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Report on the Ordinary Periodic Review of the areas included in the SPAMI List
I. Background
1. The SPAMI List was established in 2001 (Monaco Declaration) in order to promote cooperation

in the management and conservation of natural areas, as well as in the protection of threatened species
and their habitats.

2. Furthermore, the areas included in the SPAMI List are intended to have a value of example and
model for the protection of the natural heritage of the region.

3. To date, 35 areas, proposed by ten Contracting Parties, are included in the SPAMI List.
II.  Procedure for the SPAMI periodic review

4. During their Fifteenth Ordinary Meeting (Almeria, Spain, 15-18 January 2008), the Contracting
Parties to the Barcelona Convention and its Protocols adopted the “Procedure for the revision of the
areas included in the List of Specially Protected Areas of Mediterranean Importance (the SPAMI List)”
(including a Format for the periodic review) and requested the Specially Protected Areas Regional
Activity Centre (SPA/RAC) to implement the adopted procedure (Decision 1G.17/12%).

5. Annex I of the Protocol concerning Specially Protected Areas and Biological Diversity in the
Mediterranean (SPA/BD Protocol) lists mandatory criteria for eligibility for inclusion within the SPAMI
List. The purpose of the procedure is to evaluate SPAMI sites in order to examine whether they meet
the SPA/BD Protocol’s criteria.

6. The Ordinary Periodic Review, as provided for by the procedure, is a regular in-depth review
of the SPAMIs that should take place every six years, counting from the date of the inclusion of the site
in the SPAMI List.

7. The Periodic Review is entrusted to a mixed national/independent Technical Advisory
Commission (TAC) integrated by:
- The SPA/BD Focal Point concerned and/or the person responsible for the SPAMI management;
- A national expert on the particular biology and ecology of the area;
- Two independent experts, who would have all the necessary qualifications among scientific
rigor, regional experience in protected area management, independence and impartiality, and
should not be national of the country in which the review is carried out.

8. At least one member of the evaluation team involved in the country visit must have a working
knowledge of the language of that country (should not assume the protected area staff can speak English,
although this would be desirable).

9. The Periodic Review is based in an official format (please refer to section III of this document:
Format for the SPAMI periodic review).

10. The SPAMI manager completes the format prior to the site visit by the evaluation team and
makes sure that his/her responses are cross-referenced to supporting documentation.

I Decision 1G.17/12:
https://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/7257/08igl7 10_annex5_17_12_eng.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
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11. The TAC members should receive the completed format for periodic review and supporting
documentation (including key SPAMI documents and prescriptive list of threats) prior to the site visit.

12. The evaluation team should make a preliminary assessment of SPAMI compliance based on the
documents prior to the site visit.

13. Expenses incurred by the experts during this visit are met by the ordinary budget of the
Mediterranean Action Plan (MAP), so as to ensure the appraisal is completely objective.

14. The completed format should be endorsed by signature from all the TAC members.

15. The results of the review are forwarded to SPA/RAC, to be surveyed and presented in the
following biennial Meeting of SPA/BD Focal Points, for endorsement.

16. In the case of a negative recommendation, the SPA/BD Focal Points recommend the Meeting
of the Parties to include the SPAMI in a period of provisional nature.

17. A SPAMI can stay within the period of provisional nature for a maximum of six years. The
Party concerned must inform in the following Meeting of SPA/BD Focal Points, within two years time,
about the identification and launching of the adequate corrective measures.

18. SPAMIs in this provisional period, when the Party concerned asks for it, should constitute a
priority for cooperation and sponsorship from:
- Other Parties;
- Other SPAMIs;
- Any tools specifically established for the case, such as expert commissions or the support from
a SPAMI Fund.

19. Before the end of the six-year period, an Extraordinary Review will be developed. Two options
are envisioned for this review:
- Following the same procedure as for the Ordinary Review, or
- A rapid assessment (e.g. 2 days) entrusted to a simplified mission from the national SPAMI
manager and an independent non-national expert.

20. The results of this appraisal will be transmitted through SPA/RAC to the following Meeting of
SPA/BD Focal Points.

21. If the Extraordinary Review concludes that the recommended measures were implemented and
the legal, protection or ecological status has improved during the six years period, the SPAMI will leave
the period of provisional nature and enter again into the regular review process.

22. Should the Extraordinary Review conclude that the damage is irremediable or that the necessary
measures have not been implemented within the provisional period, the Parties may suggest the State
concerned to remove the SPAMI from the List, considering that important reasons for doing so still
remain.
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23. For this part of the procedure, a choice should be done between two options:
- The Party concerned would be invited to compensate the loss of a SPAMI with another site
proposed within the same country. The final decision would rest in the Party concerned; or
- The SPAMI is removed from the List. The decision for withdrawal should be taken by the
Meeting of the Parties by a two-thirds majority of the votes cast. It should be notified by means
of a resolution, and the reasons for such a decision shall be transmitted to the government
concerned and the authorities responsible for managing the area.

III. Format for the SPAMI periodic review

24, The Format for the periodic review adopted with the procedure in 2008 (Decision 1G.17/12) was
used for SPAMI ordinary periodic reviews since the 2008-2009 biennial period.

25. Between 2009 and 2015, 39 SPAMIs have been evaluated (including 13 SPAMIs that have been
evaluated twice) involving 17 independent experts.

26. The most recurrent recommendation arising from the 2015 evaluation (22 SPAMIs were
evaluated in 2015) was related to the need of revising the Format for the periodic review of SPAMIs
based on the experience gained from the evaluations undertaken until then.

217. The Twelfth Meeting of Focal Points for Specially Protected Areas (Athens, Greece, 25-29 May
2015) took note of this recommendation and, given the urgency of the matter, requested SPA/RAC to
draft a revised format with a view to submitting it to the Nineteenth Ordinary Meeting of the Contracting
Parties in February 2016.

28. SPA/RAC prepared a first draft that was subject to consultation and review by the SPA/BD
Focal Points and relevant partner organizations, and eventually submitted it to the meeting of the
Contracting Parties.

29. The new format is intended to be established online, in a way that keeps records of the main
elements of the SPAMI presentation report, the previous review reports and recommendations, and any
other relevant official documentation.

30. The online format includes guidance on how to translate the results of the assessment into scores.
A SPAMI achieving a score less than a threshold minimum score (40 out of 60 for SPAMIs making
their first periodic review and 46 out of 66 for the others ?) should be proposed for inclusion in a period
of provisional nature, provided for by the procedure.

31. The Nineteenth Ordinary Meeting of the Contracting Parties (Athens, Greece, 9-12 February
2016) took note of the revised format, and requested SPA/RAC to prepare the online version and to use
it, on a trial basis, for the evaluation of SPAMIs of 2017, along with the old version of the evaluation
format (Decision 1G.22/14°%).

2 According to the current SPAMI Evaluation System, the minimum score required for the SPAMI to remain in the ordinary
review process is 46 out of 66. Concerning the SPAMIs subject to their first periodic review (six years after their inclusion in
the SPAMI List), Section III of the Evaluation System related to the implementation of the recommendations by previous
evaluations (with a maximum score of 6 points) is not applicable. For that reason, for the SPAMIs which undergo their first
evaluation, the minimum score required for the SPAMI to remain in the ordinary review process is 40 out of 60.

3 Decision 1G.22/14:

https://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/6076/16ig22 28 22 14 _eng.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
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32. During the 2016-2017 biennial period, SPA/RAC established the online SPAMI Evaluation
System (http://rac-spa.org/spami_eval/spami.php) and tested it during the 2017 ordinary review of three
coastal national SPAMIs.

33. The Twentieth Ordinary Meeting of the Contracting Parties (Tirana, Albania, 17-20 December
2017) requested SPA/RAC to continue supporting the use of the online evaluation system for evaluating
coastal national SPAMIs and test it for transboundary high-sea SPAMIs (Decision 1G.23/9%).

IV. The ordinary periodic review of SPAMIs undertaken during the 2018-2019 biennial period

34. By their Decision 1G.23/9, the Contracting Parties requested SPA/RAC to work with the
relevant authorities in France, Italy, Lebanon, Monaco, Spain and Tunisia to carry out the ordinary
periodic review for the nineteen SPAMIs listed below, in accordance with the procedure established in
Decision 1G.17/12, and bring the outcome of that review process to the attention of the Contracting
Parties at their twenty-first meeting (December 2019).

