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2 Presentations 

2.1 Introduction to the Pan-European Ecological Network 

(By Dr Jan-Willem Sneep, Chair of the Committee of Experts for the Establishment of PEEN)
 
 
It is a great pleasure for me to welcome you 
here in Strasbourg to the Capacity Building 
Seminar ‘Balancing regional planning and 
ecological networks in the South-East 
European and Black Sea region’. 
 
The plan to develop a Pan-European 
Ecological Network is a visionary approach to 
the conservation and sustainable use of nature 
and biodiversity in Europe. PEEN will provide 
a sustainable backbone for Europe’s 
biodiversity by connecting robust natural and 
semi-natural areas of European importance. 
Once established, it will consist of core areas, 
corridors and buffer zones; and restoration 
areas will be identified where they are 
considered necessary. 
 
PEEN highlights the joint responsibility 
countries have for the conservation and wise 
use of nature. It also underlines the need for 
concerted action by governments and other 
stakeholders in Europe, such as the land use, 
economic and financial sectors. It provides a 
broad European framework for setting nature 
conservation priorities and making decisions in 
their policies and operations of land use and 
economic sectors that fully respect the 
biodiversity values in Europe. 
 
But even though the concept of ecological 
networks has undoubtedly made its mark on 
nature conservation in Europe, its acceptance 
is not as universal and as complete as one 
might think. In various countries in Europe, 
ecological networking is not integrated into 
national conservation or policy, and national 
support for the establishment of a Pan-
European Ecological Network varies greatly. 
There is not yet a clear vision concerning the 
process to establish the PEEN. Generally, a 
combination of internationally steered top-
down approaches and regionally or locally 
driven bottom-up initiatives is considered 
necessary. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Regional authorities have an important role in 
translating national and international policies 
and instruments in a regional context, while 
taking into account the specific economic, 
socio-cultural and natural characteristics of a 
region. Regions have important legal and 
policy mandates to balance the interest of 
various types of land use to oversee the 
planning decisions of local authorities. 
Practical implementation of ecological 
networks can only be done on a fairly limited 
geographical scale, and the building blocks of 
PEEN would be national and regional 
ecological networks. One of the major drivers 
of land-use change will be Europe’s socio-
economic integration.  
 

 
 
The expected changes in land use present 
threats as well as opportunities for nature and 
biodiversity. Changes in land use can increase 
threats to nature by causing further 
fragmentation, but they can also generate new 
opportunities to increase connectivity by 
incorporating biodiversity conservation aims 
into new or existing land uses. 
 
The successful establishment of PEEN 
therefore requires the integration of nature and 
biodiversity conservation into other land uses, 
and requires a strong role of the spatial 
planning sector and regional authorities in 
setting the right conditions.  
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But PEEN has to offer something to these 
stakeholders in order for them to become 
engaged in the process. If the stakeholders 
see their concerns addressed and their 
interests reflected in the further development 
of PEEN, their support will increase, and as a 
result, the Kyiv Resolution targets will have a 
better chance of being realized.  
 
Finding and exploring areas of common 
interest for the nature conservation sector and 

the non-conservation stakeholders in the 
PEEN process will be the main challenge for 
the future. 
 
I hope your discussions will lead to a better 
understanding of the needs, opportunities and 
methods for involving relevant stakeholders, 
such as the authorities responsible for spatial 
planning and transport and infrastructure, in 
the development of the Pan-European 
Ecological Network. 

2.2 Council of Europe instruments on sectoral integration  

(By Ms Françoise Bauer, Council of Europe) 
 
 
Some activities have detrimental effects on 
biological and landscape diversity. This is why 
the Council of Europe has developed tools in 
order to ensure better integration of 
environmental considerations into sectoral 
policies. 
 
Transport infrastructures cause fragmentation 
of habitats, which is one of the most important 
causes of the decline of biodiversity. A group 
of specialists has drawn up in 2001 a Code of 
Practice, supported by five technical reports, 
which contains information and 
recommendations for those working with linear 
transportation networks (roads, railways and 
waterways). Aimed at elected representatives, 
decision makers, practitioners and other 
interested parties, its purpose is to promote 
more sustainable transportation networks.  
 
Tourism can also be detrimental to nature. A 
group of specialists worked for five years 
between 1993 and 1999 in order to determine 
principles and conditions to decide which 
projects should be considered as sustainable. 
It has drawn up three recommendations (Rec 
(94)7 –(95)10 –(97)9) which were adopted by 
the Committee of Ministers of the Council of 
Europe aimed at oriented tourism policies of 
Member States towards the best integration of 
biological and landscape diversity. The group 
has also developed pilot projects in Latvia, 
Romania and Ukraine to help the authorities to 
draw up sustainable tourist development 
plans. 
 
With coastal ecosystems being under threat  

nowhere more than in Europe, a code of 
conduct for coastal zones and a model law on 
sustainable management of coastal zones 
have been prepared in 1999. The code, which 
represents an attempt at providing practical 
assistance and guidelines to public agencies, 
local authorities and coastal users with a view 
to ensuring sustainable development, was 
considered by the Committee of Ministers of 
the Council of Europe as a source of 
inspiration for national legislation and practice. 
 
In the framework of the Convention on the 
Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural 
Habitats (Bern Convention), a complaints 
procedure has been put in place enabling both 
private individuals and NGOs to send in 
complaints. This is the democratic voice of the 
Convention and a very effective control 
mechanism to ensure that governments 
comply with the commitments they have 
made. A number of complaints have been 
received concerning the development of 
tourism or transport infrastructure.  
 
The ’European Diploma sites’ correspond to 
the core areas of the Pan-European Ecological 
Network. The European Diploma of Protected 
Areas is recognition for a limited period of five 
years renewable of the quality of a site and its 
management. To date there are 68 sites in 25 
countries. Some of the sites are trans-
boundary and we encourage the managers to 
develop cross-border cooperation, not only in 
terms of thinking in a broader context but also 
in terms of networks. 



SEENET-South and East European Ecological Network 

 8 

2.3 Council of Europe instruments on regional planning 

(By Mrs Maguelonne Déjeant-Pons, Council of Europe) 

2.3.1 The European Conference of Ministers responsible for Regional Planning (CEMAT) 

We can consider that ecological networks are 
the arteries of the territory. They contribute to 
maintaining life and favour quality of life. The 
Council of Europe activities carried out in the 
field of spatial/regional planning and 
landscape contribute to the promotion of 
ecological networks. 
 
The main objectives of the Council of Europe 
are to promote democracy, human rights and 
the rule of law and to seek common solutions 
to the main problems facing European society 
today.  
 
The organization actively promotes the 
protection of the environment and sustainable 
spatial development in line with the 
Recommendation Rec (2002) 1 of the 
Committee of Ministers of the Council of 
Europe to Member States on the Guiding 
Principles for Sustainable Spatial 
Development of the European Continent 
(GPSSDEC), previously adopted by the 
European Conference of Ministers responsible 
for Regional Planning (CEMAT). The aim is to 
bring the economic and social requirements to 
be met by the territory into harmony with its 
ecological and cultural functions and therefore 
to contribute to long-term, large-scale and 
balanced spatial development. 
 
The Council of Europe presented the Guiding 
Principles for Sustainable Spatial 
Development of the European Continent to the 
United Nations World Summit on Sustainable 
Development held in Johannesburg from 26 
August to 4 September 2002, as a contribution 
to the implementation of the United Nations 
Programme ‘Agenda 21’ adopted in Rio de 
Janeiro and as a means of initiating 
intercontinental dialogue. 
 
The 13th Session of the European Conference 
of Ministers responsible for Regional Planning 
(CEMAT), held in Ljubljana (Slovenia) on 16 

and 17 September 2003, was a key political 
event in the implementation of strategies and 
visions for sustainable spatial development of 
the European Continent. The Ljubljana 
Declaration on the territorial dimension of 
sustainable development is of fundamental 
importance for human rights to sustainable 
development. It emphasizes territory as the 
indispensable medium and framework for 
man’s settlement and activity, and, as a result, 
a basis for sustainable development.  
 

 
 
During its 865th meeting, on 10 December 
2003, the Committee of Ministers agreed, 
following the Ljubljana Declaration, to consider 
sustainable spatial development at the Third 
Summit of the Council of Europe. 
 
The 14th Session of the European Conference 
of Ministers responsible for Spatial Planning 
(CEMAT) will be held in Lisbon, Portugal, on 
26-27 October 2006 on the theme: ‘Networks 
for Sustainable Spatial Development of the 
European Continent – Bridges over Europe’. 
 
The European Conferences of Ministers 
responsible for Spatial Planning are prepared 
by the CEMAT Committee of Senior Officials. 
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2.3.2 The European landscape convention 

Adopted in Florence (Italy) on 20 October 
2000, the European Landscape Convention is 
aimed at promoting the protection, 
management and planning of European 
landscapes and organizing European 
cooperation on landscape issues. It is the first 
international treaty to be exclusively 
concerned with all dimensions of European 
landscape. It applies to the entire territory of 
the Parties and relates to natural, urban and 
peri-urban areas, whether on land, water or 
sea. It therefore concerns not just remarkable 
landscapes but also ordinary everyday 
landscapes and blighted areas. 
 
