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Workshop 
to discuss the First Draft of the Regional Framework for ICZM and MSP 

(Athens, 5-6 April 2017) 
 

Introduction 

1. The preparation of the Regional Framework for ICZM is envisaged by Art. 17 of the ICZM Protocol, 

where the Contracting Parties commit themselves to “define, with the assistance of the Centre, a common 

regional framework for integrated coastal zone management in the Mediterranean to be implemented by 

means of appropriate regional action plans and other operational instruments, as well as their national 

strategies”. UNEP/MAP Mid-Term Strategy 2016-2021, in the Decision IG21/11 of COP19, indicates the 

definition of the Regional Framework for Integrated Coastal Zone Management as one of its key outputs. In 

addition, UNEP/MAP PoW approved for 2016-2017 envisages the preparation of the Conceptual 

Framework for MSP as an emerging issue in the entire Mediterranean Region. Taking into consideration the 

geographical coverage of the coastal zone, as defined by Art. 3 of the ICZM Protocol that includes both, 

terrestrial and marine parts, it seemed rational to consider the Conceptual Framework for MSP as a part of 

the Regional ICZM Framework. 

2. Workshop to discuss the First Draft of the Regional Framework for ICZM and MSP was 

organised in Athens, Greece, on 5-6 April 2017, with the participation of nominated experts from 

thirteen Mediterranean countries in order to provide initial comments to the first draft, thus 

facilitating the preparation of the document to be discussed during the PAP/RAC NFP meeting in May 

2017. The organisation of the workshop was supported by the Italian Ministry of Environment and 

Protection of Land and Sea. 

3. A full list of participants is given in Annex 1 and the Agenda as adopted by the workshop in 

Annex 2. 

4. At the initiative of the Greek Focal Point, back to back with the workshop, a meeting with the 

representatives of Greek authorities and institutions took place on April 7 with the view to support the 

country in the process of ratification of the ICZM Protocol.  

5. Both meetings were environmentally friendly, with no printed materials and with sustainable 

catering and facility services. More information is given in Annex 3. 

6. The meeting was chaired by Ms Željka Škaričić, PAP/RAC Director, with Mr. Marko Prem, PAP/RAC 

Deputy Director, acting as Vice Chair. 

Opening session 

7. The workshop was opened by Ms Škaričić who welcomed the participants and thanked the Italian 

Ministry of Environment and Protection of Land and Sea who supported the organisation of the 

workshop. She highlighted the need to have good consultations, not just to ensure the adoption of 

the document but to prepare one that would be implemented. 

8. Mr. Gaetano Leone, UNEP/MAP Coordinator, gave worm welcome to the participants, thanking the 

Italian Ministry for support. He pointed out the great progress made from the time the ICZM Protocol had 

entered into force, including additional progress in the ratifications and the preparation of several national 
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ICZM Strategies, that all demonstrates profound interest in and relevance of the ICZM Protocol. Taking all 

this into consideration, he expressed his expectation for a meaningful and relevant document to be 

presented at COP 20. 

General discussion on the Regional Framework 

9. The first agenda item was dedicated to the presentation of the scope, approach and general 

contents of the Regional Framework (RF). Ms Athena Mourmouris started her presentation by pointing out 

that the current document was a result of conclusions of the Background Document of the Regional 

Framework for ICZM, in terms of needs and obstacles that were the guidance for the structure and 

contents of the document. The Programme of Work (PoW) 2016-2017 envisaged the preparation of a 

conceptual framework for Marine Spatial Planning (MSP). Having in mind the basic definition of the coastal 

zone that includes both land and sea it has been suggested to combine the two tasks (RF for ICZM and 

conceptual framework for MSP) and prepare a Regional Framework for ICZM and MSP with the 

following main objectives: coherence/synergies of strategic documents and future actions; 

strengthening integration (and land-sea interactions); and providing guidance for effective 

implementation of the Protocol. Ms Mourmouris’ presentation is available here. 

10. Ms Daniela Addis presented the legal aspects of the RF. She gave an overview of legal concepts 

regarding international law (treaty), requirements of the RF based on the ICZM Protocol, elements that 

need to be taken into consideration (mainly based on the ICZM Protocol) and possible instruments to adopt 

the RF. She also made a short comparison with the RF for Climate change which preceded the RF for ICZM. 

The presentation was concluded with some good practices in tackling LSI and MSP that make an important 

part of the RF. Ms Addis’ presentation is available here. 

