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Introduction
1.

First Meeting of Ecosystem Approach (EcAp) Coordination Group was held on 29-30
May 2012, at the invitation of the Hellenic Ministry for the Environment, Energy and
Climate Change of Greece at the Divani Caravel Hotel, Athens. The meeting was
held in order to: (1) Agree on a road-map on the activities to be undertaken by MAP
under the EcAp process during this biennium so as to meet the expectation of the
Contracting Parties for the 18th Meeting of the COP; (2) Discuss a Governance
structure to support EcAp Coordination Group in guiding the EcAp activities in this
biennium; (3) Provide substantive inputs upon which a common methodology for
defining Good Environmental Status and targets for the 11 Ecological Objectives in
the Mediterranean can be based; and, (4) Discuss the activities and coordination
needed towards the development of the monitoring program and social and economic
analysis.

Participation
2.

The meeting was attended by the members of the Ecosystem Approach Coordination
Group (EcAp CG) from the following Contracting Parties: Albania, Algeria, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Croatia, Cyprus, European Union (EU), France, Greece, Israel, Italy,
Malta, Montenegro, Morocco, Spain and Turkey.

3.

The Coordinating Unit for the Mediterranean Action Plan (UNEP/MAP), MED POL
Programme (MEDPOL), the Blue Plan Regional Activity Centre (BP/RAC), the Priority
Actions Programme Regional Activity Centre (PAP/RAC), the Specially Protected
Areas Regional Activity Centre (SPA/RAC) and the Cleaner Production Regional
Activity Centre (CP/RAC), the Regional Activity Centre for Information and
Communication (INFO/RAC), the Regional Marine Pollution Emergency Response
Centre for the Mediterranean Sea (REMPEC) were also represented at the meeting.

4.

The following institutions and organizations were represented by observers: the
General Fisheries Commission for the Mediterranean – Food and Agriculture
Organization (GFCM-FAO), International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN),
the Scientific and Institutional Cooperation to Support Responsible Fisheries in the
Eastern Mediterranean project executed by the Food and Agriculture Organization
(EASTMED FAO), the Agreement on the Conservation of Cetaceans in the Black Sea
Mediterranean Sea and Contiguous Atlantic Area (ACCOBAMS), the Network of
Managers of Marine Protected Areas in the Mediterranean (MEDPAN), the World
Wide Fund for Nature (WWF), the Mediterranean Association to Save the Sea Turtles
(MEDASSET), the PEGASO project and the PERSEUS Project.

5.

The list of participants is attached as Annex I to this report.

Agenda Item 1:
6.

Opening of the Meeting

The meeting was opened at 9.00 a.m. on Tuesday 29 May 2012 by Ms. Maria Luisa
Silva Mejias, Executive Secretary and Coordinator of UNEP/MAP. Ms. Silva opened
the meeting by welcoming the participants briefly reviewing the progress made since
the decision adopted by the 15th Meeting of the Contracting Parties in 2008 (Decision
IG 17/6) to progressively apply the Ecosystem Approach to the management of
human activities that may affect the Mediterranean marine and coastal environment
for the promotion of sustainable development according to a 7-step road map. She
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made reference to the steps of the road map covered so far and highlighted the
achievements made during the last biennium including the outcomes of three
technical meetings and one Government-Designated Expert Meeting. The work in the
last biennium led noticeably to (1) the finalization of the Initial Integrated Assessment
of the Mediterranean Sea which will be complemented by a socio-economic analysis
during the present biennium, as requested by the decision adopted by the 17th
Meeting of the Contracting Parties (Decision IG. 20/4); (2) the agreement on the
Ecological Objectives (EOs), Operational Objectives (OOs), and Indicators also
adopted by 17th Meeting of the Contracting Parties (Decision IG. 20/4). She further
highlighted the decision implications in terms of the Ecosystem Approach becoming
UNEP/MAP core implementation strategy, the need for the development of a MAPBarcelona Convention policy on assessments in the framework of the implementation
of EcAp, the development of an integrated monitoring programme and the need for
ensuring the continued implementation of the Ecosystem Approach roadmap during
the biennium 2012-2013.
7.

The Executive Secretary and Coordinator continued by reviewing the objectives of
the meeting mentioned above and concluded by thanking the Hellenic Ministry for the
Environment, Energy and Climate Change of Greece for hosting the meeting, the
European Union for the financial support to the organization of the meeting and the
representatives of the Contracting Parties, UNEP/MAP components and partners for
their participation.

Agenda Item 2:
8.

Election of officers and adoption of the agenda

Following informal consultations, the meeting elected its officers as follows:
Chairperson:
Vice-Chairpersons:
Rapporteur:

9.

Mr Alex Lascaratos (Greece)
Ms Jelena Knezevic (Montenegro)
Ms Nassira Rheyati (Morocco)
Mr Jorge Alonso (Spain)

On the consideration of the agenda the Executive Secretary and Coordinator
provided clarification that agenda item 7 would be devoted to the draft Road Map on
the implementation of EcAp and that agenda item 9 would be devoted to
Governance. It was also agreed that the progress and work plan of the previous and
future projects financed by the EC in support of the implementation of the Ecosystem
Approach in the Mediterranean would be covered under agenda item 7. The meeting
adopted the agenda set out in UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG 369/2 with the necessary
amendments. The amended Agenda of the meeting is contained in Annex II to the
present report.

Agenda Item 3:

Review of Methodologies for Setting Targets

10.

The Secretariat requested Ms Tundi Agardy to present a review based on document
UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG. 369/3 of how targets are determined for ecological objectives
in other regions/ countries with focus on what can be learned from other regions and
how methodologies might be adapted to guide countries in setting of targets relating
to the Ecological and Operational Objectives identified in the Mediterranean
Ecosystem Approach Process.

11.

The presentation provided a brief introduction to the principles and steps of the
Ecosystem Approach process, reviewing those covered and the ones laying ahead,
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the considerations relative to the establishment of targets including their different
attributes (state, pressures or impact; qualitative vs. quantitative; threshold vs. trend,
scale, etc). The presentation also highlighted the use of pressures as proxies to
ecological impacts, the cumulative impacts derived from the spatial and temporal
concurrency of pressures and the need to ensure that the management responses
address the cumulative impacts. Examples of integrated approaches as the ones
used in Great Barrier Reef, the Australian State of Environment Report and in the
OSPAR Convention where presented covering a range of different types of indicators
and targets from qualitative to quantitative. The presentation concluded by suggesting
the main questions and considerations to be had by the EcAp Coordination Group in
relation to the establishment of targets:







Are targets addressing state, pressure or impact?
Are the targets to be set qualitative or quantitative?
Does each EO need to have a single or multiple targets?
Are the targets related to the status quo or to an ideal state?
The importance of the integration across EOs.
The importance of a suitable monitoring system capable of tracking progress towards
the achievement of the set targets.

12.

The Secretariat invited the representative of Spain to provide a presentation on the
progress achieved by the OSPAR Commission on the implementation of the Marine
Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD) and the work done to ensure the coherent
implementation of the MSFD in the OSPAR Area with relation to Good Environmental
Status (GES) and targets. The presentation provided the meeting with an overview of
the OSPAR Convention including the OSPAR generalities, the response of OSPAR to
the MSFD (working structure, strategy and roadmap) and the coordination at the
regional level with regards to the initial assessment, the determination of GES and
the establishment of targets. The coordination with regards to the determination of
GES and establishment of targets eradicated in the development of internal advice
documents, sharing methodologies and information and the creation of an inventory
with emerging GES, indicators and targets definitions by countries which was later
analysed in order assess the regional level of coherence and design specific actions
in order to improve regional coordination. This analysis lead to regionally agreed
high-level qualitative statements for GES and targets for some Descriptors to which
states may refer in their national articulations. Some examples of the inventory tabs
for GES and targets determinations for ecological assessment areas and the
proposed regionally shared GES and targets were also provided by the
representative of Spain.

13.

The ensuing discussion focussed on the implications of focussing the work to be
done in each of the EOs on pressures or state. It was argued that while the focus on
state could help in the determination of GES, focussing on the pressures could, at
this stage, lead to the definition of specific targets. It was also stated that it was very
important that the process and methodology towards the determination of GES and
targets leaned on the progress previously achieved in the discussions towards the
agreement of the EOs, OOs and indicators and that the guidance provided was in
accordance with Annex II of decision IG. 20/4.

14.

At the procedural level clarification was sought to what was the content expected to
be covered in the conclusions and recommendations resulting from the meeting to
which the Secretariat responded that they should cover the input provided by the
meeting on the common methodology for the determination of GES and targets and
on the roadmap and governance structure for the further implementation of the
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Ecosystem Approach. Further the Secretariat added that the common methodology
should be developed into a paper that will be circulated to the parties prior to the
further discussions to be undertaken on this issue. EC stated that one of the
outcomes expected from the meeting was substantial input towards a common
methodology to be used by the working groups that will be dealing with each of the
EOs.
Agenda Item 4:
15.

Proposed methodology for adoption in the Mediterranean context

The Secretariat opened this agenda point by providing a presentation focused in the
main overarching issues to be considered for the determination of GES and targets
namely:






16.

whether a more qualitative or more quantitative approach for determining goals is
desired;
the degree to which targets reflect the ideal environmental conditions (including, if
necessary, restoration potential) or rather focus on individual pressures and
acceptable levels of pressure;
whether or not current conditions can be taken as baseline for determining
targets, such that management would aim to maintain the status quo (as opposed to
suggesting priorities for restoration);
what is the scope and scale of the area being assessed to see if targets are being
met or exceeded should be; and
how Ecological and Operational Objectives can be integrated across all elements of
the coastal and marine ecosystems to achieve an ecosystem approach, using
indicators and targets that link to one another.
These overarching issues were formulated in the form of specific questions to be
addressed by the meeting:








Is a combination of qualitative and quantitative approach applicable?
Should targets be decided for each EO? And if so, should development of targets be
phased, such that those EOs and OOs that are more mainstreamed and for which
monitoring is already taking place would be in the initial round, with an agreed
roadmap for coming on line with all EOs by a certain date?
At what scale should changes in regards to targets be evaluated? National scale
immediately, or a piloted sub-nation to begin, or a collection of sub-nations that
adds up collectively to the entire national waters and coasts? Will the scales differ
according to the EO considered?
Presumably countries will use a common methodology to determine their own targets.
How should Mediterranean-wide targets be determined?

17.

The ensuing discussion covered initially a series of procedural questions related to
the further clarification needed on the fact that the purpose of the meeting was
twofold: (1) Advance the technical discussions for the establishment of GES and
targets so as to advance in the implementation of the roadmap and (2) discuss the
necessary governance structure in order to be able to set up the monitoring programs
and design the programs of measures related to steps 6 and 7 of the roadmap.

18.

Regarding the technical discussions it was stated that they should aim to provide a
framework methodology, guidelines and options to be used by the working groups
including how to prioritize between the different indicators and establish targets. The
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proper prioritization of the indicators will allow the establishment of a viable
monitoring plan that will allow tracking if the EOs are being met.
19.

In relation to the process for developing the methodology and determination of GES
and targets several representatives also stated that methodology to define the targets
should be fed by national processes supported by Coordinating Unit and RACs. It
was further discussed that while maximum synergy with MSFD should be sought, it
should also be ensured that the differences between both processes are taken into
account and the specificities of the Mediterranean are retained. The agreed
Ecological Objectives are clearly synergic with the MSFD descriptors and aimed to
ensure that the synergies are used for the benefit of the states that are member of
both frameworks. Several participants also highlighted the importance of the inclusion
of all relevant stakeholders in the process of defining GES and determining targets.