The Convention represents an important 
contribution to the implementation of the 
objectives of the Council of Europe: these 
seek to protect Europeans’ quality of life and 
well-being taking into account landscape, 
cultural and natural values. The Member States 
of the Council of Europe signatory to the 
European Landscape Convention declared their 
concern to achieve sustainable development 
based on a balanced and harmonious 
relationship between social needs, economic 

activity and the environment. The cultural 
dimension is also of fundamental importance. 
 
Contemporary lifestyles are such that people 
increasingly aspire to rediscover an unspoiled 
setting and to preserve their natural as well as 
cultural heritage. As a result of this growing 
social demand, landscape gains or regains 
prestige and begins to be perceived as a 
major component of sustainable development 
policies.  
 
The Convention came into force on 1 March 
2004. As at 8 October 2006, 25 states had 
ratified the Convention: Armenia, Belgium, 
Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, 
Denmark, Finland, France, Ireland, Italy, 
Lithuania, Luxembourg, Moldova, Netherlands, 
Norway, Poland, Portugal, Romania, San 
Marino, Slovak Republic, Slovenia, ‘the former 
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia’, Turkey, 
Ukraine. Eight states had signed but not 
ratified it: Azerbaijan, Greece, Hungary, Malta, 
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland and the United 
Kingdom. 
 

2.4 Integrated Coastal Zone Planning and ecological networks 

(Presentation by Mrs Claudia Coman, National Institute for Marine Research and Development, 
Romania) 
 
 
The coastal zone is the most preferred 
location for settlements and development due 
to the richness of biodiversity, natural 
resources and economic importance as well. 
Nowadays in the coastal zones of the South-
Eastern Europe an explosive, uncontrolled 
touristic developments and urbanization is 
taking place. The increasing human pressure 
and long-term impact of climate change will 
affects the functional integrity of the coastal 
resource system by deteriorating the coastal 
ecosystems, depletion of natural resources 
and pollution of the coastal environment.  
 
Also, changes in land use to meet new 
demands bring new conflicts between 
competing uses when it is not carefully 
planned. Moreover, these conflicts between 
users are caused by spatial-temporal and 

economic-environmental incompatibility of 
different types of coastal uses. Therefore, a 
wise and rational use of coastal resources is 
required on the basis of a comprehensive 
approach to planning and management. It 
must be given a high priority to spatial 
planning on land and sea at the regional and 
local level as an important ICZM tools. Where 
the problems have cross-boundary causes 
and where solutions consequently also will 
have to be cross-country, the local and 
regional planning system might extend to the 
interregional and international level. 
 
These pressures on marine and coastal 
environment require urgent and coordinated 
action, aimed at zoning and careful 
management planning. Such management 
should include marine and coastal protected 
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areas to ensuring sustainable management of 
the wider marine and coastal environment. 
Throughout Integrated Coastal Zone 
Management (ICZM) a balance between the 
needs of development and environmental 
protection is achieved for a sustainable 
management of the coastal zone. ICZM play 
an important role in establishing networks of 
coastal and marine protected areas to 
conserve the coastal biodiversity. 
Establishment of coastal and marine protected 

areas is closely connected with the concept of 
ecological network and it should be 
strengthened, based on sound scientific basis. 
 
In consequence, the integrated coastal zone 
management planning need to be applied in 
the South-Eastern Europe by integrating 
among others coastal issues, the conservation 
of the biodiversity into the development 
process of the coast in order to achieve 
sustainable development of the area. 

2.5 Marine protected areas (MPAs) and marine regional planning 

(By Dr Alan Pickaver, EUCC-The Coastal Union) 
 
 
The sea has long been treated as a gigantic 
‘commons’ of unlimited resources. While 
nowadays there is a rising awareness of the 
vulnerability of the coasts and oceans to 
degradation, the marine environment is still 
coming under increasing pressure. Coastal 
and marine areas the world over provide food, 
transportation, recreation and energy 
resources to increasing numbers of people 
each year. As demands for these resources 
rise, the potential for user conflicts is radically 
heightened.  
 
Declining water quality, pollution, habitat loss 
and the introduction of exotic pests are 
examples of an inappropriate human activity 
and poor management. There is a growing 
recognition of the importance and need to 
protect marine biodiversity for both 
conservation and economic reasons. Issues of 
resource conflict and overuse and the need for 
sustainable resource use and biodiversity 
conservation typically occur at local and 
regional scales. To address these issues there 
is a need for a regional planning framework 
which encompasses data and information on 
ecological patterns and processes. 
 
Integrated marine and coastal area 
management (IMCAM) is a participatory 
process for decision making to prevent, control 
or mitigate adverse impacts from human 
activities in the marine and coastal 
environment, and to contribute to the 
restoration of degraded coastal areas. 
Integrated marine and coastal area 
management approaches (such as IMCAM, 
ICM and ICZM) have been recognized as the 
most effective tools for implementing the 

Convention on Biological Diversity with respect 
to conservation and sustainable use of marine 
and coastal biodiversity. In spite of this 
common agreement, it is still a challenge to 
find the right balance between biodiversity 
conservation and the sustainable use of its 
components. The relevance and applicability 
of existing IMCAM instruments for the 
implementation of the Convention has not 
been clarified.  
 

 
 
While protected areas have been in place for 
some terrestrial ecosystems for over a 
century, the formal conservation of the marine 
environments and their resources is a 
relatively recent phenomenon. Marine 
protected areas (MPAs) are most often 
established to promote the conservation of 
marine biodiversity, although they can also be 
used to benefit other interests such as 
fisheries and recreation. Marine protected 
areas (MPAs) have been defined by IUCN, the 
World Conservation Union, as: 
‘Any area of inter-tidal or sub tidal terrain, 
together with its overlying water and 
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associated flora, fauna, historical and cultural 
features, which has been reserved by law or 
other effective means to protect part or the 
entire enclosed environment.’ 
 
In March 2003, the Convention’s Subsidiary 
Body on Scientific, Technical and 
Technological Advice (SBSTTA) 
recommended that an effective marine and 
coastal biodiversity management framework 
would comprise of sustainable management 
practices and actions to protect biodiversity 
over the wider marine and coastal 
environment, as well as of an integrated 
marine and coastal protected areas (MCPA) 
network. There are many types of MPAs with 
management arrangements ranging from 
multiple use to strict protection within ‘no-take 
zones’ where all extractive activities are 
prohibited. A transparent overview of the aims 
and objectives of MPAs needs to be clearly 
articulated in order to seek understanding and 
engagement by the different stakeholders as 
recreation, fisheries, transport, the offshore oil 
and gas industry, marine renewable energy 
sector, etcetera. 
 
The European Commission is also promoting  

the idea of marine spatial planning (MSP), 
which is seen as a way of improving decision 
making and delivering an ecosystem-based 
approach to the management of marine 
activities. The main elements of MSP are likely 
to include an interlinked system of plans, 
policies and regulations, the components of 
environmental management systems and 
some of the many tools that are already used 
for land-use planning. MSP is likely to include 
an element of zoning, with MPAs incorporated 
into such schemes as areas where the 
conservation of biodiversity has priority.  
 
Within the context of ecologically sustainable 
development, MPAs perform a critical and 
essential function in marine ecosystem 
maintenance. Ecological, rather than artificial 
administrative/political, boundaries for 
management are essential in the marine 
environment because of the fluid or 
‘connected’ nature of the marine environment. 
In marine ecosystems, ecosystem 
management specifically needs to address this 
higher degree of connectivity, including the 
integration of inshore shelf waters and 
offshore waters, and also the land–sea 
interface.  
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3    Discussions and outcomes  

 

3.1 Relevant actors and problems of integration of ecological networks 

 
Nowadays there is the challenge at European 
level of incorporating ecological network 
considerations into sectoral policies and into 
practices in order to provide a balance 
between land used for nature conservation 
and land used for human activities.  
 
On a practical level, many good examples 
exist in Europe for restoring ecological 
connectivity through habitat restoration 
projects, land-use change, agri-environment 
and sustainable forestry schemes, etc. This 
proves that it has already been widely 
recognized and accepted that natural 
infrastructures can be maintained in the long 
term only if ecological network concepts are 
incorporated into a wide range of sectoral 
policies and plans, especially into land-use 
plans and regional development plans.  
 
This incorporation, however, is still a challenge 
to tackle on a regional and local level, even if 
the intention is there at the European level, as 
with the CEMAT framework, for closer 
cooperation. The European Ecological 
Network and regional planning frameworks are 
already being translated at national, regional 
and local levels with different mechanisms and 
tools to implement them.  
 