35. The following nineteen SPAMIs are to be reviewed in 2018-2019:
- (1) Blue Coast Marine Park (France);
- (2) Embiez Archipelago - Six Fours (France);
- (3) Port-Cros (France);
- (4) Pelagos Sanctuary for the Conservation of Marine Mammals (France, Italy and Monaco);
- (5) Capo Carbonara Marine Protected Area (Italy);
- (6) Marine Protected Area of Penisola del Sinis - Isola di Mal di Ventre (Italy);
- (7) Porto Cesareo Marine Protected Area (Italy);
- (8) Palm Islands Nature Reserve (Lebanon);
- (9) Tyre Coast Nature Reserve (Lebanon);
- (10) Alboran Island (Spain);
- (11) Columbretes Islands (Spain);
- (12) Mar Menor and the Oriental Mediterranean zone of the region of Murcia coast (Spain);
- (13) Medes Islands (Spain);
- (14) Natural Park of Cabo de Gata-Nijar (Spain);
- (15) Natural Park of Cap de Creus (Spain);
- (16) Sea Bottom of the Levante of Almeria (Spain);
- (17) Kneiss Islands (Tunisia);
- (18) La Galite Archipelago (Tunisia); and
- (19) Zembra and Zembretta National Park (Tunisia).

36. In accordance with the procedure, Technical Advisory Commissions (TACs) have been set up
by the relevant authorities for each of the SPAMIs. The composition of these TACs for each of the
concerned SPAMIs is presented in Table 1 here below.

4 Decision 1G.23/9: http://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/id/74414/17ig23_23_2309_eng.pdf
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Table 1: Composition of the Technical Advisory Commissions (TACs) involved in the review

# | SPAMI

TAC members

1 Blue Coast Marine Park (France)

- Mr. Jean VERMOT (SPA/BD Focal Point SPA/BD)

- Mr. Frédéric BACHET (Director of the Blue Coast Marine
Park)

- Mr. Boris DANIEL (Agence Francaise pour la Biodiversité)

- Mr. Marc VERLAQUE (National expert)

- Mr. Sami BEN HAJ and Mr. Carlo FRANZOSINI (Independent
experts)

2 | Embiez Archipelago - Six Fours
(France)

- Mr. Jean VERMOT (SPA/BD Focal Point)

- Mr. Joseph MULE and Mme Paule ZUCCONI (Municipalité de
Six-Fours)

- Ms. Sandra RUNDE-CARIOU (Agence Francaise pour la
Biodiversité)

- Ms. Caroline ILIEN (Conservatoire du Littoral)

- Mr. Marc VERLAQUE (National expert)

- Mr. Sami BEN HAJ and Mr. Carlo FRANZOSINI (Independent
experts)

3 Port-Cros (France)

- Mr. Jean VERMOT (SPA/BD Focal Point)

- Mr. Alain BARCELO et Mme Marion PEIRACHE (Port-Cros
National Park)

- Ms. Céline MAURER (Agence Francaise pour la Biodiversité)
- Ms. Isabelle TAUPIER-LETAGE (National expert)

- Mr. Sami BEN HAJ and Mr. Carlo FRANZOSINI (Independent
experts)

4 | Pelagos Sanctuary for the
Conservation of Marine Mammals
(France, Italy and Monaco)

- Mr. Cyril GOMEZ, Chair of the Meeting of the Parties to the
Pelagos Agreement

- Mr. Alain BARCELO, Chair of the Technical and Scientific
Committee to the Pelagos Agreement

- Ms. Costanza FAVILLI, Acting Executive Secretary of the
Pelagos Agreement

- Mr. Jean VERMOT, French SPA/BD Focal Point

- Ms. Magali NAVINER (P/O Mr. Florian EXPERT, French
Focal Point of the Pelagos Agreement)

- Ms. Héléne LABACH, French National Expert

- Mr. Leonardo TUNESI, Italian SPA/BD Focal Point (P/O Mr.
Oliviero MONTANARO, Italian Focal Point of the Pelagos
Agreement P/O Mr. Roberto GIANGRECO, Italian National
Expert)

- Mr. Rapha€l SIMONET, Monegasque SPA/BD Focal Point
(P/O Mr. Ludovic AQUILINA, Monegasque National Expert)
- Ms. Sylvie TAMBUTTE, Monegasque Focal Point of the
Pelagos Agreement

- Mr. Chedly RAIS and Ms. Marina SEQUEIRA (Independent
experts)

5 | Capo Carbonara Marine Protected
Area (Italy)

- Mr. Leonardo TUNESI (SPA/BD Focal Point)

- Mr. Fabrizio ATZORI (Director of the Capo Carbonara MPA)
- Mr. Pierantoni ADDIS (National Expert)

- Ms. Christine PERGENT-MARTINI and Mr. Robert TURK
(Independent experts)
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6

Marine Protected Area of Penisola
del Sinis - Isola di Mal di Ventre

(Italy)

- Mr. Leonardo TUNESI (SPA/BD Focal Point)

- Mr. Massimo MARRAS (Director of the Penisola del Sinis -
Isola di Mal di Ventre MPA)

- Ms. Stefania COPPA (National expert)

- Ms. Christine PERGENT-MARTINI and Mr. Robert TURK
(Independent experts)

Porto Cesareo Marine Protected
Area (Italy)

- Mr. Leonardo TUNESI (SPA/BD Focal Point)

- Mr. Paolo D’AMBROSIO (Director of the Porto Cesareco MPA)
- Ms. Simonetta FRASCHETTI (National expert)

- Ms. Christine PERGENT-MARTINI and Mr. Robert TURK
(Independent experts)

Palm Islands Nature Reserve
(Lebanon)

- Ms. Lara SAMAHA (SPA/BD Focal Point)

- Mr. Ghassan JARADI (Head of the Palm Islands Nature
Reserve Committee)

- Mr. Manal NADER (National expert)

- Mr. Ameer Abdulla and Ms. Imen MELIANE (Independent
experts)

Tyre Coast Nature Reserve
(Lebanon)

- Ms. Lara SAMAHA (SPA/BD Focal Point)

- Ms. Nahed MSYALEB (Tyre Coast Nature Reserve Manager)
- Mr. Ali BADREDDINE (National expert)

- Mr. Ameer Abdulla and Ms. Imen MELIANE (Independent
experts)

10

Alboran Island (Spain)

- Mr. Jorge ALONSO, SPA/BD Focal Point, and Ms. Helena
MORENO (Ministry for Ecological Transition)

- Ms. Rosa MENDOZA, Mr. Fernando SANZ, Mr. Daniel
ACOSTA and Mr. Milagros PEREZ (Andalucia)

- Ms. Silvia REVENGA (Ministry of Agriculture, Fishery and
Food)

- Ms. Tundi AGARDY and Ms. Imen MELIANE (Independent
experts)

11

Columbretes Islands (Spain)

- Mr. Jorge ALONSO, SPA/BD Focal Point, and Ms. Helena
MORENO (Ministry for Ecological Transition)

- Ms. Silvia REVENGA (Ministry of Agriculture, Fishery and
Food)

- Ms. Gloria ROMERO (Valencia Regional Government)

- Ms. Tundi AGARDY and Ms. Imen MELIANE (Independent
experts)

12

Mar Menor and the Oriental
Mediterranean zone of the region of
Murcia coast (Spain)

- Mr. Jose Luis MANOVEL, Mr. Victor ABADIA and Mr. Jose
Antonio MARTINEZ (Region of Murcia)

- Ms. Tundi AGARDY and Ms. Imen MELIANE (Independent
experts)

13

Medes Islands (Spain)

- Ms. Clara RACIONERO, Mr. Ramén ALTURO, Ms. Victoria
RIERA and Mr. Gerard CARRION (Generalitat de Cataluiia)

- Ms. Tundi AGARDY and Ms. Imen MELIANE (Independent
experts)

14

Natural Park of Cabo de Gata-Nijar
(Spain)

- Ms. Lucia TEJERO, Mr. Hermelindo CASTRO, Mr. Daniel
ACOSTA and Mr. Milagros PEREZ (Junta de Andalucia)

- Ms. Silvia REVENGA (Ministry of Agriculture, Fishery and
Food)

- Ms. Tundi AGARDY and Ms. Imen MELIANE (Independent
experts)

15

Natural Park of Cap de Creus
(Spain)

- Ms. Clara RACIONERO, Mr. Ramén ALTURO, Ms. Victoria
RIERA and Mr. Gerard CARRION (Generalitat de Catalufia)
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- Ms. Tundi AGARDY and Ms. Imen MELIANE (Independent
experts)

16 | Sea Bottom of the Levante of - Mr. Jorge ALONSO, SPA/BD Focal Point, and Ms. Helena
Almeria (Spain) MORENO (Ministry for Ecological Transition)

- Ms. Tundi AGARDY and Ms. Imen MELIANE (Independent
experts)

17 | Kneiss Islands (Tunisia) - Mr. Mohamed Ali BEN TEMESSEK (SPA/BD Focal Point)

- Ms. Samia BOUFARES and Mr. Ahmed BENHMIDA (Agence
de Protection et d'Aménagement du Littoral, Manager)

- Mr. Khaled CHAKER (Expert national)

- Mr. Hocein BAZAIRI and Mr. Carlo FRANZOSINI
(Independent experts)

18 | La Galite Archipelago (Tunisia) - Mr. Mohamed Ali BEN TEMESSEK (SPA/BD Focal Point)

- Ms. Samia BOUFARES and Mr. Ahmed BENHMIDA (Agence
de Protection et d'Aménagement du Littoral, Manager)

- Mr. Sami BEN HAJ (Expert national)

- Mr. Hocein BAZAIRI and Mr. Carlo FRANZOSINI

(Independent experts)
19 | Zembra and Zembretta National - Mr. Mohamed Ali BEN TEMESSEK (SPA/BD Focal Point)
Park (Tunisia) - Ms. Samia BOUFARES and Mr. Ahmed BENHMIDA (Agence

de Protection et d'Aménagement du Littoral, Manager)
- Mr. Sami BEN HAJ (Expert national)

- Mr. Hocein BAZAIRI and Mr. Carlo FRANZOSINI
(Independent experts)

37. According to the procedure, SPA/RAC allocated resources from the MAP ordinary budget for
hiring the independent experts and covering their expenses during the site visits.

