepared by the ETC/BD, giving an overview of the conservation 

status of selected marine habitats and species based on the most recent round of reporting by 

Member States under Article 17 of the Habitats Directive (for the period 2007-2013)7, as well as the 

situation as regards to Natura 2000 designation for these species and habitats. Factsheets on the 

conservation status of nine marine habitat types and twenty-five marine species are also now 

available8.  

Following the offer of France to host the kick-off marine biogeographical seminar, a set of objectives, 

and a programme was developed based around three themes and nine working groups (Box 1). A 

seminar background document9 was prepared to support the programme and members of the MEG 

were invited to submit potential case studies for discussion at the event. Short summaries of the 

twenty-three case studies submitted prior to the seminar are included in the background document.  

 

 

 

                                                            
5 http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/pdf/state_of_nature_en.pdf  
6
 http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/index_en.htm    

7http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/documents/first_marine_biogeographical_process_semin
ar/prescop_doc_marine_en.pdf  
8http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/documents/first_marine_biogeographical_process_semin
ar/prescop_doc_marine_fact_sheets_en.pdf  
9http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/documents/first_marine_biogeographical_process_semin
ar/marine__seminar_background_document_en.pdf  

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/pdf/state_of_nature_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/index_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/documents/first_marine_biogeographical_process_seminar/prescop_doc_marine_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/documents/first_marine_biogeographical_process_seminar/prescop_doc_marine_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/documents/first_marine_biogeographical_process_seminar/prescop_doc_marine_fact_sheets_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/documents/first_marine_biogeographical_process_seminar/prescop_doc_marine_fact_sheets_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/documents/first_marine_biogeographical_process_seminar/marine__seminar_background_document_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/documents/first_marine_biogeographical_process_seminar/marine__seminar_background_document_en.pdf
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1.3 LIFE marine platform meeting 
 

In March 2014, representatives from completed and ongoing projects funded through the LIFE 

programme met to share their experiences and provide feedback into the kick-off marine 

biogeographical seminar.  Although only a small part of the LIFE programme, marine projects have 

made a significant contribution to the overall understanding of the marine environment both 

through innovative technical solutions and through supporting the implementation of the Habitats 

and Birds Directives in the marine environment10. 

The LIFE platform meeting workshops were structured around the same three themes as those 

planned for the marine biogeographical seminar, so that practical experience and knowledge of 

implementing projects could be effectively passed on. This was done by Lynne Barratt of NEEMO, a 

consultancy responsible for monitoring EU LIFE projects and of NGOs that receive funding from the 

LIFE Programme. Her presentations, as well as those from other speakers, can be found on the 

marine platform11.  

                                                            
10http://ec.europa.eu/environment/life/publications/lifepublications/generalpublications/documents/marine_
report.pdf 
11 http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/events/events-
upcoming/157_first_marine_biogeographical_process_seminar_en.htm 
 

Box 1: Marine Seminar Objectives, Themes and Working Groups (WG) 

Objectives 

A. Identify the issues/pressures affecting conservation management of marine Natura 2000 

B. Identify management requirements, measures and potential solutions (proposed or 

implemented) for marine Natura 2000 

C. Identify opportunities for co-operation and collaboration to support management of marine 

Natura 2000 sites 

Themes 

1 Conservation objectives; definition, assessment and use for adaptive management 

WG A  National approaches to setting conservation objectives 

WG B  Conservation objectives for habitats 

WG C  Conservation objectives for highly mobile species 

 

2 Reconciling Natura 2000 objectives and marine activities/conservation management 

planning 

WG D Fisheries – identifying threats and pressures 

WG E  Fisheries – introducing measures 

WG F  Other marine sectors 

 

3 Regional integration of Natura 2000 issues 

WG G Cross-border collaboration 

WG H  Regional networks 

WG I   EU Financing 

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/life/publications/lifepublications/generalpublications/documents/marine_report.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/life/publications/lifepublications/generalpublications/documents/marine_report.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/events/events-upcoming/157_first_marine_biogeographical_process_seminar_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/platform/events/events-upcoming/157_first_marine_biogeographical_process_seminar_en.htm
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1.4 Field visits 
 

The seminar hosts organised two field visits to enable participants to see at first hand and discuss 

some of the issues that need to be tackled with the implementation of marine Natura 2000 in 

France. This was also an informal networking opportunity for participants.  

 

Baie du Mont-Saint-Michel 
A walking tour at low tide 

The tour started at “House of the Bay” where there was an exhibition about Bay du Mont-Saint-

Michel describing the natural heritage and resources of the site and its conservation importance as 

well as putting it into context as part of the French Natura 2000 network.  Seminar participants 

walked across the salt pastures to discover different plants adapted to regular high tides. The other 

habitats encountered during the walk were a shell bank, typical of a number of locations in the bay 

and important for nesting terns, sand flats and, at the lowest part of the intertidal zone, the 

extensive mudflats which cover much of the Natura 2000 sites. Site managers provided 

interpretation, including information about the importance of the Natura 2000 site for seabirds and 

harbour seals. 

  

        

   

 

 

Visiting the salt meadows 

and mudflats of the Bay du 

Mont-Saint-Michel Natura 

2000 site 

© Noëmie CLAVAL 
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Coastal cruise from Saint-Malo  
Boat trip to view coastal Natura 2000 sites 

A boat trip along the East coast between Saint-Malo and Pointe du Grouin. This was an opportunity 

to learn more about the coastal wildlife which frequent the cliffs, and to view some of the islands of 

the Natura 2000 site “Coasts from Cancale to Paramé” which are important for seabirds such as 

gannet and common guillemot. The windy conditions meant it was not possible to reach the 

Chausey Islands, which host an important population of bottlenose dolphins and vast and dense 

areas of eelgrass beds, but a film shown on board provided information about the islands and their 

importance for nature conservation. 

 

     

    Seminar participants on the boat trip to view the coasts and islands which are  
    part of the ‘Coasts from Cancale to Paramé’ Natura 2000 site. 
     
    © Noëmie CLAVAL 

 

 

1.5 Knowledge market 
 

A ‘knowledge market’ was organised for the second 

evening of the seminar. This was an opportunity for 

participants to present their work to all delegates in a 

more informal setting using posters, computer 

animations, short presentations, and bringing along 

some of their publications.  

Twenty participants used this opportunity to showcase 
the work of their organisations. A list of organisations 
and projects presented at the knowledge market can be 
found in Annex 3. 
 

Posters on display at the knowledge 

market.   © Susan Gubbay 
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2. Theme 1: Setting Conservation Objectives 
There were four presentations in the plenary session relating to this theme.  

Eamonn Kelly described the approach to objective setting and management issues for marine 

Natura 2000 sites in Ireland. The national conservation objective setting programme included 

undertaking baseline surveys and setting site-specific conservation objectives. This is whilst bearing 

in mind that they will underpin spatial planning decisions and the appropriate assessment process. 

Furthermore the process should be clearly and consistently applied between sites and be 

scientifically informed. The outcomes were illustrated with habitat maps and the conservation 

objectives for the ‘Large shallow inlets and bays’ feature of the Roaringwater Bay and Islands SAC, 

and conservation objectives for the common seal Phoca vitulina in the Clew Bay Complex SAC.  

Ideas put forward for discussion during the working group were: 

- Clarification as to how individual Member States set favourable reference populations and 

develop management measures for highly mobile transnational species  

- Critical review of the Article 17 reporting framework for marine habitats e.g. lists of 

pressures 

- Development of a framework for consistent approaches to site management.  

Elena Diaz presented a case study on improving Posidonia meadow management based on 

knowledge and participation in a LIFE+ project in Andalucía. This work assessed the condition and 

trends in status of Andalusian Posidonia meadows as well as identifying threats and potential ways 

of mitigating such threats. Socio-economic studies of the environmental services provided by 

Posidonia meadows were an important part of the assessment. These included services concerning 

erosion and sediment control, environmental health monitoring, tourism and education. The annual 

economic benefit to Andalucía was estimated to be over €154.900.000 a year. This information was 

used to raise awareness and interest amongst stakeholders and the general public of this relatively 

cryptic marine habitat which is key as management plans and improved surveillance were 

considered to be essential to enforce seagrass and coastal conservation.  

Peter Evans described issues surrounding the setting and assessing conservation objectives for 

highly mobile species. The challenges with the identification and management of Natura 2000 sites 

for such species mean that spatial protection typically covers only a relatively small part of their 

range. Some environmental features that are important for marine species are relatively stable and 

can help to identify persistent “hotspots”. Conditions around other features may change which 

means that management needs to be responsive.  

Ideas to frame the discussion of the working groups were:  

- Make SACs/SPAs large for mobile species, taking account of population structure and areas 

of concentration (hotspots) 

- Be prepared to zone activities within them 

- Don’t be too restrictive, but ensure that areas most important for life functions are well 

protected; consider areas that are hotspots across taxa 

- Monitor species populations beyond protected area boundaries 

- Operate flexible management within protected areas 

- Provide adequate resources for monitoring and management.  