The seminar aimed at defining the problems 
and the needs of the process of involving 
ecological networks in the regional planning 
processes in the SEE and BS region. Through 
active exchange of views and cases studies, 
these issues were revealed by the following 
steps: 
 
• Defining the actors concerned (i.e. 

stakeholders) in the region; 
 
• Analysing the present method of 

cooperation with these stakeholders 
(problems); 

 
• Defining common interests as grounds for 

negotiations and understanding of specific 
views and interests. 

 
 

 
The results of the discussions on these three 
points are summarized in table 1. 
 
Although the situations may differ in the 
countries of the region, the following main 
lines can be drawn about involving ecological 
network issues in regional planning in the SEE 
and BS region: 
 
• There is small capacity for harmonization 

in the establishment of protected areas 
and ecological networks at national, sub 
national and municipality level, which 
leads to conflict of interests among 
relevant stakeholders; 

 
• All relevant stakeholders are not involved 

at all in the process of developing regional 
plans or are only involved at a very late 
stage; 

 
• Low public awareness of and participation 

in nature conservation and in 
cultural/landscape heritage conservation; 

 
• Low level of awareness of ecological 

networks at the different stakeholder 
groups, even sometimes among nature 
conservation authorities/ministries or in 
some cases the lack of political will hinder 
the process; 

 
• Access to spatial/regional 

development/sustainable development 
plans is lacking almost everywhere; 

 
• Non-conservation stakeholder groups do 

not have access to information on 
ecological networks such as Natura 2000 
or Emerald;  

 
• There is no access to methodologies and 

international experience-sharing on cost-
benefit analyses and on environmental 
impact assessments; 

 
• International commitments are very helpful 

in forcing cooperation among sectors or 
institutions (e.g. Bern Convention 
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(Standing Committee), UNESCO (e.g. Tara 
River, between Montenegro and  Bosnia-
Herzegovina), European Commission (e.g. 
different stakeholders involved in solving 
problems in the Biosphere Reserve of Danube 
Delta); 

• There is strong competition for the land 
between nature conservation and (mainly 
foreign) rich investors. 

 

 
Stakeholder 
groups 

Problems of stakeholder group in SEE and 
BS area countries 

Common interests of nature 
conservation and stakeholder group 

Farmers Economic constraints, low level of awareness 
of ecological networks, no consultation process 

Sustainable use of land, branding, 
restoration of land, incentives against 
land abandonment, ecological production 

Tourism sector Economic constraints, low level of awareness 
of ecological networks, no consultation process 

Landscape value, sustainable tourism, 
preservation of the area, awareness of 
natural and landscape heritage, joy of 
nature: trekking, hiking, biking, and bird-
watching, recreation, economic growth 

Infrastructure 
(transport, hydro 
power plants, 
etc.) 

Economic constraints, low level of awareness 
of ecological networks, no consultation process, 
no access to nature conservation plans 

Healthy technologies, ecological 
concerns, like ecoducts 

Urbanization Low level of awareness of ecological networks Clean environment  

Hunters and 
fishermen 

Economic constraints Sustainable hunting/fishing, game 
reserves as source of eco-corridors, 
ecological production 

Local public Low level of awareness of ecological networks, 
no public hearings 

Preservation of the area, awareness of 
natural and landscape heritage, 
consumption of ecological products, joy 
of nature: trekking, hiking, biking, and 
bird-watching, recreation 

Business sector Low level of awareness of ecological networks Fundraising for public–private 
partnerships for nature and ecological 
networks, support for ecological products 
and for local products, food and crafts 

Ministry of nature 
and environment 

Low level of awareness of ecological networks, 
no access to spatial plans, no public hearings 

Better image in society to win elections 

NGOs No consultation process, no access to spatial 
plans, no public hearings 

Solving community problems, nature 
conservation, public 
awareness/participation 

Academic and 
research 
institutes 

New studies on state of nature sometimes 
lacking 

Provide data and information on status 
and existence of ecological networks 

Municipalities Low level of awareness of ecological networks, 
no public hearings 

Use of outcome of research  

National/local 
environmental 
authorities, 
national parks 

Low level of awareness of ecological networks, 
no access to spatial plans, no consultation 
process, no capacity, no public hearings 

Environmental protection 

Management 
authorities 

Low level of awareness of ecological networks, 
no access to spatial plans 

Nature conservation 

Foresters Economic constraints Sustainable use of protected forests, 
reforestation, protected species, creating 
forest belts, erosion control, creation of 
communal forest schemes 

Mountain areas Economic constraints  Ecotourism, erosion control, human 
recreation with economic growth  

River basin 
agencies 

No access to spatial plans, no consultation 
process 

Conservation of water resources, 
conservation of wetlands, rivers, etc. 

 
Table 1. Problems and common interests of stakeholder groups in the SEE and BS region 
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Information was also shared in the discussion 
session related to planning and preservation of 
the coastal and marine environment within the 
different countries. The participants were 
asked to provide a summary on legislation 
about marine and coastal conservation, 
authorities responsible for marine and coastal 
issues, threats to coastal and marine areas, 
the designation of coastal and marine 
protected areas (CMPAs) and data availability 
for CMPAs. Table 2 summarizes the outcomes 
per country. 
 
The following common problems were found in 
the region with regard to the designation of the 
marine and coastal parts of ecological 
networks:  
 
• There is not enough experience for the 

creation of marine protected areas (MPAs) 
and insufficient trans-boundary 
coordination; 

 

 
 
 
 

• In some countries, such as Croatia, too 
many ministries are involved, leading to 
duplication of work, and in others, such as 
Turkey, too many organizations are 
engaged in nature conservation, leading to 
work overlap: there is no harmonization of 
ongoing programmes; 

 
• Authorities have limited capacity; 
 
• Monitoring of biodiversity is limited; 
 
• Low awareness of authorities with regard 

to preservation of the coast and sea 
needs; 

 
• NGO and media involvement is not strong 

enough; 
 
• There is too much construction work in the 

coastal zone, particularly for tourism. 
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Country Legislation Authorities Threats MPAs Data 
Albania   The ‘boom’ of constructions for 

tourism is already starting 
(mainly foreign investors) 

There are coastal protected 
areas (CPAs), but no marine 
protected areas (MPAs) 

-Are needed for the designation 
of MPAs 
-There is the potential to get 
the necessary data for MPAs 

Croatia Governmental regulation for physical 
planning of the coastal zone is 1000m for 
the terrestrial part and 300m in the sea 

-Ministry of Environment  
-Ministry of the Sea, Tourism, Transport 
and Development  
-Ministry of Agriculture (Marine Fisheries 
Department)  
-Ministry of Culture 

The realization of too many 
constructions in the coastal 
zone, particularly for tourism 

9 MPAs (2 reserves, 1 area has 
been declared protected for a 
period of 2 years and the 
following step is to declare the 
area as fully protected) 

 

Montenegro No laws for the coastal zone in particular 
 

-The coastal area is responsibility of the 
State government 
-Ministry of Spatial Planning and 
Environmental Protection 
-National Council for Sustainable 
Development (includes GOs and also 5 
NGOs) 

Rapid economic development  Are provided by research 
institutes and by the public 
enterprise for the coastal area, 
but further monitoring is 
needed 
 

Romania ICZM law of 2003 -Ministry of Environment and Water 
Management  
-The Administration of Protected Areas 
is custodian (also of the MPAs) 

-Constructions, mainly by 
Western investors for tourism 
development in the coastal 
zone  
-Massive constructions for 
coastal protection, the 
necessity of which is 

There is 1 designated subtidal 
MPA, 2 new MPAs are 
proposed for Natura 2000 

 

Russia -Federal Law of the Russian Federation 
‘About specially protected natural 
territories’ 
-Regulation on specially protected zone 
for sea mammals 
-Act for the protection of the  
animal kingdom (including the marine 
kingdom) 
-Law on the Environment (2000) 

-Ministry of Environment (PAs, nature 
parks and reserves) 
-Ministry of Agriculture 
(fishery and hunting) 

-Oil extraction and 
transportation 
-Building of vacation houses 
and the increase of non-
organized tourism 

-26 CMPAs (12 strict ones) 
-On the Black Sea one of the 
protected sites has been 
specially designated for 
migrating species 
-Within the Programme of the 
Russian Government for 
Protected Areas, three to four 
Nature Parks on the coastal 
zone are in a process of 

-Database on federal protected 
areas 

 -List of MPAs (in preparation) 
 -Information on MPAs on the 

website of the Ministry of 
Environment 
 -WWF also deals with MPAs 
and provides data on MPAs 

Turkey -No laws for the coastal zone in 
particular 
-General environmental legislation, 
related also to the coast:  
-the Nature Conservation Law  
-the Legislation for Nature Parks  

-Ministry of Environment and Forestry  
-Ministry of Tourism and Culture  
-Ministry of Rural Development 
-NGOs are involved at national and local 
levels and are working very well 