11. The presentations were followed by a discussion in which it was pointed out that the legal basis 
was essential for defining the contents and the future steps for the adoption of the document. In the vivid 
discussion different views were expressed, including those that: 

 RF is a formal instrument of the Barcelona Convention (BC), with legal relevance that binds the 
Contracting Parties (CPs) to its implementation that should be verified by the Compliance 
Committee; based on the agreement with the CPs, some parts of it could have the character of a 
guiding document; 

 RF shall be adopted by the CPs in the form of Decision that makes it politically and ethically 
binding, so there is no need for additional legally binding status;  

 Binding does not mean more efficient. There are serious problems at administration level – 
adding additional administrative burdens will not be productive; 

 The parties that have ratified the Protocol are also deciding about the RF and can decide what is 
binding;  

 Coordination is the essence of the BC, so it is not in the spirit of the BC to exclude some Parties in 
reaching common decisions. In addition, all CPs should be encouraged not just to discuss but also 
to implement the RF, even if they haven’t yet signed or ratified the Protocol; 

 National strategies will implement the Protocol, including the regional coordination for which the 
RF is the key. Thus, the national strategies must be consistent with the RF. The adopted national 
strategies need to be readopted in order to be in line with the RF so that they do not contrast 
each-other; 

 Flexibility and adaptability are the key terms. Both, national strategies and the RF need to 
implement the ideas of the Protocol. If this is the case, there is no risk that the two will not be 
complementary. Therefore, there is no need for the already adopted strategies to undertake the 
process of adaptation to RF. 

http://pap-thecoastcentre.org/pdfs/RF%20for%20ICZM-MSP_Intro_%20AMourmouris.pdf
http://pap-thecoastcentre.org/pdfs/Presentation%20Legal_DAddis.pdf
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It was concluded that the legal and institutional explanations for some of the questions raised would come 

from the Coordinating Unit. However, the final position on how to approach the issues raised will come 

from the CPs. 

The participants also pointed out that the objective of the RF was to support countries in a coherent and 

coordinated implementation of the Protocol; in some countries national legislation can be an obstacle for 

full Protocol implementation. 

12. Some country representatives supported the document in terms of contents and structure, but 

highlighted the need to add some more concrete recommendations and examples. Other countries 

objected to the structure itself of the proposal, as inappropriate to define the RF. Therefore, the discussion 

revolved around the need to change or improve the basic structure of the document, mainly related to the 

possibility of: 

 adding relationship between the RF and the main component of the ICZM Protocol focusing on 

regional cooperation; 

 adding the process of moving from the RF to regional and sub-regional action plans, and then to 

national strategies;  

 highlighting the application of the environmental assessment processes at the (sub)regional 

/transboundary level, where indications of “when” and “what” would be the appropriate 

elements to take into consideration, without describing technical procedures;  

 within each strategic objective (SO) introducing a clear distinction between the descriptive part 

and recommendations, with more operational wording; 

 introducing description of the steps made and decisions taken in terms of selecting SOs; clarify 

firstly what the obstacles that we want to tackle with the RF are; 

 changing the nature or removing SO2 and SO3; SOs on LSI and EcAp are the key;  

 shortening the document; 

 excluding MSP from the title but keeping the basic guidance in the Annex; 

 excluding political assumptions related to the EU and the UfM, such as referring to any as being 

the privileged partner, since the RF is an operational document to support the coordinated and 

coherent implementation of the ICZM Protocol at regional and sub-regional levels. 

13. As part of the discussion, the Lebanese representative stated that Lebanon had ratified the ICZM 

Protocol, although the Coordinating Unit had not received any official confirmation on that. Careful 

consideration will be given to this issue as soon as possible.  

Discussion on the individual chapters of the Regional Framework 

14. At the beginning of this session, Ms Marina Marković, PAP/RAC Programme Officer, presented the 

experience of Montenegro in using the EcAp indicators for the preparation of MSP. She presented a 

methodological process composed of two main steps: i) utilisation of EcAP for marine vulnerability 

assessment; ii) utilisation of marine vulnerability for the preparation of MSP. Ms. Marković’s presentation is 

available here. 

15. After the presentation a brief discussion followed to further explain the process of and 

responsibility for the implementation of the project, where it was pointed out that the project had been 

initiated and funded by the Montenegrin Ministry of Sustainable Development and Tourism and 

implemented by PAP/RAC. It was also highlighted that the presented process only included the preparation 

http://pap-thecoastcentre.org/pdfs/Montenegro%20EcAp_MMarkovic.pdf
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and initial testing of the methodology that would be fully demonstrated in the preparation of MSP in 

Montenegro over the following 2 years. 

16. Ms Athena Mourmouris briefly presented the first strategic objective (SO): Achieving good 

environmental status (GES) of coastal and marine areas. She pointed out the relevance of EcAp for ICZM 

and MSP, mainly in terms of: defining the area to manage; ensuring compatibility of uses; and applying 

Ecosystems-Based Management and tools. Since ecological objectives and indicators for ICZM go beyond 

those for marine waters she proposed to expand EcAp to better reflect coastal objectives and/or indicators. 

The presentation of SO1 is available here. 

