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1 Overview

No.

Destination

Time frame

Obijectives of the trip

Number of
participants
from Latvia

Poland

May 2431, 2013
(8 days)

Participation in the conference ¢ K
10th European Dry Grassland
Meeting- When theory meets
practice:Conservation and

NBE &G 2N GA 2y Zagndsc,

Poland.

4

Greenland

September &H, 2013
(3 days)

To attend an international
/| 2y T SNBy OS-Baitic ¢ K §
Wetlands Wetland# a time of
climate change mitigation, re
aAft SyOS | yétgahised |
by the Ministry of Environment of

Greenland.

Austria

September 1113,
2013 (3 days)

t F NOAOALI GAZ2Y A\
5™ European River Restoration

Conferencé

Finland

September 1520,
2013 (6 days)

To visit severaNatura 2000 sites
(mostly located in the South ¢
Finland), where various LIFI
projects that manage and restor
mire, boreal forest and grasslar

habitats, are being implemented.

Estonia

September 246,
2013 (3 days)

To attend an international seminar
awSad2NIGAzy 27
. 2NB I f . A23S2@mN
£ Yyl pdzSZ 2NBI YA

of Environment of Estonia.

Germany

September 2827,

Participation in the conference




2013 (2 days)

G/ 2y OSLIia F2NJ Y]
of xericgrasslands between nature

O2yaSNBIGA2Y. | VI

7 Denmark June 813, 2014 (6 To visit coastal areas of Denmark
days) (North part of Sealandnd 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.
8 Finland August 38, 2014 (6 | Participation in the 9thEuropean
days) Conference on Ecologic
Restoration and Boreal semin
meeting.
9 Estonia August 1114, 2014 (4| Participation in the conferenc
days) GC2NBad [ I YRA&(
Disturbance, Restoration an
Management at Times of Glob
| KFyaSé o
10 Estonia September 16€12, Participation in the Riverine LIR
2014 (4 days) Platform Meeting.
11 Belgium September 224, Participation in the conferenc
2014 (2 days) G w S abdefedi & agrenvironment
schemes: payments for biodiversi
achievements im 3 N&A Odzf { o
12 Ireland September 2& Participation in the EUROPAR(?
Conference 2014, "Understanding
October 2, 2014 the Value of Nature".
(5 days)
13 Germany October 2528, 2015 Participation in the EUROPARC

(4 days)

02 y T S RbtgceSareain a
OKFy3Aay3a 62NI RE (




Participation in theseminar

14 Lithuania November 2627, _ _
organized by EUROPARC Nerdic
2015 FEGAO a80GA2Y
2 days) t N2USOUSR | NBI & ¢
. . . . th
15 Germany May 1720, 2016 Partlc?lpatlonln the 11" Annual
Meeting of the European Chapter
the Society of Wetland Scientists.
16 The June 1517 If’artu:lpatlon in the.conferencg
ONatura 2000 SeminarsAtlantic
Netherland Biogeographical Region LIFE
platform on restoration of sand
Rdzy S KIFIoAdlF Gagod
17 The Czeck | July 31 August5, I?art|C|pat|orj in the seminar )
_ aA22N] akKz2Ll 2y | Ol
Republic | 2016 2F F2NBal LINEGS(
18 | Baltic States| August 1519, 2016 | " articipation in the conference
a. 2NBFt wSau2z2NI
19 Romania September20-24, To attendan international

2016

conference 18 Eurasian Grassland
I 2 y TS NEnageRentand
Conservation of Senmatural
grasslands: from theory to
practic& @




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 experience 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 middle and NotHast of Poland, as well as an insight in the
management of dy sandy grasslands and inland dunes in military zones and river vallEyperience
was exchanged abouhe conservation, management and monitoring seindy grasslands (6120*) and
inland dunes (2330)

Xeric sand calcareous grasslands can survive in tigetédom 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 overgrazigy. smaller grasslands that are isolated one from
another, mobile grazing is the most appropriate form of managemeihis approach is used in Poland
(experience of Klub Przyrodnikow ). In Latvia thereoigxperience with mobile grazing, however, also in
Latvia it would be very useful and even necessary. Thereftmas were made for future collaboration

about introducing this management 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 Ppoouided a diverse
insight into grassland restoration methods, their pros @ods.Information gained from this session will

be used for drafting0NATFPROGRAMME management guidelines oassland habitats

Another plenary lecturedLIFE Nature for dry grasslands: examples and best practi@siona
Bacchereti), provided an overviewbout 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 that provide 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 on the plant and
insect diversity, the results and lessons learned freaious management methods anthe role of

landscape factors in restoring and managing grasslands.