20.

It was also discussed that it was necessary to clarify the relation between targets and
EOs, OOs and Indicators and whether targets had to be developed for all of them.
Further a discussion was held on the possibility to read the EOs as a proxy for GES
and if GES had to be established in advance of the establishment of the targets.

21.

The discussion addressing the main overarching issues and specific questions
presented at the beginning of the agenda point addressed the following issues.

22.

With regards to the state/pressure/impact it was mentioned that in fact targets
would address all of them, as all of them are the subject of the EOs, OOs and
indicators. Nevertheless the amount of information available on pressures is often
bigger than for state and impacts for a specific issue, which will allow more informed
discussions. It was also stated that efforts should be made to move forward with the
information already available. The establishment of targets on pressures emanating
from human activities will allow the design of coherent management measures using
the precautionary approach and serve well the ecosystem approach, as the
management of human activities is the ultimate goal pursued. Emphasis was also
placed on the need to find a way to prioritize the different pressures addressed with
respect to the impact resulting from them so as not to focus on pressures that are
irrelevant overall. The need to prioritize the pressures will translate in a need to
prioritize the different indicators within the EOs and therefore result ultimately in a
phased approach that will allow cautious progressive implementation. Finally there
was also mention of the need to understand the interaction between the different
scales as the state of the environment at a certain scale may be linked to pressures
that are beyond the region being considered.

23.

On the subject of reference conditions or baseline it was stated that it is very
important to define very clearly the terminology used and ensure that the conditions
aimed for are well specified avoiding the use of terms such as “ideal”. The need to
systematically gather information on baselines already collected in existing policy
instruments was highlighted together with the need to rank them according to the
framework to which they belong as those related to the Barcelona Convention should
be taken in close consideration. The analysis of the reference conditions or baseline
should be related to that of the discussion of GES. Reference conditions versus
background conditions should be discussed as setting targets and GES
determinations should steer countries towards priorities for restoration, not just
maintenance of status quo when there is already the notion that the current state is
less than the desirable one.

24.

The discussion related to the use of quantitative or qualitative targets resulted in a
broad agreement that both would be used as already dictated by the nature of the
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EOs, OOs and Indicators. It was also emphasized that whenever the data available
allowed a quantitative approach this should be pursued. For some EOs targets will
likely be qualitative, reflecting upward or downward trend and not tied to specific
timelines (slope of trend). Phasing can allow more quantitative approaches to be
utilized as EcAp implementation progresses. For some EOs threshold determination
may be possible immediately while other may have to rely on trend information.
25.

With regards to the scale the possible usable scales (sub-national, national, subregional and Mediterranean-wide) were identified. Several representatives agreed
that the national scale would be the one in which most of the focus would be placed
though a phased approach building from the sub-national scale towards broader
scales was also favoured. It was then highlighted that efforts should be placed in
reaching at least the sub-regional scale because of the benefits of increased
cooperation. Next to the consideration of the different scales at which the ecosystems
could be analysed attention should also be placed at the administrative scales as the
EcAp is aimed at the management of human activities. The finer scale will allow
better understanding of the interactions between the human activities and the
environmental impacts and ultimately the state of the environment. One last
consideration brought forward to the meeting was that of the temporal scale that
would very much depend on the information available.

26.

On the issue of integration besides the considerations already given earlier on the
need to integrate beyond the articulations made at the national level it was noted that
it would be important to consider all EOs in conjunction when discussing targets as
this may lead to more astringent targets than if considered individually because of the
interplay between the different pressures. Finally the impact that the existence of
knowledge and monitoring gaps will have on each of the issues considered and on
the overall integration was brought to the attention of the meeting. The goodness of a
phased approach for the implementation of EcAp was discussed in relation to this.

Agenda item 5. Specific discussion relating to each Ecological Objective
27.

Prior to the presentation and discussion of each of the Ecological Objectives and the
review of the policy instruments that may include relevant references to the
establishment of GES and targets some further reflections on the guidance to be
provided to the groups were made. Besides the need to:
(i)
include the determination of GES for each EO;
(ii)
to research the natural baseline conditions and the current deviation from
them before starting the discussion of targets;
(iii)
to be cautious with the ambition to establish quantitative targets for those
indicators in which data may be scarce and;
(iv)
to pay due consideration of the scale specially in clear transboundary issues
such as marine litter, a request was made to provide the working groups with
any other relevant information related to the EOs, OOs and indicators was
made. This information should help in the further prioritization beyond the
relevancy of the related pressures and impacts but also considering the
relationship to other policies (national, MAP and EU) and the availability of
scientific information; and,
(v)
finally there was mention of the need to provide guidance to the working
groups in how to proceed in the case that single indicator OOs cannot be filled
in with a target due to lack of information for that indicator in a certain region.

28.

Following this the Secretariat asked the experts from MEDPOL, RACSPA and
PAPRAC to present the different EOs and the considerations covered in document
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UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG. 369/3 and briefly review the policies related to each of them
using the EOs clusters that were proposed for the organization of the working groups
that would be later discussed under agenda point 9 on Governance. These clusters
are the Pollution and Litter Cluster (EOs 5, 9, 10, 11), the Biodiversity and
Fisheries Cluster (EOs 1, 2, 3, 4, 6) and the Integrated Coastal Zone Management
(ICZM) and Hydrologic Conditions Cluster (EOs 7 and 8). Representatives
provided comments that are also reflected under the guidance provided for each of
the EOs.

UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.369/6
Page 8

Pollution and Litter cluster
Eutrophication
29.
The Barcelona Convention, the LBS Protocol, the Strategic Action Plan for the
implementation of the LBS Protocol and the corresponding Regional Action Plans
address the issue of pollution by the increased flux of nutrients to marine waters.
30.

Both the direct and indirect effects of eutrophication will have to be considered when
setting targets. The Mediterranean countries which are members of the EU have had
discussions on thresholds and agreed on threshold levels of chl-a but not on nutrient
levels. These discussions already indicate that chl-a targets will need to be defined
with due consideration of the natural levels (or reference/baseline conditions) of the
area being considered. Discussions at MAP level could lead to an agreement of
quantitative targets based on previous work especially for chlorophyll-a as there is
enough information to undertake a discussion towards an agreement. With regards to
the level of nutrients it may also be necessary to treat differently each of the
problematic areas including the establishment of different type of targets for each.
Due consideration should be given to the determination of targets leading to
remediation in heavily impacted areas though this may be only possible after
progress has been made in preventing the further degradation.

Pollution
31.
The prevention, reduction and elimination of pollution is one of the main objectives of
the Barcelona Convention and the focus of five of its seven protocols with the
corresponding strategic plans and regional action plans. Within these instruments
targets exist for pressures that are quantitative when dealing with the sources as for
example for mercury and POPs. The existing state targets are referred to levels of
contaminants within sediments and biota as the levels in water are too low and it is
sometimes difficult to discern the natural variability from that caused by human
activities. A good wealth of information is available for a discussion on quantitative
targets but there is a need for further work. In the case of targets dealing with the
impact of pollution further work is needed in order to accurately describe the
relationship between the pressure and the resulting impacts.
32.

The representative of REMPEC added that oil and other accidental spills of noxious
substances could easily be assigned a pressure related target aimed at the reduction
towards no accidental releases.

Marine litter
33.
The newly adopted Strategic Framework for Marine Litter management of
UNEP/MAP addresses fishing gear related litter and land-based sources including
solid waste management and beach generated litter. Qualitative pressure related
targets could be derived out of the Strategic Framework. The targets are mostly
addressing the source and the accumulation in beaches while this does not preclude
the work in offshore litter. The target discussion should also incorporate the work of
the working group in litter of the MSFD.
34.

The ACCOBAMS Secretariat expressed its wish to develop collaboration with
MEDPOL on the marine litter issue, in particular on the ghost nets that are a threat to
cetaceans.

Energy including underwater noise
35.
With regards to energy including underwater noise, which is an issue that has raised
attention and been the subject of focussed research in recent years only, targets will
more easily be developed with regards to the pressure/sources using the
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precautionary approach. The advances made in relation to the implementation of the
MSFD could be used in order to develop a common approach. The MSFD working
group is focusing on noise and indeed addressing mostly the sources (impact noise
and shipping-related noise).
Biodiversity and fisheries cluster
Biodiversity
36.
Biodiversity is directly addressed by both the Barcelona Convention and by the
Protocol concerning Specially Protected Areas and Biological Diversity in the
Mediterranean but in comparison with pollution there is not so much monitoring
derived information. Targets will therefore need to be addressed to specific
endangered or threatened species and priority habitats for the functionality of the
Mediterranean. The type of target will be specific to the specific biodiversity indicator
and there will be a combination of qualitative and quantitative targets.
37.

It was emphasized that the Strategic Action Programme for the Conservation of
Biodiversity (SAP-BIO), the Action Plans addressed to threatened species and
habitats and biannual Program of Work to be taken into due consideration during the
discussion of GES and targets. It was further stressed that targets should be
developed in relation to indicator species for functional groups and to the priority
benthic habitats included in SAP-BIO while also taking into consideration the work
done for the identification of Ecologically or Biologically Significant Areas (EBSAs)
and the relevant benthic habitats in the waters of all State Parties. The use of benthic
invertebrate infaunal quality indexes from the EU Water Framework Directive in order
to assess benthic biodiversity was also suggested.

Non-indigenous species
38.
The introduction of non-indigenous species is directly addressed by the Protocol
concerning Specially Protected Areas and Biological Diversity in the Mediterranean
and the Action Plan concerning species introductions and invasive species in the
Mediterranean Sea. Related to these there are programs that monitor spatial
distribution of particular non-indigenous species. The complexity of controlling the
expansion of non-indigenous species once they have been introduced will condition
that the targets developed are related to the vectors of introduction.
39.

It was stated that there is a need to consider this EO and related OOs very carefully
when proceeding to the discussion of targets, as they are extremely ambitious
especially considering the specificities of the Mediterranean with the permanent
connection to the Red Sea through the Suez Canal and the important influence of
climate change. The lengthy discussions that lead to the wording of this objective
were recalled and it was clarified that the intention was to ensure work in reducing the
introductions but also in preventing species from becoming invasive.

Harvest of commercially exploited fish and shellfish
40.
Following the presentation of the EO, OOs and indicators and highlighting the
intricate relationship of this EO with the one dealing with marine foods webs a
discussion was initiated on the data available to populate the indicators and its
relevancy for supporting the discussion of targets. The General Fisheries
Commission for the Mediterranean (GFCM) has been collecting data on fisheries
related indicators for a number of years and also providing recommendations for
fisheries conservation and management.
41.

The representative of the GFCM stated that the GFCM would like to actively
participate in the working groups for the definition for targets and added that most of
the indicators are of a quantitative nature and that the data available at the GFCM for
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their population would be made available to this process. She further clarified that the
targets would be addressed to the pressure brought by fishing effort that is the only
segment that can be dealt with. She further added that it would be important to
consider the recovery of overharvested stocks when addressing the discussion of the
targets and it would be important to choose the adequate scale of aggregation so it
would be commensurate with the available data.
Marine food webs
42.
This EO is intricately related to the one on harvest of commercially exploited fish and
shellfish. Therefore the relevant policy instruments that could be used to feed the
targets discussion are the same. Quantitative and qualitative targets should be
possible to be established for the indicators but there is a need to further define some
of the indicators in order to further fill them up with data.
Sea floor integrity
43.
As for the marine food web’s indicators there will be a need to further define the OOs
and indicators of the EO to be able to undertake a proper discussion towards the
establishment of targets.
ICZM and Hydrologic Conditions Cluster
Hydrologic Conditions
44.
With regards to the targets related to hydrographical changes it should be possible to
look for references and inspiration within the ICZM Protocol and the action plan for
implementation of the ICZM, especially for the changes near the shoreline.
45.