17. In the discussion that followed additional explanations on the selection of strategic objectives were 

provided. It was highlighted that clear statements on the rationale for the selection of SOs was necessary in 

the document. In addition, it was pointed out that SO1 was essential for the whole mechanism, and as such 

needed to be articulated with specific parts linked with the EOs and OOs of EcAp. In addition, it should be 

more balanced with the others, with clear and implementable recommendations. Proposals were made to 

include some concrete tools that can be used, such as vulnerability assessment. Different views were 

expressed on the proposed need to expand EcAp indicators for the coastal area, from reservation to 

support. 

18. Ms Athena Mourmouris and Mr. Christoph Le Visage presented the second SO: Ensuring 

integration, political will and common vision. As part of this SO, the emphasis was placed on promoting 

integration, agreeing on a common regional vision and objectives, and orienting the national vision of CPs, 

mainstreaming to all policies, strategies, plans, programmes, actions and projects. The presentation of SO2 

is available here. 

19. In the short discussion that followed it was stated by some representatives that the RF was the first 

level of implementation of the ICZM Protocol: a strategic but also technical document that cannot imply 

any political issues at any level. That calls for deleting or redrafting some paragraphs, such as 40 and 41. 

Overall, a change of vocabulary might be needed. Some other participants agreed with the approach of 

having a vision but required some more explanations and details on how to reach it. Direct references to 

the RF on CC were also requested.  

20. Mr. Samir Grimes and Mr. Christophe Le Visage presented the third SO: Completing the enabling 

environment. They presented the enabling factors of major importance for the implementation of ICZM 

and MSP falling within the fields of governance, institutions and legislation, knowledge and technical 

support. The presentation of SO3 is available here. 

21. The presentation was followed by recommendations made by some participants to fully change 

that SO and perhaps replace it with another, addressing operational common tools to implement the RF 

and enhancing cross-border cooperation, avoiding the simple focus on the national level. It is important not 

to just repeat ten-year old gaps but to be as concrete as possible on who and how to overcome these gaps, 

preferably on transboundary or sub-regional level. It was also pointed out that it was important to define 

strategic objectives to the level of implementation, identifying those responsible for the implementation. 

Such an approach can be used as a filter to identify what is feasible and what needs to be a part of strategic 

objectives.   

In response to these suggestions it was pointed out that SO3 addressed many gaps identified as part of the 

preparation of the Background Document and fruitful discussions on the document in Barcelona. Also, the 

http://pap-thecoastcentre.org/pdfs/RF%20for%20ICZM-MSP_%20SO1-SO4%20with%20Annexes.pdf#page=1
http://pap-thecoastcentre.org/pdfs/RF%20for%20ICZM-MSP_%20SO1-SO4%20with%20Annexes.pdf#page=5
http://pap-thecoastcentre.org/pdfs/RF%20for%20ICZM-MSP_%20SO1-SO4%20with%20Annexes.pdf#page=9
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current document was the result of a number of compromises between different needs of the CPs. Based 

on the inputs received, an updated version will be prepared, shortening/changing the scope of some 

objectives, in particular SO3, by focusing on key strategic elements and moving the rest to annexes. It was 

deemed as highly relevant to provide a robust description on how to apply the process for SEA as a key tool 

for the implementation of the RF, including the MSP. There is a possibility of including some examples in 

the annexes as well.  

Following the existing recommendation in the SO3 on creating networks of coastal agencies, France 

(Conservatoire du littoral) offered its support to this practical approach. 

22. Mr. Emiliano Ramieri presented the fourth SO: Addressing land-sea interactions. He pointed out 

three main types of land-sea interactions (interactions due to land-sea natural processes; interactions of 

uses and activities; interactions of planning processes and plans), as well as types of possible activities 

reflecting those interactions. The presentation of SO4 is available here. 

23. In the discussion that followed the following was pointed out: 

 SO4 is an important strategic objective. It has presented well the description of the objective but 

it should be more ambitious in recommendations and guidance. Like in other SOs, less focus is 

placed on the regional cooperation than on the national level. Having in mind that the document 

is a Regional Framework, it is important to have more details on how to enable cooperation at the 

regional level.  

 MSP is instrumental for achieving LSI; but currently MSP has not a formally defined objective or 

process within the Barcelona Convention system. It is difficult to carry out MSP without a legal 

framing for MSP within the Barcelona Convention. It is not enough to consider it as just a tool, as 

MSP may require institutional and legal changes. 

 In replying to this issue it was pointed out that the idea was to introduce MSP as part of the RF in 

order to ensure its integration with ICZM. However, the legal status of MSP needs to be discussed 

by the CPs and MAP. 

 It was suggested to include regional analysis on specific land-sea interactions in the introductory 

chapter. The LSI matrixes prepared as part of the CAMP Italy could be useful for this. Also, it was 

proposed to remove the description of CAMPs as part of this chapter, as they go beyond the LSI 

itself. 