In Latvia, there is very little experience in restoring and managing dry grdsgllaat a rather thorough
experience in managing floodplain grasslands)lof 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 account experience gained in other EU coungriess necessary
to cary out thorough research about relevant LIFE projects, as welbi@n relevant data from scientific

literature.



2.5 Networking with other LIFE projects

May 3 -y SELISNASYyOS SEOKIYy3IS aSYAYINI 2NHIFYAAaSR 0:¢
xerothermic grasslands in Poland 4§ KS2NE | yR LN} OGAOS o[ LC9nyb! ¢kt
PROGRAMME.

Experts who participated in this seminar discussed management methods applied in the Polish project
and the current experience in managing naturgrasslands (particularly dry grasslands) in Latvia
Experts discussed possible models for sustainable habitat managemdréxchanged ideas about ways
how the currently implementedmanagement 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 learnagproaches to monitoring were also discussdd.

Poland, vegetation monitoring is carried out usihg BraunBlanke 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 KNGOPrzyrodnikowyhich
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 projedhcluding mowing, mobile

grazingcutting shrubs and rewving sod.

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

management and monitoring:

1 Baranska, KJermaczek, A. 200®oradnik utrzymania i ochrony siedliska przyrodniczego 6210

murawy kserotermiczneWydawnictwo 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 guide$ are intended to be rather short and to the point;

the intended target audience is decision makers, municipalities.

11



3 Greenland
3.1 Objectives of the trip

¢2 FGGSYR Fy AyidSNYL (- BatE WetlanistvgtandsNBayideSof dimatetiaie b 2 NR
¢ 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 &  oMEA, NARRD@RAMME Project Manager

3.4 Summary

The Nordic-Baltic 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, national experts from Nordic and Baltic arba. NorBalWet initiative was established in
Trondheim, Norway in 2005 based on resolution VIII.30 of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention
2y 2S0iftFryRa AYy {LIAYZ HAnH 6/ htyOoT awS3IA2YyIlLf AYyA
Priar to this the need to strengthen eoperation in Northern Europe had been highlighted in The Nordic

| 2dzy OAf 2F aAyAadSNBR wSLR2 NI 6Fha NortBalvet initisividisAa® 2 S
operational measure in the region covered by member coues 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 Europe.Participant
countries in NorBalWet arBenmark, 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-tmsted by the Ministryof Housing, Nature and Esronment, 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 whemire 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

To maintain or improve the ecological character of weatlsnincluding their ecosystem services, to
enhance the resilience of wetlands as far as possible in the face of cliriaéa: 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 waterelated disasters. To sequester and store carbon as important responses for
climate change mitigation through the maintenancedaanhancement 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 practicés aspe

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

w{ KI NB SELSNASYyOSa 2y YIylI3aSYSyid 2LILER2NIdzyArAidhrsSa
change and regulation across the NordicBaltic countries;

7 A

w{ KI NB SELISNASyOSa 2y K SO2aeaisSy aSNBAOSa LNp
change;

w{ K NE SELSNASyOSa |yR ARSyiAaATe O2YY2y OfAYIGS
mitigation, as well as the link between Tempierand Arctic wetlands;

whdzit AyS LRGSYyidGAlf ySEG adSLBEa F2N SEOKIy3IS 27 1y

NordicBaltic region.

13



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

NorBlaiwet

JOIN FOR
A BETTER FUTURE
OF OUR WETLANDS

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 protect under RAMSAR Convention aNdtura 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, particularhhimitTeici mire complex, Kemeri
National Rk, Lubana wetland and mire complex, etc. Thanks tartbéhod, more than 230 dams have

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

and peatlands.

