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1 Overview  

Destination  Time frame  Objectives of the trip  Number of 

participants 

from Latvia  

Poland May 24-31, 2013          

(8 days) 

 

Participation in the conference Ȱ4ÈÅ 

10th European Dry Grassland Meeting - 

When theory meets practice: 

Conservation and restoration of 

ÇÒÁÓÓÌÁÎÄÓȱȟ Zamosc, Poland.  

4 

Greenland September 3-5, 2013  

(3 days) 

 

To attend an international #ÏÎÆÅÒÅÎÃÅ ȵ 

The Nordic-Baltic Wetlands Wetlands in 

a time of climate change ɀ mitigation, 

re- ÓÉÌÅÎÃÅ ÁÎÄ ÁÄÁÐÔÁÔÉÏÎȱ organised by 

the Ministry of Environment of 

Greenland. 

1 

Austria September 11-13, 2013 

(3 days) 

 

Participation in the coÎÆÅÒÅÎÃÅ Ȱ4ÈÅ υth 

European River Restoration 

Conferenceȱ 

2 

Finland September 15-20, 2013 

(6 days) 

To visit several Natura 2000 sites 

(mostly located in the South of Finland), 

where various LIFE+ projects that 

manage and restore mire, boreal forest 

and grassland habitats, are being 

implemented.  

5 

Estonia September 24-26, 2013 To attend an international seminar 3 
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(3 days) 

 

ȵ2ÅÓÔÏÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÍÉÒÅ ÈÁÂÉÔÁÔÓ ÉÎ "ÏÒÅÁÌ 

"ÉÏÇÅÏÇÒÁÐÈÉÃÁÌ 2ÅÇÉÏÎȱ ÉÎ 6ÁÎÁėÕÅȟ 

organised by the Ministry of 

Environment of Estonia. 

Germany September 26-27, 2013 

(2 days) 

 

Participation in the conference 

Ȱ#ÏÎÃÅÐÔÓ ÆÏÒ ÍÏÄÅÒÎ ÍÁÎÁÇÅÍÅÎÔ ÏÆ 

xeric grasslands between nature 

ÃÏÎÓÅÒÖÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÁÇÒÉÃÕÌÔÕÒÅȱ. 

1 

Denmark June 8-13, 2014 (6 

days) 

To visit coastal areas of Denmark 

(North part of Sealand and West coast 

of Jutland) to get experience combating 

the invasive species on dunes habitats 

where various LIFE + projects that 

manage and restore those habitats, 

have been implemented. 

4 

Finland August 3-8, 2014 (6 

days) 

Participation in the 9th European 

Conference on Ecological Restoration 

and Boreal seminar meeting. 

3 

Estonia August 11-14, 2014 (4 

days) 

0ÁÒÔÉÃÉÐÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÎÆÅÒÅÎÃÅ Ȱ&ÏÒÅÓÔ 

Landscape Mosaic: Disturbance, 

Restoration and Management at Times 

ÏÆ 'ÌÏÂÁÌ #ÈÁÎÇÅȱȢ 

1 

Estonia September 10-12, 2014 

(4 days) 

Participation in the Riverine LIFE 

Platform Meeting.  

1 

Belgium September 23-24, 2014 

(2 days) 

Participation in the conference 

Ȱ2ÅÓÕÌÔÓ-based agri-environment 

schemes: payments for biodiversity 

ÁÃÈÉÅÖÅÍÅÎÔÓ ÉÎ ÁÇÒÉÃÕÌÔÕÒÅȱȢ 

1 

Ireland September 28 ɀ 

October 2, 2014 

 (5 days) 

Participation in the EUROPARC 

Conference 2014, "Understanding the 

Value of Nature". 

2 



Germany October 25-28, 2015  

(4 days) 

Participation in the EUROPARC 

ŎƻƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ άProtected areas in a 

ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ ǿƻǊƭŘέ. 

2 

Lithuania November 26-27, 2015 

(2 days) 

Participation in the seminar organized 

by EUROPARC Nordic-Baltic section 

ά/ƻƳƳǳƴƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ tǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ ŀǊŜŀǎέ. 

2 

Germany May 17-20, 2016 
Participation in the 11

th
 Annual 

Meeting of the European Chapter of 

the Society of Wetland Scientists. 