Rapid economic development 
on the coast is forming the 
main threat 

-CMPAs have been established 
on the Mediterranean Sea  
-Only CPAs have been declared 
on the Black Sea 

-Are available, but different 
institutions are engaged 
-There is an ongoing project for 
the establishment of a national 
database 

Ukraine -State Programme of Ukraine’s National 
Ecological Network Development for 
2000–2015 
-State Programme on PAs Development 
-Law on PAs 
-Law on Environmental Protection  
-Code on Water Resources of Ukraine  
-State Programme of the Protection and 
Rehabilitation of the Black and Azov 
Seas (approved by law in 2001)  
 -Draft Law on ICZM 

-Ministry of Environmental Protection of 
Ukraine (Division of the Black Sea and 
the Azov Sea)  
-Ministry of Agriculture (Fisheries) 
-Ministry of Transport and of Defence  
-The Inter-ministerial Advisory 
Commission on Environmental Issues of 
the Black Sea Region 
- Inter-sectoral Task Force for 
Technogenic and Ecological Safety of 
internal waters, territorial waters and 
exclusive marine areas in the Black Sea 
and Azov Sea 
-Ukrainian–Russian Transboundary 

-Pollution, fish poaching, 
privatization, development of 
infrastructure  
-Pressure of increasing marine 
transport 
-Enlargement of marine ports 
and construction of recreation 
facilities 

On the Black and Azov Seas 9 
PAs (3 have a marine 
component) 

Exist, e.g. Protocol including 
Black Sea Red Data Book 

 
Table 2. Summary of status of protected areas in South-East European countries
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3.2 Building partnerships with stakeholders to establish ecological networks  

In order to successfully develop a regional 
plan that involves ecological network 
concepts, common interests among all 
stakeholders have to be found and explained. 
The table in the previous section shows the 
relevant stakeholders that have been identified 
by the participants of 10 countries in the region 
as well as their possible common interests 
with nature conservation. 
 
It is clear that the involvement of other sectors 
in the implementation of ecological networks 
shows similarities with Western Europe, but it 
is also clear that a lot is already happening in 
the region in terms of cooperation. Many good 
examples arose during the seminar from the 
SEE and BS region and a list of possible 
actions to improve stakeholder awareness of 
the importance of involving ecological 
networks in regional planning was formulated. 
This section aims to summarize the existing 
common interests and the future steps per 
sector. 

3.2.1 Farmers 

The involvement of the farming sector in 
ecological networks has long been a priority 
item on several international and national 
political agendas. The current European 
general trends in agriculture well reflect the 
need for sustainable production and at the 
same time the conservation of nature and 
landscape heritage. They aim to achieve 
multifunctionality within agriculture and to 
combine a production goal with an 
environmental objective, in many cases the 
maintenance of elements of ecological 
networks. Agri-environmental measures are a 
means to encourage farmers to protect natural 
heritage and biodiversity on the farmlands. In 
the EU countries these EU (CAP) or national 
schemes support the protection/restoration of 
high nature/culture areas or their elements 
(species habitats or historical features, 
hedgerows) or the sustainable management of 
these areas (e.g. through turning to low-
intensity and traditional methods). These 

schemes are well developed or are also being 
developed in the SEE and BSA and provide 
good examples of how to involve farmers.  
 
In the last decade the concept of High Nature 
Value Farming Areas (HNVFA) has also 
gained a lot of ground among policymakers in 
Europe. It corresponds with the 
multifunctionality approach and aims to protect 
high biodiversity areas that fall under 
agricultural use. The HNVFAs are both 
scientifically and politically recognized 
throughout Europe and appear as priority 
issues in the Kyiv Resolution on Biodiversity 
and in the European Commission’s 
Communication on Biodiversity (2006). 
 

 
 
The SEE and BS region is undeniably an 
important source of traditional agricultural 
methods and practices. Therefore, it is crucial 
that local experience and knowledge of these 
methods be recognized and acknowledged as 
a part of Europe’s cultural and natural 
heritage. Areas under traditional management 
contribute significantly to the development of 
ecological networks as they form high nature 
value farmlands that can be part of core areas 
of ecological networks and PEEN on a local 
level. The importance of maintaining this 
heritage has already been recognized in 
Bulgaria when incorporating high nature value 
farmlands into the National Agri-environmental  
Programme for the period of 2007–2013. 
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To achieve common interests in the 
establishment of an ecological network with 
farmers in the SEE BS region the following 
activities were proposed: 
 
• Education and training of nature 

conservationists and farmers; 
 
• Provision of information (brochures, 

manuals, guidelines, etc.) to nature 
conservationists and farmers; 

 
• Provision of information on compensation 

schemes that take ecological networks 
into account; 

 
• Organization of meetings bringing together 

farmers and other stakeholders to promote 
local products;  

 
• Establishment of organic agriculture 

(establishment of standards for this) where 
it is absent, and enhancement of 
awareness of organic agriculture where 
already exists; 

 
 

• Preservation of authentic breeds; 
 
• Provision of examples of sustainable 

farming schemes in other parts of Europe 
(e.g. the hedge-planting measure in 
Denmark); 

 
• Spreading of European trends in organic 

and high nature value agriculture among 
farmers, dissemination of the outcomes of 
the   pan-European Conference ‘Towards 
integrating biological and landscape 
diversity for sustainable agriculture in 
Europe’ organized by the Council of 
Europe and UNESCO in Paris, 2002; 

 
• Provision of methods and possibilities for 

environmental impact assessments for 
agricultural activities that fall in areas of 
ecological networks (high nature value 
areas); 

 
• Provision of good examples of the 

integration of nature conservation interests 
into agricultural schemes and plans from 
the region, and provision of possibility for 
exchange of experience. 

Box 1: Examples of successful agricultural incentives and schemes in the SEE and BS region – 
Finding common interests with farmers 
 
Bulgaria: HNVF scheme 
Semi-natural grasslands are some of the most valuable ecosystems in the agricultural landscape of Bulgaria. 
Semi-natural grasslands need the continuation of traditional agricultural practices and traditional patterns of 
grazing and hay-making, as well as the avoidance of agro-chemical inputs such as fertilizers and pesticides. 
The scheme on HNVF aims to avoid the loss of HNV grassland communities and associated species, to 
conserve and maintain HNV grasslands through the continuation or reintroduction of traditional management 
practices for grasslands in protected areas. It also contributes to the implementation of protected area 
management plans and the achievement of protected area conservation goals, including the achievement of 
favourable conservation status for Natura 2000 sites, and contributes to the achievement of favourable 
conservation status for Natura 2000 sites outside protected areas. Farmers entering these schemes receive 
compensation. 
 
Turkey:  Reed management incentive in Sultansazlı�ı national park 
Reed cutting is an important activity for local communities, which have traditionally harvested reeds. Before 
the marshes gained commercial importance, reeds were used in house roofs or for feeding animals. With no 
official restrictions on the period of reed cutting, traditional methods were employed throughout the year. In 
recent years, with increased export demand for cut reeds, it has gained in economic importance, with 
consequent negative effects on biodiversity. Following the implementation of the reed-cutting plan 
(completed in September 2002 and implemented in the same year) prepared within a GEF project a reed-
cutting system has been developed that aims to protect biodiversity and promote equitable and sustainable 
reed cutting. The plan will be regularly reviewed and refined.  
 
Ukraine: Tax reduction incentive for sustainable use of land 
In Ukraine a tax reduction incentive was developed for the protection of high nature value areas as foreseen 
by the law ‘On protected areas of Ukraine’: nature and biosphere reserves, national nature parks, regional 
landscape parks, botanical and zoological gardens do not pay land tax. Also, institutions, organizations and 
enterprises do not pay land tax if their lands have protected area status (included in protected areas).  
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3.2.2 Foresters 

Forest areas are of significant importance to 
Europe’s biodiversity and have a special role 
in their function of core areas and ecological 
corridors. In the SEE and BS region, 
especially in the Russian Federation where 
primary forest areas account for a large share 
of Europe’s forests, involvement of foresters in 
the development and implementation of 
ecological networks is crucial. 
 
Forest areas are suffering from numerous 
threats in the SEE and BS area, such as forest 
fires, human influence, intensive exploitation 
(e.g. in Serbia), industrial round-wood needs, 
wood-fuel needs of rural populations and also 
sometimes overexploitation of non-wood forest 
goods (berries, mushrooms, medicinal plants, 
trophies). In Romania, privatization of land 
resulted in unsustainable use of small forest 
parcels by the new owners, and this requires a 
governmental response.  
 
There is no question that common interests 
and cooperation have to be established with 
foresters in order to integrate forestry 
principles into ecological networks and vice 
versa. Good examples are available from 
Ukraine, Albania and Turkey on gaining 
common ground for participatory cooperation. 
These joint efforts include the creation of 
forest belts as ecological corridors, the 
reintroduction of forests to counter soil erosion 

problems, the introduction of communal forest 
schemes (e.g. in Albania).  
 