Lynne Barratt provided feedback from the LIFE marine platform meeting based on the experience of 

those involved in marine LIFE projects. The main conclusions were that: 
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- Conservation objectives need to be more flexible and linked to pressures 

- Conservation objectives need to focus on habitat requirements/ecological parameters 

- Data are key – the aim should be to collect once and use often 

- Both conservation and management objectives are needed 

- Guidance on setting conservation objectives would be welcomed.  

An overview of workshop discussion, including comments made during the feedback session in the 

final plenary are summarised below.  

2.1 WORKING GROUP A: National approaches to setting conservation objectives 

Chair: Eamonn Kelly   Facilitator: Susan Gubbay 

Three short presentations provided further background for the discussions in this working group: 

- From monitoring to management - the dashboard methodology in French MPAs by Anne-
Sophie Barnay   

- Standardised management model of the Italian marine protected areas and Natura 2000 

network by Eugenio Dupré 

- Prioritising the conservation objectives of Natura 2000 sites at the submarine region level. A 

French approach and prospects at the European level by Vincent Toison 

 

The main conclusions and ideas for possible next steps are summarised in the following table. 

MAIN CONCLUSIONS 

There was general agreement on the importance of setting objectives. At the same time there should be scope 
for them to evolve with increasing data and/or knowledge. 

Objectives seem predominantly feature-focused although national frameworks (i) guiding and (ii) prioritising 
the development of site-based objectives also exist. 

There were different opinions on whether it was acceptable to aim for Unfavourable-Inadequate condition at 
some sites within a national delivery of Favourable Conservation Status. Further clarification would be helpful. 

There is some scope for regional or transboundary objectives for Natura 2000 sites. At the same time 
initiatives under international conventions and agreements (e.g. HELCOM, OSPAR, ACCOBAMS) have the 
potential to support the development of coherent objective setting approaches especially for some mobile 
species. 

Monitoring may be a precursor to setting objectives, e.g. on abundance, distribution and changing patterns of 
use of Natura 2000 sites by seabirds. Careful consideration of the requirements for cost effective and practical 
monitoring approaches when setting conservation objectives is also valuable. 

National monitoring plans that service multiple directives, i.e. collect once-use often, can be of benefit in 
setting, monitoring and reviewing conservation objectives and progress towards achieving them.  

Shared databases to understand relative importance of Member States resources can be a valuable resource 
when setting, monitoring and reviewing conservation objectives and progress towards achieving them.  

The benefits of stakeholder consultation in setting conservation objectives was recognised. There were a 
diversity of approaches on the stages at which consultation should take place, and on what aspects. For 
example this might involve seeking views on the structure of conservation objectives or take the form of 
consultation on specific proposals. Stakeholders can also contribute by providing information to support the 
development and monitoring of objectives. The timescales and resource implications of stakeholder 
consultation also need to be considered.  

Experience to date suggests that there is scope to develop more efficient consultation processes over Natura 
2000 conservation objectives in relation to offshore fisheries interests. 
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NEXT STEPS 

 
Guidance (and particularly case studies) on setting conservation objectives in the marine Natura 2000 
network. This could usefully include consideration of: 

 
* Translating FCS into site objectives 
* Objective setting, uncertainty and prioritisation 
* Relationship between pressure and state objectives 
* Regional/transboundary objectives 
* Integrated monitoring of objectives 
* Stakeholder involvement and international consultation processes 
 

 

2.2 WORKING GROUP B: Conservation objectives for habitats  

Chair: Annabelle Aish Facilitator: Nicolas Fournier 

A short presentation on ‘The conservation status of priority habitat 1150 «Coastal lagoons» in 

France: A site level assessment methodology’ was presented by Fanny Lepareur to provide further 

background for the discussions in this session.  

The working group considered three topics in sub-groups. These were: 

- Using indicators and targets/thresholds to measure the achievement of conservation 

objectives 

- Links with other European directives and Regional Sea Conventions 

- Definition and prioritisation of Annex 1 habitats.  

 

Two main types of interlinked challenges in developing conservation objectives for Annex 1 habitats, 

scientific challenges and collaborative challenges, were discussed. The main conclusions and ideas 

for possible next steps are summarised in the following table. 

 

MAIN CONCLUSIONS 

scientific 

challenges 

There is a real difficulty in setting state indicators for marine features due to lack of 

habitat knowledge (with the possible exception of Posidonia beds). 

  Linking state indicators to pressures (the latter are often defined at a national level) is 

desirable where possible but the complexities of doing this were recognised. This needs to 

be informed by expert advice and available scientific knowledge. In cases where evidence 

is weak, conservation objectives could be based on the level and intensity of human 

pressures, rather than on the state of the feature. 

  There remains a significant challenge in understanding how pressures act in combination 

to affect habitat features protected through Natura 2000. 

  There are many issues around the question of habitat "recovery" starting with trying to 

determine what recovery looks like for particular habitats. A related question is whether it 

is possible to manage recovery of marine habitats or whether the task is mostly about 

removal of pressures. 
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  Marine Annex 1 habitat types are often defined at different "scales". This can be 

challenging if the aim is to be consistent in the type of conservation objectives for marine 

habitats and the level of detail in which they are defined.  

  The lack of coherence in habitat descriptions, particularly in terms of their regional 

"expression", can make it difficult to have directly comparable conservation objectives 

across marine Natura 2000.  

  The lack of subdivisions/subtypes of marine features on Annex 1 can hinder the setting of 

SMART conservation objectives. 

collaborative 

challenges 

Joint management of transboundary sites is facilitated by developing objectives 

collaboratively but the reverse situation is more typical, with objectives initially being 

developed at a national level after which transboundary consistency may be sought.  

  Countries that have already made significant progress in their marine Natura 2000 

programmes risk losing the engagement of those at an earlier stage of implementing the 

Habitats Directive in the marine environment.  Consequently there may be a desire to 

move on independently, with associated risks of limiting exchange of experience and good 

practice across the network.  

  Using stakeholder knowledge from the outset, to develop conservation objectives 

collaboratively can be very valuable.  

NEXT STEPS 

scientific 

challenges  Workshops to discuss setting objectives and indicators for specific habitats. 

   In the short to medium term Member States could look at the scope to prioritise 

'pressure' indicators at site level until they have gathered enough ecological data 

to describe and set 'state' indicators 

   Make links with other groups/countries working on issue of pressure definition 

and mapping (e.g. MSFD, RSC, ICES) 

   Guidance at an EU level on how to manage and set objectives for recovery 

   Workshops on biogeographical level of Annex 1 habitat units/subdivision drawing 

on existing descriptive work 

   Share workshops/resources on revision of marine parts of EUNIS to have a 

common language to describe Annex 1 habitats beyond the level of the 

interpretation manual 

collaborative 

challenges 
 Identify shared habitat types of concern across Directives via EU Natura 2000 

communication platform 

   Encourage/support Regional Seas Conventions to extend their scope to 

collaborate on marine Natura 2000, at least in terms of discussing common 

indicators 

   Workshop or biogeographical seminar focused on marine habitats collectively 

inviting participants with responsibilities across different directives and Regional 

Sea Conventions 

   Share reports on harmonising marine habitats information e.g. on the Natura 

2000 online platform  
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2.3 WORKING GROUP C: Conservation objectives for highly mobile species  
Chair: Peter Evans Facilitator: Marguerite Tarzia 

This working group discussed the plenary session presentation on issues relating to setting 

objectives for highly mobile species. The main conclusions and ideas for possible next steps are 

summarised in the following table. 

 

MAIN CONCLUSIONS 

There is a need to adopt appropriate spatial and temporal scales for monitoring, combining site monitoring 
with wider scale surveillance. This should also take account of population structure and natural variability. 

Make monitoring as cost effective as possible - e.g. collect data for several taxa; use a combination of 
methods (visual, acoustic, telemetry, predictive modelling). 

Ensure by power analysis that sufficient data are collected to detect trends. 

Conservation objectives are linked to Favourable Conservation Status. There is a need to measure 
ecological parameters (e.g. population numbers, distribution, range, breeding success, habitat features); 
however, lack of data remains a challenge. 

Current emphasis is often upon monitoring human activities rather than also monitoring population 
parameters, but the latter is required to assess FCS and whether management measures are succeeding.  

Conservation objectives also need to be linked to reduction/removal of pressures/impacts, especially when 
there are insufficient data. 

Stakeholder involvement is very important. There is a need to share conservation objectives and how to 
achieve them with key stakeholders. 

Favourable Reference Values are often set at the present levels but information exists that some species 
are currently at depressed levels of abundance.  

NEXT STEPS 

 Produce a matrix of guidelines to standardise methodologies for data collection for different 
species and set the appropriate scale of monitoring for each. 

 Identify distribution hotspots and understand what makes them important and utilise modelling 
approaches. 

 Identify conservation objectives that could cover the whole range of a species population and 
therefore be more strategic. 

 Refer to Species Action Plans as a useful tool to define conservation objectives for highly mobile 
species and for measures on the whole species population range. 

 Share data and information on highly mobile species across their range between Member States.  

 Workshop to agree common monitoring tools targeting particular species or taxa. 

 Awareness campaign for the public, making people aware of the value of marine Natura 2000. 