2 
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2 Poland 

2.1 Objectives of the trip  

tŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ά¢ƘŜ 10th European Dry Grassland Meeting - When theory meets practice: 

/ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƎǊŀǎǎƭŀƴŘǎέΣ ½ŀƳƻǎŎΣ tƻƭŀƴŘΦ  

2.2 Time frame  

May 24-31, 2013 

2.3 Participants  

1. {ƻƭǾƛǘŀ wǹǎƛƸŀ ς NCA, NAT-PROGRAMME, Grassland Habitat Expert 

2. Brigita Laime ς NCA, NAT-PROGRAMME, Coastal Habitat Expert 

3. Agnese Priede ς NCA, NAT-PROGRAMME, Mire Habitat Expert 

4. !ƴƛǘŀ bŀƳŀǘŢǾŀ ς NCA, Nature Data and Planning Department 

2.4 Information and exper ience gained  

May 24-26 and May 29-31: field trips to restored and yet to be restored dry grasslands and inland 

dunes.  

In the field trips NAT-PROGRAMME experts gained an understanding about the vegetation of dry 

grasslands and its diversity in the middle and North-East of Poland, as well as an insight in the 

management of dry sandy grasslands and inland dunes in military zones and river valleys. Experience 

was exchanged about the conservation, management and monitoring of sandy grasslands (6120*) and 

inland dunes (2330). 

Xeric sand calcareous grasslands can survive in the long term without overgrowing only in territories with 

extremely dry conditions and where sand is periodically blown over, restarting secondary succession.  The 

most appropriate form of management is grazing, but only in pastures composed of various types of 

grasslands which reduces the risk of overgrazing. For smaller grasslands that are isolated one from 

another, mobile grazing is the most appropriate form of management. This approach is used in Poland 

(experience of Klub Przyrodnikow ). In Latvia there is no experience with mobile grazing, however, also in 

Latvia it would be very useful and even necessary. Therefore, plans were made for future collaboration 

about introducing this management method also in Latvia.  

May 27-28: presentation session 



 

One of the plenary lectures: άApplication of technical grassland restoration in Europe: recovery of 

grassland biodiversity by seed mixtures at multiple countries and scales (Peter Torok)έ provided a diverse 

insight into grassland restoration methods, their pros and cons. Information gained from this session will 

be used for drafting NAT-PROGRAMME management guidelines for grassland habitats. 

Another plenary lecture άLIFE Nature for dry grasslands: examples and best practicesέ (Simona 

Bacchereti), provided an overview about the contribution of LIFE projects to conservation and 

management of natural grasslands (6120*, 6210, 6230, and others). S.Bacchereti showcased some of the 

best LIFE projects that provide examples of best practices in managing dry grasslands. 

Participants from Latvia listened to 19 presentations and examined more than 10 stand exhibitions that 

altogether offered a comprehensive view about the effects of grassland management on the plant and 

insect diversity, the results and lessons learned from various management methods and the role of 

landscape factors in restoring and managing grasslands.  

In Latvia, there is very little experience in restoring and managing dry grasslands (but a rather thorough 

experience in managing floodplain grasslands). A lot of useful experience has been gained from 

implementing LIFE projects, hence when drafting habitat management guidelines and the Natura 2000 

programme it is essential to take into account experience gained in other EU countries ς it is necessary 

to carry out thorough research about relevant LIFE projects, as well as obtain relevant data from scientific 

literature.  
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2.5 Networking with other LIFE projects  

 

May 31st - an experience exchange semiƴŀǊ ƻǊƎŀƴƛǎŜŘ ōȅ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ α/ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

xerothermic grasslands in Poland ς ǘƘŜƻǊȅ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜ ό[LC9луb!¢κt[κлллрмоύέ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ b!¢-

PROGRAMME. 

Experts who participated in this seminar discussed management methods applied in the Polish project 

and the current experience in managing natural grasslands (particularly dry grasslands) in Latvia.  

Experts discussed possible models for sustainable habitat management and exchanged ideas about ways 

how the currently implemented management methods could be continued after LIFE projects are 

completed. 

Representatives of both projects discussed their current experience in managing grasslands and inland 

dunes, shared specific examples and lessons learned.  Approaches to monitoring were also discussed. In 

Poland, vegetation monitoring is carried out using the Braun-Blanke methodology by setting up sample 

plots (5 x 5 m). Project staff is planning on monitoring these sample plots also after the project is 

completed.  It will be possible because the project is implemented by an NGO Klub Przyrodnikow, which 

purchases lands that have natural grassland habitats. The organisation owns a farm with 70 sheep herds, 

which they use for mobile grazing; they receive agro-environment support for habitat management.  The 

organisation also receives additional income from publishing books and study aids.  



