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Background 
Finland reported to the Meeting from the Marine Expert Group Meeting that was held in Brussels on 6 May 
2014. This document contains a report from the Meeting. 

 

Action  
The Meeting is invited to take note of the information. 
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Report from the Marine Expert Group Meeting 
 

Meeting: Marine Expert Group Meeting in Brussels 6 May, at DG ENVIRONMENT 

Meeting topic: How to assess coherence and representativity of networks of marine protected areas? 

Meeting documents: All meeting documents are available at the public library CIRCAB 

(CIRCABC: https://circabc.europa.eu/w/browse/52d859e6-2e1f-432c-9892-2bc7c77fe8fb) 

HELCOM representative: Jan Ekebom, Metsähallitus Natural Heritage Services, Finland 

Baltic Sea presentation: Jochen Krause, BfN, Germany (as a part of joint OSPAR/HELCOM presentation on 

coherence and representativity) 

Context: Based on a previous “Framework contract for services related to development of methodological 

standards in relation to good environmental status of the seas under MSFD” DG ENV have approved that a 

consortium of DELTARES (The Netherlands), SYKE (Finland), AZTI (Spain/Baskia) and HCMR (Greece) take on 

the service request “To develop the harmonised methodology for the evaluation by the European 

Commission of the coherence, adequacy and representativity of the EU networks of MPAs”. The final result 

will be a report. The purpose of this MEG meeting is to give feedback to the report “Analysis and 

comparison of criteria used by Member States for establishing coherent, adequate and representative 

networks of marine protected areas” and provide guidance for the consortiums remaining work on the 

before mentioned topic.  

The agenda of the meeting is included in Annex 1. The other relevant meeting documents are: 

 The report published by the consortium 

 A table for Task 1 Criteria 

 The participants list 
 

This meeting was jointly organised by DG ENV’s two units responsible of the implementation of the Marine 

Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD, Unit C.1. Marine) and the Habitats and Bird Directives (B.3 Nature 

Conservation), respectively, as a part of the process to find synergies in the implementation of these two 

directives. A particular focus is on the MSFD Article 13, points 4 and the HD. One of the key issues is to 

define how marine protected areas (MPAs) can be used as one of the ways to achieve a good 

environmental status (GES).  

 

Salient points from the meeting relevant for HELCOM: 

The meeting begun by opening remarks of Joachim D’Eugenio (DG ENV. C.1 Marine) and Fotios Papoulias 

(DG ENV. B.3, Nature Conservation). Presentations from invited speakers followed with presentations from 

the USA (Mark Carr, Univ. of California, USA) and Australia (Mat Vanderclift, CSIRO, Australia), as well as the 

consortium (Raul Castro, AZTI, Spain) and discussions followed moderated by DELTARES. The questions 

addressed to the presenters and the subsequent discussion provided useful examples but as such 

contained only few tangible results that could be adopted by MS into their work as such.  

The work on the meeting topic in Europe’s regional seas followed. Jochen Krause (Federal Agency for 

Nature Conservation BfN, Germany) gave a presentation on the North Atlantic and Baltic Sea (OSPAR and 

HELCOM regions) while Souha El Asmi (Regional Activity Center for Specially Protected Areas/SC/SPA, Tunis, 

https://circabc.europa.eu/w/browse/52d859e6-2e1f-432c-9892-2bc7c77fe8fb
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Tunisia) and Chloe Webster (MEDPAN1, Marseille, France) presented the situation for the Mediterranean 

(Barcelona Convention region). The presentations were all interesting.  The discussions were moderated by 

Samuli Korpinen (SYKE, Finland). I added to Jochen Krause’s presentation that HELCOM adopted a new 

recommendation on HELCOM MPAs a month ago and in that process the terminology changed and 

HELCOM MPAs is now the new name for the previous HELCOM BSPAs although both names will be used in 

the transitional phase. OSPAR and HELCOM have both similarities in their way of addressing these issues. 

The difference to earlier comparisons between the RSCs was that the Mediterranean is in many cases now 

at a similar level as OSPAR and HELCOM. The MEDPAN network (C. Webster) is following closely the work 

of OSPAR and HELCOM and have done a good job. C. Webster is apparently the driving force and she said 

that she have been inspired by HELCOM’s work and follow it closely and applies similar approaches and 

methods where possible. Later, during the break, I had a chance to discuss their work. The time is right to 

tighten up the cooperation between the Baltic Sea (HELCOM) and the Mediterranean, in particular 

MEDPAN. For example, issues on MPA network design, representativity, coherence, management, 

monitoring, status assessments and links of these topics to maritime spatial planning are all relevant joint 

topics for all RSCs. No presentation was given on the work done in the Bucharest Convention.  