In a wider European context the harmonization 
of priorities of nature conservation and forestry 
needs to be achieved. During the last decade 
of the Ministerial Conference on the Protection 
of Forests in Europe (MCPFE), progress has 
been made in integrating nature conservation 
issues into forestry principles, such as 
incorporating the ecosystem approach into 
sustainable forest management. Within the 
MCPFE framework, national forest 
programmes have been developed that have 
led to a large growth in protected forests. 
 

 

Box 2: The CRRG programme framework in Croatia – Bee-keeping in forest meadows 
 
The CRRG programme is part of Karst Ecosystem Conservation Project for ‘Demonstration of linkages 
between rural development and biodiversity conservation’. The CRRG programme enables groups and 
individuals to carry out activities that contribute to achieving the goals and objectives of the KEC project.  
The CRRG programme supports and finances entrepreneurial subprojects that demonstrate linkages 
between sustainable use of natural resources, economic development and biodiversity conservation. 
Approximately US$500,000 GEF funds will be awarded for grants to farmers, artisans, entrepreneurs, 
businesses, individuals, NGOs and others. Grant activities support a wide range of activities including, but 
not limited to, support to local communities to develop small businesses; to disseminate knowledge and build 
capacity; and for environmental education and public awareness building. The programme started in 
September 2002 and will be finalized in December 2007. In June 2005, the Government of Norway granted 
Croatia an additional US$200,000 (co-financing). (More information: Croatian Ministry of Culture.) 
 
In the framework of the programme, besides many other activities and projects, five farmers received 
financing for bee-keeping, since this contributes to biodiversity conservation. The main ecological importance 
of projects dealing with honey production is a link between forest pastures in the production of high quality 
honey and conservation of coniferous forests of the high Karst. Especially the old stands of fir (Abies alba) 
need protection as they have degraded at an increasing rate in Gorski kotar in recent decades. Honey 
‘medun’, which is rare elsewhere, also highlights that their conservation is of great importance for Central 
Europe. The envisaged cooperation with the National Park Risnjak is an important added value.  
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Box 3: Ecotourism activities in Central Balkan National Park, Bulgaria  
 
The Central Balkan National Park is one of the most popular hiking destinations in Bulgaria. The park 
coordinates its tourism activities with the Bulgarian Tourism Union with respect to accommodation: there are 
a total of 20 tourist chalets with a combined capacity of 1,434 beds, all operated by the Bulgarian Tourism 
Union. In addition, there are four recreational facilities owned and operated by commercial corporations or 
institutions with a total of 264 beds, and three tourist lodges with 40 beds. The Park Directorate supervises 
the construction and maintenance of the tourism infrastructure, such as signs, trails, shelters and lodges, 
bridges, safety facilities, rest stops and viewing locations. A set of specialized routes, including 10 equestrian 
trails and 4 mountain biking trails, have been developed, as well as thematic routes for bird, plant and large 
mammal watching; culture and history, caving, photography, alpine skiing and skiing. In addition to the rich 
natural heritage, the Central Balkan National Park area abounds in historical and ethnographic treasures, 
and mineral springs. All these provide opportunities for various folk festivals, demonstrations of traditional 
rituals, local arts and crafts, and other attractions. The Park Directorate collaborates with local entrepreneurs 
from the gateway communities to develop and promote ecotourism. 

In order to reach common understanding in 
management principles for nature 
conservation and forestry, the following 
activities were proposed: 
 
• Harmonization of policies/legislations at 

different levels; 
 
• Organization of international meetings with 

foresters; 
 
• Development of joint inter-sectoral 

projects; 
 
• Development and implementation of 

management plans taking into account the 
nature conservation sector; 

 
• Provision of information to foresters on 

existing ecological network projects 
carried out in forests (e.g. Bialowieza 
‘Forest of Hope’ pilot ecological network 
project); 

 
• Provision of examples from other parts of 

Europe on sustainable forestry schemes to 
managers of forests and to municipalities; 

 
• Dissemination of European trends in 

forestry such as the materials on the 
MCPFE process; 

 
• Connecting of the SEE and BS region with 

the MCPFE process; 
 
• Provision of methods and possibilities for 

environmental impact assessments for 
forestry activities that fall in areas of 
ecological network; 

 
• Provision of good examples of the  

integration of nature conservation interests 
into forestry schemes and plans from the 
region and of possibility for exchange of 
experience; 

 
• Provision of examples of forestry 

interventions assessed according to an 
economic cost-benefit analysis along with 
nature value assessment; 

 
• Establishment of specific forestry reserves 

for the benefit of rare and endangered 
species. 

3.2.3 Tourism sector 

The SEE and BS region has rich areas with 
high tourism potential, and so is always 
threatened by rich foreign investors and their 
conflicts of interest. Ecotourism, however, is 
gaining more ground in the region. Especially 
in Bulgaria, Croatia and Turkey many 
ecotourism agencies and companies offer 
ecotours connected to cultural tourism. There 
is a growing need among people for a clean 
environment and to experience nature during 
their holidays.  
 
The elements of ecological networks, as areas 
of high nature value (national parks, nature 
reserves, landscape reserves or cultural and 
nature sites), and ecological corridors are 
bringing a lot of potential in different aspects of 
ecotourism: in scientific ecotourism (bird-
watching, nature observation, protection of a 
certain species), sport ecotourism (hiking, 
biking), health ecotourism (recreation, spa, 
healing). They can also generate economic 
interests, such as the creation of markets for 
local products, food and crafts or a market for 
collected herbs and herbal products.  
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The tourist values of the SEE and BS region 
are unquestionable, but in order to further 
increase common understanding in 
management principles for nature 
conservation in the tourism sector in the 
region, the following activities were proposed: 
 
• Assistance in finding the balance between 

exploitation and conservation of landscape 
values towards sustainable tourism; 

 
• Promotion of the establishment of 

cooperation between protected areas and 
tourist agencies, organization of local 
meetings between representatives to find 
common ground for cooperation; 

 
• Creation of regional development plans for 

tourism with municipalities;  
 
• Promotion of ecotourism and cultural 

tourism among the public; 
 
• Creation of a link with the International 

Ecotourism Society for cooperation and to 
provide information on available branding 
and certifications, as well as trainings, 
conferences and business advice; 

• Ecotourism campaign among 
entrepreneurs in areas surrounding high 
nature value spots; 

 
• Creation of a link with the Council of 

Europe’s Recommendations (Rec (94)7 – 
(95)10 – (97)9) aimed at tourism policies 
oriented towards the best integration of 
biological and landscape diversity. 
Provision of lessons learned from the pilot 
projects in Romania and Ukraine that 
aimed to help the authorities to draw up 
sustainable tourism development plans. 

3.2.4 Road and transport infrastructure 

As a threat, intensification of road and 
transport infrastructure is expected in the 
whole SEE region, but especially in Bulgaria 
and Romania due to EU accession. It is 
extremely important to involve nature 
conservation concerns in the forthcoming 
development activities at the planning phase. 
Without early involvement, habitat 
fragmentation caused by infrastructure 
development will occur; and in order to prevent 
this, the following activities were defined: 
 

• Creation of a link between the Council of 
Europe’s Code of Practice (2001) and its 
recommendations for development of linear 
transportation networks (roads, railways 
and waterways) and experts and ministerial 
representatives in the SEE and BS region; 

 
• Promotion among decision makers and 

other stakeholders of more sustainable 
transportation networks;  

 
• Promotion of the sustainable transportation 

network concept among the public; 
 
• Development of methods for concretizing 

the needs (claims) of nature conservation 
for ecological networks in the process of 
road and transport infrastructure planning; 

 
• Promotion of restoration of connectivity 

through already fragmented areas; 
 
• Creation of a link between nature 

conservation activities and the main 
international counterparts in the transport 
and infrastructure sectors, such as 
European associations and federations and 
DG transport; 

 
• Dissemination of information about 

European transport network initiatives such 
as Trans-European Transport Networks 
(TEN); 

 
• At all possible fora, draw attention to the 

high speed at which fragmentation of 
habitats by road infrastructure is occurring 
in the SEE region. 

3.2.5 Hunters and fishermen 

Hunting and fishing are classical areas of 
conflict with nature conservation. At the 
European and global levels the sustainable 
use of biological resources has high policy 
priority (CBD Rio Summit). According to 
general CBD principles, the sustainable 
exploitation of natural resources should 
correspond to adequate national government 
support, should result in a management based 
on scientific research and monitoring activities, 
should be transparent also in an international, 
trans-boundary context and should support the 
well-being and full awareness of local 
populations. Guidelines have recently been 
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developed by an IUCN specialist group for 
sustainable hunting in Europe.3 
 
Intensive hunting is especially characteristic of 
Ukraine and the Russian Federation, while 
fishing forms a major source of conflict 
between human populations near inland 
freshwater ecosystems and coastal zones 
almost everywhere in the SEE and BS region. 
 