24. Mr. Ramieri continued his presentation by presenting the Annex 2: Guidelines for MSP. He 

highlighted that it was important to capitalize on the existing experiences, without providing an additional 

step-by-step approach. The annex itself should be in the form of prescriptive check-list, a guiding reference 

for MSP, with specific focus on cross-border cooperation. The presentation of Annex 2 is available here. 

25. Following the presentation, recommendations were made on the need to develop a clear guidance, 

operational elements to help the technical level undertake the tasks. Proposals were also made to define 

specific contents for each MSP step, adding the existing experiences which demonstrate ICZM and MSP 

links. It was pointed out that the document highlighted four main processes: ICZM, MSP, LSI and EcAp. It is 

important to develop those four processes together and not as stand-alone concepts. In addition, 

operational instructions on how to use SEA are needed. 

26. A short discussion on the links and boundaries between ICZM and MSP followed. It was pointed out 

that there could be differences between ICZM and MSP, having in mind the legal but also their geographical 

http://pap-thecoastcentre.org/pdfs/RF%20for%20ICZM-MSP_%20SO1-SO4%20with%20Annexes.pdf#page=18
http://pap-thecoastcentre.org/pdfs/RF%20for%20ICZM-MSP_%20SO1-SO4%20with%20Annexes.pdf#page=23
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scopes. Therefore, further explanations on how these two could be coordinated are needed. Regarding the 

geographical coverage, it was pointed out that within the EU MSP is to be applied for EEZ while the ICZM 

Protocol goes up to the external limits of the territorial waters. Therefore, it is important to understand 

how to approach the area beyond the territorial waters. 

27. Providing response to these issues it was stressed that, as part of the RF, the scope of MSP should 

be coherent with the ICZM Protocol (and the Barcelona Convention). Some participants proposed that only 

a minimum limit be given and not the maximum one, so that those countries that need to go beyond the 

limits of their territorial waters can do so without conflicting with the tasks undertaken as part of the BC 

requirements. Some other stated that MSP could be problematic for their countries so that further official 

consultations might be needed.  

28. Therefore, legal advice on the geographical limits of MSP (as part of the BC) is needed, as well as on 

its legal status: if it would require a specific legally binding document or it would be applied using the 

existing legal mechanisms, i.e. the Protocols. However, it was highlighted once again that this issue was 

closely linked with the legal status of the RF itself. Legal explanation will be given, but it can be expected 

that the body of the document can be legally binding and annexes could be considered as technical 

explanations, without legally binding nature. The invited legal expert added that, even if the document 

itself is legally binding, it can precise which parts of it are strictly legally binding and which are not.  

29. The final presentation was given by Mr. Le Visage who presented the Annex 1 related to Indicators to 

monitor the implementation of the RF. It was highlighted that the aim was to provide indicators to assess 

the process and check whether all steps of the ICZM process had been implemented. The presentation of 

Annex 1 is available here. 

30. In the discussion that followed, participants expressed reservation towards the presented annex, 

largely due to the fact that those were mainly process indicators. The proposal was to first agree on the 

status and structure of the document and, based on that, to have the decision on the overall Annex 1.   

31. Concluding the discussion, possible approaches towards the presentation of the RF at the COP were 

raised. The Italian representative presented three possible options: 

 In the NFPs meeting discuss if a fully developed document can be presented at COP (very difficult 

– not really implementable); 

 At the next COP only a first phase document is presented, with the structure and initial contents. 

If the document is accepted, a full RF is prepared in the next biennium; 

 A light strategic RF is presented at the next COP, with a clear vision and mandate to prepare 

regional/sub-regional action plans in the next biennium to address the operational parts, taking 

into consideration sub-regional features;  

 Italy is willing to support the organisation of an additional workshop before the COP to further 

elaborate the agreed option.  

While the Slovenian representative supported the sub-regional approach, in particular taking into 

consideration the cooperation and the process as part of the Adriatic-Ionian Strategy (EUSAIR), the Israeli 

representative expressed the need to be more pragmatic, strengthening a Mediterranean vision, with less 

emphasis on the sub-regional level.  

http://pap-thecoastcentre.org/pdfs/RF%20for%20ICZM-MSP_%20SO1-SO4%20with%20Annexes.pdf#page=21
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32. Ms Škaričić summarised the discussion, highlighting the steps that will take place before the 

PAP/RAC NFP meeting: 

− Restructuring and reformulating of parts of the document/paragraphs will be done; 

− Descriptive (short) and prescriptive parts (adding recommendations at different levels: regional, 

sub-regional and national) will be clearly separated; 

− Changing focus and titles of some SOs: EcAp and LSI are acceptable as focus for most of the 

participants, although they must be better articulated and detailed, while the other two SOs are 

more difficult to be re-shaped. They will be re-formulated, making them more action oriented, as 

much as possible in the short time available; 

− UNEP/MAP will reflect on how ICZM and MSP can be implemented by the various MAP 

mechanisms (not only the ICZM Protocol). However, it needs to be underlined that most of the 

actions rely on the CPs; 

− A preliminary definition of MSP within the context of the BC (institutional, legal, contents and 

processes) is also needed, taking into account its different legal status and maturity of scientific 

and technical definition; 

− All comments from the participants need to be received preferably by Friday, April 14.  