 Cross-refer to discussions and clarifications on similar issues which are being covered by the 
terrestrial biogeographic seminars, such as setting and monitoring conservation objectives for 
highly mobile species.  
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3. THEME 2:  Reconciling Natura 2000 objectives and marine activities/ 

conservation management planning 
 

This session was opened with a short introduction by the Chair John Clorley who highlighted some 

points for consideration which had emerged from the previous day’s discussions. These were that 

SMART objectives12 were the key to effective management and that “management” equals 

modifying the use of the area. This has social and economic implications which need to be 

recognised. Equally important is a recognition that the task of managing impacts ultimately involves 

managing people.  

Marie-Louise Krawack and Anja Gadgård Boye described the Danish approach to ensuring adequate 

protection of reef structures in Natura 2000 sites from commercial fisheries. The task is organised on 

two tracks; coastal areas where only Danish fishermen have direct management interests and areas 

outside the baseline where other Member States have direct management interests. The approach 

is based on the use of site specific management plans and mapping of marine habitats so that buffer 

zones may be placed around them, as well as using scientific advice and Commission guidelines. The 

following are key elements of the Danish approach:  

- A sound scientific basis 

- Stakeholder involvement 

- Regional coordination 

- Transparency 

- Proportionality 

- Non-discrimination 

The key lessons learnt are the importance of strong collaboration between environmental and 

fisheries departments, detailed and scientifically sound data and the benefits of fisheries data 

requests being as specific as possible in relation to form and format. Coordination and consultation 

with stakeholders at a national level should be embarked on from an early stage. With regard to 

regional coordination within the reformed CFP it is important to acknowledge that this takes time.  

A case study on the management of fishing in English marine Natura 2000 sites was presented by 

Jean-Luc Solandt. This started with a description of the pressures and responses by regulators on 

managing scalloping dredging in marine SACs.  A new approach was instigated by national central 

government in 2012. They established a group of regulators, government, NGOs fishermen, 

scientists and conservation agency representatives to review the potential impacts of different gear 

types and develop a ‘matrix’ of the effects of these interactions. Habitats/gear type interactions of 

most concern (graded red in the matrix) were prioritised for the introduction of management 

measures by May 2014 and other interactions (amber) by 2016. The conclusions from this case study 

were that damaging fishing is happening in Natura 2000 sites across the EU despite the 

requirements of Article 6 for protection and assessment before damage can occur. The Commission 

has produced a gear/features interactions matrix and this tool should be used to identify where 

management measures are needed both offshore (in England) and in other Member States. Clear 

regulation is required for good business and environment, and where possible local and regional 

groups should promote ‘new’ laws. Experience from this example shows that passing laws to protect 

features and sites can lead to better liaison, governance and harmony between stakeholders. 

                                                            
12 Specific, Measurable and Reportable, Realistic, Consistent in Approach, and Comprehensive 



Natura 2000 seminars – Marine biogeographical kick-off seminar report 

12 
 

Céline Jacob described how mitigation measures, in relation to coastal and marine projects might be 

improved, using French and wider European examples. The main elements were described as being 

avoidance, reduction and offsetting. European directives such as the Habitats Directive, EIA Directive 

and Environmental Liability Directive have been major drivers for consideration of mitigation in 

France. A review of French EIAs highlighted that the majority of mitigation measures were 

concerned with dredging (24%), dredge disposal (20%), port infrastructure (20%) and water 

discharge and withdrawal (17%). On the basis of 272 proposed measures reviewed, most were 

concerned with monitoring and/or reduction of impacts (40% and 41% respectively). In 12% of cases, 

the anticipated measures were related to avoidance of impacts and 7% related to offsetting.  

Lynne Barratt provided feedback from the LIFE marine platform meeting based on the experience of 

those involved in marine LIFE projects.  

There are a wide range of projects providing technical and management solutions on fisheries (and 

other sectors). Lessons learnt from LIFE projects include recognising the value of providing technical 

support to fishermen, that incentives are useful but need to be sustainable, and that cheap options 

are more likely to be successful. Good links between fishermen and scientists are important, for 

example using fishermen to test gear and feedback to the scientific community as well as using 

scientific evidence to support management proposals to the fisheries sector. Information from 

fishermen should be used in developing conservation actions but the exchange of information 

should be two way between site managers and stakeholders such as the fisheries sector.   

Similar lessons are apparent from the non-fisheries sector, for example the value of using citizen 

science to improve knowledge, that co-location can work for some activities and also that there can 

be conflicts between projects of overriding public interest and biodiversity.  

The main conclusions were that: 

- Conservation objectives need to be more flexible and linked to pressures 
- Think outside the box 
- Incentivise rather than dictate 
- Who, what, where, how – important for delivering the right message 
- Independent facilitation 
- Stakeholder involvement early and at many stages 
- Education and information 
- Demonstrate benefits, e.g. ecosystem services 
- Joint initiatives (not just nature conservation but across sectors and ensure transparency) 
- Mutual goals, e.g. reduction of bycatch 
- Prevention is better than cure 
- Focus on solutions, not problems 

 

3.1 WORKING GROUP D: Fisheries – identifying threats and pressures 

Chair: Hanna Paulomäki  Facilitator: Concha Olmeda 

The aim of this working group was to identify pressures and the preparation of measures with 

respect to the fisheries sector. In light of this, the working group considered how the impact from 

commercial fisheries can be addressed proportionally both within the sector and with other sectors. 

Some priority follow-up actions were proposed to tackle the most important issues.  

Three short presentations were used to provide further background for the discussions: 
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- David Mallon, Scottish government, about Identifying fisheries threats and pressures  
in Scottish SACs, 

- Thierry Micol, LPO, on a project investigating interactions between seabirds and fisheries,  
- Wouter van Broekhoven, VISNED, giving fishing industry views on how to balance different 

interests in the marine Natura 2000 programme.  
 

The main conclusions and ideas for possible next steps are summarised in the following table. 

MAIN CONCLUSIONS 

There is a need to be aware of existing methods developed by Member States and regional bodies to 
identify fisheries effects, e.g. on cumulative impacts and effect of different gear types using matrices. 

Remaining scientific questions need to be addressed by relevant bodies e.g. ICES. 

Need to take into account not only direct, but also indirect effects of fisheries, e.g. on food webs. 

Regarding obtaining and using data from the fisheries sector: 
- VMS data is useful, but not always accessible 
- better transparency is needed at appropriate scales 
- need to improve knowledge on effects of small scale fisheries 
- need to improve quality of bycatch data. 

When considering measures under uncertainty to recover systems after decades of intensive fishing 
activity there are useful examples in some Member States of collecting and dealing with historical data. 
Case studies showing positive management results should be shared with stakeholders. 

Measures need to be linked to achieving GES under the MSFD where possible.  

To improve co-ordination, coherence and quality of assessments across countries and regions with the 
requirements from other EU law conclusions were that: 
- EUNIS is currently the common habitat typology but more accurate habitat descriptions are needed 
- There is a need to coordinate the implementation of directives at national and regional level and 
harmonise data collection methodologies across Member States 
- Assessments require transparency and interest of different actors to work together to form a common 
platform.  

NEXT STEPS 

 Platform to share experiences and information including all stakeholders from scientists to 
fishermen 

 A follow up seminar on methodologies for identifying threats and pressures and tools to put 
these into practice 

 Develop common approaches to addressing cumulative impacts 

 Explore possibility and process for vessels under 12m to be equipped with VMS or similar GPS 
tracking devices, in particular when fishing inside Natura 2000 sites 

 Need to develop monitoring methodologies to support adaptive management, e.g. using Open 
Standards. 

 

3.2 WORKING GROUP E: Fisheries – introducing measures 

Chair: Ton Ijlstra Facilitator: Susan Gubbay 

The theme of the working group was introduced with a supplementary presentation by Gwenola de 

Roton and Sophie Lecerf on the French method of risk assessment using two examples; the Baie de 

Seine and dredging and its effects on maerl around the coast of Brittany.  
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Working group members initially worked in small sub-groups for each regional sea depending on 

their experience (Mediterranean, Baltic, North-East Atlantic). A joint discussion followed, together 

with suggestions for priority actions.  

The main conclusions and ideas for possible next steps are summarised in the following table. 

MAIN CONCLUSIONS 

Member States are at different stages in the application of fisheries management measures within 
Natura 2000 sites or to support Natura 2000. It is also the case that a great variety of measures exist. 

In the Mediterranean a meaningful start with development of fisheries measures in MPAs has still to be 
made. 

There is currently no regional mechanism within the Mediterranean and North East Atlantic for preparing 
the CFP procedure. 

There are important differences in the development of fisheries measures in the Baltic.  

The relationship between fisheries measures in the marine environment and their effects needs further 
exploration. 

There are different approaches to the use of buffer zones, for example in managing impacts and 
facilitating habitat restoration.  

For a better balancing of the measures and their economic consequences more information on the latter 
needs to be disseminated. 

NEXT STEPS 

 There was great interest in continuing the discussions of this group and volunteers are prepared 
to support the idea of a follow up. 

 Explore opportunities for more structured work on the exchange of practice and experiences of 
fisheries management measures and cooperation on the use of technical measures e.g. location 
technologies. 

