———

S > =
W

Latvijas
O vides _
aizsardzibas

fonds

\
NATURA 2000

EXPERIENCE
EXCHANGE
TRIPS

=
-
>
-

NAT-PROGRAMME

31/05/2016

Report prepared by:
#1011 01E
00T EAAOD

"National Conservation and Management Programme for Natura 2000 sites in Latvia"
LIFE11INAT/LVI371
Nature Conservation Agency of Latvia
http://daba.gov.lv/public/eng/ http://nat -programme.daba.gov.lv/public/eng/



http://daba.gov.lv/public/eng/
http://nat-programme.daba.gov.lv/public/eng/

Table of Contents

L OVBIVIBW. ettt eea e 4

P2 0] 1= o o TR 7
2.1 ODJectiVeS Of the TR ......eeiiiie e s e e e e 7
2.2 TIME TTAIME ..ttt e e e e e e st e e e s s e e e s b e e e nan 7
G T w1 1[4 0= 1 €= 7
2.4  Information and exXperienCe QAINEM............uuuuiiiiiiiiiiieriierierr e e ee e e e e e e e e e e e, 7
2.5  Networking with other LIFE PrOJECLS.........c.uviiiiiiiiiieieee et 9

G R €1 (=T=T o] =T g T SRRSO PSP PPPPPPPPPPPPPPP 11
3.1 ODJeCtiveS Of the TP, 11
3.2 TIME FTAIME ..ot e et e e e e e e e e e e et e e e 11
3.3 PaArtiCIPANIS.....c e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e n e 11
G T T 1 11 0 = T PP 11
3.5 Information and experience NAHROGRAMME Project Manager shared with participants from
OTNEI COUNTIIES. ..t e e et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e st e e e e e e e anbbnneeeeeenns 13
3.6 Information acquiredn the CONfEIENCE...........cco oo 14
3.7  Analysis, conclusions and eXperience gaiNe..........ccccuurriiiriiiiieiiieieereeeeeee e e e e aeaaaaeeeeeens 15

S U111 = 16
4.1  ODJecCtives Of the Tr....c.eeeeiiieeee e 16
N D - 111 S PP PP PP P PP PP PPN 16
4.3 PaArtiCIPANIS. ..o e et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e a e e e e e aa 16
T 11 0= P 17
4.5 Information and experience representatives from Latvia shared with participants from other EU
(oo 011 1T OO P PP PPPPPPPPPN 17
4.6  Networking wWith Other LIFE PrOJECIS. ......cciiiiiiiiiiiii ettt 18
4.7  Analysis and eValUALtION............ccoiiiiiiiiiiiei e e e e 18

S 101 = g o PSPPSR PP P P PP PPPPPPPPPPP 19
5.1  ODbjectives Of the tr... ... e 19
SN A 11 11 = 10 PP PP P TP PP PRSPPI 19
5.3 PaArtiCIPANTS. ...ttt e e et e e e e e s 19
5.4 SUMIMIAIY. ittt ettt ettt ee et e e e eaaeaaaeaeaeeesaaasaaaaa e ananbbbbbe b benbeeeeeneee s 19
5.5  Networking with other LIFE PrOJeCES. ......cooiiiiiiiiiieee e 20
5.6  Analysis and evalu@ain of the information exchanged during this trip...........ccccccceveeeeeen. 21

L 1 (o] = T PP P PP PP PP PPPPPPPPPPPPPP 26
6.1  Objectives Of the tri......uueeeeeeeeeee 26