 
 
However, there are also positive examples of 
cooperation. In Ukraine, for instance, common 
interest was found with hunters and 
discussions resulted in the establishment of 
game reserves that also serve as ecological 
corridors. With the participation of Croatia an 
operative proposal for the application of the 
common fishery policy in the Mediterranean 
Sea, with a strategic agenda for sustainable 
fishing and protection of biodiversity, was 
developed. Priorities of the agenda include the 
protection of the environment and biodiversity, 
sustainability in productive activities and 
marketing, territorial development and tourism, 
research, and governance and technical 
assistance.4  
 
Seminar discussions resulted in proposal of 
the following actions:  
 
• Establishment of monitoring schemes to 

avoid overexploitation by hunting and 
fishing; 

 
• Award of grant to those hunters/fishermen 

who hunt/fish in a sustainable way; 
 
• Sharing of information on existing agendas 

and management plans for sustainable 
                                                      
3http://www.iucn.org/themes/ssc/susg/docs/WISPE
Rguidelines210906_1.pdf 
4 www.eurofish.dk/filedownload.php?fileId=178 

hunting, and fishing from the SEE and BS 
region and other parts of Europe. 

3.2.6 Local public 

Involvement of local people in the planning 
and decision processes of rural and regional 
plans and also in ecological network plans is 
crucial, though still not yet practised enough. 
With adequate public awareness and 
consciousness of nature, environment and 
sustainable economic development processes, 
the public can contribute to the cooperation of 
nature conservationists and regional planners 
or can hinder unnecessary processes in the 
environment and nature.  
 
In order to involve local people in the decision-
making processes on nature and ecological 
networks, the following activities were 
proposed: 
 
• Organization of events and public 

hearings; 
 
• Enhancement of people’s knowledge of 

their ecological and human rights; 
 
• Enhancement of people’s knowledge of 

cultural and natural heritage, to give them 
‘pride’ in their environment; 

 
• Enhancement of public knowledge of the 

ecological network concept. 

3.2.7 Business sector 

The urgent need to connect the business 
sector and nature conservation is well 
reflected in pan-European policy targets. 
Cooperation with land users and owners, 
financial and economic sectors is very 
important for the implementation of ecological 
networks, especially in ecological corridors 
and buffer zones, where economic interests 
meet or conflict more often than in core areas.  
 
Getting financial opportunities from private or 
commercial sources (like commercial banks) 
for nature conservation has already been put 
into practice in a few countries of the SEE and 
BS area, especially in Bulgaria and Croatia. 
However, there are still a lot of opportunities to 
explore. The following recommendations were 
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given to improve involvement of ecological 
networks in the business sector:  
 
• Establishment of a long-term plan of local 

development; 
 
• Development of project proposals for 

bankable projects; 
 
• Promotion of eco-labelling; 
 
• Development of public–private 

partnerships; 
 
• Facilitation of the establishment of pro-

biodiversity businesses and biodiversity-
related investments; 

 
• Provision of examples from EU countries 

for operating public–private partnerships; 
 
• Development of strategies to approach the 

private business sector with ecological 
network projects; 

 
• Provision of more information on the 

European Banking, Business and 

Biodiversity initiatives and the European 
Biodiversity Resourcing Initiative. 

3.2.8 Where can the nature conservation 
sector help itself?  

Nature conservation actors play the most 
significant role in the establishment of 
ecological networks. In the seminar it was 
concluded that in many countries of the South-
East European and Black Sea regions 
capacity or knowledge availability problems 
hinder the establishment process of ecological 
networks. In table 3, roles and responsibilities 
of different actors are summarized. 
 

 
Table 3. Roles and responsibilities of different nature conservation actors in the establishment of ecological 
networks

Ministries of environment and nature: 
 

• Harmonization of legislation at different levels, consultation 
with ministries of agriculture, fisheries, forestry, transport, 
economy and finance; 

• Use of national parks as benchmark for Environment Impact 
Assessment; 

• Organization of public hearings; 
• Harmonization of international commitments, initiatives with 

national legislations. 
 

NGOs: 
 

• Organization of round-table discussions between 
representatives of different ministries involved in ecological 
networks; 

• Organization of campaigns; 
• Participation in drafting regional plans; 
• Selection of ‘green’ chair in local parliament; 
• Provision of promotional materials, brochures, etc. to public; 
• Development of policy proposals. 
 

Academic and research institutes: 
 

• Conducting of research activities, presentation of research 
results in science–policy interfaces so that policymakers are 
better able to decide and proceed in processes; 

• Provision of advice to stakeholders, especially planners; 
• Participation in environmental impact assessments. 
 

Nature conservation agencies: 
 

• Development of management plans; 
• Cooperation with ecotourism and local business sector. 
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4 Conclusions and recommendations 

 
Generally for the South-East European and 
Black Sea region, it was pointed out that the 
Steppic and Black Sea biogeographical 
regions are still well preserved and any 
developments destroying these two unique 
biogeographical regions should be stopped. 
The processes of economic development in 
the region are posing serious threats to 
biodiversity, leading to severe habitat 
degradation. Therefore, the ecological network 
concept should be promoted more in the 
region at all levels and among all involved 
stakeholder groups in order to stop the loss of 
the unique biodiversity in the SEE and BS 
region.  
 
The biodiversity of the high nature value 
farmlands and the experience of the SEE and 
BS region in traditional agricultural methods 
and practices should be more highlighted and 
promoted as part of the region’s natural and 
cultural values. It can form the basis of 
discussions, negotiations and development of 
strategies and agri-environment programmes 
with the agricultural sector. 
 
To maintain forest areas of the SEE and BS 
region contributing largely to the core areas 
and ecological corridors of the PEEN, the 
promotion of sustainable forest management 
practices and, at a policy level, involvement 
with the MCPFE process are needed. 
 

 
 
The concept of ecotourism is well 
acknowledged and more widely applied in the 
SEE and BS region. The cooperation between 
the managements of protected areas (or other 
high nature value areas) and tourist agencies 
could be further enhanced.  

Cooperation with the road and transport 
infrastructure sector should be given a high 
priority in the region and early involvement of 
nature conservation in the road planning 
processes has to be reached. The promotion 
of sustainable transport networks is an 
essential and urgent need of the region.  
 
To halt the loss of biodiversity due to intensive 
fishing and hunting in SEE and BS region, 
improvement, or in some countries the 
establishment, of monitoring schemes is 
required. Good examples of sustainable 
fishing and management practices are also 
needed. 
 
As was seen in the case of Montenegro, the 
involvement of local people in the planning 
and decision processes of rural and regional 
plans and also in ecological network plans can 
be achieved if people are adequately informed 
about their ecological and human democratic 
rights.  
 
There is still a lot to explore in the field of 
connecting managers of areas of high nature 
value and the business sector. It would be 
useful to provide examples in this field from all 
over Europe.  
 
A few general recommendations were made to 
resolve the conflict of interests among 
stakeholders and different sectors: 
 
• Use should be made of existing 

international agreements, treaties, etc. on 
nature conservation; 

 
• Involvement of relevant stakeholders from 

the very beginning in the process of 
developing regional plans; 

 
• Awareness raising about ecological 

networks and nature conservation in 
general among relevant stakeholders; 

 
• Encouragement of public participation in 

issues of ecological networks and nature 
conservation; 

 
• Creation of a national coordination body to 

ensure the involvement of relevant 
stakeholders; 
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• Harmonization of national and 
international policies; 

 
• Enhancement of media involvement to 

bring into consideration the different points 
for the preservation of coast and sea; 

 
• Awareness raising of authorities with 

regard to preservation of the coast and 
sea; 

 
• Provision of advice to governments on, for 

instance, the introduction of higher tax  

rates for building on the coast, the 
designation of new protected areas in the 
coastal and marine zones and building 
capacity for this purpose; 

 
• Reduction in the threats posed by 

uncontrolled economic development by 
providing best practices and good 
examples from CEE and Western Europe 
(such as an example from Hungary, where 
protection of all springs was first realized, 
and only after that were rights for use 
given). 
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Annex 1 Recommendations for further activities for the SEENET 
programme 

 
A summary of specific activities proposed for the implementation of the SEENET programme is 
presented below.  

Awareness raising in the SEE and BS area 

• Education in schools on ecological 
networks. 

 
• Media and public campaigns: posters, 

cooperation with TV channels on 
broadcasting news items on ecological 
networks, ‘send us good and bad 
examples from your local environment on 
ecological networks’, involvement of public 
through games and competitions. 

 
• Development of promotional materials, 

brochures. 
 
• Awareness raising about natural and 

cultural heritage among citizens. 
 
• Awareness raising of NGOs and research 

institutions about their work in the region 
to avoid overlaps. 

 
• Awareness raising among farmers on 

European trends in organic and high 
nature value agriculture. 

 
• Dissemination of outcomes of the pan-

European Conference ‘Towards 
integrating biological and landscape 
diversity for sustainable agriculture in 
Europe’, organized by the Council of 
Europe and UNESCO in Paris, 2002. 