One of the most significant actions in the Polish project is restoring grasslands. NAT-PROGRAMME 

representatives learned about restoration methods used in the project, including mowing, mobile 

grazing, cutting shrubs and removing sod.  

Another important task carried out by the project is developing a conservation plan for semi-natural dry 

grasslands (6210). The project has published a book about determining habitats, ecology, habitat 

management and monitoring: 

¶ Baranska, K., Jermaczek, A. 2009. Poradnik utrzymania i ochrony siedliska przyrodniczego 6210 ς 

murawy kserotermiczne.  Wydawnictwo Klubu Przyrodnikow, Swiebodzin, 201p. 

Project representatives who are working on drafting habitat management guidelines in Poland consider 

this book as the backbone and even as an extended version of the management guidelines prepared by 

the project.  The work on drafting habitat management and conservation plan is in process, it is planned 

to organise a working group, but overall the guidelines are intended to be rather short and to the point; 

the intended target audience is decision makers, municipalities.  
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3 Greenland  

3.1 Objectives of the trip  

¢ƻ ŀǘǘŜƴŘ ŀƴ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ /ƻƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ α ¢ƘŜ Nordic-Baltic Wetlands: Wetlands in a time of climate change 

ς mitigation, re- ǎƛƭŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ŀŘŀǇǘŀǘƛƻƴέ in Ilulissat Greenland, organised by the Ministry of Environment 

of Greenland 

3.2 Time frame  

September 3-5,  2013 (3 days)  

3.3 Participants  

WǳǊƛǎ WņǘƴƛŜƪǎ ς NCA, NAT-PROGRAMME Project Manager 

3.4 Summary  

The Nordic-Baltic Wetlands Conference was arranged as a part of the Greenland Chairmanship (2012-

2014) of the Nordic-Baltic Wetlands Initiative (NorBalWet). The conference had twenty Ramsar National 

Focal Points, national experts from Nordic and Baltic area. The NorBalWet initiative was established in 

Trondheim, Norway in 2005 based on resolution VIII.30 of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention 

ƻƴ ²ŜǘƭŀƴŘǎ ƛƴ {ǇŀƛƴΣ нллн ό/htуύΤ άwŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ ƛƴƛǘƛŀǘƛǾŜǎ ŦƻǊ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƻƴǾŜƴǘƛƻƴέΦ 

Prior to this the need to strengthen co-operation in Northern Europe had been highlighted in The Nordic 

/ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ƻŦ aƛƴƛǎǘŜǊǎ wŜǇƻǊǘ όнллпύΣ άbƻǊŘƛŎ ²ŜǘƭŀƴŘ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴέΦ The NorBalWet initiative is an 

operational measure in the region covered by member countries to provide effective support for 

improved implementation of the more effective conservation and wise use of wetland habitats and 

enhanced international wetlands co-operation in the Nordic-Baltic region of Europe. Participant 

countries in NorBalWet are Denmark, Greenland, Estonia, Finland, Iceland, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway and 

Sweden. Greenland is chairing the Nordic Baltic Wetland Initiative 2012- 2014 and Denmark is the vice-

chair. The conference was co-hosted by the Ministry of Housing, Nature and Environment, Government 

of Greenland and The Danish Nature Agency. The programme of the Conference included presentations 

from representatives of participant countries including Latvia, as well as a field visit to the mire 

habitats, to see various sites where mire habitats are appearing due climate change and get an overview 

of experts from various fields ς ecologists, hydrologists, biologists, and others. 

 

Purpose, goal and objectives of the conference  



To maintain or improve the ecological character of wetlands, including their ecosystem services, to 

enhance the resilience of wetlands as far as possible in the face of climate-driven ecological changes.  To 

promote the restoration of degraded wetlands, and to promote the ability of wetlands to contribute to 

nature-based climate change adaptation, particularly the role of wetlands in regulating water, including 

reducing risks from water-related disasters. To sequester and store carbon as important responses for 

climate change mitigation through the maintenance and enhancement of their ecological functions, and 

to reduce or halt the release of stored carbon that can result from the degradation and loss of wetlands.  

The programme of the Conference covered various topics, including both scientific and practical aspects 

of mire management. 