 Develop further an inventory of fisheries management measures (started at the workshop) 
which are already in use by Member States in Natura 2000 sites. 

 Highlight success stories on fisheries management in marine Natura 2000 sites on the marine 
platform using examples submitted by Member States. 

 Regional working groups/meetings to share scientific evidence (on impacts) to support 
introduction of coherent measures by Member States. This could start with sensitive habitats 
which are well studied (e.g. reefs) but also aim to cover more challenging cases such as mobile 
species and deep water habitats. 

 

3.3 WORKING GROUP F: Other marine sectors   

Chair: Céline Jacob Facilitator: Annabelle Aish 

Three short presentations were used to provide further background for the discussions: 

- Evaluating the sensitivity of marine habitats to physical pressures: a key tool in assessing the risks 
posed by human activities in French Natura 2000 sites, by Marie La Riviere, 

- Management of leisure activities in Natura 2000 sites. The implementation of good practices through 
Avoidance-Reduction-Offset measures, by Olivier Abellard, 

- Life project on recreational fishing by hand. Towards better knowledge and management of a top 
recreational activity in France through stakeholders involvement, by Marie Morineaux. 

 

Some of these points could also be usefully considered in relation to fisheries. 

The main conclusions and ideas for possible next steps are summarised in the following table. 
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MAIN CONCLUSIONS 

Sensitivity/ 
vulnerability 
assessments 

Sensitivity assessment is an important management too,l but it should be 
recognised that it will not necessarily provide ready-made solutions. In many 
cases site specific assessment and/or interpretation may be needed. 
 
 
 

Cumulative impact 
assessment 

This is a challenging scientific issue with no consensus as yet on what constitutes 
the ideal approach. 

There would be benefits in developing an overarching mechanism to address 
cumulative impacts (especially those which cannot be determined on a sectorial 
basis).  

There is value in maximizing other directives’ mechanisms for managing multiple 
impacts (e.g. MSFD, MSPD). 

Avoid/reduce/offset This is a topic which needs to be thought about right from the beginning of a 
project (within the design). There is therefore scope from the planning stage 
onwards. 

  Use of ecosystem services approach as a communication tool is controversial 
therefore it needs to be framed/set in context especially when used in 
offsetting. 

Involving 
stakeholders 

Considerable value in gathering the different stakeholders in the same room. 

  Maps and data can be used as communication tools (e.g. to find a common 
ground). 

  Measures could be implemented step by step, but need for enforcement actions 
at the end. 

  Identify "Champions" (e.g. private sector). 

  Project continuity and maintaining trust are important issues. 

NEXT STEPS 

Sensitivity/ 
vulnerability 
assessments 

 Kick-off workshop to collectively identify knowledge gaps/research 
priorities, sharing existing data, discuss terminology/definition of 
pressure between Member States, possible basis for future projects. 

 Project: Assessing habitats (species) sensitivity at EU level (importance 
of a coherent methodology for assessment given management 
consequences). 

 New financing instrument to fund research into pressures/impacts, e.g. 
polluter pays principle could be used as a starting point to discuss issues 
relative to cumulative impacts. 

Avoid/reduce/offset 
 Clarify opportunities for linkage with Marine Spatial Planning Directive.  

 Project on mapping future trends. 

 Explore ways in which to foster innovation (e.g. technical devices). 

   Workshop to elaborate on the ecosystem services approach. 

Involving 
stakeholders 

 At site or regional level identify “champions” to encourage stakeholder 
involvement in the process. 

   Workshop on how to ensure the sustainability of projects (e.g. ways to 
establish long-term funding) 
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4. THEME 3:  Regional integration of Natura 2000 issues 
 

Lynne Barratt provided feedback from the LIFE marine platform meeting based on the experience of 

those involved in marine LIFE projects. The example she used to illustrate some of the points was a 

project on Baltic MPAs, led by the Baltic Environment Forum, which involved 20 partners from 7 

countries (LIFE05 NAT/LV/000100).  

On the subject of cross border collaboration, common understanding and unified approaches work 
best and it was also clear that identification of ecological connectivity and coherence was essential. 

Harmonisation of data and standards and defining the appropriate management scale for 
migratory and non-migratory species would be very useful, at the same time accepting that a 
different approach to marine Natura 2000 data (as opposed to terrestrial) may be appropriate. 
Regional Seas Conventions provide a forum for discussion, assist regional decision making (for 
example by sharing data bases) and can put positive pressure on contracting parties. Networks (of 

any kind) were seen as an essential element for continuity and sustainability of actions.  
 
LIFE funding has been beneficial to the marine Natura 2000, but it is also the case that the 
requirement for at least 25% of budget to be used for concrete actions is challenging, and that 
increasing complexity and bureaucracy could lead to a reduction in smaller projects applying. The 
programme could be better targeted to support marine Natura 2000 (including with support for 
Integrated LIFE projects). Other funding instruments do not have a biodiversity/environmental focus 
and are more often exclusive rather than inclusive. Their co-financing mechanisms differ from LIFE 
funding. The EMFF is an opportunity, but has yet to be taken up in any significant capacity to support 
marine Natura 2000.  
  
The overall conclusions were that there is no single model for collaborative working. For example, it 
may take place through links between existing bodies, establishing new bodies, voluntary initiatives 
and between EU and non-EU countries. There are both benefits and weaknesses of regional and 
cross-border working. The benefits include working towards standardised data 
collection/reporting/filling gaps, learning from experience of others, and combined or interlinked 
monitoring programmes and addressing ecological issues at the relevant scale. At the same time it is 
important to be aware of potential weaknesses such as making programmes more remote from 
those on the ground, and extending the time horizons which is unhelpful for urgent conservation 
actions in particular. In relation to funding, none of the LIFE projects (33 in all, relevant to marine) 
indicated that the LIFE funds had levered funds from other EU sources for future work although 
many secured funds locally, nationally or independently.  

 
A case study of cross border collaboration between Finland and Sweden to improve the 
management of MPAs in the Gulf of Bothnia was presented by Jonny Berglund. This work involved 
the mapping and classification of aquatic macro vegetation and substrates using Light Detection and 
Ranging (LIDAR). When combined with modelling using 12,000 data points from Finland and 1,200 
data points from Sweden, it was possible to predict the distribution of the main habitat types in the 
study area. A reliable correlation of the LIDAR signal to seafloor geology and vegetation requires 
extensive ground truthing, but the classification can then be extended to very large areas (thousands 
of km2).  
 
Benjamin Ponge presented results from the INTERREG PANACHE project, one element of which was 
concerned with supporting the development of coherent management plans for MPAs in the 
Channel. This was a joint project between France and UK aimed at preparing an inventory of MPA 
management plans, measures and indicators, identify best practices of management and defining 
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operational tools (e.g. common glossary, management plans). A Web GIS developed by the project 
provides information about the Channel MPA Network.  
 
The project demonstrated the benefits of cross-border collaboration, networking ecology and 
people. Joint management of cross-border Natura 2000 sites becomes more possible with scope for 
concrete management actions, including monitoring and assessment of their effectiveness, to take 
place jointly on pilot sites. Funding has enabled the implementation of advanced tools, so that in the 
future the setting up of common observatories at a regional level for birds and marine mammals and 
creation of a network of managers of MPAs, including marine Natura 2000 sites in the Channel area, 
is envisaged.  
 
The final presentation in this session was by Laurent Sourbès on how the Mediterranean MPA 
network (MedPAN) contributes to the implementation of marine Natura 2000 objectives.  

 
The MedPAN mission is to provide support to MPA managers and relevant organisations to reach 
and sustain an ecologically representative, well connected, efficiently managed network of 
Mediterranean MPAs. Thus, it contributes to achieving the objectives of international conventions 
and agreements (CBD, Barcelona Convention Protocol on Specially Protected Areas, ACCOBAMS) and 
European policies. Projects provide direct support to MPAs and marine Natura 2000 and this is 
enhanced by a successful strategic partnership with the Regional Activity Centre for Specially 
Protected Areas. For the 2012-17 period, the network strategy will continue to be a network for 
knowledge, information planning and synthesis. It aims to reinforce the vitality of the network, 
interaction between members, and building their capacity for effective management of MPAs with 
stakeholders. A third element of the strategy is to reinforce the network’s sustainability, 
prominence, its governance and resources.   
 
Currently, MedPAN support to the Natura 2000 network at sea includes support for science and 
capacity building, publication of an array of support tools, as well as holding events to link policy, 
research and management. In the future there would be many advantages of having a Natura 2000 
marine biogeographic working group linked to the Mediterranean Sea. The benefits could 
encompass governance, monitoring, evaluation, financial capacity and cross sectorial links.  
 

4.1 WORKING GROUP G: Cross-border collaboration 

Chair: Anna Karlsson Facilitator: Jan Ekebom 

This working group discussed experiences, problems/opportunities and possible solutions in relation 

to cross-border cooperation from three perspectives; for specific species and habitats, in relation to 

data sharing and knowledge, and on an organisational level.  

The main conclusions and ideas for possible next steps are summarised in the following table. 