38. The periodic review formats initially filled in by each SPAMI manager (using the online SPAMI
Evaluation System), were finalized during the site visits and endorsed by signature from all the members
of the correspondent TAC, and lastly forwarded to SPA/RAC by the concerned SPA/BD Focal Points.

39. The full periodic review reports (in their original language: English or French) are available on
the online SPAMI Evaluation System: http://rac-spa.org/spami_eval/spami.php.

40. The signed PDF formats as submitted by the concerned SPA/BD Focal Points (in their original
language: English or French) are attached as Annex I to this document.

41. The final scores, score evaluation and conclusions by TACs, and recommendations for the future
evaluations are summarised in Table 2 here below.
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Table 2: Final scores and conclusions by TACs of the present evaluations, and recommendations for the future evaluations
SPAMIs marked with an asterisk (*) are undergoing their first periodic review. For those SPAMIs, the minimum score required to remain in the ordinary review process is 40 out of 60. However, for the
SPAMIs that have already be subject to ordinary reviews, the minimum score required to remain in the ordinary review process is 46 out of 66.

# SPAMI Total score Score evaluation and conclusions | Recommendations for the future evaluation
by TACs
1 Blue Coast Marine Park | 50/60 The SPAMI had achieved more 1) Continue to work on the diversification of means in order to try to increase the human
(France)* than the minimum score required: resources so as to maintain a high level of ambition for the SPAMI area.
=> Maintain the SPAMI in the 2) Explore the potential for evolving police powers so that the park officers may be
ordinary review process. empowered to record infractions concerning professional and recreational fishing.
3) Integrate the elements of the DOCOB (Natura 2000 Objective Document) into the
SPAMI management plan.
2 Embiez Archipelago - 46/60 The SPAMI had achieved more 1) Make that the map provided to users is not limited to the maritime public domain
Six Fours (France)* than the minimum score required: (DPM) managed by the City on behalf of the Conservatoire du Littoral. No longer
=> Maintain the SPAMI in the dissociate the two sites in order to have a notion of marine protected area in the broad
ordinary review process. sense, i.e. the Natura 2000 site, so that users and stakeholders quickly understand that it is

a unique protected area.

2) Establish a single management plan merging the two background documents: the
document of the Conservatoire du littoral and the Natura 2000 site DOCOB (Objective
Document).

3) Set up a no-take zone.

4) Develop the “fish” and fishing resources aspects in the knowledge enhancement
component and in the implementation of restrictive measures, and more generally adopt
the ecosystem approach.

3 Port-Cros (France) 58/66 The SPAMI had achieved more 1) Continue to be involved in Mediterranean networks of marine protected areas in order
than the minimum score required: to promote exchanges with other marine and coastal protected areas, including SPAMIs,
=> Maintain the SPAMI in the and share the expertise of the PNPC (Port-Cros National Park) in terms of management
ordinary review process. and scientific monitoring.

2) Extend the SPAMI to the current perimeter of the national park (following the
redefinition of its boundaries in 2012).
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4 Pelagos Sanctuary for 51/61™ The SPAMI had achieved more The TAC recommends to improve as appropriate the resources for the implementation of
the Conservation of than the minimum score required: the management plan. In this context the monitoring activities should be reinforced and
Marine Mammals => Maintain the SPAMI in the oriented to provide useful data to identify and, where necessary, adapt the management
(France, Italy and ordinary review process. measures in the coming years. To this purpose, further integration of international and
Monaco) national monitoring programs is recommended.
5 Capo Carbonara Marine | 50/60 The SPAMI had achieved more 1) The number of the permanent staff, in particular scientific and technical collaborators,
Protected Area (Italy)* than the minimum score required: should be incremented to ensure the long term sustainability of the management of the
=> Maintain the SPAMI in the SPAMI.
ordinary review process. 2) In order to assure a coherent, timely and efficient surveillance, the field staff of the
SPAMI should be empowered to impose sanctions.
6 Marine Protected Area 54/60 The SPAMI had achieved more 1) The number of the permanent staff, in particular scientific and technical collaborators,
of Penisola del Sinis - than the minimum score required: should be incremented to ensure the long term sustainability of the management of the
Isola di Mal di Ventre => Maintain the SPAMI in the SPAMI.
(Italy)* ordinary review process. 2) A more efficient system of surveillance should be put in place to prevent the current use

of illegal fishing techniques (bottom trawling) and to assure the implementation of
conservation measures in the A and B zones.

3) To insure a coherent and efficient promotion of nature conservation and the role of the
MPA therein more effort should be devoted to communication tools including on spot
informative panels.

7 Porto Cesareo Marine 44/60 The SPAMI had achieved more 1) Permanent staff, both administrative and scientific-technical, should be assured to
Protected Area (Italy)* than the minimum score required: ensure the long-term sustainability of the SPAMI management.
=> Maintain the SPAMI in the 2) In order to ensure a coherent, timely and efficient surveillance, the field staff should be
ordinary review process. assured and empowered to impose sanctions.
8 Palm Islands Nature 33/60 - The SPAMI had a score <1 for | 1) Review composition of the protected area advisory committee (APAC) to ensure
Reserve (Lebanon)* items: 2.3, 3.3, 3.5 and 3.6; and relevant expertise are represented and consistent members continuation is maintained (the

- The SPAMI hasn’t achieved the
minimum score required:
=>Include the SPAMI in a
period of provisional nature.

current composition does not include enough scientists).

2) Explore different approaches to sustainable financing including eco-tourism as a viable
option and develop a pragmatic business model and sustainable financing plan.

3) Develop an entrance fee system for the Palm Islands Nature Reserve (PINR) to control
tourism access including demarcating the marine boundaries of the PA.

4) Urgent hire of a manager and potentially replace the current ranger.

** Questions 1 and 3 of sub-section 5 (with a maximum score of 1 point each) and Item 7.1 of Section III (with a maximum score of 3 points) were considered as ‘Not Applicable’ by the evaluators.
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5) Update the management plan of PINR including develop a management plan for the
marine area.

6) Develop a communication and outreach programme involving local communities and
Stakeholders.

7) Secure infrastructure for PINR, including office space, functional boat and enhance
support infrastructure on the island.

8) PINR APAC should submit timely financial and accounting reports to MoE in order to
initiate the disbursement of the financial contribution.

9) Review and streamline the procedure for disbursing the PINR financial contribution of
the MoE within the ministry of finance.

10) Develop a waste management programme for the tourism trash on PINR during the
summer season.

9 Tyre Coast Nature
Reserve (Lebanon)*

38/60

The SPAMI hasn’t achieved the
minimum score required:

=> Include the SPAMI in a
period of provisional nature.

1) Urgent need to review and update the Tyre Coast Nature Reserve (TCNR) Management
Plan (2004) to:
a) Identify and prioritise specific objectives by highlighting key conservation values
(beyond sea turtles) of the TCNR,
b) Develop marine zoning plan including potential multiple use, no-take, scientific
zones, etc.,
¢) Develop pragmatic business and financing plan for the TCNR,
d) Develop Tourism Management Plan.
2) Explore mechanisms to evaluate and enhance performance of current staff.
3) Recruit key expertise including Conservation Planning, Marine Science, Accounting,
and Communication and Outreach.
4) Develop a comprehensive monitoring plan that includes indicators and thresholds of
management and biodiversity components.
5) Define appropriate infringement penalties and authorise staff to adequately enforce
them.
6) Clearly delineate boundaries of terrestrial and marine zones and install adequate signs
for the public.
7) Secure financial contribution of the Ministry of Environment (MoE) by submitting
appropriate reports in a timely fashion.
8) Stop enlargement of parking lot which reduces beach area.
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10 | Alboran Island (Spain) 52/66 The SPAMI had achieved more 1) Given the overlapping protection figures within the area and the upcoming management

than the minimum score required: plan there should be more synergies among the different authorities responsible for the

=> Maintain the SPAMI in the management of the areas.

ordinary review process. 2) There should be an attempt to develop proposal for funding and ensuring better
cooperation for the monitoring of the marine and coastal biodiversity.