6.2 TIME fTAIME .ttt e et e e e e e e e e e e e e st e e e e e e as 26
G T w1 11 0= 1 € 26
L U 01 0 = /PSP 26
6.5 Information and experience representatives from Latvia shared with participants from other EU
(oo 0114 [=T PP PP PPPUPPPRPTRN 27
6.6 Information and eXperienCe QAINEM...........uuuiiiiiiiiiiiiierr e, 27
6.7  Networking with other LIFE ProjeCIS.......ccoivviiiiii i 28
6.8  Analysis and eValUGtion.............ccooeiiiiiiii e a e e e 29
A €= 11 4= 10|/ TP PPT 30
7.1 ODJECtiVES Of TN TrI .. e e e e 30
Y 11 11 = 10 [P P PP P PP PPPPP 30
R T w111 - g £ 30
A YU | 0 0 1 1= Y 30
7.5 Information and experience representatives from Latvia shared with participants from other EU
(oo B[ 1141 T PO PP T PPPUPPPRPPPN 30
7.6  Information and experienCe GaiNEd...........cooiiuiiiiiieiriiii e 30
8 DIBINMAIK. ...ttt e e e e 32
8.1  ODbjectives Of the tri.. ... 32
8.2 TIME fTAIME ..ttt e et s e e e 32
8.3 PANTICIPANTS. ...t e e e et e e s 32
B4 SUMIMIAIY . ittt e ettt et e e e et e e e e eeaaeeaaa e e e e s e e s s e e a e an e n e b b nnn e e r e e e e e neee s 32
8.5  Networking with other LIFE PrOJECLS.........cuuviiiiiiiiiieeee e 37
8.6  Analysis and evaluation of the information exchanged during this.L...........cccvvvveeveeneen. 38
O FINIANG. ... e e 38
9.1  ODJECtiVES OFf TN TrR .. e e e e e 38
S 11 11 = 10 PP PP P PP PPPPP 38
S B e L[] o = g £ PP PPP PP 38
0.4 SUMIMIAIY. ..ottt e oo e e e et e ettt bt e e oo e e e e e eeeee et bbb e e e e e e eeeeeesbebaa e e e aaaeas 39
9.5 Information and expaence representatives from Latvia shared with participants from other EU
(oo 10111 TP PP UPPUPPPRPRN 39
9.6 Information and experienCe GaINE...........cooiiuiiiiiiiieiiii e 40
9.7  Lessons learned from other LIFE ProjeCtS.........oocuuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee e 45
IO 1 o] o = PSP PP PPPPPPPPPPPPP 46
10.1 ODbJeCtiVeS OF the tr..cee e r e e e e e e e e e e e e aaaaaaaeaaeead 46
10.2  TIME fTABIME .. .eeiiiiii e e e snnnnre e e e s snnnnneeeee e s B0

O T == 1 o o =1 PP PPPPPPRRRRPRRRY” | o



O U T 0] 1= /PP PP PP PPPPRPRP 46

10.5 Networking with other LIFE PrOjECES.......coooiei e e 46
10.6 Information and eXperienCe QaiNE...........ovviiiiiiee e a7
S 1 (o] o = PP P PP PP PPPPPPPPPPPPPP a7
11.1  ODBJECtVES OF the .. eeeeieeieitei e e e e e e e e 47
11.2  TIME fTAIME ... e e e e s s snnnneeee e s s snnnnneeeeesnnnnns T
B T == T o] = = PPPPPRSRSRSRRRRRY” ¥ 4
R W 1 ] = /PP a7
11.5 Information and experience representatives from Latvia shared with participants from other EU
(oo 0111 T PP PP PPPUPPPRPPPN 48
11.6 Networking with other LIFE ProjECLS.........cuuiiiiiiiiiiiieee ettt 48
11.7 Analysis and evalUatiOn............ccooooiiiiiiiieee e e e e e e e e e e e e e 49
2 == o 11U ] o PP 50
12.1 ODbJectives Of tNE T e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 50
122 TIME fTAIME ...t e et e e e e st e e e e e e e s s b b e e e e e e e anbnrereeeeeaans 50
G B o 1 1 [od] o= | (PSP P PP PPPPPPPPPPPRPPN 50
D SN |1 0] 0 1= /PP PPTPPPPPRPRP 50
12.5 Analysis and evalUatiOn.............coooiiiiiiiiiee e e e e e e e e 51
G T 111 =T o [o PP PP PP PP PP PPPPPPR PPN 52
13.1 ODbJectives Of tNE tH..ccci e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 52
13.2  THME fTAIME ..ot e e e e e st e e e e e e s n bbb e e e e e e e e anbbrneeeeenaan 52
R R B o 1 1 [od] o= | (PSP PPTTPPPPPPPRPPN 52
G 20 YU 0 0 = Y/ P 52
13.5 Analysis and evalUuatiOn.............cooooiiiiii e a e e e e 52
I =T 0 = Y 54
14.1  ODBJECHVES OF The .. eeeiieieiiiiie e e e e s e e e e e e e e 54
I N1 (L= = 11 = PO PPPRTPPPPPPRPPN 54
G R e 1 1o o= | (OO PPPTPPPPPPRPRN 54
T4 A SUIMIMIAIY. ..ttt ettt e oottt ettt oo oo e e e ettt eeebebb e oo e e e e e e e eeee bbb e e e e eeeeeeeeesnnneanan s 54
14.5 Information and exXperience QaiN@Q...........ouiiiiiiieeee i 55
14.6 Networking with other LIFE and not Life projects............oooooioiiiiiiiiiiicceeeeeee 56
ST 11 T =T o P 56
15.1 ODBJECHVES OTNE TrID .. .eeieiiieieiitee e e e e e e e e e 56
15.2  TIME fTAMIE ..ttt e e et e e e s e e e s e 56
15.3  PArTICIPANTS. .. .eeeiiieeeiiiitee ettt e e e e et e e e e s r et e e e e e e e e e e n e e e e e e 56