MAIN CONCLUSIONS 

There would be benefits from a funding programme to support Member States’ cooperation with non-EU 
countries, e.g. with the southern Mediterranean countries (Africa, Middle East), in achieving the objectives 
of marine Natura 2000. 

There are large differences in data format, availability, methods used for data collection and monitoring 
between Member States. This makes cross-border and regional cooperation important if such data are to be 
used effectively. 

Maintaining the quality of work and the momentum of actions is a problem if projects are the main method 
of delivering outcomes for Natura 2000. Permanent cooperation structures such as those under Regional 
Seas Conventions, and regional partnerships like MedPAN, have shown their worth in this regard. 
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Cross-border collaboration is an important way of sharing lessons learnt and experience to support marine 
Natura 2000.   

Different management approaches and methods between countries for the same feature and different 
enforcement methods have been used. This shows that there is no single approach. 

There is a danger of duplication of work, e.g. when being out at sea and/or when collecting data which can 
be reduced with good cross-border collaboration.  

Data issues: limited data availability, non-harmonised data, limited accessibility, lack of transparency. 

There is a common issue being tackled by Member States on how to obtain continuity of work on marine 
Natura 2000 beyond the funding of projects. 

Limited access to unpublished research data can hinder understanding and achievements of conservation 
objectives in marine Natura 2000. 

The possibilities to use/participate in cross-border/regional platforms vary between regions, depending on 
economic resources and staff (experts). 

Important to include conservation objectives in the projects to keep connected with actions on the ground 
and to try to move towards effectiveness of Natura 2000 sites.  

As far as possible cross border projects should incorporate measures to assess the effectiveness of nature 
conservation. 

NEXT STEPS 

 Test management measures at different geographical scales. 

 Avoid duplication by agreeing on data needs and useful methods of collection at a national and 
regional level. 

 Encourage the provision of open access databases, data harmonisation (using INSPIRE formats) and 
data sharing platforms. 

 Set up permanent working groups and get longer term funding from EU to support marine Natura 
2000 and maintain and strengthen existing fora that help deliver benefits for marine Natura 2000. 

 Push scientists to publish/share their data if public money has been used. Raw data in more generic 
formats can be made available. Apply INSPIRE Directive criteria and EMODNET on data availability. 

 Funding for cross-border/regional cooperation, to enable existing platforms e.g. Regional Sea 
Conventions, EU MEG/N2000 seminars, NGO workshops, Web-platforms to maintain/improve their 
excellence and interconnect for improved synergies and to avoid duplication of work. 

 Improve cross-border/regional stakeholder collaboration and political support for marine Natura 
2000. 

 Improve informed decision-making (science-led decisions). Possible aspects to start with: define 
FCS, and achieve that at a biogeographic level; examine the value of ecosystem services; ensure 
sufficient data on species and habitats (state and monitoring data); look at different 
pressure/use/activity scenarios and the impact of these on species/habitats; develop a tool to 
decide what you want to do to reach the target and indicators to measure your progress. 

 Strengthen existing cross-border/regional platforms, e.g. by improving their ability to manage, 
analyse, and share regional or sub-regional data. 

 Raise the awareness of fishermen/politicians/key stakeholders about marine biodiversity and 
Natura 2000 sites. 
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4.2 WORKING GROUP H: Regional networks 

Chair: Laurent Sourbes  Facilitator: Maud Casier 

This working group discussed experiences, problems/opportunities and possible solutions in relation 

to the use of regional networks to support marine Natura 2000. This included identification of 

different types of regional networks and Regional Seas Conventions, and how they might support 

marine Natura 2000 implementation; how regional networks might be used to understand/promote 

and deliver ecological connectivity between Natura 2000 sites; and consideration of the added value 

of regional seas MPAs supporting management of marine Natura 2000 given that they focus on 

more species/habitats than in the Habitats Directive. 

The main conclusions and ideas for possible next steps are summarised in the following table. 

MAIN CONCLUSIONS 

Different Regional Sea Conventions and networks exist at the regional level for MPAs management (e.g. 
Barcelona Convention, OSPAR, HELCOM, Black Sea convention, MEdPan). They also have different 
governance models (top-down and bottom-up). 

Common objectives of these networks include effective management of MPAs with regard to their 
conservation objectives and ensuring coherence across the network through exchange of experience and 
implementation of tools for assessment, monitoring, scientific knowledge, capacity building, and awareness 
raising. 

Common weaknesses identified were availability of data, difficulties in assessing conservation measures and 
effective management. Sharing experience and flexibility to integrate the new methods and tools were some 
of the useful ways of addressing such issues. 

There was considered to be real added value from regional networks to help achieve marine Natura 2000 
objectives, for example through a common approach for the management of MPAs for regional seas or for 
parts of their respective areas (North Sea, the Channel, Adriatic Sea, and Aegean Sea) to help achieve their 
objectives. 

Natura 2000 could benefit from what already exists at the regional level. For example, tools, networks, 
experts, experience sharing, capacity building, specific governance model and communication strategies. 

Need for more reflection on the topics of integrity, coherence, data collection at the regional level. 

Important issues to tackle that were identified during this workshop were: 
- How to get a common understanding of some concepts such as ecological coherence, ecological 
connectivity, assessment of management efficiency and a standardized data collection? 
- How to develop common tools considering the different levels of implementation of N2000 and MPAs in 
the EU Member states? 
- Which type of governance could most usefully support marine Natura 2000 through regional networks? 
This could be “somewhere in the middle between top-down and bottom-up approach”, considering regional 
particularities and existing institutions-organizations. 
- How to integrate concretely the objectives of Natura 2000 and related Directives (e.g. MSFD, MSPD, WFD) 
in these networks? 

NEXT STEPS 

 Regional Sea Conventions (e.g. Barcelona Convention, OSPAR, HELCOM, Black Sea Convention) and 
existing networks (e.g MedPAN) have a role to play in helping to achieve Natura 2000 objectives. 

 Before thinking of establishing new structures, there is scope to strengthen the cooperation 
between different actors (Member States, Regional Sea Conventions, networks, MPAs) through 
more synergies, flexibility, cost efficiency and specific objectives. 

 There is scope to elaborate a common guidance on supporting marine Natura 2000 sites through 
regional networks, based on the different experiences at the different levels of governance. This 
could include promoting a common approach. 
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 There is a need to harmonise and strengthen the existing tools developed by the different actors for 
a sustainable management of MPAs and the evaluation of conservation status of habitats and 
species (e.g. strengthen human links through experience sharing, thematic workshops, and 
platforms). 

 There is a need to enhance cross-sectoral links (e.g. fishing, tourism, industries) at all levels (e.g 
across Directorates-General of the European Commission, across Regional Sea Conventions) and at 
national ministerial level. 

 There would be value in seeking proposals from regional networks on how they may be able to 
improve the integration of Natura 2000 objectives in their programmes.  

 

4.3 WORKING GROUP I: EU Financing 
Chair: Fanny Lendi-Rammirez Facilitator: Pascal Blanquet 

The EU financing working group discussed experiences, problems/opportunities and possible 

solutions in relation EU financing to support marine Natura 2000. This included discussion of the 

types of EU financing mechanism that have been used in this way, experience to date in using funds 

such as INTERREG/EMFF/LIFE, the importance of EU-financing relative to national resources to 

implement management in marine Natura 2000 sites, and how EU-financing has contributed to the 

protection of Natura 2000 habitats and species. The opportunities for complementary, co-ordination 

mechanisms in funding programmes were also discussed.  

 

The main conclusions and ideas for possible next steps are summarised in the following table. 

MAIN CONCLUSIONS 

The main EU mechanisms used to support marine Natura 2000 were identified as being LIFE, INTERREG and 
Horizon 2020. Scope to use the EMFF was comparatively recent so this has still to be taken up to any great extent.  

Access to all different possible funds was complex, for example in the absence of an overview of possible funds at 
EU and national levels to support marine Natura 2000.  

There was recognition of difficulties with financing long-term actions (such as employing permanent staff and 
carrying out monitoring programmes) as well as with supporting specific actions in the marine environment which 
can often be very costly compared to terrestrial work.  

Insufficient financing at the same time increasing needs and the difficulties in accessing private sector financing 
except for compensation measures, was identified as a block to progress. 

Greater synergies between EU policies impacting marine environment, such as MSFD, CFP, Nature directives, 
WFD, MSPD, EU-ETS) should be sought if possible. 

The administrative framework (burden, level of EU co-financing, eligibility criteria) should be adapted to the size 
and environmental objective of the project to better accommodate financing for marine Natura 2000 sites. 

Regional cooperation frameworks were important to mobilise funding and develop common methodologies and 
tools for marine Natura 2000. 

Sub-regions may be a more appropriate level of cooperation in some cases, and should be eligible for regional 
cooperation funds. 

NEXT STEPS 

 Develop further guidelines for using EU funding for site managers (at EU and national levels) and 
promote better synergies and cooperation between environment and sectoral authorities and 
stakeholders. 

 Look for opportunities to adapt eligibility criteria to better match the needs of marine ecosystem actions 
(including LIFE). This could include: examining the level of required co-financing level issue, the 
administrative burden, and more flexibility in financing joint actions with non EU countries at EU level.  
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 Explore how the characteristics and issues of working on marine projects can be better reflected in the 
application and assessment process for EU funding. 