It was also noted that some states in the Adriatic expressed the willingness to actively
support the target discussions on hydrography.

46.

It was also highlighted that there will be a need to take into consideration the climate
variability / change in the discussion of the hydrography related targets and be aware
that climate variability / change is an issue of the global scale.

Coastal ecosystems and landscapes
47.
With regards to the targets related to coastal ecosystems and landscapes it was
noted that there are no internationally agreed targets for ICZM but it will be equally
important to retain ICZM protocol and implementation action plan. The suite of
indicators covers well many of the issues of the coastal zone.
48.

The meeting highlighted the need for clarification of the terms erosion and coastal
instability in order to proceed to the discussion of targets.

Concluding discussion
49.
After the presentation of the EOs and the review of the relevant policy instruments the
Secretariat provided a technical wrap-up by to start synthesizing the guidance to be
provided to the working groups on GES and targets.
50.




The wrap-up included the following points:
GES determination should be tackled in conjunction with the determination of targets.
For some EOs the EO formulation may be leading to the determination of GES.
The level and scale of GES will need to be specified when the determination is made
in order to have full clarity. GES determinations may be done at a broader scale (subregional to Mediterranean).
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Policy instruments relevant for the establishment of targets (especially those under
the framework of the Barcelona Convention but also those in EU Directives where
relevant) will have to be considered.
Targets should allow for remediation where needed and possible.
The working groups will need to be provided with guidance on the detailed
interpretation of the EOs, OOs and indicators and previous background documents
that could help where clarity is not enough.
The target determination process should aim to define quantitative targets as far as
possible and use qualitative targets as the fall back option.

Agenda Item 6:

Integrating across Ecological Objectives

51.

The Secretariat opened this agenda point by providing a presentation with
considerations on the importance of integration. The presentation highlighted that
EcAp is a management approach that goes beyond examining a single issue,
species, or ecosystem function in isolation. Instead, EcAp recognizes marine and
coastal ecosystems for what they are: a rich mix of elements, including human and
social, that interact and change over time. EcAp ultimate aim is to conserve and
sustain ecosystems to benefit current and future human generations. Therefore
integration is crucial if EcAp is to make a substantial difference in comparison to
the sectorial management approach. Integration should be attempted both
thematically and geographically.

52.

Thematic integration should happen across all EOs considering carefully all the
cumulative impacts. The grouping of EOs in clusters should help in the integration.
However, with a “phased approach”, certain EOs may lend them to integration first.

53.

In order to undertake a proper geographic integration the different scale levels at
which GES and targets are defined need to be well defined and clarified. The different
scales proposed are: Mediterranean, sub-regional (in some cases using the 4 subregions used for the initial assessment), transboundary, national and site (subnational) level. With regards to be able to undertake aggregation / disaggregation it
would also be important to discuss if the work should proceed form the broader scale
(Mediterranean) to the finer scale (national or site level) or the reverse as both
approaches are possible.

54.

The meeting agreed that integration is definitely necessary. It was emphasized that it
is important to work on the individual objectives to be able to integrate them
afterwards. Thematic integration has to capture the many interactions between the
different environmental aspects and across objectives. Integration should also help in
the prioritization of the issues. It was also emphasized that prioritization should not
attempt to weigh the different ecological objectives but to rank them so as not to hide
an issue under a bigger one.

55.

The Secretariat suggested that pilot studies would allow thematic integration to be
tested and that pilot studies at the subnational could be a good scale to start, as there
are potential sites that are ready for such an exercise. Several representatives
agreed to this suggestion and several sites and regions were proposed as candidates
for the pilot studies. The use of pilots would also allow testing the beneficial effects of
the application of the ecosystem approach for both the environment and the coastal
populations. Further it was stated that the use of very specific sites and the number of
areas to be chosen should be guided by the characterization of the environment to
inform which the meaningful areas to study are. Pilot studies should be representative
of a certain ecosystem type in order to be sure that the messages coming out of the
pilot studies are useful for the application in other sites/countries. Several partners
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also stated their readiness to support the pilot studies through the activities they are
already implementing or adapting their activities to better serve the needs of the pilot
projects.
56.

The discussion also touched upon the possibility of broadening the scale of some of
the pilot study sites suggested so the northern Adriatic or even the whole sub-region
could be used as a pilot study to test integration and application of EcAp at the subregional level. A specific proposal by the interested countries in the Adriatic was
suggested as the way forward to materialize this possibility into an actual pilot study.

Agenda Item 7:

Road Map in implementing the Ecosystem Approach

57.

The Secretariat opened this agenda point by providing a presentation on the road
map for the implementation of the EcAp during the 2012-2013 biennium based on
sections III.A and III.B of the document UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG. 369/4.

58.

The presentation reviewed the framework for activities in relation to the outcomes of
the last COP highlighting the following areas of work:







59.

The presentation also clarified the link of these areas of work with the main steps for
the implementation of the ecosystem approach as laid out in the approved timeline
and to be tackled in the present biennium being:






60.

Facilitating concrete actions through the establishment of methodologies for
defining GES and targets towards achieving the agreed 11 ecological objectives;
Revising and/or adopting monitoring programmes and management measures;
Further fostering integration of the sectorial approaches under UNEP/MAP
Strategies and Plans of Actions, with a view to strengthen the ability to better
understand and address cumulative risks and effects as well as enhancing impact
of responses; and,
Consolidating MAP strategies and action plans in a harmonized and synergetic
implementation cycle which is adapted to evolving priorities and is periodically
monitored, evaluated and revised on a six years basis.

Assessment: Complement the integrated assessment of the Mediterranean
Ecosystem with a socio-economic assessment and establish an assessment cycle by
developing a UNEP/MAP policy on assessments of the marine and coastal
environment to be periodically implemented;
Targets: Work on methodologies for the definition of targets in accordance with the
agreed Ecological and Operational Objectives and their corresponding indicators
Monitoring: Preparation of an integrated monitoring system based on the indicators
and targets;
Develop and review relevant measures for implementation of EcAp: Updates
and revisions of regional measures and sectorial policies in accordance with the
Ecosystem Approach.
With regards to the development and review of measures the presentation was
complemented with contributions from SPA/RAC (review of SAPBIO), MEDPOL
(review of SAPMED), REMPEC (action plan for the implementation of the Offshore)
and PAP/RAC (action plan for the implementation of the ICZM protocol and use of
Coastal Area Management Plan (CAMP) projects). Further CP/RAC provided a
presentation on the role of Sustainable Consumption and Production (SCP) in the
application of the Ecosystem Approach which is the focus of a CP/RAC report that
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will be launched soon and INFO/RAC brought up the challenges of the information
system than needs to be put in place for the management of the EcAp related
information.
61.

After the presentations several representatives argued about the importance of
ensuring the inclusion of the determination of GES in the roadmap and in the
Programme of Work 2012-2013 and ensure that it is translated to activities.

62.

Further it was also noted the importance of including and involving fully all the RACs
in the further implementation of the EcAp and also that all the MAP protocols were
considered in the mainstreaming of EcAp into MAP policies, strategies and
measures. With regards to full integration it was also mentioned that it would be
important that the CAMP projects take into consideration all EOs and not only those
more clearly linked to the coastal zone (i.e EOs 7 and 8).

63.

The ACCOBAMS Secretariat recalled that it has always worked in close collaboration
with SPA/RAC for implementing the SAP-BIO and informed the meeting that it will
support SPA/RAC in the SAP-BIO updating process contributing as a Member of the
SAP-BIO Advisory Committee. In addition, the ACCOBAMS Secretariat expressed its
interest to collaborate with REMPEC in the ad-hoc working group that will draft an
action plan for the implementation of the offshore Protocol, and in the same way, the
ACCOBAMS Secretariat expressed its wish to develop a collaboration with MED POL
Programme on the marine litter issue, in particular on the ghost nets which are a
threat to cetaceans.

64.

The Secretariat closed the discussion on this agenda point by agreeing on the need
to fully integrate GES in the roadmap and ensure mainstreaming at both the policy
and governance level. The fact that EcAp implementation is an open process and ongoing process and that it can be adapted as progress is achieved was also
highlighted.

Agenda Item 8:

Review of Terms of Reference for Socio-Economic Assessments

65.

The Secretariat requested the representative of Blue Plan to present the ToR for the
Socio-Economic Assessment collected in document UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG. 369/5.
The presentation covered the relationship of the assessment with the EcAp
implementation process, the links with the UN Regular Process on the state of the
marine environment, the previous efforts done by BP that can contribute towards this
assessment, specially the previous report Mediterranean marine ecosystem services
valuation, and the approach, process and timeline envisaged to be followed for its
production.

66.

After the presentation several representatives requested clarification on the
approach, process and timeline for the production of the assessment. With regards to
the approach it was stated that it should be clarified that the goal is socio-economic
assessment and not valuation of ecosystem services and this will very much
condition the type of data that will be included. Requests were also made to ensure
that the assessment includes consideration of the cost of degradation. With regard to
the process it was also highlighted that the need to set up a working group with states
representatives is not part of the decisions of the last COP. In addition the importance
of including the results of the socio-economic assessment for the consideration in the
discussions of GES and targets was also highlighted.
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67.

The discussion on this agenda point was concluded by requesting the Secretariat to
adapt the ToR of the socio-economic analysis taking into account the considerations
and requests for clarification raised during the meeting.

Agenda Item 9:

Governance of the Ecosystem Approach in the Mediterranean

68.

The Secretariat opened the agenda point by providing a presentation on the EcAp
Governance proposal included in point III.C of the paper UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.
369/4.

69.

The governance structure of the EcAp process will be led by the EcAP Coordinating
Group (CG) that will replace the previous Government Designated Experts Group.
The EcAp CG will consist of MAP focal points, the Coordinating Unit, the MAP
components and MAP partners to oversee the implementation of the ecosystem
approach, identifying progress gaps in the implementation of the road map and find
feasible solutions for the advancement of the ECAP agenda.

70.

Beyond the EcAp CG three correspondence groups will be formed in the process of
application of EcAp in the Mediterranean: the Correspondence Group on GES and
Targets (COR-GEST), the Correspondence Group on Monitoring (COR-MON) and
the Correspondence Group on Economic and Social Analysis (COR-ESA).

71.

The COR-GEST will be composed of national experts designated by the Contracting
Parties, and will be coordinated by the UNEP/MAP CU. It will work to ensure efficient
coverage and in-depth discussions and analysis of all EOs and it will be made up of 3
clusters: 1) Pollution and Litter related EOs (EOs 5, 9, 10 and 11); 2) Biodiversity and
Fisheries related EOs (EOs 1, 2, 3, 4 and 6); and 3) ICZM and Hydrologic Conditions
related EOs (EOs 7 and 8). A Regional Thematic Expert will be assigned to each
cluster to ensure coordination and provide technical assistance. The expected
outcome of the COR-GEST is defining the methodology for Mediterranean targets
through a participatory process involving contracting parties and MAP components, to
be submitted to COP 18.