Also, the participants were reminded that the final version of the document, that needs to be discussed by 

the MAP FPs, needs to be sent by July. Owing to the kind offer by the Italian representative, additional 

technical workshops could be organised. 

33. Thanking the participants for fruitful deliberations, Ms Škaričić declared the workshop closed on 6 

April 2017, at 1 p.m. 
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ANNEX I 

List of participants / Liste des participants 

 

ALBANIA / ALBANIE 

Ms. Borana ANTONI 
Expert in the SEA, EIA, Industrial Pollution, 
Environmental Standards Unit 
Ministry of Environment, Forest and Water 
Administration 
Rruga e Durresit, No. 27 
Tirana 

Tel & Fax: ++ 355 4 2270624 
E-mail: Borana.Antoni@moe.gov.al 
http://www.moe.gov.al 

BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA / BOSNIE-HERZEGOVINE 

Ms. Vesna TUNGUZ 
Assistant professor 
University of East Sarajevo 
Faculty of Agriculture 
Vuka Karadžića 30 
71123 East Sarajevo 

Tel: ++ 387 57 340401 
E-mail: vesna.tunguz@gmail.com 

CROATIA / CROATIE 

Ms. Gordana KOVAČEVIĆ 
Head of Service 
Ministry of Construction and Physical Planning 
Directorate for Physical Planning, Legal Affairs and 
European Union Programmes 
Republike Austrije 20 
10000 Zagreb  

Tel: ++ 385 1 3782457 
Fax: ++ 385 1 3782152 
E-mail: gordana.kovacevic@mgipu.hr 
www.mgipu.hr 
 

CYPRUS / CHYPRE 

Ms. Ioanna CONSTANTINIDOU 
Environment Officer 
Department of Environment 
Ministry of Agriculture, Rural Development and 
Environment 
20-22 28th October Ave 
2414 Engomi 
1498 Nicosia 

Tel: ++357 22 408920 
Fax: ++357 22 774945 
E-mail: 
jconstantinidou@environment.moa.gov.cy 
http://www.moa.gov.cy 

Mr. Savvas MICHAELIDES 
Fisheries and Marine Research Officer 
Marine Environment Unit, Office No.102 
Department of Fisheries and Marine Research 
101 Vithleem str. 
2033 Strovolos, Nicosia 

Tel: ++357 22 807851/6 
Fax: ++357 22775955 
E-mail: smichaelides@dfmr.moa.gov.cy 
www.moa.gov.cy/moa/dfmr/dfmr.nsf 
 

 

 

 

http://www.moe.gov.al/
http://www.moa.gov.cy/
mailto:smichaelides@dfmr.moa.gov.cy
http://www.moa.gov.cy/moa/dfmr/dfmr.nsf
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EGYPT / EGYPTE 

Mr. Mohamed FAROUK 
Director 
Coastal Zone Management 
Egyptian Environmental Affairs Agency (EEAA) 
Cabinet of Ministers 
30 Misr-Helwan El-Zyrae Road 
P.O. Box 11728 
Maadi, Cairo 

Tel: ++ 202 2 5256452 
Fax: ++ 202 2 5256475 / 83 
E-mail: m_f_osman@hotmail.com 
http://www.eeaa.gov.eg 
 

FRANCE / FRANCE 

M. Fabrice BERNARD 
Délégué Europe & International 
Conservatoire de l’Espace Littoral et des Rivages 
Lacustres 
Bastide Beaumanoir 
3, rue Marcel Arnaud 
13100 Aix en Provence 

Tel : ++ 33 4 42912835 
Fax : ++ 33 1 45836045 
E-mail: F.Bernard@conservatoire-du-
littoral.fr 
www.conservatoire-du-littoral.fr 
 

M. Charles-Henri de BARSAC 
Chargé de Mission 
Ministère de l'Ecologie, du Développement durable et 
de l'Energie 
Tour-Pascal – A  
6 Place des degrés  
92055 La défense cedex 
Paris 

Tel: ++ 33140817677 
E-mail: Charles-Henri.De-
Barsac@developpement-durable.gouv.fr 

GREECE / GRECE 

Ms. Katherina KANELLOPOULOU 
Head of Department of National Spatial Planning 
Strategy 
Hellenic Ministry of Environment and Energy  
Directorate of Spatial Planning  
Department of National Spatial Planning Strategy, Head  
17, Amaliados str. 
GR-11523 Athens  

Tel.++ 302 13 1515310  
Fax. ++ 302 10 6458690  
E-mail: k.kanelloupolou@prv.ypeka.gr 