RS U 1 0] 0 1= Y/ PP T PP PP PPPPRPRP 56



15.5 Information and exXperienCe gaiNe..........ccuuiiiiieiiiiiiiiiee e 57
T 1= 1 = 10/ SR 58
16.1 ODbjJectives Of tNE tr...ccce e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 58
16.2  TIME fTAIME ...t e e e e e e s e et e e e e s e b e e e e e e e e nbnrneeeeeeann 58
16.3  PartiCIPANTS. .. .eteiiieeii ittt e et e e e e e s et e e e e s b e e e e e e e e a e e e e e e e nnrrr e e e e e e aan 58
L16.4  SUIMIMIBIY. ettt e e et ettt e et e et e e e e e eeeeaaeeaeeaa s s s s s s s s s e nn s nn e s nn e sennrneeenee e 58
16.5 Information and eXperienCe QaiNe...........ovviiiiiieee e 59
1 Overview
Destination Time frame Objectives of the trip Number of
participants
from Latvia
Poland May 24-31, 2013 Participation in the conferenceO 4 E A 4
(8 days) 10th European Dry Grassland Meeting
When theory meets practice:
Conservation andestoration of
C O A O O Izdrioge, ®oldnd.
Greenland | September 35, 2013 To attend an international # T 1 £A O 1
(3 days) The NordicBaltic Wetlands Wetlands in
a time of climate changeg mitigation,
re-OET AT AA AT Argadided®
the Ministry of Environment of
Greenland.
Austria September 1113, 2013 | Participation in the cd £A OAT A® 2
(3 days) European River Restoration
Conferenc®
Finland September 1520, 2013 | To visit several Natura 2000 sites 5
(6 days) (mostly located in the South of Finland)
where various LIFE+ projects that
manage and restore mire, boreal fores
and grassland habitats, are being
implemented.
Estonia September 2426, 2013 | To attend an international seminar 3




(3 days)

n2AO0O0I OAOCEIT 1T &£ IE
"ET CAT COAPEHA A AT2M
organised by the Ministry of

Environment of Estonia.