 Make better use of PAFs and financial monitoring tools at EU and national levels to point out best 
practices in different Member States (mobilising funds, type of activities). 

 Put financing on the agenda of the Marine Expert Group of the Commission on a regular basis and report 
to Nature Directors. 

 Examine ways in which to maintain funding beyond projects. 

 Encourage Member States to include use of EMFF for marine Natura 2000 work. 

 Explore funding opportunities to support exchange of experience between Member States in 
implementation marine Natura 2000 (e.g. travel bursaries).  

 Initiate some reflection about the creation of a new financial facility to foster cooperation and establish 
permanent cooperation mechanisms. 

 

5. Closing plenary session and conclusions 
 

The conclusions and ideas for next steps were presented by the chairs of each working group in the 

closing plenary session. This was followed by a general discussion where further ideas were 

presented.  These are summarised in the table below.  

ACTIONS OUTPUTS Workshop 
Who 
(lead/support) 

Guidelines 
  
  
  
  
 

Additional guidance on setting conservation objectives in 
the marine Nature 2000 network, including case studies.  A EC/MEG 

Guidelines on setting and managing objectives for 
recovery of marine habitats and species  

B EC/MEG 

Develop common language and further elaboration of 
marine habitats in the interpretation manual  

B MS/EC 

Guidance to standardise methodologies for data 
collection for different species/habitats and appropriate 
scale for monitoring 

B MS/MEG/EC 

Use of Species Action Plans in defining conservation 
objectives C EC/MEG 

Habitats/species sensitivity to non-fishing pressures F EC/MEG 

Workshops/ 
seminars 
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  

Workshops on setting objectives and indicators for 
specific marine habitats  B MS 

Biogeographical workshops on marine habitats/species 
i.e. regional B,E MS 

Workshops on specific marine habitats/species across 
biogeographically regions B MS 

Workshops to develop common monitoring 
tools/methodologies (for particular species/taxa, to 
support adaptive management)  

C,D MS/MEG/EC 

Seminar on methodologies for identifies threats and 
pressures and tools to apply them  D MS 
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Workshop on non-fishing sectors and their management 
in marine Natura 2000 (e.g. to identify knowledge 
gaps/research priorities/ share existing data) 

F MS 

Seminar to elaborate on ecosystem services approach and 
how it can support marine Natura 2000  F MS 

Seminar on sustainability of management and financing of 
marine Natura 2000 sites and projects 

F,I MS 

Seminar on approaches to delivering Natura 2000 
management at different levels of governance 

H MEG/EC 

ACTIONS OUTPUTS Workshop 
Who 
(lead/support) 

Training For site managers on EU funding opportunities 
I MS/EU 

Information 
sharing/ 
collaborative 
work  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  

Definition of pressures and mapping of these pressures 
B MS/MEG 

Encourage/support Regional Ses Conventions to 
collaborate on e.g. common indicators  B,G,H EC/MEG/MS 

On approaches to identifying hotspots and what makes 
them important for highly mobile species C MS/RSC 

Share data and information on highly mobile species 
across their range C.G MS/RSC 

Cross-refer to discussions/clarifications on similar issues 
being covered by terrestrial colleagues 

C MS/EC 

Technology and its application to support management of 
marine Natura 2000  D,F MS/MEG 

Develop inventory of fisheries management measures 
used to implement marine Natura 2000  E EC/MEG/MS 

Explore scope for open access data bases, data 
harmonisation and data sharing platforms 

G,H MS 

Funding opportunities, e.g. links to PAF, EMFF I EC 

Awareness 
raising – use 
of marine 
platform 
  
  
  
  
  

Identify shared habitat types of concern B MS 

Reports on harmonised marine habitats information  B MS/EC 

Awareness campaign on the value of marine Natura 2000 C,G MS/EC 

Develop section to share experiences and information 
from all stakeholders  D,E,H EC/MEG 

Highlight success stories on fisheries management 
measures D MS/EC 

Identify "champions" at site or regional level to encourage 
stakeholder involvement in Natura 2000  

F MS 

Improving 
funding 
opportunities  
  
  

New financing initiative to research marine 
pressures/impacts/solutions as well as to improve 
information on the status and distribution of marine 
habitats and species 

C, F EC/MS/MEG 

Improved funding for cross-border regional co-operation G EC/MS 
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  Look for opportunities to adapt eligibility criteria (incl. 
LIFE) to better match the needs of marine ecosystems 
actions 

I EC/MS 

Explore how the characteristics and issues of working on 
marine projects can be better reflected in the application 
and assessment process for EU funding. 

I EC/MS 

 

 

In drawing the seminar to a close, Pierre Commenville thanked people for their active participation. 

The result had been a lively and informative seminar. He acknowledged the clear interest in pursuing 

a variety of actions to support the implementation of marine Natura 2000 and that the participants 

saw this as requiring the involvement of many parties, at different levels of governance and with the 

involvement of stakeholders. In particular, the chair highlighted the desire of participants to further 

document case studies on conservation objectives, to hold workshops on various themes, to 

incentivise joint working, and to develop various types of guidance to further support the 

implementation of marine Natura 2000. Making better use of PAFs, using and creating new financial 

facilities were also seen as vital to the marine Natura 2000 network.  
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Annex 1 – Programme of the kick-off marine biogeographical seminar  
 

DAY 1 (Tuesday 5th May) 

Time Activity Objectives and outcomes Approx times Description Chair/facilitator 
Speakers 

08.00-9.00 Registration     

9.00-10.30  Welcome and 
introduction 
 
Plenary 
presentations  
 
 

 To offer formal welcomes  

 To explain the context, importance and 
purpose of the new Natura 2000 
biogeographical process 

 To introduce themes and working 
groups 

 To discuss and define outcomes to be 
aimed for as a result of the process 

 To enable participants to have a clear 
understanding about the methods and 
approach to be used during the 
seminar 

 To introduce the chairs and facilitators 

9.00-9.05 
 
9.05-9.15 
 
 
9.15-9.55 
 
 
9.55-10.10 
 
10.10-10.30 
 

Welcome 
 
Welcome words by Saint-Malo mayor 
 
Introduction by French Ministry of Ecology, 
Sustainable Development and Energy and MPA 
agency 
 
Introduction to the marine biogeographical process 
 
Introduction to seminar themes and working 
methods 
 
Brief information about the programme of the day 

Main Chair: Pierre Commenville 
 
Claude Renoult  
 
Laurent Roy 
François Gauthiez 
 
 
Fotios Papoulias 
 
Susan Gubbay 
 
Pierre Commenville 

10.30-11.00 Coffee break  10.30-11.00  Coffee break  

11.00– 
12.00 

THEME 1  
 
Plenary 
presentations  

Conservation objectives: 
definition, assessment and use for 
adaptive management  
 
Presentation of case studies and discussion 
of issues and potential solutions around 4 
aspects of planning marine Natura 2000: 
 

 How to set SMART conservation 
objectives (how do we decide 
which targets to aim for that are 
specific and measureable)  

11.00-11.10 
 
11.10 -11.15 
 
 
11.15-11.30 
 
 
 
11.30-11.45 
 

Introduction  
 
Feedback from LIFE platform meeting on 
conservation objectives 
 
Case study 1:  
A national approach. Ireland’s conservation objective 
setting programme and management issues 
 
Case study 2:  
Improving Posidonia meadows management in 

Dominique Richard 
 
Lynne Barratt 
 
 
Eamonn Kelly 
 
 
 
 
Elena Diaz 
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 How to apply these to individual 
sites (e.g. degraded or pristine) in 
order to contribute to the overall 
objective of favourable 
conservation status under the 
Birds and Habitats Directives 

 How to monitor/measure 
progress in achieving the 
conservation objectives and how 
to use them for adaptive 
management 

 How to set and handle 
conservation objectives for highly 
mobile species 

 

 
 
 
 
 
11.45 -12.00 
 
 
 

Andalucia based on knowledge and participation: the 
utility of socio-economic studies of habitat 
environmental services  
 
Case study 3:  
Setting conservation objectives for highly mobile 
species 

 
 
 
 
 
Peter Evans  
 

12.00-14.00 THEME 1  

Breakout 
session 

The participants will break out into 3 
separate groups to discuss the above 
key questions with the support of 
specific case studies 

Parallel groups  Working group A: National approaches to setting 
conservation objectives 

Working group B: Conservation objectives for 
habitats 

Working Group C: Conservation objectives for highly 
mobile species 

Eamonn Kelly/Sue Gubbay 

 

Annabelle Aish/Nicolas Fournier 

 

Peter Evans/Marguerite Tarzia 

14.00-15.00  Buffet lunch  14.00-15.00 Buffet lunch  

15.00-19.00  Field Trip 
 
On site 
briefings 

To provide participants with “real life” 
experience of management practices  
 
To enable participants to network work 
and discuss the workshop themes from 
their countries “in the field” 

15.00-19.00 Coastal cruise from Saint-Malo to Chausey across 
Natura 2000 sites (4 hours) 
 
Walking tour (and truck tour) in Baie du Mont-Saint-
Michel on the beach at low tide 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