Ms. Maria RAMPAVILA 
Eng. in Spatial – Urban Planning and Regional 
Development 
General Secretariat for Spatial Planning & Urban 
Environment 
General Directorate for Spatial Planning 
Directorate for Spatial Planning 
Department for National Spatial Strategy  
Ministry for the Environment and Energy  
17, Amaliados str. 
PC 11523 Athens 

Tel: ++30 213 1515332 
Fax.++ 30 210 6458690 
E-mail: m.rampavila@prv.ypeka.gr 
 

 

 

 

http://www.pap-thecoastcentre.org/admin/mail%20to:%20m_f_osman@hotmail.com
http://www.pap-thecoastcentre.org/admin/mail%20to:%20m_f_osman@hotmail.com
http://www.pap-thecoastcentre.org/admin/http%3C.77www.eeaa.gov.eg
mailto:F.Bernard@conservatoire-du-littoral.fr
mailto:F.Bernard@conservatoire-du-littoral.fr
http://www.conservatoire-du-littoral.fr/
mailto:m.rampavila@prv.ypeka.gr
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ISRAEL / ISRAEL 

Mr. Shahar SOLAR 
Ministry of Environmental Protection 
Marine Environment Protection Division 
15a Pal-Yam Street 
P.O.B 811, Haifa 31007 

Tel.: ++ 972 4  
Fax: ++ 972 4  
E-mail: ShaharS@sviva.gov.il 
www.sviva.gov.il 

ITALY / ITALIE 

Mr. Oliviero MONTANARO 
General Directorate for the Protection of Nature and 
Sea 
Head of Unit VI - Marine and Coastal Environment 
Protection 
Ministry of Environment, Land and Sea Protection 
Via Cristoforo Colombo, 44 
00147 Rome 

Tel.: ++ 39 06 57228487 
Fax: ++ 39 06 57228424 
E-mail: montanaro.oliviero@minambiente.it 

Mr. Matteo BRAIDA 
Technical Assistance Unit Sogesid S.p.A. 
at the Ministry of Environment and Land and Sea 
Protection 
Direcorate General for the Nature and Sea Protection 
Division IV – Coastal and Marine Environment Protection 
Assistance with international activities 
Via Cristoforo Colombo, 44 
00147 Rome 

Tel.: ++  
Fax: ++  
E-mail: braida.matteo@minambiente.it;  
m.braida@sogesid.it 

LEBANON / LIBAN 

Mr. Adel YACOUB 
Head of Department of Protection of Natural Resources 
Ministry of Environment  
Lazarieh Building, Block A4, Floor 8  
P.O.B: 11/2727 
Beirut 

Tel: ++  
Fax: ++ 
E-mail: A.Yacoub@moe.gov.lb 

MONTENEGRO / MONTENEGRO 

Ms. Jelena KNEZEVIC 
Head of Department for Sustainable Development 
and Integrated Coastal Zone Management  
Ministry of Sustainable Development and Tourism 
IV Proleterske brigade 19 
Podgorica 81000 

Tel: ++ 382 20 446225 
Fax: ++ 382 (0) 20 446 215 
E-mail: jelena.knezevic@mrt.gov.me 
 

SLOVENIA / SLOVENIE 

Mr. Mitja BRICELJ 
Secretary 
Ministry of Environment and Spatial Planning 
Directorate for Water and Investments / Water 
Management Division 
47 Dunajska cesta 
SI – 1000 Ljubljana 

Tel: ++ 386 1 4787477 
Fax: ++ 386 1 4787425 
E-mail: mitja.bricelj@gov.si 
www.mko.gov.si/en/ 

 

 

http://www.sviva.gov.il/
mailto:sartori.silvia@minambiente.it
mailto:s.sartori@sogesid.it
mailto:jelena.knezevic@mrt.gov.me
http://www.mko.gov.si/en/


13 
 

TURKEY / TURQUIE 

Ms Seda NAL 
Expert 
Ministry of Environment and Urbanisation 
Mustafa Kemal Mahallesi Eskişehir Devlet Yolu 
(Dumlupınar Bulvarı) 
9. km. No: 278 Çankaya / Ankara 
 

 

UN ENVIRONMENT / MEDITERRANEAN ACTION PLAN COORDINATING UNIT  

ONU ENVIRONNEMENT / UNITE DE COORDINATION DU PLAN D’ACTION POUR LA MEDITERRANEE 

Mr. Gaetano LEONE 
Coordinator  
 
Mr. Ilias MAVROEIDIS  
Programme Management Officer  
Governance Unit 
 
UN Environment/Mediterranean Action Plan 
Coordinating Unit  
Barcelona Convention Secretariat  
Vas. Konstantinou 48  
Athens 11635 
Greece  