11 | Columbretes Islands 56/66 The SPAMI had achieved more 1) To continue to find ways to link the monitoring data to management.

(Spain) than the minimum score required: 2) To continue to explore sustainable financing to facilities.
=> Maintain the SPAMI in the 3) To continue to monitor climate change and export it as a model to other SPAMIs.
ordinary review process.

12 | Mar Menor and the 53/66 The SPAMI had achieved more This SPAMI has achieved a high level of management and coordination between the
Oriental Mediterranean than the minimum score required: various agencies with different mandates for protected areas within the SPAMI. This is
zone of the region of => Maintain the SPAMI in the highly commendable and should continue.

Murcia coast (Spain) ordinary review process. 1) Develop a map that shows the various protected areas designations that exist within the
SPAMI and the areal extent of existing management plans or regulations.
2) The current levels of scuba diving is at an equilibrium with the functioning of the
system. It is important that any change of the current quotas should maintain this
equilibrium. Decisions should continue to be made on the basis of the monitoring data in
addition to an open dialogue with the scuba diving centres and fishermen.
3) It is very important to maintain and increase the control and surveillance in the SPAMI.
4) Take stock of the data being collected on various aspects of climate change and expand
the monitoring programme to other areas in the SPAMI (beyond the Mar Menor and Cabo
de Palos) to better anticipate potential changes in the environment and management
actions in the future.

13 | Medes Islands (Spain) 49/66 The SPAMI had achieved more 1) Continue discussions about how to secure increased and sustainable financing,

than the minimum score required:

=> Maintain the SPAMI in the
ordinary review process.

especially to enhance technical marine capacity. This would include collaboration between
scientific / academic institutions and government, as well as possible public/private
partnerships. The funding is needed for staff and infrastructure (housing), especially as
marine management and integrated coastal management demands increase.

2) Finalize the plan and regulations for the regional natural park.

3) Propose the expansion of the SPAMI to include, at a minimum, the new limits of the
marine area of the regional park.
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4) Continue the monitoring plan and the adaptive management approach currently
undertaken, with even more attention to how management may need to be altered in
response to climate change.
5) Continue to promote Medes Island monitoring and management (and the direct link
between the two) as a model for other SPAMIs in Spain and throughout the Mediterranean.
14 | Natural Park of Cabo de | 50/66 The SPAMI had achieved more 1) Sustainable finance mechanisms that allow user fee revenues to be collected and

Gata-Nijar (Spain) than the minimum score required: managed by the SPAMI should be explored in collaboration with regional and national
=> Maintain the SPAMI in the government.
ordinary review process. 2) The SPAMI should continue and increase their work on climate change, particularly

monitoring some key variables.
3) Uphold the management standard that serve to make this SPAMI a model, and continue
to share lessons learned.

15 | Natural Park of Cap de | 48/66 The SPAMI had achieved more 1) Finalise the consultation process and adoption of the management plan.

Creus (Spain) than the minimum score required: 2) Advocate for increased human and financial resources for the implementation of the
=> Maintain the SPAMI in the management plan, including the exploration of new funding mechanisms through user
ordinary review process. fees.

3) Improve the monitoring programme to include indicators related to human uses and
impacts.
4) Improve signage and delimitation of the marine area of the SPAMI.

16 | Sea Bottom of the 56/66 The SPAMI had achieved more 1) Improve the collaboration with the SPAMI Cabo de Gata-Nijar given the continuity of

Levante of Almeria than the minimum score required: some ecosystems

(Spain) => Maintain the SPAMI in the 2) Finalise the MoU between Junta de Andalucia and the Ministry in order to ensure more
ordinary review process. human resources on site for the management of the SPAMI

17 | Kneiss Islands (Tunisia) | 43/66 - The SPAMI had a score <1 for | 1) At the end of the Tunisian SPAMIs evaluation, the experts noted a lack of human

item 3.6; and
- The SPAMI hasn’t achieved the

minimum score required:
=>Include the SPAMI in a
period of provisional nature.

resources dedicated to field interventions on the SPAMIs (there is no permanent
management unit for each site), plus a heavy and blocking administrative procedure to site
management activities (organization of missions, procurements for equipment and
expertise). It is therefore strongly suggested to simplify these procedures and strengthen
recruitment within APAL. It is essential that the sites included in the SPAMI List be
provided with the appropriate management means (see point “e” of the General Principles
for inclusion in the SPAMI List, Annex I to the SPA/BD Protocol);
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2) It is imperative to activate the ‘Kneiss Islands” SPAMI declaration process as AMCP
(marine and coastal protected area) in order to formalize all the regulatory aspects of
control, monitoring and management;

3) As part of the current process of declaration of the SPAMI as AMCP, it is provided by
the implementing texts of the law 49-2009 that a specific and permanent management unit
is set up. However, it is recommended that the number of the Kneiss Islands management
officers be increased as quickly as possible;

4) It is important that the Tunisian State continues to strengthen and stabilize its
contribution in the financing and granting of funds for a better management of the SPAMI
in the long term. One of the opportunities would be to make the SPAMI benefit from a
regular financing from M2PA (The MedFund) to cope, even partially, with some needs for
its operation.

5) Establish a generalized feedback mechanism for all the components of the site. To this
end, monitoring and surveillance actions should be carried out on a regular basis and not
by project approach. APAL should have the means to promote an annual planning of this
monitoring in order to update obsolete data and persevere in a proactive management of
the site;

6) Better management of the sector of fishing clams by foot:
- limit this activity to the areas of Zostera meadows;

- use the tool currently proposed by FAO (small plastic rake) instead of the sickle.
7) Further control the use of benthic trawls (locally referred to as “Kiss™);
8) In parallel with encouraging the blue crab fishing, the Directorate-General for Fisheries
and Aquaculture (DGPA) should collaborate with APAL for the selection of lower-impact
fishing gears other than the mini-trawl;
9) Develop an emergency plan for accidental pollution;
10) Continued training and monitoring activities are encouraged due to the uncertainty of
current funding sources. Continue the partnership with scientific institutions and NGOs.

18

La Galite Archipelago
(Tunisia)

41/66

The SPAMI hasn’t achieved the
minimum score required:

=> Include the SPAMI in a
period of provisional nature.

1) At the end of the Tunisian SPAMIs evaluation, the experts noted a lack of human
resources dedicated to field interventions on the SPAMIs (there is no permanent
management unit for each site), plus a heavy and blocking administrative procedure to site
management activities (organization of missions, procurements for equipment and
expertise). It is therefore strongly suggested to simplify these procedures and strengthen
recruitment within APAL. It is essential that the sites included in the SPAMI List be
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provided with the appropriate management means (see point "e" of the General Principles
for inclusion in the SPAMI List, Annex I to the SPA/BD Protocol);

2) It is imperative to activate the ‘La Galite Archipelago’ SPAMI declaration process as
AMCP (marine and coastal protected area) in order to formalize all the regulatory aspects
of control, monitoring and management;

3) As part of the current process of declaration of the SPAMI as AMCEP, it is provided by
the implementing texts of the law 49-2009 that a specific and permanent management unit
is set up. However, it is recommended that the number of the La Galite Archipelago
management officers be increased as quickly as possible;

4) It is important that the Tunisian State continues to strengthen and stabilize its
contribution in the financing and granting of funds for a better management of the SPAMI
in the long term. One of the opportunities would be to make the SPAMI benefit from a
regular financing from M2PA (The MedFund) to cope, even partially, with some needs for
its operation.

5) There is currently a partial feedback mechanism that has resulted in significant
management actions. It is recommended to generalize this mechanism to all the
components of the site. To this end, monitoring and surveillance actions should be carried
out on a regular basis and not by project approach. APAL should have the means to
promote an annual planning of this monitoring in order to update obsolete data and
persevere in a proactive management of the site;

6) The archaeological component should not be marginalized and deserves a better
valorization by creating partnerships with the Institut National du Patrimoine;

7) Develop an emergency plan for accidental pollution;

8) Conserve local agronomic biodiversity by developing an arboretum to preserve local
varieties in-situ or ex-situ.

9) Continued training and monitoring activities are encouraged due to the uncertainty of
current funding sources. Continue the partnership with scientific institutions and NGOs.

19

Zembra and Zembretta
National Park (Tunisia)

42/66

- The SPAMI had a score <1 for
items: 2.3, 3.3, 3.5 and 3.6; and
- The SPAMI hasn’t achieved the

minimum score required:
=> Include the SPAMI in a
period of provisional nature.