72.

The COR-MON will be composed of national experts designated by the Contracting
Parties, and will be coordinated by MEDPOL. It will work to ensure efficient coverage
and in-depth discussions and analysis regarding monitoring, with reference to the
outcomes of WG-GEST and it will be made up of 3 clusters: 1) Pollution and litter
related EOs (EOs 5, 9, 10 and 11); 2) Biodiversity and Fisheries related EOs (EOs
1, 2, 3, 4 and 6); and 3) ICZM and Hydrologic Conditions related EOs (EOs 7 and 8).
A Regional Thematic Expert will be assigned to each cluster to ensure coordination
and provide technical assistance. The expected outcome of the COR-MON is
determination of the methodology to be applied for the preparation of the integrated
monitoring programme, which will be submitted to EcAp CG for endorsement.

73.

The COR-ESA will be composed of national experts designated by the Contracting
Parties and invited experts, and coordinated by BP/RAC. It will further develop a
socio economic analysis of marine ecosystems uses, focusing on priority sectors
such as fisheries, aquaculture, maritime transport, recreational activities, oil industry
and offshore. The overall objective of this Group is to elaborate a common
understanding and to foster a broad appropriation by Mediterranean riparian
countries of the social and economic dimensions involved in the EcAp
implementation.
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74.

It was requested from the Secretariat to ensure full participation of all UNEP/MAP
components in supporting relevant groups and clusters;

75.

It was further stated that at national level the MAP FP would be the member of the
EcAp Coordination Group (as decided by COP17). It was further proposed that the
Contracting Parties would delegate a representative to each of the proposed
Correspondence Group. Also in order to ensure ownership, countries would be asked
to assign experts for consultation purposes, which could be an expert per each EO,
or otherwise as per country’s own decision as relevant.

76.

Finally it was added that in support of the CG, UNEP/MAP CU and its components will
make additional efforts to effectively program and coordinate to ensure efficient
implementation of EcAp.

77.

The ensuing discussion touched upon the legitimacy of the CG for the creation of
correspondence groups and clusters. The Secretariat clarified that the CORs will not
report to COP but will support the work of the EcAp CG. To make clear a distinction, it
was decided that the initially referred “working groups” would be named
correspondence groups, and the sub-groups as “clusters”. The need to have a
structure matching the complexity of the EcAp and to swiftly respond to COP
mandate was also mentioned in this respect.

78.

Beyond the creation of the Correspondence Groups it was highlighted that their role,
functions and participation would need to be clearly specified through agreed terms of
reference to ensure ownership and define the responsibility for their outcomes. The
ToR should be shared with the Bureau during its first meeting in July 2012. Several
partners expressed their willingness to be represented and contribute towards the
work of the different correspondence groups and clusters. The Secretariat noted and
thanked the interest for participation of the partners and stated that it would ensure
the inclusion of all MAP components, partners and stakeholders.

79.

Several representatives also discussed the goodness of using the Parties and MAP
internal capacity instead of using external resources for fulfilling the roles assigned to
the Regional Thematic Expert in view of the good internal capacity existing and the
need to rationalize the use of external resources both in amount and costs. The
Secretariat clarified that the work of the Correspondence Groups would be nourished
by the information provided by the Contracting Parties and that RACs would provide
the regional technical expertise. External assistance would only be used for punctual
coordination and moderation of thematic discussions through Regional Thematic
Experts supporting MAP in ensuring that the expected outputs are delivered.

80.

It was further emphasized the importance of designing very well the timeline for
activities of the different correspondence groups and clusters so their work could be
carefully coordinated (simultaneous or phased) leading to saving efforts and
resources both from the Secretariat and the Contracting Parties as representation in
all Correspondence Groups may be challenge. With regards to this it was also
pointed that the work of the COR-GEST and COR-MON is tightly related and the
monitoring program will have to consider very closely the arrangement for the
establishment of GES and targets but also that the determination of GES and targets
relied on the amount of available data which would be for sure part of the stock taking
work of the COR-MON. The need to ensure that the work of the COR-ESA is fed into
the work of the COR-GEST was also emphasized. The Secretariat clarified that the
timeline for activities for 2012-2013 would be refined to include these considerations.
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81.

The Secretariat concluded this agenda point by reemphasizing that i) work will be done
to ensure the involvement of Contracting parties, MAP components, partners and
stakeholders but that of course self-representation in each of the groups is a choice
by the Contracting-Parties; ii) that a well-planned and coordinated phased approach
would be used; and that iii) the responsibility of the process sits with the Secretariat
that will go to the extent that ownership and resources allow though flexibility would
for sure help.

Agenda Item 10:

Adoption of recommendations and conclusions

82.

The meeting considered the draft conclusions prepared by the Secretariat on which
comments were made and modifications requested.

83.

The recommendations and conclusions included in Annex III were approved by the
meeting.

Agenda item 11:

Closure of the meeting

84.

Prior to the closure of the meeting the Secretariat highlighted the achievements of the
constructive discussions had during the last two days, noted the financial constraints
and requests for flow of information and transparency and announced that the next
EcAp Coordination Group meeting would be held at the beginning of 2013.

85.

Finally the meeting also wished to encourage as many contracting parties as possible
to participate in the implementation of the EcAp.

86.

Following the usual exchange of courtesies, the Chairperson closed the meeting on
Wednesday, 30 May 2012 at 5.30 pm.

ANNEX I
LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.369/6
Annex I
Page 1
ANNEX I - LIST OF PARTICIPANTS
ALBANIA
ALBANIE

Mr Redi Baduni
Director of Environment Protection Directorate
Ministry of Environment, Forestry and Water
Administration
Rruga “Halil Bega”, nr. 23
Tirana
Albania
Tel: + 355 42 2224572
Fax: + 355 42 2270627
E-mail: redi.baduni@moe.gov.al

ALGERIA
ALGERIE

M. Farid Nezzar
Ingénieur en Chef
Directeur de l’Administration et des Finances
Ministère de l'Aménagement du Territoire et de
l'Environnement
Cité des 4 canons
Centre Alger
Alger
Algérie
Tel: + 213-21-431248 / 434576
Mob.:+ 213 661 53 3600
Fax:+ 213-21-432867 / 432848
E-mail: farid_nezzar@yahoo.fr

BOSNIA & HERZEGOVINA
BOSNIE & HERZEGOVINE

Mr Branko Vučijak
Executive Director
Hydro Engineering Institute
S. Tomica 1
71000 Sarajevo
Bosnia &Herzegovina
Tel: +387 33 212 466
Mobile: +387 61 220 289
Fax: +387 33 207 949
Email: branko.vucijak@heis.com.ba

CROATIA
CROATIE

Ms Nada Krstulovic
Senior Scientist
Institute of Oceanography and Fisheries
Setaliste I. Mestravica 63
21000 Split
Croatia
Tel: + 385 21 408006
Mobile: + 385 99 222 4559
Fax: + 385 21 358650
Email: krstulovic@izor.hr

UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.369/6
Annex I
Page 2

CYPRUS
CHYPRE

Ms Marina Argyrou
Senior Fisheries and Marine Research Officer
Marine Environment Division
Department of Fisheries and Marine Research (DFMR)
Ministry of Agriculture, Natural Resources and
Environment
101 Vithleem St
1416 Nicosia
Cyprus
Tel : +357 22807852
Fax : +357 22775955
Email: margyrou@dfmr.moa.gov.cy

EUROPEAN UNION
UNION EUROPÉENNE

Mr Michail Papadoyannakis
Policy Officer
Mediterranean and Black Sea
Unit D2 : Marine
Directorate General Environment
European Commission
Avenue de Beaulieu 5, office BU9 03/125
Brussels, Belgium
Tel : +322 2963914
Email: michail.papadoyannakis@ec.europa.eu

FRANCE
FRANCE

Mme Laure Dallem
Bureau de la gestion intégrée et de la planification
stratégique
Direction de l'eau et de la biodiversité
Ministère de l'écologie, du développement durable et de
l'énergie
Arche de la Défense
92 055 La Défense
Paris
France
Tel: +33 1 40 81 33 85
E-mail: Laure.Dallem@developpement-durable.gouv.fr

GREECE
GRECE

Mr Alex Lascaratos
Advisor to the Ministry of Environment
Responsible for the EU Marine Strategy Directive
Hellenic Ministry for the Environment, Energy and Climate
Change
15, Amaliados Str.,
115 23 Athens, Greece
Tel:
Email: alex.lascaratos@gmail.com

ISRAEL
ISRAEL

Mr Rani Amir
Director
Marine and Coastal Environment Division

UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.369/6
Annex I
Page 3
Ministry of Environmental Protection
Pal-Yam 15a
P.O. Box 811
31333 Haifa
Israel
Tel: +972 4 8633503
Fax: +972 4 8633520
E-mail: rani@sviva.gov.il
ITALY
ITALIE

Mr Oliviero Montanaro
Head of Unit
Land and Coastal Areas Management
Department for Nature Protection
Italian Ministry for the Environment, Land and Sea
Via C. Colombo 44
00147 Rome
Italy
Tel: +39.06.5722.3441
Fax: +39.06.5722.8424
Mob: +39 3293810308
E-mail: montanaro.oliviero@minambiente.it

MALTA
MALTE

Ms Karen Vella
Environment Protection Officer
Multilateral Affairs Team
EU and Multilateral Affairs Unit
Director's Office
Environment Protection Directorate
Malta Environment and Planning Authority
St. Francis Ravelin, Floriana
P.O. Box 200, Marsa MRS 1000
Malta
Tel: +356 2290 7308
Fax: +356 2290 2295
E-mail: ecap.malta@mepa.org.mt

MONTENEGRO
MONTENEGRO

Ms Jelena Knezevic
Adviser to the Minister for the Environment
Ministry of Sustainable Development and Tourism
IV Proleterske brigade br. 19,
81000 Podgorica
Montenegro
Tel: 382 20 446231
Mobile: 382 67 255604
Fax: 382-20-446215
Email: jelena.knezevic@mrt.gov.me

MOROCCO
MAROC

Mme Nassira Rheyati
Ingénieur Principal
Chargée des dossiers Système des Nations Unies
Direction du Partenariat, de la Communication et de la

UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.369/6
Annex I
Page 4
Coopération
Département de l'Environnement
9, Avenue Araar, Secteur 16, Hay Riad,
Rabat
Maroc
Email : rheyati@environnement.gov.ma
r_nassira@yahoo.fr
SPAIN
ESPAGNE

Mr Jorge Alonso Rodriguez
Technical Advisor
Directorate General for the Sustainability of the Coast and
the Sea
Ministry of the Environment and Rural and Marine Affairs
Plaza de San Juan de la Cruz s/n
28071 Madrid, Spain
Tel:+ 34 91 5975566
Fax: + 34 616349584
E-mail: jarodrigz@magrama.es

TURKEY
TURQUIE

Ms. Bahar Ozogut
Environmental Expert
Ministry of Environment and Urbanization of Turkey/DG
Environmental Management
Ehlibeyt Ma. 1271. Sok. No : 13 06520
Balgat Ankara,
Turkey
Tel: +90 3125863128
Fax: +90 4743503
E-mail: bahar.ozogut@csb.gov.tr

UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.369/6
Annex I
Page 5
UNITED NATIONS BODIES AND SECRETARIAT UNITS
SECRETARIAT DES NATIONS UNIES
UNITED NATIONS ENVIRONMENT
PROGRAMME/COORDINATING
UNIT FOR THE MEDITERRANEAN
ACTION PLAN (UNEP/MAP)

Ms Maria Luisa Silva Mejias
Executive Secretary & MAP Coordinator
Tel: +30 210 7273101
Email: maria.luisa.silva@unepmap.gr
Mr Habib El Habr
Deputy Coordinator
Tel: +30 210 7273126
Email: habib.elhabr@unepmap.gr
Mr Atila Uras
Programme Officer
Tel: +30 210 7273140
Email: atila.uras@unepmap.gr
Ms Tatjana Hema
Programme Officer
Tel: +30 210 7273115
Email: thema@unepmap.gr
Ms Kumiko Yatagai
Fund Management Officer
Tel: +30 210 7273105
Email: kumiko.yatagai@unepmap.gr
Mr Michael Angelidis
Programme Officer
Tel: +30 210 7273132
Email: angelidis@unepmap.gr
Ms Virginie Hart
Programme Officer
Tel: +30 210 7273122
Email: virginie.hart@unepmap.gr
Mr Didier Guiffault
Legal Officer
Tel: +30 210 7273142
Email: Didier.guiffault@unepmap.gr
Ms Christine Haffner
Consultant
Tel: +30 210 7273149

UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.369/6
Annex I
Page 6
Email: Christine.haffner@unepmap.gr
Mr Ivica Trumbic
Senior Consultant
Tel: +30 210 7273102
Email: ivica.trumbic@unepmap.gr
Coordinating Unit for the Mediterranean Action Plan
48, Vassileos Konstantinou Avenue
116 35 Athens
Greece
Tel switchboard: +30-210-7273100
Fax: +30 210 7253196-7
http://www.unepmap.gr
Mr Joan Fabres
UNEP Shelf Programme Coordinator /
Marine Ecosystem Approach Expert
UNEP/GRID-Arendal
Tel: +47 97 04 03 08
Fax: +47 37 03 50 50
Email: joan.fabres@grida.no
Ms Tundi Spring Agardy
Consultant
26 Van Nuys Rd
Colrain MA 01340 USA
Tel: +1 240 505 9105
E-mail : tundiagardy@earthlink.net

UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.369/6
Annex I
Page 7
REGIONAL ACTIVITY CENTRES OF THE MEDITERRANEAN ACTION PLAN
CENTRES D'ACTIVITES REGIONALES DU PLAN D'ACTION POUR LA MEDITERRANEE
REGIONAL ACTIVITY CENTRE
FOR THE PRIORITY ACTIONS
PROGRAMME (PAP/RAC)

REGIONAL ACTIVITY CENTRE
FOR SPECIALLY PROTECTED
AREAS (SPA/RAC)

Ms Zeljka Skaricic
Director
Priority Actions Programme, Regional Activity Center
11 Kraj Sv. Ivana
21000 Split
Croatia
Tel: +385 21 340476
E-mail: zeljka.skaricic@ppa.t-com.hr
Fax: +385 21 340490
Mr Abderrahmen Gannoun
Director
Boulevard du Leader Yasser Arafat
B.P. 337, 1080 Tunis Cedex
Tunisia
Tel: +216 71 206649 or 216 71 206 851
Fax: +216 71 206490
E-mail: gannoun.abderrahmen@rac-spa.org
Mr Daniel Cebrian
Programme Officer
Boulevard du Leader Yasser Arafat
B.P. 337, 1080 Tunis Cedex
Tunisia

REGIONAL MARINE POLLUTION
EMERGENCY RESPONSE CENTRE
FOR THE MEDITERRANEAN SEA
(REMPEC)

REGIONAL ACTIVITY CENTRE
FOR CLEANER PRODUCTION
(CP/RAC)

Tel: +216 71 206649,+ 216 71 206 851, 216 71
206485
Fax: +216 71 206490
Email: daniel.cebrian@rac-spa.org
Mr Jonathan Pace
Senior Programme Officer
Maritime House, Lascaris Wharf, Valletta VLT 1921,
Malta
Tel.: +356 21 337296-8
Fax: +356 21 339951
E-mail: jpace@rempec.org, rempec@rempec.org
Mr Enrique de Villamore Martín
Director
C/ Milanesat 25-27, 5th floor, 08017 Barcelona
(Catalunya) - Spain
Tel. +34 93 553 87 92 +34 93 5538790 ext.106
Fax +34 93 553 87 95
E-mail: evillamore@cprac.org
Ms Meryem Cherif
External Expert
C/ Milanesat 25-27, 5th floor, 08017 Barcelona
(Catalunya) - Spain

UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.369/6
Annex I
Page 8

REGIONAL ACTIVITY CENTRE
FOR THE BLUE PLAN (BP/RAC)

REGIONAL ACTIVITY CENTRE
INFO RAC

Tel: +34 93 553 87 83 +34 93 5538790 ext:104
Fax: +34 93 553 87 95
Mobile: +34 633 783 717
E-mail: mcherif.cleanpro@cprac.org
Mr Hugues Ravenel
Directeur
Plan Bleu, Centre d'Activité Régional (PB/CAR)
15 rue Ludwig van Beethoven
Sophia Antipolis
F-06560 Valbonne, France
Tel.: +33 4 91554819
Fax: +33 4 92387131
E-mail:hravenel@planbleu.org/
planbleu@planbleu.org>
Mr Claudio Maricchiolo
Director
Head, INFO/RAC Coordinator
INFO/RAC
V. Vitaliano Brancasti 48
Rome 00144
Italy
Tel: +39 0650072177
E-mail: claudio.maricchiolo@isprambiente.it
Mr Nico Bonora
Officer
INFO/RAC
V. Vitaliano Brancasti 48
Rome 00144
Italy
Tel: +39 06 5007 2465
E-mail: nico.bonora@isprambiente.it

UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.369/6
Annex I
Page 9
REPRESENTATIVES OF UNITED NATIONS SPECIALIZED AGENCIES
AND OTHER INTERGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS
REPRESENTANTS DES INSTITUTIONS SPECIALISEES DES NATIONS UNIES ET AUTRES
ORGANISATIONS INTERGOUVERNEMENTALES

FOOD AND AGRICULTURE
ORGANIZATION OF THE UNITED
NATIONS (FAO)

Ms Pilar Hernández
Information Management Officer
GFCM Secretariat
General Fisheries Commission for the
Mediterranean (GFCM)
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations (FAO)
Palazzo Blumenstihl, Via Vittoria Colonna 1,
Rome 00193, Italy

Tel.:
Fax:

Tel:+39 0657055730
Fax: +39 0657056500
E-mail: pilar.hernandez@fao.org
Ms Konstantina Riga
FAO EastMed Project
Androu 1, 112 57
Athens , Greece
Tel. : +30210 8847960
Fax : +30210 8847600
E-mail : konstantina.Riga@fao.org

IUCN

ACCOBAMS

Mr François Simard
Director
Global Marine and Polar Programme, Deputy
Director
Rue Mauverney 28
Gland 1196
Switzerland
Tel : +41 22 999 0298
Fax: +41 79 751 1161
E-mail: Francois.simard@iucn.org
Mme Celia Le Ravallec
Project Assistant
ACCOBAMS
2, terrasses de fonvieille
Monaco MC-98000
Monaco
Tel:+377 98 988010
Fax: +377 98 984208
E-mail: cleravallec@accobams.net

UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.369/6
Annex I
Page 10
NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS
ORGANISATIONS NON-GOUVERNEMENTALES

MEDPAN

World Wildlife Fund for Nature
(WWF)

MEDASSET-Mediterranean
Association to Save the Sea
Turtles

Ms Chloe Webster
Scientific Officer
MedPAN Association
The network of MPA managers in the Mediterranean
Association MedPAN –
2, avenue alexis Godillot –
83400 Hyères –
France
Tel: +33 4 94 27 57 72
Mobile: +33 6 78 73 32 34
Fax: +33 4 94 57 38 89
E-mail: chloe.webster@medpan.org
Ms Marina Gomei
MPA Officer
Via Po 25/c
00198 Rome
Italy
Tel: +39 068530 5147, + 39 06 844971
Fax: +39 06 84 13 866
Email: mgomei@wwfmedpo.org
Website www.panda.org
Ms Elisabeth Boura
Programmes Officer
MEDASSET-Mediterranean Association to Save the Sea
Turtles
1c Likavitou Street
106 72 Athens
Greece
Tel: + 30 210 3613572
Fax: + 30 210 3613572
E-mail: medasset@medasset.org

UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.369/6
Annex I
Page 11
PROJECTS

PEGASO

PERSEUS EU Project

Ms Françoise Breton
Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona
Manager & Scientific Coordinator of the EU FP7 project
PEGASO
Department of Geography, Edifici B, Universitat
Autònoma de Barcelona, Campus Bellaterra,
Cerdanyola 08193
Spain
Tel: +34 93 581 35 49
Mobile: +34 606 347 204
Fax: +34 93 581 35 25
E-mail: Francoise.breton@uab.cat
www.pegasoproject.eu
Mr Evangelos Papathanassiou
Coordinator of PERSEUS Project
Director of Research
Hellenic Center for Marine Research
P.O. Box 712
Anavissos 19 013
Greece
Tel: +30 22910 76381
Fax:+30 22910 76347
E-mail: vpapath@ath.hcmr.gr
Mr Eleni Kaberi
Hellenic Center for Marine Research
P.O. Box 712
Anavissos 19 013
Greece
Tel: +30 22910 76381
Fax: +3022910 76347
E-mail: ek@ath.hcmr.gr

ANNEX II
AGENDA

UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.369/6
Annex II
Page 1
ANNEX II - AGENDA

DAY 1: TUESDAY, 29 MAY 2012
Agenda Item 1: Opening of the Meeting
Agenda Item 2: Election of officers and adoption of the agenda
Agenda Item 3: Progress in implementing the Ecosystem Approach roadmap
Agenda Item 4: Review of Terms of Reference for Socio-Economic Assessments
Agenda Item 5: Review of Methodologies for Setting Targets
Agenda Item 6: Proposed methodology for adoption in the Mediterranean context
Agenda Item 7: Specific discussion relating to each Ecological Objective

DAY 2: WEDNESDAY, 30 MAY 2012
Agenda Item 7: Specific discussion relating to each Ecological Objective (cont’d)
Agenda Item 8: Integrating across Ecological Objectives
Agenda Item 9: Activities to further the application of the ecosystem approach in the
Mediterranean in this biennium in line with the timeline agreed at COP17
Agenda Item 10: Adoption of recommendations and conclusions
Agenda Item 11: Closure of the meeting

ANNEX III
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
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ANNEX III - CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

First Meeting of Ecosystem Approach (EcAp) Coordination Group, held in Athens, Greece on
29-30 May 2012, welcoming the progress achieved in the implementation of EcAp since
2008, especially prior to and after the 17th Meeting of the Contracting Parties to the
Barcelona Convention, where it was requested from UNEP/MAP to complete all pending
activities in the 7 steps process for the implementation of the EcAp in the Mediterranean
moving towards ensuring that EcAp becomes MAP’s core implementation strategy, had the
objective to :





Agree on a road-map on the activities to be undertaken by MAP under the EcAp
process during this biennium so as to meet the expectation of the Contracting Parties
for the 18th Meeting of the COP;
Discuss a Governance structure to support EcAp Coordination Group in guiding the
EcAp activities in this biennium;
Provide substantive inputs upon which a common methodology for defining Good
Environmental Status and targets for the 11 Ecological Objectives in the
Mediterranean can be based; and,
Discuss the activities and coordination needed towards the development of the
integrated monitoring program and socio-economic analysis.