Germany September 2627, 2013 | Participation in the conference
(2 days) O#1 1T AADPOO A1 O 11T AA
xeric grasslands between nature
AT T OAOOGAOGETT AT A A
Denmark June 813, 2014 (6 To visit coastal areas of Denmark
days) (North part of Sealard 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 beenmplemented.
Finland August 38, 2014 (6 Participation in the 9th European
days) Conference on Ecological Restoratio
and Boreal seminar meeting.
Estonia August 11-14,2014 (4 |0 AOOEAEDPAOEIT 1T EI
days) Landscape Mosaic: Disturbance
Restoration and Management at Time
i £ "1 1TAAl #EAT CAd8
Estonia September D-12, 2014 | Participation in the Riverine LIFE
(4 days) Platform Meeting.
Belgium September23-24, 2014 | Participation in  the  conference
(2 days) 02 AOKase® O  agrienvironment
schemes: payments for biodiversy
AAEEAOGAT AT 60 ET A
Ireland September28 7 Participation in the EUROPARC

October2, 2014

(5 days)

Conference 2014, "Understanditite
Value of Nature".




Participationin the EUROPARC

Germany October25-28, 2015 - oA oe A
02y T S RistgceS araas in a
(4 days) OKI y3aAay.d g2NI Ré¢
Lithuania November26-27, 2015 Participation in the se.mlrlar organrzd
by EUROPARC Nor#ialtic section
(2 days) G/ 2YYdzyAOF A2y AY
. . . . h
Germany | May17-20, 2016 Participation in the 11" Annual

Meeting of the European Chapter of
the Society of Wetind Scientists




2 Poland
2.1 Objectives of the trip

t F NGAOALN GAZ2Y A IOth EKdpea®RryGFraSMBdyMe&inyheh fa&ry meets practice:
| 2y aASNDIFGAZ2Y YR NBal2NrdAzy 2F INIaatlyRasz wnkyY

2.2 Time frame

May 2431, 2013

2.3 Participants

1. { 2t @A ENCANNARROGRAMME, Grassland Habitat Expert
2. Brigita Laimeg NCA, NAPROGRAMME, Coastal Habitat Expert

3. Agnese Priede NCA, NAPROGRAMME, Mire Habitat Expert

4. ' Yy AUl b tNCAKafuIData and Planning Department

2.4 Information and exper ience gained

May 2426 and May 2®1.: field trips torestored and yet to be restored dry grasslands and inland

dunes.

In the field trips NATPROGRAMME experts gained an understanding about the vegetation of dry
grasslands and its diversity in the middland North-East of Poland, as well as an insight in the
management of dry sandy grasslands and inland dunes in military zones and river valley®rience
was exchanged abouhe conservation, management and monitoring seindy 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 maagement is grazing, but only in pastures composed of various types of
grasslands which reduces the risk of overgrazigy. smaller grasslands that are isolated one from
another, mobile grazing is the most appropriate form of managemeifhis approach issed 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. Thereftmas were made for future collaboration

about introducing this managema method also in Latvia.

May 27-28: presentation session




One of he plenary lecturs: GApplication of tehnical grassland restoration in Europe: recovery of
grassland biodiversity by seed mixtures at multiple countries and scales (Peteg poouldeda diverse
insight into grassland restoration methods, their pros and ctmfermation gained from this session will

be used for drafting0NATFPROGRAMME management guidelines doassland habitats

Another plenary lecturedLIFE Nature for dry grasslandexamples and best practice{Simona
Bacchereti), provided an overview about the contribution of LIFE projects to conservation and
management of natural grasslands (6120*, 6210, 6230, and otlf&Bacchereti showcased some of the

best LIFE projects thairovide examples of best practices in managing dry grasslands.

Participants from Latvia listened to 19 presentations and examined more than 10 stand exhibitiats
altogether offered a comprehensive view about the effects of grassland management oratiteapd
insect diversity, the results and lessons learned fromouws management methods anthe role of

landscape factors in restoring and managing grasslands.

In Latvia, there is very little experience in restoring and managing dry grds<llamt a ather thorough
experience in managing floodplain grasslands). A lot of useful experience has been gained from
implementing LIFE projects, henadien drafting habitat management guidelines and thgatura 2000
programme it is essential to take into accounkperience gained in other EU countrigsit is necessary
to carry out thorough research about relevant LIFE projects, as welitas relevant data from scientific

literature.