1) At the end of the Tunisian SPAMIs evaluation, the experts noted a lack of human
resources dedicated to field interventions on the SPAMIs (there is no permanent
management unit for each site), plus a heavy and blocking administrative procedure to site
management activities (organization of missions, procurements for equipment and
expertise). It is therefore strongly suggested to simplify these procedures and strengthen
recruitment within APAL. It is essential that the sites included in the SPAMI List be
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provided with the appropriate management means (see point "e" of the General Principles
for inclusion in the SPAMI List, Annex I to the SPA/BD Protocol);

2) It is imperative to activate the ‘Zembra and Zembretta’ SPAMI declaration process as
AMCP (marine and coastal protected area) in order to formalize all the regulatory aspects
of control, monitoring and management;

3) As part of the current process of declaration of the SPAMI as AMCEP, it is provided by
the implementing texts of the law 49-2009 that a specific and permanent management unit
is set up. However, it is recommended that the number of the Zembra Archipelago
management officers be increased as quickly as possible;

5) Establish a generalized feedback mechanism for all the components of the site. To this
end, monitoring and surveillance actions should be carried out on a regular basis and not
by project approach. APAL should have the means to promote an annual planning of this
monitoring in order to update obsolete data and persevere in a proactive management of
the site;

5) It is important that the Tunisian State continues to strengthen and stabilize its
contribution in the financing and granting of funds for a better management of the SPAMI
in the long term. One of the opportunities would be to make the SPAMI benefit from a
regular financing from M2PA (The MedFund) to cope, even partially, with some needs for
its operation.

6) In the current management plan, developed in March 2019, the terrestrial part of the
Jbel Houaria has been added to the AMCP of ‘Zembra - Jbel Haouiria’. As such, it is
strongly recommended that the terrestrial component be considered in future assessments;
7) Develop an emergency plan to deal with major anthropogenic risks, including risks
related to the maritime traffic;

8) It is necessary to remedy the erosion problems that affect the archaeological sites of the
SPAMI.
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V.

42.

The ordinary periodic review of SPAMIs to be undertaken during the 2020-2021 biennial
period

The 2020-2021 biennial period ordinary reviews will concern five SPAMIs in 2020 and six

SPAMIs in 2021.

43.

44,

The SPAMIs to be reviewed in 2020 are:

(1) Lara-Toxeftra Turtle Reserve (Cyprus) ;

(2) Marine Protected Area of Tavolara-Punta Coda Cavallo (Italy);

(3) Marine Protected Area and Natural Reserve of Torre Guaceto (Italy);
(4) Miramare Marine Protected Area (Italy); and

(5) Plemmirio Marine Protected Area (Italy).

The SPAMIs to be reviewed in 2021 are:

(1) Bouches de Bonifacio Nature Reserve (France) ;

(2) Marine Protected Area of Capo Caccia-Isola Piana (Italy);
(3) Punta Campanella Marine Protected Area (Italy);

(4) Al-Hoceima National Park (Morocco);

(5) Archipelago of Cabrera National Park (Spain); and

(6) Maro-Cerro Gordo Cliffs (Spain).



ANNEX I

Formats of the Periodic review of the SPAMIs filled and signed by the respective
Technical Advisory Commissions



(1) Format of the Periodic review of “Blue Coast Marine Park”
(France)



Format révise pour 1'examen périodique des ASPIM
www.rac-spa.org/spami eval/tr

La Liste des ASPIM a été établie en 2001 (Déclaration de Monaco) en vue de promouvoir la coopération en matiére de
gestion et de conservation des aires naturelles et de protection des espéces menacées et de leurs habitats. En outre, les
aires inscrites sur la Liste des ASPIM sont destinées a avoir une valeur d’exemple et de modéle pour la protection du
patrimoine naturel de la région.

Lors de leur 15°™ CdP (Almeria, Espagne, janvier 2008), les Parties Contractantes ont adopté la Procédure pour la
révision des aires inscrites sur la Liste des ASPIM et demandé au CAR/ASP d’appliquer la Procédure adoptée

La Procédure adoptée a donc pour but d’évaluer les sites ASPIM afin d’examiner s’ils satisfont les critéres énoncés par le
Protocole ASP/DB. Une révision ordinaire des ASPIM devrait donc avoir lieu tous les 6 ans, a partir de la date
d’inscription du site sur la liste des ASPIM.


http://WWW.rac-spa.org/spami_eval/fr

Format Révisé pour 1'examen périodique des ASPIM

Nom de I'ASPIM : Parc Marin de l1a Cote Bleue

SECTION I : CRITERES QUI SONT OBLIGATOIRES POUR L'INSCRIPTION
D'UNE AIRE SUR LA LISTE DES ASPIM

1. VALEUR MEDITERRANEENNE DE L'ASPIM

Note
1.1. L'ASPIM remplit toujours au moins un des
critéres relatifs a 1a valeur régionale méditerranéenne 1
tels que présentés dans I'Annexe I au Protocole
ASP/DB.

Echelle d'évaluation : 0= Non, Oui = 1

Justification de la note :

Le Parc Marin de la Céte Bleue remplit les critéres relatifs a la valeur régionale méditerranéenne,
avec :

a) Unicité et b) Représentativité naturelle : la Cote Bleue constitue une entité littorale et paysagéere bien
délimitée par le golfe de Fos a 1’Ouest, la rade de Marseille a I’Est, et 1’étang de Berre au Nord. Elle
constitue, de plus, la derniére c6te rocheuse a 1’Ouest du littoral provencgal avant le facies bas et sableux
du littoral du golfe du Lion. En ce qui concerne le milieu marin, la Cote Bleue présente le plus vaste
herbier de Posidonie du département des Bouches-du-Rhéne (1.049 ha), et le dernier herbier
représentatif avant celui de la Cote Vermeille (juste avant la frontiére espagnole). L’habitat récif
coralligene est également le plus grand du département (222 ha). Les grottes sous-marines sont aussi
les derniéres avant 1’Espagne. Ces habitats constituent des carrefours biogéographiques et hébergent
des espéces rares et plus de 60 especes animales sont protégées par des accords internationaux, dont 14
protégées au niveau national. La Cote Bleue présente un environnement océanographique complexe
(zone de plusieurs upwellings, apports du flux rhodanien, production primaire élevée et richesse
particuliere des ressources halieutiques).

c) Diversité : la Cote Bleue montre une biodiversité marine trés riche, avec 33 espéces a statut (8
végétaux et 25 animaux) inscrites a 'annexe II du Protocole ASPIM, comme espéces en danger ou
menacées. Concernant les espéces de 1’annexe III (espéces dont 1’exploitation est réglementée), 17
autres especes sont présentes dans I’ASPIM. De nombreux inventaires naturalistes sont menés par le
Parc Marin de la Cote Bleue et les scientifiques (eg. 245 espéces de poissons, 313 macrophytes, 271
éponges, 227 bryozoaires, etc).

d) Caractére naturel : la Cote Bleue offre un caractére naturel préservé, avec une maitrise de
I’urbanisation grace aux domaines du Conservatoire du Littoral. Avec une surface de 3391 ha, ils
constituent la plus vaste acquisition de France continentale, aprés la Camargue. En 2013, le site du
massif de la Nerthe a été classé au titre de la loi de 1930 pour son caracteére et ses qualité?s paysageres
sur 4965 ha, dont 510 ha en mer sur le DPM. Le territoire regroupe 5 communes, et 28.000 habitants
sur 42 km de littoral.

e) Présence d’habitats d’importance pour les especes en danger, menacées ou endémiques : parmi les
habitats d’intéréts méditerranéens, on note sur ce territoire la présence de 26 biocénoses, faciés ou
associations adoptés dans le cadre du P.A.M.M. Dans I’ASPIM, I’habitat prioritaire herbier de
Posidonie est le plus vaste du département des Bouches-du-Rhone, avec 1049 ha, tout comme 1’habitat
récif coralligéne (222 ha). Ces habitats hébergent des espéces bénéficiant d’un statut de protection
national (comme la grande nacre, la datte de mer, 1’oursin diademe, la grande cigale) ou d’especes
menacées et réglementées comme les mérous et le corb, dont la population la plus importante du
département est installée dans la réserve de Carry.




f) Représentativité culturelle : la péche artisanale traditionnelle revét un caractére culturel et
patrimonial fort dans I’ASPIM. Depuis 1’origine, la gestion du Parc Marin est réalisée en co-
construction avec les pécheurs professionnels qui sont membres du Parc Marin, dans le cadre d’un
partenariat étroit. I’éducation a 1’environnement est une priorité importante de I’ASPIM, avec plus de
27.000 scolaires sensibilisés depuis 1984 par le dispositif des classes de mer. Le Parc organise des
visites guidées de la zone marine protégée de Carry pour les vacanciers 1’été et accueille également le
grand public dans ses locaux (ateliers ludiques, conférences, expositions).

Note

1.2. Niveau des changements indésirables survenus
pendant la période d'évaluation pour les habitats et les
espéces considérées comme caractéristiques naturelles
dans le rapport de présentation de PASPIM soumis lors 2
de l'inscription de l’aire sur la Liste des ASPIM.
Echelle d'évaluation : 0 = Changements importants

1 = Changements modérés

2 = Changements légers

3 = Pas de changements indésirables

Justification de 1a note :

Le Parc Marin de la Cote Bleue subit les changements globaux, et notamment 1’évolution climatique.
L’érosion cotiére liée a des phénoménes météorologiques forts (tempétes, pluies abondantes, épisodes
« cévenols »...) semble s’accentuer.