Tel: + 30 210 727 3101  
E-mail: gaetano.leone@unep.org 
 
Tel: + 302107273132  
E-mail: ilias.mavroeidis@unep.org  
 
 
www.unepmap.org 

PRIORITY ACTIONS PROGRAMME / REGIONAL ACTIVITY CENTRE (PAP/RAC) 

CENTRE D’ACTIVITES REGIONALES / PROGRAMME D’ACTIONS PRIORITAIRES (CAR/PAP) 

Ms. Zeljka SKARICIC 
Director 
 
Mr. Marko PREM 
Deputy Director 
 
Ms. Marina MARKOVIC 
Program Officer 
 
Ms. Lada JAKELIC 
Administrative Assistant 
 
Priority Actions Programme Regional Activity Centre 
(PAP/RAC) 
Kraj Sv. Ivana 11 
21000 Split 
CROATIA 

Tel: ++ 385 21 340471 
E-mail: zeljka.skaricic@paprac.org 
 
Tel: ++ 385 21 340475 
E-mail: marko.prem@paprac.org 
 
Tel: ++ 385 21 340476 
E-mail: marina.markovic@paprac.org 
 
Tel: ++ 385 21 340472 
E-mail: lada.jakelic@paprac.org 
 
Tel: ++ 385 21 340470 
Fax: ++ 385 21 340490 
www.pap-thecoastcentre.org 

 

 

 

 

mailto:Firrstname.secondname@unep.org
mailto:ilias.mavroeidis@unep.org
http://www.unepmap.org/
mailto:zeljka.skaricic@paprac.org
mailto:marko.prem@paprac.org
mailto:marina.markovic@paprac.org
mailto:lada.jakelic@paprac.org
http://www.pap-thecoastcentre.org/
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INVITED EXPERTS / EXPERTS INVITES  

Ms. Daniela ADDIS 
Expert 
(former CAMP Italy National Co-ordinator, former 
President of the BC Compliance Committee) 
Law Firm Environment & Sea 
Piazza dell’Oro n. 3 
00186 Rome 
ITALY 

Tel: ++ 33 3 5003493 
Fax: ++ 33 3 5003493 
E-mail: daniela.addis@me.com 
daniela.addis@gmail.com 

Mr. Samir GRIMES 
ENSSMAL 
Campus Universitaire de Dely Ibrahim Bois des Cars 
B.P. 19  
16320 Alger  
ALGERIE 

Tel/Fax: ++ 
E-mail: samirgrimes@yahoo.fr 
 

Mr. Christophe LE VISAGE 
Expert 
Stratégies Mer et Littoral SAS 
20 rue Louis Guilloux 
35235 Thorigne Fouillard 
FRANCE 

Tel: ++ 33 6 66474350 
Fax: ++ 33 299624818 
E-mail: christophe.le.visage@gmail.com;  
christophe.le.visage@strategies-marines.fr 
 

Ms. Athena MOURMOURIS 
Expert 
Athens, GREECE 

Tel: ++ 30 6974581325 
Fax: ++ 30 210 4111318 
E-mail: athenamour@yahoo.co.uk 
 

Mr. Emiliano RAMIERI 
Environment and Territory Division 
Thetis SpA 
Castello 2737/f 
30122 Venezia VE 
ITALY 

Tel: ++ 39 348 9171566 
Fax: ++ 39 041.5210292 
E-mail: Emiliano.RAMIERI@thetis.it 
www.thetis.it 

INTERPRETERS / INTERPRETES 

Ms. Catherina JOURDA  

Mr. Marc LHEUREUX  

 

 

  

mailto:daniela.addis@me.com
mailto:christophe.le.visage@gmail.com
mailto:christophe.le.visage@strategies-marines.fr
mailto:Emiliano.RAMIERI@thetis.it
http://www.thetis.it/
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ANNEX II 

Agenda  

 

Wednesday, 5 April 2017  
 
9:30 – 9:45 
 

 
Registration of participants. 
 

9:45 – 10:00 Opening of the meeting: welcome addresses, objectives and 
organisation of work (G. Leone and Ž. Škaričić). 
 

10:00 – 11:00 Short information on the results of the previous steps: Background 
Document, consultation process, inputs from the Contracting Parties 
(5’ introduction by Ž. Škaričić).  
 

 Scope, approach and general contents of the Regional Framework (15’ 
introduction by A. Mourmouris). 
 
Legal aspects to be taken into account with regard to the Regional 
Framework (10’ introduction by D. Addis). 
 
General comments by participants. 
 

11:00 – 11:30 Coffee break. 
 

11:30 – 12:30 Short introduction to and discussion of the individual chapters of the 
Regional Framework: Introductory chapters. 
 

12:30 – 13:00  Using EcAp/IMAP indicators for MSP: Experience from Montenegro 
(10’ presentation by M. Marković). 
 
Discussion. 
 

13:00 – 14:30 Lunch break. 
 