 
• Provision of information to foresters on 

existing ecological network projects 
carried out in forests (e.g. Bialowieza 
‘Forest of Hope’ pilot ecological network 
project). 

 
• Provision of information on existing 

European policy processes such as 
European Ministers Responsible for  

 
 

Forests process. 
 
• Creation of a link with the International 

Ecotourism Society for cooperation and 
provision of information on available 
branding and certifications, as well as 
ongoing training, conferences and 
business advice. 

 
• Creation of a link with the Council of 

Europe’s Recommendations (Rec (94)7 – 
(95)10 –(97) 9) aimed at oriented tourism 
policies towards the best integration of 
biological and landscape diversity. 

 
• Provision of lessons learned from the pilot 

projects in Romania and Ukraine that 
aimed to help the authorities to draw up 
sustainable tourist development plans. 

 
• Creation of a link between activities of 

nature conservation and of main 
international counterparts in the transport 
and infrastructure sectors, such as 
European Associations and Federations 
and DG transport. 

 
• Dissemination of information about the 

European transport network initiatives 
such as Trans-European Transport 
Networks (TEN). 

 
• Dissemination of information on existing 

agendas and management plans for 
sustainable hunting and fishing from the 
SEE and BS region and other parts of 
Europe. 

 
• Provision of examples from EU countries 

on operating public–private partnerships. 
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Awareness raising among European policymakers on the needs of SEE and the BS area 

• Formulation of message to CEMAT 
(European Conference of Ministers 
responsible for Regional Planning). 

 
• Formulation of a message to MCPFE (The 

European Ministers Responsible for 
Forests). 

 
• Formulation of a recommendation for  

financing data collection on marine 
biodiversity, in order to support the 
establishment of marine eco-net. 

 
• Attention should be focused on the 

development of joint protection measures 
by the countries that impact negatively on 
the Black Sea. 

Promotion and facilitation of exchange visits between countries  

• On coastal conservation and marine 
issues. 

 
• On sustainable forestry, fishing, 

agriculture, tourism activities. 

• On mountain ecological network issues 
(e.g. the Carpathians). 

 
• On stakeholder involvement experiences.

Promotion and facilitation of meetings for capacity building  

• On management of core areas and buffer 
zones. 

 
• On stakeholder involvement in planning 

and implementation of ecological 
networks. 

 

• On legislation and implementation of 
ecological networks; provision of training 
of trainer. 

 
• Opportunities for meetings of partners with 

interest in land and working in 
governmental departments for land use 
and planning. 
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427062517, Email: eramaj@hotmail.com 
 
Bulgaria 
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and management, Open Society Club, 4 Antim 
I ST., Apt.11 Gabrovo 5300 
Tel.: +359-885-825224 / +359-66-808847, 
Fax: +359-66-803125, Email: 
tvenkova@oscg.info 
 
Ms Kamelia GEORGIEVA, Manager, 
Humanities Research Center Ltd, Georgi 
Bonchev Str. 6, Office 406, 1113, Sofia 
Tel.: +359-889-438846, Fax: +359-2-9714655, 
Email: kgeorgieva@hrc-bg.com 
 
Croatia 
 
Ms Petra DURIC, Biodiversity Programme 
Assistant, Green Action, Frankopanska 1, 
10000, Zagreb 
Tel.: +385-1-4813 097, Fax: +385-1-4813096, 
Email: petra@zelena-akcija.hr 
 
Mr Kristijan �IVI�, Expert Associate, State 
Institute for Nature Conservation, Savska 
cesta 41/XXIII PO Box 50, Zagreb 10144 
Tel.: +385-1-4866177, Fax: +385-1-4866171, 
Email: kristijan.civic@dzzp.hr 
 
Mrs Gordana KOLA�KO, Senior Advisor, 
Ministry of Culture, Nature Protection 
Directorate, Zagreb 10000 
Tel.: +385-1-4866146, Fax: +385-1-4866100, 
Email: Gordana.kolacko@min-kulture.hr 
  
Ms Ana KOBASLIC, Expert Associate, Ministry  
 
 

 
 
of Culture, Nature Protection Directorate, 
Runjaninova 2,  Zagreb 10000 
Tel.: +385-1-4866125, Fax: +385-1-4855100, 
Email: ana.kobaslic@min-kulture.hr 
 
Italy 
 
Mr Giorgo ANDRIAN, Environmental Unit, 
UNESCO, Venice 
Tel.: +39-41-2601524, Fax: +39-41-5289995, 
Email: g.andrian@unesco.org 
 
Macedonia 
 
Ms Robertina BRAJANOSKA, Adviser, 
Ministry of Environmental and Physical 
Planning, Drezdenska 52, Skopje 1000 
Tel.: +389-2-3066930 ext. 212, Fax: +389-2-
3066931, Email: r.brajanoska@moepp.gov.mk 
 
Montenegro 
 
Ms Rina IVANCEVIC, Head of sector for 
urbanization, Secretariat for planning and 
urbanization – Municipality of Podgorica, Vuka 
Karadži�a 46, 81000, Podgorica 
Tel.: +381-81-625637, Fax: +381-81-625680, 
Email: rinaiv@cg.yu 
 
Ms Vanja KRGOVIC, Ecologist expert, 
National Park Durmitor, Zabljak 
Tel.: +381-89-360228, Fax: +381-89-360228, 
Email: Vkrgovic@cg.yu  
 
Ms Tatjana RAJIC, Executive Director, Center 
for Sustainable Spatial Development, Kotor, 
85330, PO Box 85 
Tel.: +381-82-302520, Fax: +381-82-302521, 
Email: expeditio@cg.yu; Web: 
www.expeditio.org  
 
Netherlands 
 
Mr Jan-Willem SNEEP, Chair of the 
Committee of Experts for the development of 
the PEEN, Dutch National Parks Foundation, 
Laan NOI 131-133, 2593 BM, The Hague 
Tel.: +31-70-3705255, Fax: +31-70-3705175, 
Email: sneep@nationaalpark.nl 
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Romania 
 
Ms Claudia COMAN, Expert on Integrated 
Coastal Zone Management, National Institute 
for Marine Research and Development, 300 
Mamaia Boulevard, 8700 Constanta 
Tel.: +40-41-543288, Email: 
claudiac@datanet.ro 
 
Mr Peter LENGYEL, Scientific secretary, 
UNESCO Pro Natura, Calea Plevnei 61, 
Bucharest 
Tel.: +40-722-459119, Fax: +40-21-3112644, 
Email: lengyelpeter@yahoo.com, 
office@pronatura.ro 
  
Mr Bogdan Ovidiu PARANICI, Chairman, The 
Environmental Association TER, Bucharest 
Tel.: +40-744-656580, Email: bogdan@ter.ro 
 
Dr Dragos MICU, Marine Living Resources 
Department, National Institute for Marine 
Research and Development ‘Grigore Antipa’, 
300 Mamaia Blvd., 900581 Constanta 
Email: ddrraaggoossmm@yahoo.com 
 
Russian Federation 
 
Ms Anna BELOUSOVA, Head of Department, 
All-Russian Research Institute for Nature 
Protection, Znamenskoye-Sadki, VNII Priroda, 
Moscow, 117628 
Tel.: +7-495-4025917, Fax: +7-495-4232322, 
Email: anbelous@online.ru 
 
Ms Anastasya SEMENOVA, Scientific 
collaborator, All-Russian Research Institute for 
Nature Protection, Znamenskoye-Sadki, VNII 
Priroda, Moscow, 117628 
Tel.: +7-495-184435, Fax: +7-495-4232322, 
Email: oviss@mail.ru 
 
Dr Nikolay SOBOLEV, Programme Head, 
Biodiversity Conservation Center, Office 2, 41, 
Vavilova str., Moscow, 117312 
Tel.: +7-495-1245022, Fax: +7-495-1247178, 
Email: laecol@online.ru 
  
Serbia and Montenegro 
 
Ms Duska DIMOVIC, Coordinator for 
International Cooperation, Institute for Nature 
Conservation of Serbia, Dr Ivana Ribara 91, 
Belgrade 11070 
Tel.: +381-63-381490, Fax: +381-11-2093867, 
Email: duska@natureprotection.org.yu 
  

 
 
Mr Radoje LAUSEVIC, Regional Director for 
South-Eastern European countries, Regional 
Environmental Center for Central and Eastern 
Europe, Ady Endre ut 9-11, Szentendre, 2000, 
Hungary 
Tel.: +381-63-281209, Fax: +36-26-311294, 
Email: rlausevic@recyu.org 
 
Mr Dejan ZAGORAC, Chief of executive 
council, Eko centar, Rige od Fere 4 Belgrade, 
11000 
Tel.: +381-11-2183178, Fax: +381-11-2638 
941, Email: ekocentar@zaprokul.org.yu 
 