Nous notons dans les enregistrements continus de la température de I’eau dans les 2 zones marines
protégées (a 11, 17, et 23 métres de profondeur) des évolutions perceptibles sans qu’il nous soit
possible de les interpréter sur un plan plus général.

Des espéces introduites, notamment 2 especes invasives de poissons herbivores, Siganus spp., et le
poisson trompette nous ont été signalées par les pécheurs professionnels ces derniéres années.

Des bateaux de plaisance de plus grande dimension fréquentent et mouillent dans les eaux de la Cote
Bleue, qui reste cependant relativement a 1’écart des destinations des navires de grande plaisance.

La Cote Bleue est touchée par le phénoméne général de mortalité des grandes nacres Pinna nobilis par
un parasite spécifique qui affecte le bassin Nord-Occidental de la Méditerranée depuis 2017 (estimation
d’une mortalité supérieure a 60 % dans la zone marine protégée de Carry-le-Rouet en septembre 2018).

Cependant, en paralléele, des mesures prises par I’ASPIM sont de nature a atténuer les pressions subies
par les habitats et les espéces, on peut citer :

Une meilleure préservation de 1’habitat herbier de Posidonie (le plus vaste du département des
Bouches-du-Rhéne, avec 1049 ha) par :

- Le contréle des mouillages des plaisanciers, avec la création de ZIM (zones d’interdiction au
mouillage) et de ZIEM (zones d’interdiction aux engins a moteur) dans les fonds de calanques
les plus fréquentées,

- Dinstallation depuis 2015 de 143 bouées écologiques pour le balisage estival de la bande des
300 m, évitant la dégradation de 600 a 1000 m? d’herbier chaque année,

- la mise en place d’une mesure spécifique et préventive vis-a-vis de la grande plaisance :
depuis le 1* juillet 2016, un arrété du Préfet Maritime de la Méditerranée pris sur proposition
du PMCB réglemente le mouillage des navires supérieurs a 20 m hors tout, qui est maintenant
interdit sur 1’ensemble des herbiers de Posidonies jusqu’a -30m de profondeur. Seules 3 zones
sont autorisées, sur les fonds sableux, devant la Céte Bleue pour les navires compris entre 20
et 40 métres hors tout.

Un programme d’étude du Grand Dauphin a été engagé en 2016 en partenariat avec le GECEM
(Groupe d’Etude des Cétacés de Méditerranée) et le Parc National des Calanques visant a mieux
connaitre la population fréquentant le littoral des Bouches du Rhéne, avec un volet sensibilisation des
usagers.

Le PMCB, qui accueille dans ses locaux le siege du GEM (Groupe d’Etude du Mérou), est partie-
prenante des études et procédures qui conduisent au renouvellement des moratoires relatifs aux




restrictions de péche sur les différentes especes de mérous, et a I’extension depuis 2014 de ces mesures
en faveur du corb Sciaena umbra.

Note

1.3. Est-ce que les objectifs, énoncés dans la demande
initiale pour la désignation de PASPIM, sont poursuivis
activement ?
Echelle d'évaluation : 0 = Non 3
1 = Seulement quelques uns
2 = Oui pour la plupart d'entre eux
3 = Oui pour I'ensemble des objectifs

Justification de 1a note :

Aprés avoir élaboré, en 2012, le Document d’Objectifs du site Natura 2000 « Cote Bleue Marine »
FR9301999 qui inclut la presque totalitt du Parc Marin (DOCOB totalement compatible et
complémentaire au plan de gestion du PMCB), le PMCB a renforcé ses moyens d’action en se voyant
confier en 2014 son animation. Ce role d’animateur Natura 2000 permet un véritable dialogue et un
ajustement des mesures de gestion avec les services de I’Etat, qui de plus consultent le PMCB dans le
cadre des évaluations d’incidences Natura 2000 de tous les plans, projets et manifestations nautiques
qui concernent le territoire de la Cote Bleue.

En termes de gouvernance, le PMCB, suite a une mobilisation des collectivités membres du syndicat et
de nombreux partenaires, a pu conserver en 2016 son statut et son autonomie, ainsi que sa gouvernance
locale.

En effet, dans le cadre de la mise en ceuvre des lois MAPTAM (modernisation de I'action publique
territoriale et d'affirmation des métropoles de 2014) et NOTRE (Nouvelle Organisation Territoriale de
la République de 2015) entrainant la création de la métropole Aix-Marseille-Provence, il avait été
envisagé de rattacher le syndicat mixte a ladite métropole. L’ensemble des acteurs locaux a fait valoir la
spécificité du travail du Parc, et ce projet a été abandonné.

A cette occasion les objectifs statutaires ont été réécrits et ont permis de clarifier et de renforcer les
objectifs originels. Cette modification statutaire a été entérinée en 2018 par arrété préfectoral. Ils sont
détaillés ci-apres :
e La connaissance, I’étude et le suivi du milieu marin et littoral de la Cote Bleue,
e La protection des habitats marins et des especes qui les peuplent,
e [La collaboration avec les collectivités et I’Etat, notamment en vue de la contribution a
I’objectif du bon état écologique du milieu marin,
e La contribution a une meilleure gestion des ressources halieutiques,
o L’expérimentation en matiere de gestion du milieu marin et le partage des résultats notamment
dans les réseaux d’Aires Marines Protégées,
e La participation a des programmes de recherche scientifique,
e La réalisation de programmes pédagogiques auprés des scolaires en liaison avec I’Education
Nationale,
e L’information et la sensibilisation du public a I’environnement marin.




2.

DISPOSITIONS JURIDIQUES ET INSTITUTIONNELLES

Note
2.1. Le statut juridique de I'ASPIM (en référence a
son statut juridique a la date du rapport d'évaluation
précédent).
Echelle d'évaluation : 2

0 = Changement négatif important dans le statut juridique de I'ASPIM
1 = Changement négatif 1éger dans le statut juridique de 'ASPIM
2 = L'ASPIM a maintenu ou amélioré son statut juridique

Justification de 1a note ¢

Le PMCB a renforcé les dispositifs juridiques qu’il met en ceuvre pour atteindre ses objectifs
statutaires, avec plusieurs nouveaux textes, notamment :

- Décret ministériel du 20 juin 2013 portant classement du site du massif de la Nerthe, soit 4455 ha
terrestre et 510 ha marin (site et monument naturel classés au titre de la loi du 2 mai 1930) ;

- Arrété inter-préfectoral du 31 mars 2014 approuvant le DOCOB Documents d’Objectifs du site
Natura 2000 Cote Bleue Marine ;

- Arrété ministériel du 1% juillet 2014 et arrété préfectoral du 16 décembre 2014 portant
renouvellement des 2 réserves marines protégées de Carry et Couronne pour une durée non
limitée ;

- Arrété ministériel de ZSC (Zone Spéciale de Conservation) du 24 novembre 2015 (N 2000) ;

- Arrété préfectoral du 1 juillet 2016 réglementant les navires supérieurs a 20 meétres hors tout et
interdisant leur mouillage entre le rivage et -30 m de profondeur ;

- Précision des objectifs statutaires en 2018 (cf. 1.3 ci-dessus)

En outre, le maintien du syndicat mixte en 2016 a permis de conserver le dispositif actuel.

Enfin, et sans que cela ait une portée juridique aujourd’hui, le PMCB a été inscrit sur la Liste Verte
des Aires Protégées de ’UICN le 27 novembre 2018 a la suite d’une procédure de vérification de
sa gestion par rapport a des critéres internationaux.

Note

2.2 Les compétences et les responsabilités sont-elles
clairement définies dans les textes régissant l'aire ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Les Compétences et responsabilités ne sont pas clairement définies 2
1 = La définition des compétences et responsabilités a besoin d'une
légére amélioration
2 = L'ASPIM a clairement défini les compétences et responsabilités

Justification de la note :

L'ASPIM a clairement défini ses compétences et responsabilités dans les statuts du Syndicat Mixte
Parc Marin de la Cote Bleue (voirl.3 ci-dessus). Celui-ci prévoit une gouvernance partagée et
conconstruite entre les différents acteurs de I’ASPIM (élus, collectivités...). La présidence annuelle
tournante est assurée par es cinq maires du territoire de I’ASPIM.

Le comité syndical présidé par un des maires, renouvelé chaque année, composé de 26 membres,
est I’organe décisionnaire. Par ses délibérations, il décide des politiques du Parc. Le Président du
comité syndical nomme les agents du syndicat mixte et en exécute le budget. Le directeur et son
équipe proposent et mettent en ceuvre le programme d’action décidé par le comité syndical.