In the afternoon the meeting was divided in two parallel sessions (working groups) of which the first 

focused on targets and ambitions (in the context of MPA network representativity and coherence) and the 

other on assessment methods and criteria. I attended in the latter. The moderator Samuli Korpinen asked 

the participants to provide input for the project by listing the most important issues relevant for 

representativity and coherence assessments. The main feeling of the group was that the EU should provide 

guidance on how to approach this topic jointly. The results from the session I participated in were 

constructive, well presented, and will provide input to the consortium’s work. However, the suggestions 

from the session participants were very heterogenic and it will remain to be seen whether or not the 

consortium can use the results to the full. The conclusions of the other parallel sessions were less clear and 

the presenter (DELTARES) raised questions that left me with a feeling that they are not fully aware of what 

issues have already been agreed (locked) as a part of the MSFD implementation process.  The main 

conclusions will be put into the meeting minutes (not published at the time of this mission report). I was 

also left with the impression that based on the input from this meeting there will be an updated/revised 

report from the consortium. Whether or not this meeting was successful can only be determined when that 

report is published. 

The meeting finished according to the time table, but I had to leave the meeting 30 min earlier due to the 

departure time of my flight.  

  

                                                           
1 MedPAN is the network of Marine Protected Areas managers in the Mediterranean: The network's aim is to improve the management 

effectiveness of MPAs in the Mediterranean. It involves more than 50 members and 31 partners. These actors manage more than 80 MPAs in 18 
Mediterranean countries. The MEDPAN network exists since the 90s. It is run since 2010 by the MedPAN association, a permanent structure with 
dedicated funds established in late 2008. 
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ANNEX 1: Final agenda of the MEG meeting. 

 

    Agenda  

Marine Expert Group Meeting 

How to assess coherence and representativity of networks of marine protected areas? 

Brussels, 6 May 2014 

Venue: DG Environment, Avenue de Beaulieu 5, Room C 

A Background document Task 1 “Assessment  criteria and methods for MPAs, preliminary analysis results “ 

will be available for uploading from the EU platform CIRCABC https://circabc.europa.eu at 30 April at the 

latest.   

Time Item Speaker 

9.30 Opening  
plenary session 
 

Mr. Joachim D'Eugenio /DG ENV (chair) 

9.40 Provisionary title: 
Coherent network of MPA’s, the California 
experience  
 

Professor Dr. Mark H. Carr (Department of Ecology and Evolutionary Biology, 
University of California, USA)   

10.00 Provisionary topic: 
Assessment and management of MPA’s  
 

Dr. Mat Vanderklift  (CSIRO, Independent Nature Institute in Australia) 

10.20 Discussion  
Lessons to be learnt? 
 

Dr. Gerda Roeleveld (Deltares) 

10.55 Coffee break 
 

 

11.10 Provisionary title 
Assessment Criteria for European MPA’s, 
different options 

Dr. Ibon Galparsoro (AZTI) 

11.25 Provisionary subject: 
Assessment criteria and feasibility from a Baltic 
and OSPAR point of view 
 

Dr. Jochen Krause (BfN/Federal Agency for Nature Conservation) 

11.45 Provisionary subject: 
Assessment criteria and feasibility  from a 
Mediterranean point of view 
 

Mrs. Souha El Asmi (Regional Activity Center for Specially Protected Areas/RAC 
/SPA) 

12.05 Discussion  
Operational definition of criteria and their 
feasibilities 
 

Discussion led by Dr. Samuli Korpinen (SYKE) 

13.00-
14.00 

Lunch Break, canteen DG ENV and Registration 
for 2 groups  (parallel afternoon sessions)  
 

All 

14.00 Parallel session 1  Focus on targets and 
ambitions  

Session Led by Dr. Ibon Galparsoro (AZTI) 

https://circabc.europa.eu/
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14.00 Parallel session 2  Assessment method and 
criteria 
 

Session led by Dr. Samuli Korpinen (SYKE) 
 

15.15 Preparing report back from 2 parallel sessions 
 

Rapporteurs (Deltares, SYKE, HCMR, AZTI)  

15.25 Plenary 
Report back from parallel sessions 
 

Rapporteurs (Deltares, SYKE, HCMR, AZTI) 

15.45 Final discussion 
Criteria and method: scientifically sound, and 
practically feasible  

Discussion led by Mrs. Gerda Roeleveld (Deltares) 

16.45 Conclusions and closure of Workshop  
 

Conclusion led by Mr. Juan-Pablo Pertierra (DG ENV)  
 

 

 

 

 