2.5 Networking with other LIFE projects

May 31" - an experience exchange seyiii- NJ 2 NHI yAaSR o0& LINR2SOda a/ 2y
xerothermic grasslands in Poland i KS2N® FyR LN} OGAOS o[ LCO9nyb! ¢kt
PROGRAMME.

Experts who participated in this seminar discussed management methods applied in the Rmigact

and the current experience in managing natural grasslands (particularly dry grasslands) in Latvia
Experts discussed possible models for sustainable habitat managemedréxchanged ideas about ways
how the currently implementedmanagement methodscould 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 learnagproaches to monitoring were also discussdd.

Poland, vegetation monitoring is carried out using the BrBlanke 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 potjes implemented by an NGKIub Przyrodnikowwhich
purchases lands that have natural grassland habitats. The organisation owns a farm with 70 sheep herds,
which they use for mobile grazing; they receiveaagnvironment support for habitat managemenihe

organisation also receiveslditionalincomefrom publishing books and study aids.



One of the most significant actions in the Polish project is restoring grassiAiAdBPROGRAMME
representatives learned about restoration methods used in the projeatcluding mowing, mobile

grazingcutting shrubs and removing sod.

Another important task carried out by the project is developing a conservation plasefoirnatural dry
grassland$6210). The project has published a boekout determining habitats, ecoyy, habitat

management and monitoring:

1 Baranska, K., Jermaczek, A. 20@&.adnik utrzymania i ochrony siedliska przyrodniczego 6210

murawy kserotermiczneWydawnictwo Klubu Przyrodnikow, Swiebodzin, 201p.

Project representatives who are working on ditang 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 iglann

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.




3 Greenland
3.1 Objectives of the trip

¢2 FGAGSYR 'y Ayl S NNerdicBaty Wétlandsavgtian8NayfideSof adimate Khnge
¢ mitigation,rea A f Sy OS I y R lluliskat GuEEehlahdyrgayfiised by the Ministry of Environment

of Greenland

3.2 Time frame

Septembel3-5, 2013 (3 days)

3.3 Participants

WdzNA &  OMCA NAFRRD@RAMME Project Manager

3.4 Summary

The NordieBaltic Wetlands Conference was arranged as a part of the Greenland Chairmanship-(2012
2014) of the NordieBaltic Wetlands Initiative (NorBalWet)The conference had twenty Ramsar National

Focal Points, riinal 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
2y 2S0GftFyRa Ay { LI AYZ HAAHNIOK SIND yAOYTLIE GSWSST/AGRE YUFAT2 YA Y2A
Prior to this the need to strengthen amperation in Northern Europe had been highlighted in The Nordic

/| 2dzy OAf 2F aAyAadSNBR wSLR2 NI 6Fhe NortBalvet iniisividisAa® 2 S
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 coperation in the NordieBaltic region of Erope. Participant

countries in NorBalWet are Denmark, Greenland, Estonia, Finland, Iceland, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway and
Sweden. Greenland is chairing the Nordic Baltic Wetland Initiative-Z and Denmark is the vice

chair. The conference was-toged by the Ministryof 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 visitthe mire

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

of experts from various fieldsecologists, hydralgists, biologists, and others.

Purpose, goal and objectives of the conference

11



To maintainor improve the ecological character of wetlands, including their ecosystem services, to
enhance the resilience of wetlands as far as possible in the face of clidrie#m ecological changes. To
promote the restoration of degraded wetlands, and to promdhe ability of wetlands to contribute to
nature-based climate change adaptation, particularly the role of wetlands in regulating water, including
reducing risks from waterelated 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 topieduding both scientific and practical aspects

of mire management.
The objectives of the workshop were to:

w{ K NE SELSNASYyOSa 2y YIylI3SyYSyil 2LILRNIdzyAidArSa

change and regulation across the NordicBalticntoas;

w{ KI NB SELISNASyOSa 2y (GKS SO02aeaiSy aSNWBAOSa LINE
change;

w{ KI NB SELISNASYyOS&d | yR ARSyiGATe Oz2YY2y OtAYIFIGS

mitigation, as well as the link betwedremperate and Arctic wetlands;

whdzif AyS LRGSyiGaAlt ySEG adsSLa T2N SEOKIy3asS 2% |y

NordicBaltic region.