The objectives of the workshop were to: 

ω{ƘŀǊŜ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜǎ ƻƴ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘ ǘƻ ǿŜǘƭŀƴŘǎ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ 

change and regulation across the NordicBaltic countries; 

ω{ƘŀǊŜ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŜŎƻǎȅǎǘŜƳ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ bƻǊŘƛŎ.ŀƭǘƛŎ ǿŜǘƭŀƴŘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ 

change; 

ω{ƘŀǊŜ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ŀŘŀǇǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ 

mitigation, as well as the link between Temperate and Arctic wetlands; 

ωhǳǘƭƛƴŜ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƴŜȄǘ ǎǘŜǇǎ ŦƻǊ ŜȄŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŀȄƛǎ ǘƻ ƳŀƴŀƎŜ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ ǿŜǘƭŀƴŘǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ 

Nordic-Baltic region. 
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3.5 Information and experience NAT-PROGRAMME Project Manager shared 

with participants from other cou ntries  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The NAT-twhDw!aa9 ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜ WǳǊƛǎ WņǘƴƛŜƪǎ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊŜŘ ŀ нр Ƴƛƴ ƭƻƴƎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻǾƛŘƛƴƎ ŀƴ 

overview and the current accomplishments of the LIFE+ Project NAT-PROGRAMME, as well as presented 

the most important wetland sites of Latvia protected under RAMSAR Convention and Natura 2000 

network of EU. The main message of the presentation was the benefits of a method for restoration of 

hydrologic characteristics of mire habitats. The method has successfully proved to restore nearly natural 

hydrologic conditions in protected mire habitats of Latvia, particularly within Teici mire complex, Kemeri 

national park, Lubana wetland and mire complex, etc.  Thanks to the method, more than 230 dams have 

been built during the last 17 years (!!!) of wetland restoration in Latvia. The presentation was followed by 

numerous questions and raised interest among the working group devoted to the management of mires 

and peatlands. 

¢ƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ōȅ WǳǊƛǎ WņǘƴƛŜƪǎ ƛǎ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ƘŜǊŜΥ 

 WǳǊƛǎ WņǘƴƛŜƪǎΦ ²ŜǘƭŀƴŘ aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ [ŀǘǾƛŀΦ (   6.54 MB) 

 WΦWņǘƴƛŜƪǎ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǎŜǎǎƛƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜǎ ƻŦ bƻǊŘƛŎ-Baltic countries 

during and after the presentations, as well as during the most relevant thematic sessions: 

ωThe role of peatlands in climate regulation by Mette Risager, Risager Consult. 

http://nat-programme.daba.gov.lv/upload/File/RAMSARLVJJatnieksGreenland2013Final.pdf


An overview of the importance of peatbogs in regulation of climate change. Although peat constitute a 

small land area at a global scale they contribute significantly to store and reduce impact of emissions 

through their carbon storage functioning. Moreover, the presentation gave definitions of the various 

wetland types including peatland, bogs, fens etc. A summary of threats to peatlands was given including 

examples of drained and excavated areas and the status at the global level. 

ωDesignation of peatbog swamps as Ramsar sites based on climate regulation criteria by Lars Dinesen, 

Denmark.  

The first case to test the criterion on climate regulation for Ramsar designation of a peatland has been 

handled by the Ramsar Secretariat and was presented including a status and opportunities for contracting 

parties to the convention. The talk focused on the challenges and opportunities to use criteria I for 

designating Ramsar sites under more general criteria of designation of representative, rare or unique 

wetlands of international importance. Moreover, a description of CO2 calculations related to the pilot site 

was given, and a perspective action related to the Nordic-Baltic region. 

ωNordic-Baltic Peatbog Ramsar Initiative by Agu Leivits, Estonia, Jari Ilmonen, Natural Heritage Services- 

Finland, Lars Dinesen, Denmark.  

A Nordic-Baltic peat project has been launched which will involve all countries in the region apart from the 

Russian Federation. The project will be implemented over the next year and contribute to assessing the 

importance of Nordic-Baltic peat for climate regulation and suggesting sites for restoration and for 

potentially future Ramsar designation based on a criterion for climate regulation.  

During these discussions, the representative from Latvia also shared his experience in mire restoration 

and in the planning of the ways how mires can be used.  As a result of the participation in this event, new 

professional contacts have been established and information resources revealed.  

3.6 Information acquired in the conference  

All presentations can be accessed online at http://www.norbalwet.org  

http://www.norbalwet.org/
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3.7 Analysis, conclusions and experience gained  

The geographical similarities between Nordic ς Baltic countries allow for adopting methods used in the 

other country, or, on the contrary, learning from the negative experiences in the other country and 

choosing better management methods.   