Turkey 
 
Ms Suade ARANCLI, Project Coordinator - 
Manager of International Affairs Department, 
Ministry of Environment and Forestry, B Blok 
14 Floor – Sö�ütözü Caddesi 14/E, Be�tepe, 
Ankara 06560 
Tel.: +90-312-2075881, Fax: +90-312-
2075981, Email: sarancli@yahoo.com 
 
Turkmenistan 
 
Mr Eldar RUSTAMOV, Biodiversity Expert, 
Ministry for Nature Protection, Kemine Str. 
102, Ashgabat, 744000 
Tel.: +312-353895, Fax: +312-393184, Email: 
elldaru@mail.ru  
 
Ukraine 
 
Mr Grygorii PARCHUK, Head of the Division of 
Long-term Development, Researches and 
Public Relations, State Agency for Protected 
Areas, Ministry of Environmental Protection of 
Ukraine, 35 Uryts’kogo Str, Kyiv, 03035 
Tel.: +380-44-2063119, Fax: +380-44-
2063119, Email: S_Matveyev@menr.gov.ua 
 
Mr Sergiy MATVYEYEV, Expert on Econet 
and biodiversity conservation, Ministry of 
Environmental Protection of Ukraine, 35 
Uryts’kogo Str, Kyiv 
Tel.: +380-44-2063147, Fax: +380-44-
2063147, Email: matveevsr@voliacable.com; 
s_matvyeyev@menr.gov.ua  
 
Ms Anastasiia DRAPALIUK, Manager, 
Scientific Centre for Nature Conservation, 14 
Tymiriazevska Str, Kyiv, 01014 
Tel.: +380-44-2853572, Fax: +380-44-
2853572, Email: biores@ukr.net 
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Council of Europe 
 
Ms Maguelonne DEJEANT- Pons, Head of 
Division, CEMAT, Council of Europe 
Tel.: +33-3-88412398, Fax: +33-3-8841238, 
Email: Maguelonne.dejeant-pons@coe.int 
  
Ms Françoise BAUER, Council of Europe, F-
67075 Strasbourg Cedex 
Tel. +33-3-88412261, Fax: +33-3-88413751, 
Email: francoise.bauer@coe.fr 
  
Programme team 
 
Mr Rob WOLTERS, Executive Director, 
European Centre for Nature Conservation, 
Reitseplein 3, PO Box 90154, 5000 LG 
Tilburg, the Netherlands 
Tel.: +31-13-5944944, Fax: +31-13-5944945, 
Email: wolters@ecnc.org 
 
Mr Peter NOWICKI, Programme Manager – 
Economy & Ecology, European Centre for 
Nature Conservation, Reitseplein 3, PO Box 
90154, 5000 LG Tilburg, the Netherlands 
Tel.: +31-13-5944944, Fax: +31-13-5944945, 
Email:nowicki@ecnc.org 
 
Mr Neil McINTOSH, Deputy Director, Eurosite, 
Reitseplein 3, PO Box 90154, 5000 LG 
Tilburg, the Netherlands 
Tel.: +31-13-5944970, Fax: +31-13-5944975, 
Email: nmcintosh@eurosite.org 
 
Ms Ana NIETO, Project Manager, European 
Centre for Nature Conservation, Reitseplein 3, 
PO Box 90154, 5000 LG Tilburg, the 
Netherlands 
Tel.: +31-13-5944944, Fax: +31-13-5944945, 
Email: nieto@ecnc.org 
 
Ms Agnes BRUSZIK, Project Manager, 
European Centre for Nature Conservation, 
Reitseplein 3, PO Box 90154, 5000 LG 
Tilburg, the Netherlands 
Tel.: +31-13-5944944, Fax: +31-13-5944945, 
Email: bruszik@ecnc.org 
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Annex 3 Agenda 

 
Day 1: 11 October 2006 

9.15 – 17.30 hrs, CIARUS Conference Center, Strasbourg, France 
 
Chair: Mr Rob Wolters, Executive Director ECNC–European Centre for Nature Conservation 
 
 
9.15: Opening of seminar by the Chair and by the President of the PEEN Expert Committee, Mr 
Jan-Willem Sneep: welcoming the participants and speakers  
 
 
9.20 – 9.50: Why is regional planning relevant for establishing ecological networks? 
Introduction to the theme of the seminar, by Mr Peter Nowicki, ECNC Programme Manager – 
Ecology and Economy:  
Mr Nowicki will address issues like what is regional planning, and why is it relevant for ecological 
networks. Also he will address good and less good examples of the interaction between regional 
planning and biodiversity, with a focus on ecological networks. He will also touch upon the question 
on best ways to mobilize regional planners to take up ecological requirements in the preparation of 
regional plans. 
 
 
9.50 –10.10: Instruments of the Council of Europe on regional development  
Presentation by Ms Françoise Bauer on behalf of Mr Gianluca Silvestrini, Head of Biodiversity 
Division, Council of Europe:  
Ms Bauer will introduce the various instruments prepared by the Council of Europe relating to 
regional development/planning/sustainable development: Code of conduct of transport, Model law 
and code of conduct for coastal areas, the working programme of the Conference of European 
Ministers for Regional Planning (CEMAT), tourism and environment recommendations, etc. These 
documents will be put at the disposal of the participants.  
 
 
10.15 – 10.25: Coffee break 
 
 
10.25 – 12.15: Discussions in break out groups 
 
Relevance of regional planning for ecological networks – Exchanging experiences 
 
Facilitator: Mr Neil McIntosh, Eurosite, and member of the SEENET programme team 
 
The discussions may focus on: 
 
• Situation in the South-East European and Black Sea region: Exchanging views on regional 

planning and ecological networks – problems and opportunities; 
 
• Exchange of views on relevance of regional planning for ecological networks, and on good and 

bad examples on national and subnational level, as learning experiences; 
 
• How to utilize the various instruments prepared by the Council of Europe for the sake of 

establishing ecological networks and the European Ecological Network in the SEENET region. 
 
 
12.15 – 12.45: Drawing conclusions 
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12.45 – 14.15: Lunch 
 
 
14.15 – 14.35: How to get the ecological network message across to regional planners and 
how can the CEMAT and the European Landscape Convention assist? 
Introduction by Mrs Maguelonne Déjeant-Pons, Head of Secretariat of CEMAT and European 
Landscape Convention: 
Mrs Déjeant-Pons will address best ways to promote the ecological network requirements in regional 
planning. She will present the CEMAT and the European Landscapes Convention (ELC) in relation 
with the concept of PEEN. She would also present the programme of the next CEMAT scheduled for 
the end of October 2006 in Lisbon. 
 
 
14.35 – 14.45: Questions 
 
 
14.45 – 16.30: Discussions in break out groups 
 
How to best promote ecological network requirements in regional planning and how to 
promote PEEN for the SEENET region? – Experiences from and for the South and East 
European region 
 
Facilitators: Mr Peter Nowicki (ECNC) & Mr Neil McIntosh (Eurosite)  
 
 
16.30 – 16.50: Tea break 
 
 
16.50 – 17.30: Drawing conclusions 
 
 
Seminar dinner: L’ Ancienne Douane, 6 rue de la Douane 67000 Strasbourg  
 

 
Day 2: 12 October 2006 

9.15 – 12.45 hrs, CIARUS Conference Center, Strasbourg, France 
 
 

9.15 – 9.40: Marine protected areas (MPAs), in relation to coastal and marine regional 
planning, and their contribution to ecological networks  
Introduction to the theme by Mr Alan Pickaver, EUCC-the Coastal Union  
 
 
9.40 – 10.00: Introduction on Integrated Coastal Zone planning and ecological networks, and 
relevance for South-East Europe  
Introduction to the theme by Ms Claudia Coman, National Institute for Marine Research and 
Development ‘Grigore Antipa’, Romania 
 
 
10.00 – 11.45: Discussions in plenary (with a coffee break at 10.30 – 10.45): 
 
Regional planning and coastal and marine ecological networks 
 
Facilitator: Mr Alan Pickaver (EUCC-the Coastal Union) 
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The discussions may focus on integrated coastal zone management and planning that are vital 
instruments to realize ecological networks and connectivity in coastal and marine areas. The session 
will address ways of integrating ecological network thinking in integrated coastal and marine 
management and planning, among others by focusing on Marine Protected areas.  
 
Questions will be discussed such as:  
 
• How to put marine and integrated coastal zone planning in practice as regards ecological 

networks, and what is the role of MPAs; 
 
• What are the obstacles to overcome? 
 
• How to learn from EU’s experience on designations of MPAs as part of the marine Natura 2000 

network? 
 
• What it means, what obstacles there are and what may be needed. 
 
 
11.45 – 12.30: Conclusions by Mr Alan Pickaver, EUCC 
 
 
12.30 – 12.45: Possible follow-up and closing of seminar by Mr Peter Nowicki, ECNC 
 
 
13.00 – 14.00: Closing lunch  
 
 
 
 