3.5 Information and experience NAT-PROGRAMME Project Managershared
with participants from other cou ntries

The NAT whDw! aa9 NBLNBaSyidlGdA@dS WdzZNRa WniyiasSia RStA
overview and the current accomplishments of the LIFE+ ProjecttROGRAMME, as well as presented

the most important wetland sites of Latvia protected undeANRSAR Convention andatura 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 condibns in protected mire habitats of Latvia, particularly within Teici mire complex, Kemeri
national park, Lubana wetland and mire complex, etc. Thanks tongteod, more than 230 dams have

been built during the last 17 years (!!!) of wetland restoratiarLatvia. The presentation was followed by
numerous questions and raised interest among the working group devoted to the management of mires

and peatlands.

¢CKS LINBASYGlIGA2Y o6& WINAE WniyAsS1a Aa FOSHAtLofS

EIWdzNR & WniadyAS1ad 2SOHfEHesRMB I Y ASYSYG Ay [FGOAL ®

WownidyAS1a LI NIAOALI GSR Ay RA&Odza & A 2-Baltic coyfitrie’ (G K S N.

during and after the presentations, as well as duringrtiest relevant thematisessions:

oY he role of peatlands in climate regulatidoy Mette Risager, Risager Consult.

13


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 significantlgtore 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 bdrained and excavated areas and the status at the global level.

ubesignation of peatbog swamps as Ramsar sites based on climate regulation crivgrizars Dinesen,

Denmark.

The first case to test the criterion on climate regulation for Ramsar designafia 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 | for
designating Ramsar steunder 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 perspectiaetion related to the NordiBaltic regbn.

uNordicBaltic Peatbog Ramsar Initiativey Agu Leivits, Estonia, Jari Ilmonen, Natural Heritage Services

Finland, Lars Dinesen, Denmark.

A NordieBaltic peat project has been launchadhich will involve all countries in the region apart from the
Rusian Federation. The project will be implemented over the next year and contribute to Bgstss
importance of NordidBaltic peat for climate regulation and suggesgtsites for restoration and for

potentially future Ramsar designation based on a daterfor 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 cotacts have been established and information resources revealed.

3.6 Information acquired in the conference

All presentations can baccesseanline athttp://www.norbalwet.org



http://www.norbalwet.org/

3.7 Analysis, conclusions and experience gained

The geographical similarities between NordiBaltic 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 mangement methods.

The conference showed the progress NorBalWet has made as @owmedlinated and highly inspiring
regional initiative At the meeting elements of a longerm vision for the NordieBaltic wetland initiative

were discussed and the followingriorities for the future were highlighted:

WN\etland ecosystem services, including how climate change will affect wetlands ecology, abundance of
the species that use them, and how this will affect the socie®l countries were positive towards the

new R$ 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 EcosystBervices 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 oweilend sites,
preferably Natura 2000 Such a coordinating exercise could furthermore be a platform for a NBadi

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 NeBdiltic workshop to share lessons learned and experiences in

15



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.

wlrhe importance of peatbogs/eatlands in regulation of climate changdt was agreed that reviewing

the importance of Nordic and Baltic peatlands, and peatland restoration for the mitigation of climate
change effects is a higiriority. An outline of the content of the peat projectrfded 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 verglavant. Thepeat expert was asked to elaborate on the criterion 1lvi

including definitions which could feed into the work.

Several of the seminar participants had previously visited mire restoration sites in Latvia together with
NATFPROGRAMME experts, henit 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 ality of the NATPROGRAMMEroject Manager and other staff to find
relevant information online or by directly contacting professionals on relevant habitats with whom

contacts were established.

