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Rhine Corridor Workshop, 
10 November 2010, Koblenz

Notes & Conclusions

Participants:

· Jean Wencker, Alsace Nature/Association Saumon-Rhin, France.
· Jost Armbruster, Institut für Landschaftsökologie und Naturschutz Bühl (ILN)/NABU, Germany.

· Christian Damm, Karlsruher Institut für Technologie (KIT)/WWF-Auen-Institut, Germany.
· Ruedi Bösiger, WWF, Switzerland.
· Bram Vreugdenhil, Province Gelderland/WECC, The Netherlands.
· Johan Bekhuis, ARK Foundation, The Netherlands.
· Przemyslaw Oginski, European Commission, DG Environment – Unit B.3 “Natura 2000”.
· Erik van Zadelhoff, Taskforce Biodiversity and Natural Resources, Ministry of Economic Affairs, Agriculture and Innovation, The Netherlands
· Ben van de Wetering, International Commission for the Protection of the Rhine (ICPR).
· Nathalie Plum, International Commission for the Protection of the Rhine (ICPR).
· Wim Braakhekke, Stroming Bureau, The Netherlands, wim.braakhekke@stroming.nl
· Arnold van Kreveld, Stroming Bureau, The Netherlands, a.kreveld@xs4all.nl 
· Magnus Sylvén, Stroming Bureau, Switzerland.

Summary:

The participants were positive about the workshop and about working together in a Rhine Corridor initiative. There was a realization that (unknown) restoration efforts on the other side of the border were inspiring and participants agreed that a joint ecological-hydrological vision could help restoration efforts and campaigns. Vision and inspiration were seen as more important than jointly setting up many pilot projects. The NGO representatives from France, Germany, the Netherlands and Switzerland expressed a wish of continuing the process initiated at the workshop. Some voices were also raised in support of seeking funding for a common project.

1. Round of introductions

The breadth, depth and diversity of experiences of the workshop participants were impressive:

· Vision developments introducing national, transnational, European (EU), and global perspectives

· Development of medium and longer-term goals and objectives

· Inter-governmental processes

· Research, mapping (GIS), etc.

· Connecting knowledge and experience from different European river systems (e.g. Rhine, Elbe, Danube, Odra, Vistula) 

· European experience – Belgium, France, Hungary, Germany, the Netherlands, Poland, Sweden, Switzerland, etc.

· Providing new perspectives on using nature, water and land use for climate change adaptation

· Developing ecological networks & promoting connectivity

· Riverine restoration, including improving river morphology and introducing natural grazing systems in river forelands

· Delta management

· Using migratory fish (salmon, eel & sturgeon) as tools for improving upstream/downstream river connectivity, including adaptation of dams and hydro-power stations

· Natura 2000 designation and implementation

· Working with non-traditional partners, such as mineral extraction, shipping, harbours, cities and smaller communities

· Species re-introductions (e.g. beaver) 

· Public outreach and campaigns

2. Opportunities

Based an exercise undertaken by the participants and integrating the outcome of two preceding workshops held in the Netherlands on 24 and 29 June five main areas of activities were identified:

i) Vision development, promoting landscape and natural solutions rather than technical interventions 

Following elements should be considered:

- Take advantage of the designation and implementation of the Natura 2000 sites in the river basin, which already cover 38% of riverine and wetland areas of Rhine
- New approaches: integrated (spatial) planning, new technology (e.g. adapt vessel design and standards to specific river conditions)
- Policy development: linking climate change and transport objectives with biodiversity, taking advantage of waterway/transport initiative in Germany for introducing a paradigm shift
- Take advantage of already existing progress, such as in the context of the ICPR
- Promoting already existing ‘success stories’ (e.g. new Swiss federal law .... the cantons to create more space for rivers)
- Avoid abstract goals (e.g. “ecological capacity”) and focus on action-oriented interventions (e.g. dams)
- Give more space to the river despite high human density
- Participatory vision development, involving non-traditional sectors
- Transferring  river adapted shipping  to a major economic activity (win-win situation)
- Take a basin-wide management approach
- Using climate change as a major opportunity for change
- Finding common solutions with users
- Importance of benchmarking & celebrate/acknowledge success
- Creating an ‘overall story’
- Shift from ‘reactive’ to ‘proactive’
- Promote a simple set of criteria for “good Rhine Corridor projects”



ii) Connectivity, linking Policies, Places and People

Examples include:

- Bringing people from upstream to downstream and vice-versa
- Link Rhine corridor to the climate change
- Improve conncection between river and floodplain
- Open the opportunities at the delta for migratory fish to return to the river
- Reconnect people with the river, improving the access, invite for angling and recreation
- Ecological network development in the Netherlands and Germany (‘Biotopverbund’)
- Connecting the cities and partners along the Rhine


iii) Take concrete action
In particular:
- Open the Haringvliet
- Ensure open connections of side channels to main stream
- In general: make good use of already existing ‘best practice’ (e.g. WWF-Auen-Institut handbook in river restoration)
- Halt new industrial developments, which destroy the natural functions of the river
- Create new islands and river banks
- Upper Rhine is a main challenge
- Build on existing initiatives and institutions
- Seek funding for new innovative projects


iv) Communications & education

Examples given included: 

- Give examples of how the local society benefits (economy, life quality)
- Using the otter as a flagship species (e.g. sport fishing community)
- Bringing the young generation to the rive
- Using NGOs for providing inspiration
- Consider launching a big international campaign for the Rhine


v) Partnerships, involving both traditional and non-traditional sectors

Examples of partnerships included farmers (reducing nitrogen/phosphorus pollution), transport/shipping sector, NGOs promoting cultural & historical values, economic sectors, sport fishing community (2 million people in the NL alone), recreation in urban areas

[image: image3.jpg]



In terms of ranking, the development of a common vision was seen as most important. Such a vision should be accompanied by a joint action plan and should encompass all the other aspects identified above. 

3. Common perspective

All participants provided comments and inputs to a drawing illustrating different aspects of a vision for the Rhine Corridor. These comments have been incorporated after the meeting and the resulting birds eye view is attached.

4. New funding opportunities

Based on an overview of different EU funding opportunities for the period 2007-2013 and recommendations given, it was agreed to establish contacts and seek collaboration with six on- going cross-border projects (“Operational Programmes”) overlapping with the Rhine basin and funded by European regional Development Funds (ERDF).

When it comes to exploring new funding opportunities linked INTERREG IVC and LIFE+, the perspective was more divided. Some argued that the available time for preparing proposals with a high likelihood of success was not sufficient whilst others had a more optimistic view. 

5. Conclusions & Next steps

ICPR invited the participants to consider interacting more with its priority issues: implementation of Water Framework Directive (WFD) and the EU Flood Directive as well as the Rhine 2020 agenda agreed in 2001. An up-coming opportunity is a new report on climate change impacts and the consequences for ecology, shipping, hydro-power productions, water use, etc. An adaptation strategy is due in 2012/13.

From an EU perspective, the timing of promoting a biodiversity perspective for the Rhine is perfect. If explicit linkages are made to the new EU 2020 Biodiversity Strategy, the opportunities for receiving political support from the EC – Environment are good.

The NGO representatives from France, Germany, the Netherlands and Switzerland expressed a wish of continuing the process initiated at the workshop. Some voices were also raised in support of seeking funding for a common project.

 As an immediate follow-up, it was agreed that the NGO representatives should share the outcome of the workshop with their respective organisation. In particular, the following issues should be explored:

· Does the organisation see a possibility to participate in the further development of a Rhine Corridor, such as a common vision, joint action plan, etc?

· Is the organisation willing to enrol other partners in such a process, and - if yes - which? 

· Is the organisation willing to provide some financial support for the process, including the development of a joint funding application and identifying additional funding opportunities outside the EU?

· Is the organisation interested to taking the national lead in its country?

· Is the organisation also interested to taking the lead internationally?

· Some participants have expressed an interest in a bird’s eye view with their and other’s logo’s. If you would like your logo on the bird’s eye view, please send it to Wim Braakhekke.

Respective organisation is invited to provide a feedback by, the latest, 30 November 2010, to Wim Braakhekke, Stroming (wim.braakhekke@stroming.nl). 
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