20.00  Dinner  20.00 Dinner  
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DAY 2 (Wednesday 6th May) 

 

Time Activity Objectives & outcomes Approx 
Times 

Description Chair/facilitator 
Speakers 

9.00- 10.00 THEME 2  
 
Plenary 
presentations 

Reconciling N2000 objectives and 
marine activities/Conservation 
management planning 
 
Focus on two types of activities: 
a. fisheries  
b. other sectors 
 
Presentation of case studies and discussion 
of issues and potential solutions focusing on 
3 aspects of the implementation of Natura 
2000: 
 

 Identifying threats and pressures 
at individual site level (risk 
assessment) 

 Identifying practical conservation 
measures to tackle threats 
(including cumulative impacts) 
and progress towards reaching 
conservation objectives 

 Stakeholder dialogue and 
engagement  

9.00-9.10 
 
9.10-9.15 
 
 
 
9.15-9.30 
 
 
 
 
 
9.30-9.45 
 
 
 
9.45-10.00 
 

Introduction 
 
Feedback from LIFE platform meeting on reconciling 
N2000 objectives and marine activities 
 
Case study 1:  
Protecting Natura 2000 reefs. Implementing fisheries 
regulations through the CFP – a case study from 
Denmark  
 
Case 2:  
Management of fishing in English marine Natura 
2000 sites 
 
Case 3: 
Towards better practice in mitigation policy 
implementation for coastal and marine development 
projects in European and French contexts   
 

John Clorley 

 
Lynne Barratt 
 
 
 
Anja Gadegård Boye and Marie 

Louise Krawack 

 
 
Jean-Luc Solandt 
 
 
 
Céline Jacob  

10.00-10.30 Coffee break  10.00-10.30 Coffee break  

10.30-12.30 THEME 2  

Breakout 
session 

The participants will break out into 3 
separate groups to discuss the above key 
questions in the context of specific activities  

10.30- 12.30 Working group D: Fisheries- identifying threats and 
pressures 

Working group E: Fisheries – introducing measures 

Working group F: Other marine sectors 

Hanna Paulomaki/ Concha 
Olmeda 

Ton IJlstra/Maria Salomidi or 
Sue Gubbay 

Céline Jacob/ Annabelle Aish 

12.30-14.00 Lunch  12.30-14.00 Lunch  
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14.00-15.00 THEME 3  
Plenary 
presentations 

Workshop Theme 3 –  
Regional integration of Natura 
2000 issues 
 
Presentation of case studies and discussion 
of issues and potential solutions around 3 
aspects of co-operation and the use of 
regional networks to support marine Natura 
2000: 
 

 Cross border collaboration in 
delivering the Natura 2000 
network 

 Synergies between regional 
networks and scope for 
cooperation 

 Accessing financing mechanisms 
(EMFF, LIFE, INTERREG, etc.) and 
collaborating on financing 
programmes to support marine 
Natura 2000 

14.00-14.10 
 
14.10-14.15 
 
 
14.15-14.30 
 
 
 
 
14.30-14.45 
 
 
 
 
 
14.45-15.00 
 
 
 
 
 

Introduction by Chair 
 
Feedback from LIFE platform meeting on regional 
integration of N2000 issues 
 
Case study 1:  
Bi-lateral cooperation (Sweden-Finland) for 
improved management of  MPAs in the northern 
Baltic Sea  
  
Case study 2:  
Towards coherent management plan for MPAs in the 
Channel between UK and France. A work undertaken 
under the INTERREG PANACHE project  
 
Case study 3:  
The Mediterranean MPA network: how it 
contributes to the implementation of marine Natura 
2000 objectives  
 
 

Jan Ekebom 
 
Lynne Barratt 
 
 
Anna Karlsson 
 
 
 
 
Benjamin Ponge 
 
 
 
 
 
Laurent Sourbes 
 
 

15.00-15.30 Coffee break  15.00-15.30 Coffee break  

15.30-17.30 THEME 3 

Breakout 
session 

The participants will break out into 3 
separate groups to discuss the above key 
questions in the context of specific types of 
cooperation  

15.30-17.30 Working group G: Cross border collaboration 

Working Group H: Regional networks 

Working group I: EU Financing 

Anna Karlsson/Jan Ekebom 

Laurent Sourbes /Maud Casier 

Fanny Lendi-Rammirez/Pascal 
Blanquet 

19.00-22.00 Knowledge 
market  
 

An interactive session for workshop 
participants to show-case their work, 
their materials and best practice 
examples  

19.00-22.00 Knowledge market and cocktail Introduction by Pierre 
Commenville 
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DAY 3 (Thursday 7th May) 

Time Activity Objectives & outcomes Approx 
Times 

Description Chair/facilitator 
Speakers 

9.00-10.30 Plenary  
 Summary from each of the working 

groups  

 

9.00-09.10 
 
9.10 
 
9.20 
 
9.30 
 
 
9.40 
 
10.00 
 
10.10  
10.20 
 
10.30 

Introduction  
 
Working group A: National approaches to setting 
conservation objectives 
Working group B: Conservation objectives for 
habitats 
Working Group C: Conservation objectives for highly 
mobile species  
 
Discussion 
 
Working group D: Fisheries- identifying threats and 
pressures 
Working group E: Fisheries – introducing measures 
Working group F: Other marine sectors  
 
Discussion 

Main Chair: Pierre Commenville  
+ 
Chairs of respective themes and 
working groups 

 

11.00- 11.30 Coffee break  11.00-11.30 Coffee break  

11.30- 12.20 Plenary  

 Continuation of summaries  

11.30 
11.40 
11.50 
 
12.00 

Working group G: Cross border collaboration 
Working Group H: Regional networks 
Working group I: EU Financing  
 
Discussion 

Main Chair: Pierre Commenville  
+ 
Chairs of respective themes and 
working groups 
 

12.20- 13.00  
Plenary 

 Plenary discussion about results 

 Potential follow-up actions 

 Note of thanks and close  

12.20-12.50 
  
 
 
12.50-13.00 

General discussion 
 
Next steps 
 
Thanks and close 

Main Chair: Pierre Commenville  
 
 
Pierre Commenville 
+ Fotios Papoulias 

13.00  Delegates depart    
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Annex 2 - List of Participants of the kick-off marine biogeographical seminar 
 

First name Last name Organisation Country 
Olivier ABELLARD French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 

Juris AIGARS Latvian Institute of Aquatic Ecology Latvia 

Annabelle AISH Natural Heritage Service, French Natural History Museum France 

DŽIUGAS ANUŠKEVIČIUS Ministry of Environment Lithuania 

Alasdair BAIN Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs UK 

Anne-Sophie BARNAY French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 

Lynne BARRATT NEEMO - LIFE external monitoring team United Kingdom 

Gaëlle BEERGUNNOT French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 

Inga BELASOVA Ministry of Environmental Protection and Regional Development  Latvia 

Johnny BERGLUND County Administrative Board of Västerbottem Sweden 

Andrej BIBIČ Ministry for Environment and Spatial Planning Slovenia 

Mette BLAESBJERG WWF Denmark Denmark 

Penina BLANKETT Ministry of the Environment Finland 

Tom BLASDALE Joint Nature Conservation Committee United Kingdom 

Philippe BURGEVIN Conservatoire du Littoral France 

Anne CAILLAUD Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority Australia 

Emmanuel CAILLOT Reserves naturelles de France France 

Camille CAMPÉON Ministry of Ecology, Energy and Sustainable Development France 

Bruna CAMPOS BirdLife Europe Belgium 

Marta CARRERAS Oceana Spain 

Maud CASIER Ministry of Ecology, Energy and Sustainable Development France 

DALIA ČEBATARIŪNAITĖ State Service for Protected Areas under the Ministry of Environment Lithuania 

Noémie CLAVAL Cameraman France 

John CLORLEY Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs UK 

Bastien COIGNON Ministry of Ecology, Energy and Sustainable Development France 

Pierre COMMENVILLE Ministry of Ecology, Energy and Sustainable Development France 

Elena CONSUEGRA ALCALDE Agriculture, Food and Environment Ministry Spain 

laura CORNICK JNCC United Kingdom 
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Christopher COUSIN MEPA Malta 

Marion CUIF Ministry of Ecology, Energy and Sustainable Development France 

Darius DAUNYS Klaipeda University Lithuania 

Charlotte DE PINS Ministry of Ecology, Energy and Sustainable Development France 

Gwenola DE ROTON French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 

Karine DEDIEU French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 

Mieke DEGLOIRE FPS Health, Food Safety and Environment Belgium 

Axel DENIS Bretagne Vivante   France 

Elena DIAZ ALMELA Andalusian Regional Council for Environment and Spatial Planning Spain 

Sarah DOLMAN Whale and Dolphin Conservation United Kingdom 

Axel DRECHSLER Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation, Building and Nuclear Safety Germany 

Karin DUBSKY Coastwatch  Ireland 

Eugenio DUPRE' ministry for the environment Italy 

Jan Olavi EKEBOM Parks & Wildlife Finland Finland 

Oscar ESPARZA WWF Spain Spain 

Peter EVANS Sea Watch Foundation United Kingdom 

Heidrun FAMMLER Baltic Environmental Forum Latvia 

Lothar FIEDLER Federal Ministry for the Environment, Natrure Conservation, Building and Nuclear Safety Germany 