The conference showed the progress NorBalWet has made as a well-coordinated and highly inspiring 

regional initiative. At the meeting elements of a long-term vision for the Nordic-Baltic wetland initiative 

were discussed and the following priorities for the future were highlighted: 

ωWetland ecosystem services, including how climate change will affect wetlands ecology, abundance of 

the species that use them, and how this will affect the society. All countries were positive towards the 

new RIS formats and the inclusion of an assessment of ecosystem services. However, countries agreed 

that they would all benefit from sharing experiences on how to use the latest developed tools within that 

field including, if applicable, the Toolkit for Ecosystem Services Assessment (TESSA). Denmark, assisted by 

Finland, volunteered to coordinate an exercise where each country (if possible) in the region volunteered 

to undertake a more comprehensive ecosystem services assessment at one or two wetland sites, 

preferably Natura 2000. Such a coordinating exercise could furthermore be a platform for a Nordic-Baltic 

side event at COP12 in Uruguay, but most importantly as part of the preparations of adapting to the 2012 

RIS format. It was discussed to have a Nordic-Baltic workshop to share lessons learned and experiences in 



defining and ranking ecosystem services in 2014. These issues will be discussed and developed further at 

an upcoming telephone meeting in the NorBalWet Coordination Group. 

ωThe importance of peatbogs/peatlands in regulation of climate change. It was agreed that reviewing 

the importance of Nordic and Baltic peatlands, and peatland restoration for the mitigation of climate 

change effects is a high priority. An outline of the content of the peat project funded by the Nordic Council 

of Ministers was developed. Ramsar criterion 1vi on the hydrological importance of peat in terms of 

regional climate change regulation when designation new Ramsar sites or updating Ramsar Information 

Sheets was regarded as very relevant. The peat expert was asked to elaborate on the criterion 1vi 

including definitions which could feed into the work. 

Several of the seminar participants had previously visited mire restoration sites in Latvia together with 

NAT-PROGRAMME experts, hence it was now possible to compare and contrast the approach to the 

restoration management in Nordic and Baltic countries.  

Knowledge and information about projects and practice measures implemented in Nordic and Baltic 

countries will definitely improve ability of the NAT-PROGRAMME Project Manager and other staff to find 

relevant information online or by directly contacting professionals on relevant habitats with whom 

contacts were established. 

Lǘ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴ [ŀǘǾƛŀ ǘƘŜ ŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ƳƛǊŜǎΩ ŦǳƴŎǘions is that they accumulate carbon, is not 

sufficiently emphasized. This aspect is used as an argument for the necessity to restore mires, particularly 

for restoring peat bogs. It would be useful to adopt this approach also in Latvia, and this argument will 

also be included in the mire habitats management guidelines developed by the project NAT-

PROGRAMME. 

4 Austria  

4.1 Objectives of the trip  

tŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ά¢ƘŜ рth European River Restoration Conferenceέ 

4.2 Dates 

September 11-13, 2013 (3 days) 

4.3 Parti cipants  

¶ WǳǊƛǎ WņǘƴƛŜƪǎ ς NCA, NAT-PROGRAMME Project Manager 

¶ !ƴŘǊƛǎ ¦Ǌǘņƴǎ ς NCA, NAT-PROGRAMME Freshwater Habitats Expert 
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4.4 Summary  

The conference gathered more than 300 participants from the USA, Japan and Europe, including 

representatives of NAT-PROGRAMME - Juris WņǘƴƛŜƪǎ ŀƴŘ !ƴŘǊƛǎ ¦ǊǘņƴǎΦ {ŎƛŜƴǘƛǎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǊƛǾŜǊ ŜȄǇŜǊǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ 

35 countries shared their experiences about river management.  The European Commissioner for the 

Environment WŀƴŜȊ tƻǘƻőƴƛƪ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊŜŘ ŀ ǎǇŜŜŎƘ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŦǊŜǎƘǿŀǘŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ Europe. 

Also, the Executive Director at the European Environment Agency Hans Bruyninckx talked about the 

current state of European waters and the ways it could be improved.  