14:30 – 15:30 Short introduction to and discussion of the individual chapters of the 
Regional Framework: SO 1 on Ecosystem Approach (10’ introduction 
by A. Mourmouris). 
 

15:30 – 16:00 Coffee break. 
 

16:00 – 16:30 Short introduction to and discussion of the individual chapters of the 
Regional Framework: SO 2 on Common Vision (10’ introduction by A. 
Mourmouris). 
 

16:30 – 17:30 Short introduction to and discussion of the individual chapters of the 
Regional Framework: SO 3 on Enabling Environment (15’ introduction 
by Ch. Le Visage and S. Grimes). 
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Thursday, 6 April 2017 
 
9:30 – 10:30 

 
Short introduction to and discussion of the individual chapters of the 
Regional Framework: SO 4 on Land-Sea Interactions (10’ introduction 
by E. Ramieri). 
 

10:30 – 11:00 Coffee break. 
 

11:00 – 11:30 Short introduction to and discussion of annexes: Annex 1 on Progress 
Indicators (10’ introduction by Ch. Le Visage). 

  
11:30 – 12:30 Short introduction to and discussion of annexes: Annex 2 on Guidance 

for MSP (10’ introduction by E. Ramieri). 
 

12:30 – 13:00 Wrap up and recommendations for the next steps. 
 

13:00 Closure of the meeting. 
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ANNEX III 

Greening the meeting 

All parties involved were informed from the beginning about the sustainability component of the meeting. 

Meeting participants were reminded of green behaviour (the meeting information to participants). The 

PAP/RAC staff in charge of making the meeting sustainable followed the sustainability management policy 

covering the four governing principles of sustainable development relating to event management  (i.e. 

inclusivity, stewardship, integrity and transparency) and implemented an action plan using the “sustainable 

event toolkit”, as follows: 

 

1. Communication & materials: In communication with meeting participants electronic means of 

communication were used (e.g., e-mail, “drop box” for dissemination of meeting documents). Only the 

printed Agenda of the meeting (in English and French) hung at the conference room. Following the hotel 

policy, the hotel/venue staff provided pens and paper for participants (upon conclusion of the meeting, the 

hotel staff collected the rest of materials). Table plates and badges were reused - the participants were 

encouraged at the beginning and after the meeting to return their badges and to put them in the "Green 

your badge” box (made of 100% recyclable material). Lights and equipment were turned off when not in 

use.  

2. Location:  Athens (Greece) was, among others, chosen in order to encourage direct flights and in 

that way to minimize CO2 emissions. However, when booking the flight tickets also the (lowest) flight prices 

had to be taken into consideration. The venue of the meeting (the Golden Age hotel) was within walking 

distance to public transport (a metro and a bus stop). The meeting room located on the mezzanine floor of 

the hotel had natural daylight (daylight was used whenever possible).  The size of the meeting room was 

adapted to real needs (exact number of participants calculated in advance, and hotel staff at the venue 

informed in time). Free Wi-Fi available at the venue. The venue was a non-smoking area.  

3. Transportation: Participants were instructed on how to get from the airport to the hotel/venue by 

public transportation (metro, bus). Carbon emissions from travel to/from the meeting location were 

calculated and communicated to participants (see “Calculation of GHG emission” in the end of this Annex).   

4. Accommodation: Since PAP/RAC was not responsible for booking accommodation, the participants 

were recommended to book either the hotel at which the meeting took place/the venue, or the hotels 

located in the vicinity of the venue (the PAP/RAC staff who attended the meeting was accommodated at 

the venue). All recommended accommodation was within walking distance to public transport (a metro and 

a bus stop), accessible for those with special needs, and with free Wi-Fi. Water saving recommendations 

available in guest rooms/ toilets (i.e., towel and sheet re-use - changing bed linens and towels as necessary 

or at request). Energy-efficient lighting (or room cards to turn on/off the light) was in place. Hotel rooms 

were equipped with independently controlled air-conditioning. Restaurant offered the Mediterranean 

cuisine. All food offered for the breakfast was cooked and prepared with fresh and traditional products. 

5. Catering for coffee breaks/waste collection: Coffee breaks were organized at the meeting venue. 

Exact number of participants was calculated in advance, and hotel staff at the venue was informed in time 

to avoid waste. Reusable cups and plates, cutlery and glassware were used. Note: Although hotel staff was 

asked in time to use bulk dispensers for serving sugar, tea, milk and cream, this was not possible due to 

hotel management policy. So, sugar, tea, milk and cream were served in single containers. Drinking water 

was served in jugs. 

6. Calculation of the GHG emissions: The GHG emissions due to travel to and from the event for 20 

participants were 5,111.87 kg CO2 equivalent. Avoided emissions due to not using paper and plastic bottles 

were 23.875522 kg CO2 equivalent.  
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Photos evidencing actions in place 

 

    

 

    

 

    

 

    