Le comité de pilotage de Natura 2000 de 50 membres participe de la gouvernance du Parc.
Actuellement, le Parc est I’animateur du site Natura 2000.

Le conseil scientifique, organe consultatif de 22 membres, participe, sur invitation, au comité
syndical.

Les compte-rendus annuels d’activités permettent de vérifier les actions entreprises.




Note

2.3. Est-ce que ll'aire a un organe de gestion,
disposant de pouvoirs suffisants ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Pas d'organe de gestion, ou l'organe de gestion n'est pas doté de 2
pouvoirs suffisants
1 = L'organe de gestion n'est pas entiérement dédié a 'ASPIM
2 = L'ASPIM a un organe de gestion entiérement dédié et des pouvoirs
suffisants pour mettre en ceuvre les mesures de conservation

Justification de 1a note ¢
Le PMCB est I’organe de gestion entierement dédié a I’ASPIM et a des compétences directes sur la
gestion et la conservation de I’ASPIM.




3.

LA GESTION ET DISPONIBILITE DES RESSOURCES

Note

3.1 Est-ce que I'ASPIM a un plan de gestion ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Pas de plan de gestion ou le niveau de mise en ceuvre du plan de
gestion est évalué comme "insuffisant" 2
1 = Le plan de gestion n’est pas officiellement adopté, mais sa mise en
ceuvre est évaluée comme "adéquate”
2 = Le plan de gestion est officiellement adopté et mis en ceuvre de
maniére adéquate

Justification de 1a note :

Le Plan de Gestion du Parc 2019-2027, prolongation du précédent plan de gestion, est en cours de
formalisation et a été adopté dans ses grandes lignes par le Comité Technique du Plan de Gestion le
17 septembre 2018. Il comporte 7 grands objectifs, déclinés en 49 actions.

A noter que le DOCOB du site Natura 2000 « Cote Bleue Marine », approuvé par arrété inter-
préfectoral le 31 mars 2014, est aussi considéré comme un document cadre de gestion, avec 36
actions prévues, également articulées avec le Plan de Gestion de I’ASPIM.

Note

3.2. Evaluer la pertinence du plan de gestion en
tenant compte des objectifs de I'ASPIM et les exigences
énoncées dans I'Article 7 du Protocole ASP/DB et 1a
Section 8.2.3 du Format annoté’ (FA).
Echelle d'évaluation : 2
0 = Faible
1 = Moyenne
2 = Excellente

Justification de la note :

Le plan de gestion répond aux exigences du protocole ASP/DB. Le plan de gestion et le Document
d’Objectifs Natura 2000 sont compatibles et complémentaires et précisent le cadre juridique et
institutionnel des actions déployées par I’ASPIM. Les objectifs statutaires de 1’établissement public
chargé de la gestion de I’ ASPIM sont en cohérence avec ces documents de gestion.

a- Le Parc Marin de la Cote Bleue met en ceuvre un dispositif de suivis et études qui permet
de suivre les habitats, d’évaluer les populations de poissons et especes d’intérét
halieutique a I’intérieur et a I’extérieur des zones marines protégées, et de suivre
I’évolution des activités humaines en mer et des pressions induites sur le milieu.

b- Les collectivités locales sont impliquées directement dans la gouvernance de
I’établissement public et participent financiérement a son fonctionnement. Les usagers
participent au Comité de Pilotage Natura 2000 et aux concertations locales. Un effort de
sensibilisation est déployé envers le grand public avec des visites guidées, un sentier sous-
marin, des expositions et conférences. Les classes de mer sont organisées depuis plus de
30 ans de maniere a ce chaque enfant scolarisé sur la Cote Bleue puisse suivre un de ces
stages de découverte.

c- Le Parc Marin de la Cote Bleue participe a différents réseaux régionaux, nationaux ou
internationaux et collabore aux politiques nationales de développement des Aires Marines
Protégées.

d- Les autorités nationales mettent en ceuvre sur proposition du Parc Marin de la Cote Bleue

1 Format annoté pour les rapports de présentation des aires proposées pour inscription sur la Liste des ASPIM.




les dispositifs juridiques qui permettent a I’ ASPIM d’atteindre ses objectifs : concession
sur le Domaine Public Maritime, arrétés ministériel et préfectoral relatifs aux zones
marines protégées, réglementations locales du mouillage et des activités, Commissions
Nautiques Locales pour le balisage en mer,...

e- Le Parc Marin de la Cote Bleue participe aux initiatives de I’Etat et de ses établissements
(Agence Frangaise pour la biodiversité, Agence de I’Eau, ...) en faveur du développement
des AMP, de la formation des personnels, des échanges techniques et scientifiques, et de
I’atteinte des objectifs environnementaux posés par les lois et directives.

Note
3.3 Evaluer I'adéquation des ressources humaines a
1a disposition de I'ASPIM.
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Faible 1

1 = Moyenne
2 = Excellente

Justification de la note :

L’effectif actuel est de 6,5 agents permanents + 1,2 ETP de saisonniers entre avril et septembre. Cet
effectif permet de répondre a 1’exigence d’une réactivité effective, tous les jours de 1’année, pour
les interventions de toutes natures en mer. Cependant les ressources humaines restent limitées par
rapport a la complexité de la gestion administrative d’un établissement public et des objectifs de
gestion « larges » définis statutairement.

Note
3.4 Evaluer l'adéquation des moyens financiers et
matériels disponibles a I'ASPIM.
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Faible
1 = Moyenne 2
2 = Excellente

Justification de la note :

Méme si le budget est limité (budget primitif 2019 de 476.000 €), I’ASPIM dispose de 250 m? de
bureaux et locaux, de 3 navires, de matériels adaptés et de moyens financiers dédiés facilement et
rapidement mobilisables pour des actions concrétes sur le terrain. L’organisation en syndicat mixte
permet une mobilisation rapide de ces moyens et participe de 1’efficacité de 1’action du Parc ; elle
permet réactivité et souplesse.

Note

3.5. Estce que laire a wun programme de
surveillance ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Pas de programme de surveillance, ou le niveau de mise en ceuvre
du programme de surveillance est évalué comme "insuffisant" 2
1 = Le programme de surveillance a besoin d'étre amélioré pour couvrir
d'autres parameétres qui sont importants pour 'ASPIM
2 = Le programme de surveillance est mis en ceuvre de maniere
adéquate et permet 1'évaluation de 1'état et 'évolution de 1'aire, ainsi que
l'efficacité des mesures de protection et de gestion




Justification de 1a note :
(En cas de note = 1, cette section devrait également inclure la liste des paramétres a inclure et la
justification correspondante.)

Le PMCB réalise ou participe a une trentaine de suivi/monitoring trés divers sur les habitats, les
espéces patrimoniales et les ressources exploitées (poissons, oursins, corail rouge), mais également
sur les usages et activités professionnelles et de loisirs (suivis des péches, comptages de
fréquentation, enquétes de perception, etc.). Ces séries a long terme sont remarquables, car trés
rares en milieu marin.

Par ailleurs, du fait de la disponibilité de suivis et de données anciennes ou de références, de
moyens humains et logistiques pour intervenir en mer et en plongée, et de compétences
scientifiques au sein de I’équipe, le Parc est souvent associé a des programmes de recherche
nationaux et européens, les scientifiques utilisant notamment les 2 zones marines protégées comme
un « laboratoire grandeur nature ».

Note

3.6. Y a-t-il un mécanisme de feedback qui établit un
lien explicite entre les résultats de 1a surveillance et les
objectifs de gestion, et qui permet une adaptation des
mesures de protection et de gestion ?
Echelle d'évaluation : 2
0 = L'ASPIM n'a pas de mécanisme efficace permettant d'adapter les
mesures de protection et de gestion en conformité avec les résultats du
programme de surveillance
1 = Le mécanisme de feedback existant doit étre amélioré
2 = L'ASPIM a un mécanisme de feedback adéquat

Justification de la note :
(En cas de note = 1, cette section devrait également inclure des recommandations concretes visant
a améliorer le mécanisme de feedback existant.)

La gestion de I’ASPIM est une « gestion adaptative », avec de nombreux feedback rendus possible
par les concertations, que ce soit lors des réunions de 1’organe de gouvernance du Parc (3 a 4
réunions/an du Comité Syndical du PMCB), de rencontres avec les scientifiques, de réunions
annuelles rassemblant les différentes catégories d’usagers (COPIL Natura 2000), ou de réunions
dédiées, par exemple sur ’engagement des pécheurs professionnels lors du programme Interreg
FishMPABIlue2 (2017-2019).

Exemples récents :

- Mise en place de réunions réguliéres des pécheurs professionnels de la Cote Bleue avec le
PMCB en présence de I’administration pour une meilleure expression des besoins, des
difficultés, et des évolutions permanentes de la ressource halieutique. En 2018, le PMCB
a délibéré en faveur d’une interdiction de I’exploitation ciblée des holothuries a des fins
d’exportation suite a une de ces réunions.