The meeting agreed on a number of conclusions and recommendations as follows:
1. Road-map of the implementation of EcAp in the Mediterranean
1.1. To request the Secretariat to amend the draft terms of reference for the socioeconomic assessment (Document UNEP(DEPI)MEDWG. 369/5) with regard to
decision IG. 20/4 and reflecting the outcome of the discussions under agenda item 8;
1.2. To appreciate and acknowledge the financial support provided by European Union
for the Project “Implementation of the Ecosystem Approach in the Mediterranean(EcAp-MED)” and to request the Secretariat to distribute the Project Document when
the administrative procedures are finalized and integrate its work in the EcAp
Coordination Group;
1.3. To request the Secretariat to ensure that UNEP/MAP components take ownership of
EcAp objectives in their Plans of Action and other activities;
1.4. To request the Secretariat to ensure and provide regular updates to the EcAp
Coordination Group on all sectorial and integrated activities related with the
implementation of EcAp by UNEP/MAP components; and,
1.5. To request UNEP/MAP to notify all MAP and component focal points of the EcAp
process and timeline.
2. Governance
2.1. To request the Secretariat to finalize a Terms of Reference for the EcAp
Coordination Group for endorsement during the next meeting of the Bureau;
2.2. To request the Secretariat to establish a GES & Targets Correspondence Group that
will define GES and set targets using a common methodology at the Mediterranean
and appropriate subscales;
2.3. To request the Secretariat to also establish a Monitoring Correspondence Group that
will carry out the necessary activities to develop an integrated monitoring program;
2.4. To request the Secretariat to also establish a Socio-economic Analysis
Correspondence Group;
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2.5. To request the Secretariat to prepare ToRs for the Correspondence Groups on GES
& Targets, Monitoring, and Socio-economic Analysis including their composition,
mission statement and a tentative calendar of activities, and share for consideration
by the EcAp Coordination Group by correspondence;
2.6. To request the Secretariat to ensure that the work of the GES & Targets and
Monitoring Correspondence Groups is logically sequenced and coordinated in a
holistic manner;
2.7. To endorse the three-cluster approach under both GES & Targets Correspondence
Group and the Monitoring Correspondence Group, and request the Secretariat to
establish them. These clusters are Pollution and Litter (EO 5, 9, 10 and 11),
Biodiversity and Fisheries (EO 1, 2, 3, 4 and 6) and ICZM (EO 7 and 8);
2.8. To request the Secretariat to ensure full participation of all UNEP/MAP components
in supporting relevant groups and clusters;
2.9. To request the Secretariat to promote the participation of UNEP/MAP partners,
relevant projects (PEGASO, PERSEUS and others) and the scientific community, at
all relevant levels, such as Correspondence Groups and clusters;
2.10.To request the Secretariat to share with the Bureau the plans to use external
expertise in the EcAp implementation process; and,
2.11.To note efforts to ensure parties’ ownership while allowing countries flexibility in
deciding the extent of their participation in the subgroups.
3. Guidelines for the Correspondence Group on GES & Targets
3.1. To agree that the Correspondence Group on GES and targets will propose definition
of Mediterranean GES & targets corresponding to the agreed Ecological Objective
and associated Operational Objectives and/or Indicators;
3.2. To agree that the work of the Correspondence Group on GES and Targets will be
carried out in a progressive manner,
3.3. To provide guidance for the Clusters to enable a common methodology, including
the following points:
3.3.1. Clusters should initially establish GES, focused on state, for each EO;
3.3.2. Clusters should consider thematic integration as targets are being defined,
such that targets for one EO are developed with other EOs in mind, reflecting the
interplay of various ecosystem components and processes. Initially this integration
might occur across the Clusters (i.e. within biodiversity and fistheries cluster,
pollution and litter cluster, or ICZM and hydrological conditions cluster), but at later
stage, integration may happen across all EOs. Geographic integration will be
accomplished at various scales in the roll-out of pilots and national initiatives – but
data compatibility should be considered in order to allow integration at the subregional and Mediterranean scale;
3.3.3. The Secretariat is requested to prepare an inventory of already identified
objectives / targets existing under protocols, strategies, action plans, protected areas
and other areas of ecological significance, biennial implementation plans, other
treaties, etc. to serve as a foundation for discussion of targets and GES. Priority
should be given to what has been agreed under the Barcelona Convention;
3.3.4. Targets should address pressure, state or impacts related to the ecological
objectives, operational objectives and indicators. More information is generally
available on pressures than on state and impacts for a specific issue. The
establishment of all relevant targets, mostly emanating from human activities will
allow the design of coherent management measures using the precautionary
approach and serve well the ecosystem approach;
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3.3.5. The detailed understanding of OOs, as related to the indicators accepted by
the COP, should be agreed early in the work of the Clusters, so as to capture the
intent of EOs and the need to identify reasonable targets with regards to criteria
defined by socio-economic analysis;
3.3.6. Scale should be tackled in the discussion of each EO, including whether at a
specified scale, indicators associated with OOs can be assessed qualitatively,
quantitatively, and whether data exist. In principle, scales should be national and
when possible regional (Mediterranean) and transboundary or sub-regional. GES
would normally be defined at a higher scale (Mediterranean or sub-regional) than the
targets (which will be defined at national or sub-national);
3.3.7. The aim of all Clusters should be to identify targets that are as quantitative as
possible. For some EOs targets will likely be qualitative, reflecting upward or
downward trend and not tied to specific timelines (slope of trend). Phasing can allow
more quantitative approaches to be utilized as EcAp implementation progresses. For
some EOs threshold determination may be possible immediately while others may
have to rely on trend information;
3.3.8. Reference conditions versus background conditions should be discussed by
each cluster; setting targets and GES determinations should steer countries towards
priorities for restoration, not just maintenance of status quo;
3.3.9. Indicators should be quantitative whenever possible, but may be defined as
qualitative if needed data is not available;
3.3.10. Indicators and Targets should be prioritized in regards to contribution to
overall Mediterranean-wide ecosystem health and productivity. The degree to which
some indicators and targets are more of a priority than others, and perhaps some
EOs are more of a priority than others, should be addressed by each cluster and the
criteria used specified; and,
3.3.11. Clusters should come to terms with the situation that arises when a country
does not have enough information to address a particular OO. A prioritized or
ranked/weighted system of targets should focus on priorities relating to impact, as
well as data availability.
4. Piloting integrated implementation of EcAp
4.1. At the initiative of the countries concerned, the development of EcAp pilot projects at
various scales (subnational, national and trans-boundary) and distributed throughout
the Mediterranean will be encouraged, in order to allow: 1) testing the conceptual
basis of EcAp (including the viability of target development and thematic integration);
2) assessment of data availability and compatibility; and 3) implementing geographic
integration. For the purposes of integration, it would be useful if at least one of the
pilots is carried out at a small scale as well as at least one trans-boundary pilot that
spans different countries. In this context, a pilot on the Western Mediterranean linked
to existing processes (5+5) and structures may be explored.
5. Other issues
5.1. Due to the importance of this process, countries are encouraged to ensure the
widest possible participation in all stages of the EcAp implementation.
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Introduction
1.
The second Meeting of Ecosystem Approach (EcAp) Coordination Group was held on
24 April 2013, in Greece, Athens. The meeting was held in order to: (1) discuss progress of
the work carried out since the last EcAp Coordination Group meeting held in Athens in May
2012; (2) review and comment on the first draft list of GES descriptions and targets
developed in three meetings of Correspondence Group – GES and Targets Clusters; and (3)
review and comment on the proposed activities to be undertaken to achieve expected
outcomes in Decision IG.20/4 and the revised timeline with priorities for the future.
Participation
2.
The meeting was attended by the members of the Ecosystem Approach Coordination
Group (EcAp CG) from the following Contracting Parties: Algeria, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Croatia, Cyprus, European Union (EU), France, Greece, Italy, Lebanon, Malta, Monaco,
Montenegro, Morocco, Slovenia, Spain, Turkey and Tunisia.
3.
The Coordinating Unit for the Mediterranean Action Plan (UNEP/MAP), the Pollution
Programme (MEDPOL), the Blue Plan Regional Activity Centre (BP/RAC), the Priority
Actions Programme Regional Activity Centre (PAP/RAC), the Specially Protected Areas
Regional Activity Centre (SPA/RAC) and the Cleaner Production Regional Activity Centre
(CP/RAC), the Regional Marine Pollution Emergency Response Centre for the
Mediterranean Sea (REMPEC) were also represented at the meeting.
4.
The following institutions and organizations were represented by observers: the
International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN), the Network of Managers of Marine
Protected Areas in the Mediterranean (MEDPAN), the Mediterranean Association to Save
the Sea Turtles (MEDASSET), CLEAN-UP Greece, MEDWET, the Mediterranean
Information Office for Environment, Culture and Sustainable Development (MIO-ECSDE),
UNEP-MAP/MED Partnership and the PERSEUS Project.
5.

The list of participants is attached as Annex I to this report.

Agenda item 1:

Opening of the Meeting

6.
The meeting was opened on 24 April 2013 by Ms. Maria Luisa Silva Mejias,
Executive Secretary and Coordinator of UNEP/MAP. Ms. Silva opened the meeting by
welcoming the participants.
7.
Agenda item 2:
Election of officers and adoption of the agenda
8.

Following informal consultations, the meeting elected its officers as follows:
Chairman:

Mr Mitja Bricelj, Slovenia

Vice-Chairperson:

Mme Samira Natèche, Algeria

Rapporteur:

Mr Erol Cavus, Turkey
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Agenda item 3:

Progress in implementing the Ecosystem Approach roadmap

9.
The Secretariat provided a brief update on the progress since the last EcAp
Coordination Group meeting held in Athens in May 2012; and in particular presented the first
draft list of GES descriptions and targets developed in three meetings of Correspondence
Group – GES and Targets Clusters: Biodiversity and Fisheries; Pollution and Litter abd Coast
and Hydrography.
10.
Participants first gave general comments on the progress made and on the GES and
targets draft list. They highlighted the need to ensure that work on EcAp is in line with work
inside the EU on the Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD) and that other relevant
work of international bodies should be also duely taken into account, such as OSPAR.
Furthermore, many said that there should be a clearer link made between GES and Targets.
Some further highlighted that there is a need to further ensure involvement of national focal
points next to the experts in the various cluster groups.
11.
One of the parties highlighted the need to be more ambitious and identify gaps, as
well as to have more advanced documents for COP18. Many highlighted on the otherhand
the ambitious timeline and the need to review it with a reality-check.
12.
On GES/targets of the Biodiversity and Fisheries Cluster the first set of draft targets
and GES were presented and the functional meaning of bullet points were raised, with asking
for more clarity to be given on the tables and make sure that targets and GES follow their
respective nature and are not mixed.
13.
Some parties raised that integration, prioritization is needed also inside the work of
the clusters and it was raised again by some that there is further need to identify gaps for
monitoring. Others said that prioritization could be done based on regional specifics, while
again others highlighted that not all indicators, targets are relevant for all parties.
14.
Some mentioned the need to make sure that work on indicators and targets will be
closer to GES and that there is a need to put more emphasis on quantification of targets.
15.
Other participants highlighted the importance of fesibility and the need to ensure
means of implementation and the link to the protected areas. The importance of the future
pilot implementation study was also raised. In addition, various parties highlighted the
importance to work closely with the GFCM. One party raised concern on how to agree on
fisheries related work under EcAp. The Secretariat re-assured parties that the GFCM has
been fully consulted and its comments were fully taken into account during the work of the
cluster, in relation to fisheries.
16.
On marine food webs one party stated that it should rather be a priority of focus of
work for the next cycle, while another highlighted that it should be already now a priority, with
some parties mentioning the knowledge gap in this area.
17.
Others highlighted the need for further work, additional meetings, fully in line with
other international bodies, of which decisions related to EcAp should be informed to the
parties.
18.
Further specific comments followed on the objectives relating to biodiversity and
fisheries, after which the Secretariat asked participants to send their comments on the
GES/targets tables (regarding all clusters) by 30 May 2013 and informed parties that followup consultations regarding all clusters are planned, but due to budgetary contraints will be
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only possible in person in relation to the biodiversity and fisheries and the pollution and litter
clusters, which will be held back to back with the respective RAC meetings in the upcoming
months.
19.
On eutrophication one party mentioned explicitly that the pilot project should focus on
this issue, others mentioned that there is still need for more data in this field in the
Mediterranean, while again others that there is already enough existing data to be more
ambitious and get to quantified targets here.
20.
On Pollution, parties gave some technical comments, such as defining thresholds
taking into account legal constraints as the EU Water Framework Directive, rephrasing
targets 9.1.1 and 9.2.1 that mention “below reference thresholds or concentrations”. In
addition, one party highlighted that reference to specific contaminants is vague and the need
of attention with the 2 indicators related to human health.
21.
On sea-floor integrity parties mentioned the need for further work and some also
raised the need to look at the impacts of climate change. One party asked for re-visiting the
indicators, as they are not clear, while others highlighted the need to follow the process
agreed and only re-open the indicators in the next cycle.
22.
Further, on hydrography a party highlighted the need for definition of targets to be
more realistic as there is no detailed data. Another party rose to the attention of the
participants that EO7/EO8 are closely related, seafloor integrity is also similar. Another
participant recommended to focus on impact itself, not on non-impact level and based on this
carefully think through definitions.
23.
On coastal ecosystems and landscapes, one participant highlighted the need for a
better definition and those cumulative impacts only mean something if related to specific
areas and gave specific recommendations to improve EO8.
24.
On marine litter, one party asked for clarification of a footnote, another, supported by
some parties, proposed to include indicator considering microplastics and two indicators
referring efforts of coast cleaned and collection of marine litter (latter not supported by the
attendants). One participant raised the attention to the need of coherence on targets and
regional action plan on marine litter, while another asked to include final paragraph of
underwater noise ecological objective as a marine litter footnote
25.
On Energy, including Underwater Noise Ecological Objective, one party raised the
attention of participants to take into account the work that currently is developed by OSPAR,
while another referred to the work developing under MSFD. Another participant highlighted
the need to frame adequate mechanisms for monitoring impulsive sounds due to different
sources of this type of sound (fixed and mobiles sources).
26.
The Secreatariat welcomed the suggestions, comments and asked the participants to
send in their written comments on the GES/Targets of the different EOs by 30 May 2013.
Agenda item 4:

EcAp Roadmap for 2013 and the new Biennium

27.
The Secretariat presented the proposed activities to be undertaken to achieve
expected outcomes in Decision IG.20/4 and the revised timeline with priorities for the future.
28.
One participant proposed to add in timeline milestones, while others asked to see for
all items where deliveries are expected by COP18 and asked to get more clarity on the
process up to 2015 and link to the EU EcAp project and the timing of the upcoming pilot
project. Others stated that there is too much focus in the Roadmap on the COP and more
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information was requested on the following process and some mentioned that work on EcAp
should not be seen only up to 2015.
29.
Secretariat ensured parties that work on implementation of ECAP timeframe will
continue after 2015, pointing out the need to further specify measures and revise some
ongoing activities. In addition, gave a specific update on the Offshore Protocol, where
countries were asked to give information on the state of their related legislation, which will be
followed up with a workshop, aiming to promote best practices. In relation to the MPAs, the
revised SAP BIO is on its way, in line with the ecosystem approach, with the review needing
to take into account ongoing EcAp work. It was also highlighted the work for preparing the
integrated monitoring programme, on-going work regarding the regional action on marine
litter with the view to make it coherent with ecosystem approach, with an upcoming expert
meeting (May 2013) on the topic, for which draft is prepared in cooperation with all RACs. It
was also pointed out that NAPs adopted by the contracting parties in the framework of LBS
Protocol may require an update to also take into account EcAp GES and targets. Currently
three documents were being prepared, one on country implementation of the NAPs, one on
analysing SAP/MED targets achievements and one policy paper to ensure that MAP/MED
POL pollution reduction policies become coherent with EcAp.
30.
Some participants highlighted that the timeline foreseen and deliverables are very
ambitious and there is a need for a reality check, as well as the incorporation of different
work-streams to the final COP deliverables, with highlighting the importance to take into
account outcomes of the Socio-Economic ongoing work to GES and targets development.
31.
The idea of an Adriatic EcAp project was raised by some participants, with
highlighting important link to ICZM and raising attention to progress on the pilot project. Two
countries from the Adriatic offered their location to host the EcAp pilot project.
32.
Others mentioned that there is an urgent need to start working on measures too and
highlighting that the results of SWITCH MED could be also interesting in this regard and
asked for initial discussions on measures at the next meeting of the EcAp Coordination
Group in September 2013. While, another party raised attention to the fact that targets to be
discussed and approved already in September is highly unrealistic and recommended to
agree on specific GES and some targets, which could be discussed by Focal Points in
September and agreed on at COP. Others supported this proposal, asking parties to focus
work on GES/targets where data is available and progress up to the COP can be foreseen,
while leaving other GES/targets for next cycle of work. Others highlighted that this should not
mean that one GES/target is more important than the other, rather just a realistic approach
that could be improved in the future.
33.
Some asked specific further clarifications on the timeline from the Secretariat, on
integrated monitoring, where they have seen need for adjusting the roadmap.
34.
Secretariat asked parties to send comments, suggestions also on the Roadmap by 30
May 2013, also giving recommendations on specific GES/targets of EOs where COP
agreement could be the most realistic.
Agenda item 5:

Adoption of recommendations and conclusions

35.
The meeting considered the draft conclusions prepared by the Secretariat on which
comments were made and modifications requested.
36.
The recommendations and conclusions included in Annex III were approved by the
meeting.
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Agenda item 11:

Closure of the meeting

37.
Following the usual exchange of courtesies, the Chairperson closed the meeting on
Wednesday, 30 May 2012 at 5.30 pm.
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DATE
PLENARY
Wednesday 24 April 2013
08.30 – 09.00 a.m.

Registration

09.00.– 09:15 a.m.

Agenda item 1: Opening of the meeting
Agenda item 2: Election of officers and adoption of the agenda

09:15 a.m.– 13.00
a.m.

Agenda item 3. Progress Report on implementation of EcAp in
the Mediterranean
09:15-10:00 – Progress of Work
10:00-11:00 – Pollution and Litter GES and targets
11:00-11:15 – Coffee Break
11:15-12:30 – Biodiversity and Fisheries GES and targets
12:30-13:00 – Coast and Hydrography GES and targets

13:00 – 14.30 p.m.

Lunch Break

14.30– 15:00 p.m.

Agenda item 4: EcAp Roadmap for 2013 and the new Biennium

15:00 – 16.30 p.m.

Coffee Break

16.30 – 18.30 p.m.

Agenda item 5: Adoption of recommendations and
conclusions
Agenda item 6: Closure of the meeting
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Annex II – Conclusions & Recommendations

The EcAp CG welcomes achievements in the EcAp process and takes note of the
Roadmap for 2013-2015, which needs to be further specified with deliverables, in
particular those requested by COP17 decisions and key milestones of the process by
the Secretariat in a realistic manner.
The EcAP CG welcomes the first draft of GES descriptions and targets for the 11
Ecological Objectives and encourages the COR-GEST to continue its work according
to the views expressed by the EcAp CG as well as to the previous EcAp CG
outcome, which together with the following guidelines and recommendations, should
serve as a basis for its further work:











Develop an explanation on the nature of the elements of the GES tables and
explain links between GES and targets;
Ensure that targets are realistic and not repetitive and identify key data gaps to
guide monitoring needs, and development and calculation of indicators;
Make sure that targets will be accompanied with a realistic timeframe and that
related feasibility issues and socio-economic aspects will be included;
Where necessary, comment on the problems identified on the agreed
indicators with the view of taking those comments into account in the
implementation of the EcAp;
Take into account the work from other regional bodies, such as of OSPAR and
the MSFD process of the EU;
Ensure that outcomes from other related ongoing processes can be taken into
account and that the timeline will be aligned with these (like MSFD, CFP,
GFCM, etc);
Ensure integration of outcomes both inside and between clusters (also
regarding targets), all CORs (COR-GEST, COR-MON, COR-ESA) and full
involvement of related MAP Components;
Consider that in the Mediterranean the different capacities of the countries
should form part of the socio-economic assessment;
Consider that significant amount of data in the MAP system which is available
in relation to EO5 (eutrophication), which may allow MAP to advance defining
quantitative targets;
In upcoming threshold discussions take fully into account existing targets as
provided to EcAp CG in the document UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.377/Inf.3.
“Existing targets related to 11 Ecological Objectives”.

The EcAp CG encourages the Secretariat to further work on finalizing a draft list of
GES and selected targets, taking into consideration the recommendations of the first
meeting of the EcAp CG and the COR-GEST Cluster Meetings, the discussions at
this meeting noting the need to focus work where GES description and target-setting
is possible thanks to sufficient information and data, with the aim to agree at COP18
on a set of GES descriptions and targets.
The EcAp CG further encourages the Secretariat:
 to ensure that the ambitious roadmap will be further adjusted and specified
with deliverables and key milestones of the process, taking note of links with
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all relevant processes and taking stock of activities ensuring deliverables to
COP18 and identifying gaps;
to provide a guide/manual of the whole process, as well as an explanatory
note on working mechanism, methodology, process and its timeline;
to provide information on progress made on the preparation of a regional
integrated monitoring programme (in particular GFCM);
provide further information to the national focal points on all EcAp related, but
outside of MAP processes and decisions taken;
to give clarity regarding EcAp pilot implementation to serve as a useful best
practice for the whole Mediterranean region.