(et

¢CKS LINBASYGlIGA2Y o6& WINAE WniyAsS1a Aa FOSHAtLofS

EIWdZzNA 8 WnidyAasSiaod 2Si(HesRMBIL Y ASYSYyd Ay [FGGAL @

W Wn paftikiSaled in discussions in other sessions with representatives of NBadiic countries

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

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


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 functionindVoreover, 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.

ubesignation ofpeatbog swamps as Ramsar sites based on climate regulation criteyid ars 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 presentdddimg a status and opportunities for contracting
parties to the convention. The talk focused on the challenges and opportunities to use criteria | for
designating Ramsar sites under more general criteria of designation of representative, rare or unigue
wetlands of international importance. Moreover, a description of CO2 calculations related to the pilot site

was given, and a perspectiaetion related to the NordiBaltic region.

uNordicBaltic Peatbog Ramsar Initiativey Agu Leivits, Estonia, Jari IImomeNatural Heritage Services

Finland, Lars Dinesen, Denmark.

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

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

During these discussions, the representativom 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 Inform ation acquired in the conference

All presentations can baccesseanline athttp://www.norbalwet.org
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3.7 Analysis, conclusions and experience gained

The geographical similarities between NordiBaltic countries &w 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 @owmetlinated and hghly inspiring
regional initiative At the meeting elements of a longerm vision for the NordieBaltic wetland initiative

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

WN\etland ecosystem services, including how climate charwill affect wetlands ecology, abundance of

the species that use them, and how this will affect the socie®l 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 exercisbere each country (if possible) in the region volunteered

to undertake a more comprehensive ecosystem services assessment at one oweilend sites,
preferablyNatura 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
defining and ranking ecosystem services42 These issues will be discussed and developed further at

an upcoming telephone meeting in the NorBalWet Coordination Group.



o¥'he importance of peatbogs/peatlands in regulation of climate chandtewas 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 project funded by the Nordic Council

of Ministers vas 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. Peat expert was asked to diarate 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
NAFPROGRAMME experts, hence it was now possible to compare andgtotfite 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 NAROGRAMMEroject Managerand other staff to find
relevant information online or by directly contacting professionals on relevant habitats with whom

contacts were established.

LG gla 02y OftdzRSR GKFOG Ay [FG@AF GKS FFOG dstld 2y
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 habitmanagement guidelines developed by the project NAT
PROGRAMME.

4 Austria

4.1 Objectives of the trip

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

Septemberl1-13, 2013(3 days)

4.3 Participants

1 WdzNRA & oMNCA, NAPRD@RAMME Project Manager
T ! Y RN & ¢ NCNINAFROGRAMME Freshwater Habitatpett
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4.4 Summary

The conference gathered more than 300 participants from the USA, Japan and Europe, including
representatives of NAPROGRAMMEWdzNA & Wn W RNE 3 a! NIFRyad { OASyiGAada
35 countries shared their experiences about river management. Ethhepean Commissioner for the
EnvionmenWI y ST t 2026y A1 RSt AGSNBR | &LISSOK Fo62dzi GKS
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

i




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
wSaili2NIGA2y | YR al AhelpisehtafiahSnclidell a [sigdestian té drganize 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 representatietiohal Trust

Helen Dangerfield stressed this point as an example of best practices.
The presentation is available here:

Blt NBaSyidl A2y itatige Place b Bfine yhaaYStrdgah § Method for Local Stakeholder

Motivation and Involvement in River Restorartion and Maintenance in Lat®a2.85 MB)

4.6 Networking with other LIFE projects

During the conference NAHROGRAMME 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+ project RESTORBonia Scar and learnt about dh

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

exchange information and experiee amonghose who are implementing 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 provided 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 implemenginthese methods in Latvia. After returning from the
O2yFSNBYOSz ! o! Nlinya NBTf SOG SiRordenfo etiskirS suSdnbb&MadSy O S
environmentally friendly river management in Latvia, it is essential to ensure that the aims of NAT
PROGRAMME are explained to a wider range of socidtycluding advisory boards, city councils and

NGOs.
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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 (mostlylocated in the 8uth of Finland) where various LIFE + projects

that manage and restormire, boreal forest and grasslamébitats 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 cooperation contract with the Finnish
organisationa S A NK I f A (1 dza (& Istatelzdterprisel tatNddmihistes more thal2 million
hectares of stateowned land and water areatf)at 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 NAFTR@GRAMME was able to arrange an experience exchange trip to the
South of Finland. The trip was organized inatmifation with another NCA Lifeproject currently being
implemented by the NCA & C hw® { (Férest habitat restoration in Gauja National Park-H10
NAT/LV/000159 FOGRES)



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

















































































































