Nicolas FOURNIER Oceana Belgium 

Anja GADGARD BOYE AgriFish Agency Denmark 

Fabrice GALLIEN Groupe ornithologique et naturaliste France 

Joana GARAT DIRM Sud-Atlantique France 

François  GAUTHIEZ  French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 

Laura GAVILAN ETC/BD France 

Susan GUBBAY N2K consultancy United Kingdom 

Arnaud GUIGNY Syndicat Mixte Espaces Littoraux de la Manche France 

Françoise GUIMAS DREAL Pays de la Loire France 

Nolwenn HAMON Brittany Regional Committee for marine fisheries and sea farming France 

Audrey HEMON Syndicat Mixte Baie du Mont-Saint-Michel France 

Thomas HOOPER Royal Society for the Protection of Birds United Kingdom 

Ton IJLSTRA Ministry of Economic Affairs Netherlands 

SPYRIDON IOSIFIDIS MANAGEMENT BODY OF THE NATIONAL MARINE PARK OF ALONISSOS NORTHERN SPORADES Greece 

Céline JACOB CREOCEAN - Center for functional and evolutionary ecology France 

Zrinka JAKL Association for Nature, Environment and Sustainable Development Sunce Croatia 

Katja JELIĆ State Institute for Nature Protection Croatia 
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Marijana JURIĆ Ministry of Environmental and Nature Protection Croatia 

Mart JÜSSI Pro Mare/Estonian Fund for Nature Estonia 

Anna KARASSZON European Commission, DG Environment Belgium 

Anna KARLSSON Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management Sweden 

Eamonn  KELLY  Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht Ireland  

ALGIRDAS KLIMAVIČIUS Ministry of Environment Lithuania 

Marie-Louise KRAWACK Danish Nature Agency Denmark 

Marie LA RIVIÈRE Natural Heritage Service, French Natural History Museum France 

Jean-Michel LAIR CPIE Baie du Mont Saint Michel France 

Andrzej LANGOWSKI Nature Management Department, General Directorate for Environmental Protection Poland 

Patrick LARIVIERE Conservatoire du Littoral France 

Ole Lundberg  LARSEN Danish Fishermen PO Denmark  

Ewa LAWETT County Administrative Board of Västra Götaland Sweden 

Ludovic LE MARESQUIER European Commission Belgium 

Yvonne LEAHY Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht Ireland  

Maïwenn  LEBORGNE Lannion-Trégor Communauté France 

Sophie LECERF Brittany Regional Committee for marine fisheries and sea farming France 

Michel LEDARD DREAL Bretagne / service du patrimoine naturel France 

Cécile LEFEUVRE French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 

Fanny LENDI RAMIREZ Water and Biodiversity Directorate. MEDDE France 

Fanny LEPAREUR Natural Heritage Service, French Natural History Museum France 

Denez L'HOSTIS France Nature Environment France 

Blanca LOPEZ BASSA Interreg MED Programme France 

Stephan LUTTER WWF Germany 

David LYONS Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht Ireland 

David MALLON Scottish Government United Kingdom 

Pauline MALTERRE Syndicat Mixte Espaces Littoraux de la Manche France 

Melina MARKOU Department of Fisheries and Marine Research Cyprus 

Georg MARTIN Estonian Marine Institute Estonia 

Céline MAURER French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 

Borut MAVRIČ National Institute for Biology,Marine Biology Station Piran Slovenia 

Michael MCLEOD Marine Scotland UK 

DRAGOS MICU NIMRD "Grigore Antipa" Romania 

Krešimir  MIKULIĆ BIOM Croatia 

Tanya MILKOVA Black Sea Basin Directorate - Varna Bulgaria 
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Hervé MOALIC French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 

Kadri MÖLLER Ministry of the Environment Estonia 

Marie MORINEAUX French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 

Anne NICOLAS French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 

Vedran NIKOLIĆ European Commission, DG Environment Belgium 

Oliver O'CADHLA Department of Arts, Heritage and the Gaeltacht Ireland 

Concha OLMEDA N2K Group (Atecma) Spain 

Fotios PAPOULIAS European Commission Belgium 

Blanquet PASCAL Ministry of Ecology, Energy and Sustainable Development France 

Hanna  PAULOMÄKI OCEANA Finland 

Iwona PAWLICZKA Hel Marine Station, University of Gdansk Poland 

Morgane PERRI AL LARK   

 Marie-Bénédicte PEYRAT Ministry of Ecology, Energy and Sustainable Development France 
Benjamin PONGE French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 
Emma PRIESTLAND Seas At Risk Belgium 
Claude  RENOULT Mayor - City of Saint Malo France 

Dominique RICHARD European Topic Centre on Biological Diversity France 
Sandrine ROBBE DREAL Basse Normandie France 

Pedro RODRIGUES Portuguese Wildlife Society Portugal 

Laurent ROY Ministry of Ecology, Energy and Sustainable Development France 
Denis RUNGETTE Regional Directorate for Environment, Development and Housing - Basse Normandie France 

Maria SALOMIDI HCMR Greece 

Vesela SAVOVA Ministry of Environment and Water Bulgaria 

Nina SCHROEDER Federal Agency for Nature Conservation Germany 

Pierre SCOLAN Syndicat Mixte Espaces Littoraux de la Manche France 

Marina SEQUEIRA Institut for Nature Conservation and Forests Portugal 

Samad John SMARANDA Ministry of Environment, Waters and Forestry  Romania 

Jean-Luc SOLANDT Marine Conservation Society / Seas At Risk United Kingdom 
Irène SOLER Cameraman France 
Laurent SOURBES Medpan/ Management Agency of Zakynthos National Marine Park Greece 

MARKO STARMAN PUBLIC INSTITUTE LANDSCAPE PARK STRUNJAN Slovenia 

Efthalia STATHA Ministry of Reconstruction of Production, Environment & Energy Greece 
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Matthias STEITZ Federal Agency for Nature Conservation Germany 

Marguerite TARZIA BirdLife Europe United Kingdom 

Vincent TOISON French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 

Lucile TOULHOAT National Committee of Fisheries and Sea Farming France 
Leonardo TUNESI ISPRA Italy 

Robert TURK Institute of the Republic of Slovenia for Nature Conservation Slovenia 
Liina VAHER Ministry of the Environment Estonia 

Wouter VAN BROEKHOVEN VisNed Netherlands 

Vincent VAN DER MEIJ Ministry of Economic Affairs Netherlands 

Diane VASCHALDE French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 

Valentin VAUTRIN Bretagne Vivante  France 
Antony VIERA National Committee of Fisheries and Sea Farming France 
Willem VISSER VisNed Netherlands 

Soledad VIVAS Consejeria de Medio Ambiente y Agua. Junta de Andalucía Spain 

Cécile WALTER French Marine Protected Areas Agency  France 

Catherine WELLER ClientEarth United Kingdom 
Mats WESTERBOM Parks & Wildlife Finland Finland 

Monika ZAKRZEWSKA Maritime Office in Gdynia Poland 

Raffaella ZAMMIT MEPA Malta 

Mariana ZAZU National Research & Development Institute for Marine Geology and Geoecology - GeoEcoMar Romania 
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Annex 3 – List of organisations and projects presented at the 

knowledge market 
 

 

ID PROJECT PRESENTER 

 
1 

SAMBAH 
VELMU 

Penina BLANKETT 
and Jan EKEBOM 

2 
BIRD LIFE EUROPE 
BIRD LIFE INTERNATIONAL 

Bruna CAMPOS 
and Marguerite TARZIA 

3 
Inventory N2000 
Lithuania 

Darius DAUNYS 

4 LIFE MARMONI Heidrun Fammler 

5 
NATIONAL MARINE PARK OF ALONISSOS 
NORTHERN SPORADES 

Spydiron IOSIFIDIS 

6 MedMPAnet (Croatia) Katja JELIC, Marijana JURIC 

7 Seals in Gulf of Finland Mart JUSSI 

8 
Protection and management of marine areas in 
"Västerhavet" 

Ewa LAWETT 

9 FNE Denez L'HOSTIS 

10 INTERREG MED Programme Bianca LOPEZ BASSA 

11 
COCONET "Towards COast to COast NETworks of 
marine protected areas 

Dragos MICU 

12 LIFE PECHE A PIED Marie MORINEAU 

13 EUROPEAN COMMISSION Vedran NIKOLIC 

14 Conservation & Protection of Cetaceans in Ireland Olivier O'CADHLA 

15 Managing fishing in N2K Sites Jean-Luc SOLANDT 

16 CYCLADES LIFE Efthalia STATHA 

17 Management system of MPAs west coast of 
Sweden 

Lena TINGSTRÖM 

18 VisNed Willem VISSER 

19 GeoEcoMar Mariana ZAZU 

20 AAMP Cécile WALTER 

21 
Adaptive Management: The case of the National 
Marine Park of Zakynthos (N.M.P.Z.) 

Laurent SOURBES 
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