 

4.5 Information and experience representatives from Latvia shared with 

participants  from other EU countries  

 



NAT-twhDw!aa9 ŦǊŜǎƘǿŀǘŜǊǎ ŜȄǇŜǊǘ !ƴŘǊƛǎ ¦Ǌǘņƴǎ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊŜŘ ŀ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǇƛŎ άLƴƛǘƛŀǘƛǾŜ 

Place a Stone in a Stream as a Method for Local Stakeholder Motivation and Involvement in River 

wŜǎǘƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ aŀƛƴǘŜƴŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ [ŀǘǾƛŀέΦ  The presentation included a suggestion to organize river 

management and maintenance as a regular societal activity instead in an ad hoc approach in a number of 

separate projects as it is currently done. At the end of the conference the representative of National Trust 

Helen Dangerfield stressed this point as an example of best practices.  

The presentation is available here:  

 tǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ōȅ !Φ¦ǊǘņƴǎΥ ϦLƴƛǘƛŀǘƛǾŜ Place a Stone in a Stream as a Method for Local Stakeholder 

Motivation and Involvement in River Restorartion and Maintenance in Latvia". (   2.85 MB)  

4.6 Networking with other LIFE projects  

During the conference NAT-PROGRAMME representatives met with representatives of several other LIFE 

projects and established useful contacts for future collaboration.  CƻǊ ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜΣ !Φ¦Ǌǘņƴǎ ŀƴŘ WΦWņǘƴƛŜƪǎ 

met with the manager of the Life+ project RESTORE Antonia Scar and learnt about the 

website www.restorerivers.eu which has been developed in this project. The aim of this website is to 

exchange information and experience among those who are implementing projects about river 

restoration in Europe. A.Scar invited NAT-PROGRAMME to contribute to this website by uploading 

information about freshwater restoration projects in Latvia. A representative of London Borough of 

Lewisham Paul Chapman also expressed an invitation to collaborate in projects about the motivation 

and involvement of society in the management of rivers and their riparian areas.  

4.7 Analysis and evaluation  

The conference provided a useful insight into the most significant issues and activities in the current 

river management in Europe, as well as offered an opportunity to discuss various river management 

methods and the possibility of implementing these methods in Latvia. After returning from the 

ŎƻƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜΣ !Φ¦Ǌǘņƴǎ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘΣ in order to ensure sustainable and 

environmentally friendly river management in Latvia, it is essential to ensure that the aims of NAT-

PROGRAMME are explained to a wider range of society - including advisory boards, city councils and 

NGOs. 

 

 

http://nat-programme.daba.gov.lv/upload/File/Andris%20Urtans_Errc%20presentation.pdf
http://nat-programme.daba.gov.lv/upload/File/Andris%20Urtans_Errc%20presentation.pdf
http://www.restorerivers.eu/
http://www.restorerivers.eu/
http://www.lewisham.gov.uk/Pages/default.aspx
http://www.lewisham.gov.uk/Pages/default.aspx
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5 Finland  

5.1 Objectives  of the trip  

To visit several Natura 2000 sites (mostly located in the South of Finland), where various LIFE + projects 

that manage and restore mire, boreal forest and grassland habitats, are being implemented.  

5.2 Time frame  

September 15-20, 2013 (6 days) 

5.3 Participants  

1. Sandra Ikauniece - NCA, NAT-PROGRAMME Forest Habitat Expert 

2. Agnese Priede - NCA, NAT-PROGRAMME Mire Habitat Expert 

3. {ƻƭǾƛǘŀ wǹǎƛƸŀ - NCA, NAT-PROGRAMME Grassland Habitat Expert 

4. ?Ǌƛƪŀ YưŀǾƛƸŀ - NCA, NAT-PROGRAMME Project Coordinator 

5. Evija Lakotko  - NCA, Nature Data and Planning Department 

5.4 Summary  

The Nature Conservation Agency of Latvia (NCA) has signed a cooperation contract with the Finnish 

organisation aŜǘǎŅƘŀƭƛǘǳǎ bŀǘǳǊŀƭ IŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ (a state enterprise that administers more than 12 million 

hectares of state-owned land and water areas) that enables both organizations to organize various events 

to improve experience exchange between Latvia and Finland. As a result of the existing ties between the 

two organizations, project NAT-PROGRAMME was able to arrange an experience exchange trip to the 

South of Finland. The trip was organized in collaboration with another NCA Life+ project currently being 

implemented by the NCA ς άChw-w9{¢έ (Forest habitat restoration in Gauja National Park, LIFE10 

NAT/LV/000159 FOR-REST) 

 

 

 

http://www.metsa.fi/sivustot/metsa/en/Sivut/Home.aspx

















































