The EcAp CG supports need expressed by COR-GEST for further consultations to
complete the work of all COR-GEST clusters and supports the idea to carry out
written consultations regarding Coast and Hydrography Cluster and in-person
consultations back-to back with MED/POL and RAC/SPA FPs meetings regarding
clusters of Pollution and Litter and Biodiversity, with the aim to ensure technical
completion of the process before MAP FPs meeting in September 2013.
The EcAp CG notes the need to hold a wrap-up meeting of COR-GEST outcomes for
integration with a view to:
 prioritize the targets developed separately by the three COR-GEST Clusters;
 integrate as much as possible the ongoing work of COR-ESA;
 start the initial discussion on the framework for the preparation of
programmes of measures for the possible consideration of the next EcAp CG
Meeting.
National Focal Points will be fully involved in the process, and to this aim, will provide
the Secretariat with their written, specific comments on the draft list of GES and
selected targets by 30 May, with a focus on giving their opinion on where they see
target-setting realistic, and on the timeline by advising other steps that might be
needed, taking note of the available data, in order to ensure as much deliverables as
possible to COP18 in Istanbul.
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Introduction
1.
The Third Ecosystem Approach Coordination Group addressed the draft Decision on
the Ecosystems Approach (to be presented to COP 18 for adoption, after its consideration by
the meeting of MAP Focal Points between 10-13 September 2013).
2.
In particular, it (1) agreed on the proposed integrated list of targets and GES, which
are related to those indicators where available data makes this realistic at the present time
while establishing a process on further implementation of the EcAp Roadmap in relation to all
ecological objectives (EOs); (2) set out the process for progressing on monitoring and
assessment (in Correspondence Groups on Monitoring and Assessment, COR MON), (3)
considered further issues to be addressed in the decision on EcAp as proposed by the
Secretariat in Document WG.386/3 (the Draft Decision) and reflected below.

Participation
3.
The meeting was attended by the members of the Ecosystem Approach Coordination
Group (EcAp CG) from the following Contracting Parties: Albania, Algeria, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Croatia, Cyprus, Egypt, European Union (EU), France, Greece, Israel, Italy,
Lebanon, Malta, Monaco, Montenegro, Morocco, Slovenia, Spain, Turkey and Tunisia.
4.
The Coordinating Unit for the Mediterranean Action Plan (UNEP/MAP), the Pollution
Programme (MEDPOL), the Blue Plan Regional Activity Centre (BP/RAC), the Priority
Actions Programme Regional Activity Centre (PAP/RAC), the Specially Protected Areas
Regional Activity Centre (SPA/RAC) and the Cleaner Production Regional Activity Centre
(CP/RAC), the Regional Marine Pollution Emergency Response Centre for the
Mediterranean Sea (REMPEC), and the Regional Centre for Information and Communication
(INFO/RAC) were also represented at the meeting.
5.
The following institutions and organizations were represented by observers: the
General Fisheries Commission for the Mediterranean (GFCM), United Nations Development
Programme-Turkey (UNDP-Turkey), the International Union for Conservation of Nature
(IUCN), the Global Footprint Network, the Hellenic
Marine Environment Protection
Association (HELMEPA), the Mediterranean Association to Save the Sea Turtles
(MEDASSET), the Mediterranean SOS Network, the Mediterranean Information Office for
Environment, Culture and Sustainable Development (MIO-ECSDE), UNEP-MAP/MED
Partnership and the PEGASO and PERSEUS Projects.
6.

The list of participants is attached as Annex II to this report.

Agenda Item 1:

Opening of the Meeting

7.
The Meeting was opened on the 9th September 2013 by the Barcelona Convention
Executive Secretary and Coordinator of UNEP/MAP, Ms Maria Luisa Silva Mejias by
welcoming the participants.
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Agenda Item 2-3: Scope and purpose of the meeting and election of officers and
adoption of the agenda
8.

Following informal consultations, the meeting elected its officers as follows:
Chairman:

Victor Escobar, Spain

Vice-Chairpersons:

Samira Nateche, Algeria
Georges Akl, Lebanon

Rapporteur:

Charalambos Hajipakkos, Cyprus

Agenda Item 4:

Discussion of Mediterranean Good Environmental Status and
Targets

9.
The Parties provided their comments on the Secretariat’s proposal and endorsed the
revised draft list of GES and Targets, as included in the revised Draft Decision.
10.
Written comments recently provided by ACCOBAMS and by MEDASSET were
presented at the meeting and oral comments were also provided by GFCM, HELMEPA and
the PEGASO project representatives.
11.
The MEDASSET recommendation to include one more turtle species (Dermochelys
coriacea (Vandelli, 1761) in Annex I of the Draft Decision was endorsed by RAC/SPA and
was agreed by the parties.
12.
ACCOBAMS Secretariat presented information on GES and Targets regarding
ecologicall objective 11, which will be presented to the ACCOBAMS scientific Committee in
their meeting in November 2013. The meeting suggested that after this meeting the
suggested targets and GES should be presented in the first COR-GEST meeting following
COP18.
13.
GFCM gave information on the foreseen process on improving EO3 in cooperation
with UNEP MAP and through the by Italy funded sub-regional project in this regard. Upon the
Chair’s request, GFCM agreed to prepare a note describing the objectives, activities and
timeline of completing the necessary information related to the EO3 tables, to be discussed
further with the Secretariat, while noting that processes should be accelerated to ensure due
consideration by relevant COR Groups.
14.
PEGASO informed the EcAp COR Group that land-use maps of the Mediterranean,
as well as statistic change of land-use on sub-regional, regional and national level will be
available soon, which will be an accessible reference for further work on coast related
ecological objectives.
15.

Based on the discussions and comments above, the parties requested the Secretariat
to:
‐
‐
‐

Develop by COP18 guidelines on how to implement the list of GES and targets,
further specifying its definitions, including indicators and explaining links and foreseen
future steps, as well as clarifying reasons of delays in the EcAp process;
Produce an Information Document on the GES and Targets which needs to be further
developed;
Work closely with the GFCM to present to the next EcAp COR Group the cooperation
details (process, milestones) on addressing EO3 inside the EcAp process;
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‐
‐

Address and analyze further the possible role of UNEP MAP regarding climate
change, inside the EcAp process (including mitigation, to the extent MAP is
competent);
In relation to Harmful Algal Booms note that there is a need to continue work on this
issue during the next biennium and include formal 9.5.2 of the GES and Targets list of
the draft COP decision to the Annex of the Secretariat Note on GES/Targets to be
further developed.

16.
In order for parties to have the chance to timely contribute to the further development
of the GES and targets which are not included in the current Draft Decision and to feed into
the Information Note to be prepared by the Secretariat in this regard, the Chair requested the
parties to provide their written comments to the Secretariat on Annex III of the Secretariat
Explanatory Note on the EcAp process (UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.386/Inf.3) by 30 September
2013.
17.
In addition some participants highlighted in relation to EO7 the importance of
adaptation (and of adaptation plans).
18.
Others asked for specific reference in relation to the GES and targets table to the
agreed specifications of the SPA/RAC Rabat meeting of July 2013 and of the pollution
substances list of the MEDPOL FPs Aix-En Provence 2009 meeting (while it was noted by
some participants that this latter needs to be updated in line with EcAp).

Agenda item 5:

Discussion of process on Integrated Monitoring and Integrated
Assessment needs under EcAp

19.
Based on the Secretariat’s presentation, the countries endorsed the modified Annex II
of the Decision in relation to the Integrated Monitoring and Assessment Programme, with
additional clarifications in relation to the process also in the Draft Decision.
20.
In addition, they requested the Secretariat, to give additional information addressing
the previous and current monitoring work of UNEP MAP in more detail specifically
highlighting the achievements of MEDPOL in this regard, with further explanation on it
regarding the whole cycle of EcAp.
21.
The parties encouraged the Secretariat to start working early on a draft methodology
for the COR MON groups consideration and to assess regarding this further data availability
on regional and sub-regional level and clarify definitions also regards the Integrated
Monitoring and Assessment Programme.
22.
It was also stated by the parties that COR MON should take into consideration the
current monitoring obligations of parties and ensure that no parallel obligations will be
created.

Agenda Item 6:

Discussion of the Economic and Social Analysis, on-going work
and beyond

23.
The Plan Bleu/RAC representative provided an update on the progress of this action
since the last EcAp Coordination Group meeting held in Athens in April 2013 in terms of
results achieved and presented proposals for the assessment of the socioeconomic impacts
of the future coordinated programmes of measures.
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24.
Parties welcomed the presentation and highlighted that there is a need to ensure
coherence between the terminology used in all EcAp work, documents, including COR ESA
documents.

Agenda Item 7:
25.

Discussion of draft EcAp related COP decision and its related
Annexes (other than ones related to Agenda items 5 and 6)

The Secretariat presented the rest of the Draft Decision, with a focus on the EcAp
timeline.

26.
Parties endorsed the revised Annexes of the draft decision, with corresponding
changes in the Consideranda and in the Operational paragraphs of the Draft Decision.
27.
Regarding the EcAp timeline, parties requested the Secretariat to insert links with
corresponding activities of the 2014-2015 Programme of Work.
28.
Regarding Governance, parties asked COR ESA terms of reference to include links
with sustainable development and green economy in the context of EcAp and asked that
clarification regarding the role of National Focal Points being the EcAp CG members to be
included in the text.
29.
Regarding the data-sharing principles, parties asked clarification on the development
of these principles (to be undertaken by COR MON).
30.
Regarding the SAP BIO priorities the parties stated that Annex VI needs further
mainstreaming of EcAp. Thus, they decided not to include this Annex in the Draft Decision.
31.
The participants endorsed Annex VII of the Draft Decision, while based on the
proposal of the Chair, also asked the revision of the document, referring in every place by
mandates to “the Secretariat in cooperation with the relevant MAP component”.
32.
Under AOB, reflecting on the recent meeting that took place on the subject in Madrid,
Spain presented and distributed a non-paper called “Towards a Mediterranean perspective in
the context of the Common Implementation Strategy Work Program for the MSFD (CISWP)”, reflecting the discussions on this topic of the EU Mediterranean countries.

Agenda item 8:

Adoption of recommendations and conclusions

33.
The parties adopted the above recommendations and conclusions together with the
revised Draft Decision. Egypt and Israel noted their reservations on the footnote referring to
the Suez Canal by Annex I, the GES and Targets Table 2.1 of the Draft Decision. In addition,
Italy mentioned that it will propose two additional targets based on Article 10 of the Marine
Litter Regional Plan.

Agenda item 9:

Closure of the meeting

34.
Following the usual exchange of courtesies, the Chairperson closed the meeting on 9
September 2013 at 19.30.
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Annex I
Agenda

Agenda Item 1:

Opening of the Meeting (09.00-09.15)

Agenda Item 2-3:

Scope and purpose of the meeting and election of officers and
adoption of the agenda (09:15-09.30)

Agenda Item 4:

Discussion of Mediterranean Good Environmental Status and Targets
(09:30-11:30)

Agenda item 5:

Discussion of process on Integrated Monitoring and Integrated
Assessment needs under EcAp
(11.45-13.00)

Agenda Item 6:

Discussion of the Economic and Social Analysis, on-going work and
beyond (13.00-13.30)

Agenda Item 7:

Discussion of draft EcAp related COP decision and its related Annexes
(other than ones related to Agenda items 5 and 6)
(15.00-16.30)

Agenda item 8:

Adoption of recommendations and conclusions (17:30-18:30)

Agenda Item 9:

Closure of the meeting (18:30)
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Ms Magali Outters
Team Leader SWITCH-Med
Tel. +3493 5541666 / 3493 5538790 (ext 113)
Fax +34 93 553 87 95
E-mail: policy.switchmed@cprac.org
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REGIONAL ACTIVITY CENTER
FOR INFORMATION &
COMMUNICATION (INFO/RAC)
CENTRE D’ACTIVITES
REGIONALES POUR
L’INFORMATION & LQ
COMMUNICATION (CAR/INFO)

Mr. Claudio Maricchiolo
Director
Head, INFO/RAC Coordinator
V. Vitaliano Brancasti 48
Rome 00144
Tel: +39 0650072177
Mobile: +39 3386373012
E-mail: claudio.maricchiolo@isprambiente.it