LG 6l a 02y Ot dzZRSR GKIF G Ay [ibngi@thdt thay EcBumldte@arbori, i holi 2 y
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 argurhent wi
also be included in the mire habitmanagement guidelines developed by the project NAT
PROGRAMME.

4 Austria

4.1 Objectives of the trip

t I NGAOALI GAZY AV Eirdo&n DenyResbhNBy CosferéhdeK S p
4.2 Dates

Septemberl1-13, 2013(3 days)

4.3 Parti cipants

1 WdzNRA & oMNCA, NAPRD@RAMME Project Manager
T ! Yy RNA & ¢ NCNINAHROGRAMME Freshwater Habitatpekt



4.4 Summary

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

representatives of NAPROGRAMMEJurisWn Gy AS1{ & IyR ! yRNAAa ! Nlinyad {C
35 countries shared their experiences about river management. Ethhepean Commissioner for the
EnvionmenWl y ST t 2026y A1 RSt AGSNBR | &aLISSOK I Eudpmzi

=N
R
[0

Also, the Executive Director at the European Environment Agéteys 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
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NATt whDw! aa9 FTNBaKgl GSNBE SELISNI ! yRNRAE ! NInya RSt
Place a Stone in a Stream as a Method for Local Stakeholder Motivation and Involvement in River
wSali2NIGA2Y | YR al AhelpisentafiahSriaded/ a sudgestdin to soganize 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 ngerfield stressed this point as an example of best practices.
The presentation is available here:

Blt NBaSyidl A2y o0& Place h Sione yhaaYStresh ¥ Méthod forAL@cal Stakeholder

Motivation and Involvement in River Restorartion and Maintenance in Laa2.85 MB)

4.6 Networking with other LIFE projects

During the conference NAHR@GRAMME representatives met with representatives of several other LIFE
projects and established useful contacts for future collaboratign2 NJ Ay aidl yOS> | ®! Nlin
met with the manager of thelife+ poject RESTORMAtonia Scar and learnt about dh

websitewww.restorerivers.ewhich has been developed in this project. The aim of this website is to

exchange information and experience amdhgse who are imfgmenting projects about river
restoration in EuropeA.Scar invited NAPROGRAMME to contribute to this website by uploading

information about freshwater restoration projects in Latviah representative ofLondon Borough of

LewishamPaul 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 preided a useful insight into the most significant issues and activities in the current

river management in Europeas well as offered an opportunity to discuss various river management
methods and the possibility of implementing these methods in Latviaer Afeturning from the
O2yFSNBYOSs | o Nlinya NBFE SO0 SiRordenyfo ehskrd suddinaienadS y O S
environmentally friendly river management in Latvia, it is essential to ensure that the aims of NAT
PROGRAMME are explained to ader 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

5 Finland

5.1 Objectives of the trip

To visit severaNatura 2000sites (mostly located in the 8uth of Finland) where various LIFE + projects
that manage and restormire, boreal foest and grasslandabitats are being implemented.

5.2 Time frame

September 180, 2013(6 days)

5.3 Participants

1. Sandra lkaunieceNCA, NAPROGRAMME Forest Habitat Expert
2. Agnese Priede NCA, NAPROGRAMME Mire Habitat Expert

3. { 2t @A i ENCH,NARRDGRAMME Grassland Habitat Expert
4, 2NR 1 | -X0OA, MMPROGRAMME Project Coordinator

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

5.4 Summary

The Nature Conservation Agency of Latvia (NCA) has signed a coopemitoact with the Finnish
organisationa S 1 &a NK I f A ( dz&d (& Istatelzhiterprisel tatNddministeS more than 12 million

hectares of stateowned land and water areaf)at enablesboth 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 NAFTROGRAMME was able to arrange an experience exchange trip to the
South ofFinland. The trip was organized in ablbration with another NCA Lifeproject currently being
implemented by the NCA & C hw® { (Férest habitat restoration in Gauja National Park, LIFE10
NAT/LV/000159 FORES)
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http://www.metsa.fi/sivustot/metsa/en/Sivut/Home.aspx

























































































