- En concertation avec la municipalité d’Ensués-la-Redonne et les usagers de la calanque de
Méjean qui apparait comme la plus fréquentée de la Cote Bleue dans les suivis du PMCB,
des adaptations progressives du plan de balisage de la bande des 300 métres ont abouti en
2018 a soustraire 56 % de la surface de la calanque a la pression de mouillage estival.

- Face a I’intérét patrimonial majeur du coralligéne des roches profondes au large de Carry-
le-Rouet, un programme d’action démarre en 2019 avec une caractérisation du
peuplement remarquable de gorgones géantes, la poursuite des comptages de
fréquentation par les pécheurs en automne, et une démarche technique pour diminuer
I’impact du mouillage sur ces zones.




Cependant les moyens matériels de I’ASPIM ne permettent pas dans tous les cas de réagir avec la
rapidité souhaitable.
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SECTION II : CARACTERISTIQUES FOURNISSANT UNE VALEUR
AJOUTEE POUR L'AIRE

(La Section B4 de I'Annexe I, et d'autres obligatoires pour une ASPIM, et les Art. 6 et 7 du Protocole ASP/DB)
4. MENACES ET CONTEXTE ENVIRONNANT

4.1 Evaluer le niveau des menaces dans le site aux valeurs écologiques, biologiques,
esthétiques et culturelles de l'aire (B4.a de ’Annexe I).

En particulier :

Note

L'exploitation anarchique des ressources naturelles
(ex : I'extraction de sable, I'eau, le bois, les ressources
vivantes). Voir 5.1.1. dans le FA. 2

Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves"; 3 signifie "aucune menace"

Justification de 1a note ¢
La seule ressource naturelle exploitée dans I’ASPIM est la ressource halieutique. Dans 1’ASPIM,

I’exploitation des ressources halieutiques cotieres est stable, avec méme une tendance a la
diminution de ’effort de péche professionnelle par cessations d’activités et sorties de flotte. Il
existe une trentaine de navires « petits métiers » et 5 ports de débarquement sur la Céte Bleue. Le
chalutage illégal dans la bande cotiére a fortement régressé de 1986 a 2000 avec 3 programmes
d’installation de récifs artificiels de protection (17,5 km de barriéres anti-chalut, soit 2200 m? de
récifs déployés entre 1986 et 2000). Par ailleurs, depuis 2010, la diminution de 1’effort de péche
par chalutage et des infractions dans la bande cotiére s’est accélérée du fait des arréts d’activités
(en 2019, il reste 6 chalutiers basés dans le département des Bouches-du-Rhone, contre 35 il y a 20
ans), et également, et d’'une facon notable, du fait d’une meilleure mobilisation des autorités
nationales pour la constatation des infractions puis d’une meilleure organisation de la chaine
judiciaire avec des audiences spéciales dédiées a la péche.

Cependant, la pression de la péche de loisir semble augmenter et reste tres difficile a suivre et a
estimer. Face a la difficulté de la situation, 1 serait nécessaire qu’elle soit mieux encadrée aux plans
national et régional afin que les actes de braconnage et de revente soient moins difficiles a
constater. Un effort d’information des pécheurs de loisir et de sensibilisation des enfants (classes de
mer...) est conduit par le parc. Des controles sont conduits notamment sur la péche aux oursins sur
lesquels la pression est forte, notamment pour des raisons culturelles.

Note
Menaces pour les habitats et 1les espéces (ex:
perturbation, dessiccation, pollution, braconnage,
introduction d'espéces non-indigénes ...). Voir 5.1.2. dans 2

le FA.

Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace"

Justification de la note :
Les menaces sont générales et communes a 1’ensemble de la Méditerranée, avec de nombreuses

pressions liées aux activités humaines en termes de pollution et d’usages, et qui augmentent avec la
vocation touristique du littoral de la région. Dans 1’ASPIM, la principale menace est le mouillage
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des navires, méme si plusieurs outils de régulation ont été proposés ou mis en place par le PMCB :
(i) création de zones d’exclusion du mouillage (ZIM/ZIEM) dans les petits fonds sensibles des
fonds de calanques ; (ii) mise en place de bouées écologiques pour le balisage estival de la bande
cotiere des 300 m ; (iii) arrété d’interdiction de mouillage pour les grands navires (>20 m) entre le
rivage et -30 m de profondeur pour préserver de facto la totalité des herbiers de Posidonies.

Les actes de braconnage restent trés difficiles a estimer en ce qui concerne la péche loisir, la
réglementation ne portant que sur la limitation des engins de péche utilisables et non sur les
quantités prélevées, sauf pour les oursins ou les limites portent a la fois sur les quantités et les

périodes .

Note

Augmentation de la présence humaine (ex : tourisme,
bateaux, construction, immigration ...). Voir 5.1.3. dans
la FA. 2

Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace"

Justification de la note :

- L’urbanisation littorale a été limitée, et quasiment inexistante a I’Est de la Cote Bleue par
I’acquisition fonciére du Conservatoire du Littoral et le classement depuis 2013 du massif de la
Nerthe au titre de la loi du 2 mai 1930 créant les sites classés et les sites inscrits (4965 ha). A
I’Ouest de la Cote Bleue, de vastes zones littorales relévent de ’article L-146.6 de la loi littoral et
ne peuvent pas étre urbanisées, recelant (de plus) des stations d’espéces végétales remarquables ou
protégées qui ont justifié 2 arrétés de Protection de Biotope. Au centre la zone humide de
Boumandariel fait 1’objet d’une gestion dans le cadre du Contrat de Baie. Cependant dans les
parties urbanisées littorales, la loi ALUR qui préconise la densification plutdt que 1’étalement
urbain occasionne une accélération des constructions et de I’imperméabilisation des sols et des flux
arrivant en mer.

- Le développement portuaire est limité par la faible capacité d’accueil des ports de la Cote Bleue
qui totalisent 2070 anneaux, et qui n’ont connu aucune extension depuis plusieurs décennies.

- La pression des usages en mer est concentrée entre mai et septembre, sans tendances évolutives
nettes, et conditionnée essentiellement par le profil météorologique de la saison estivale.

- Le risque de feux de foréts reste élevé.

Note
Conflits entre les utilisateurs ou groupes d'utilisateurs.
Voir 5.1.4., 6.2. dans le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 2

Justification de la note :

Il n’existe pas de conflits aigus entre utilisateurs dans 1’ASPIM. Les aménagements de récifs
artificiels de protection anti-chalutage permettent le partage de 1’espace et de la ressource entre
pécheurs, en éloignant les chalutiers de la cdte. Le Parc Marin assure la concertation entre les
usagers, aux cours de réunions annuelles, comme dans le COPIL Natura 2000 ou toutes les
catégories socio-professionnelles sont représentées. Cependant la concurrence entre la péche
professionnelle artisanale et la péche de loisir (mémes niveaux de prélévements, mémes espéces
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ciblées, mémes territoires) occasionne des tensions particuliérement en automne. Le travail visant a
empécher le chalutage a permis de diminuer les conflits entre les petits pécheurs cotiers et les
chalutiers.

Priére d'inclure une liste prescriptive des menaces qui les concernent et
sont évaluées individuellement.

-~ Menaces du trafic maritime

L’ ASPIM Cote Bleue est environnée a I’Est et a 1’Ouest par les chenaux de navigation du GPMM -
Grand Port Maritime de Marseille, avec la circulation de navires de commerce et une tendance a
I’augmentation du trafic des navires de croisiére. Le mouillage des grands navires de commerce est
possible de part et d’autre, et pour partie aux extrémités Est et Ouest de I’ ASPIM. 1l est encadré par
I’arrété inter-préfectoral de 2012 réglementant la ZMFR (Zone Maritime et Fluviale de Régulation)
du GPMM. En outre, I’ASPIM effectue un suivi quotidien du mouillage des navires de commerce
par AIS (www.marinetraffic.com).

- Menaces de 'urbanisation, 'industrialisation et 1a pollution

D’autres menaces extérieures a I’ASPIM sont liées a son contexte géographique, a proximité de
’agglomération marseillaise a 1’Est, des centres industrialo-portuaires du golfe de Fos a I’Ouest et
de 1’étang de Berre au Nord. L’ASPIM participe activement au contrat de Baie de Marseille-Fos,
prenant en compte 1’ensemble des bassins versants pour maitriser les pollutions.

- Menaces par la fréquentation plaisanciére

L’ ASPIM effectue des comptages de fréquentation chaque année depuis 2006 (20 comptages entre
juin et septembre) selon un zonage tenant compte de la cartographie des habitats sous-marins de
I’ensemble de la Cote Bleue. Ces comptages permettent d’une part de mesurer 1’évolution des
différentes pressions des différents usages en mer, et de proposer des évolutions des plans de
balisage ou de la réglementation. D’autre part, le PMCB réalise une campagne de sensibilisation
« Ecogestes » tous les étés depuis 2004, qui permet de sensibiliser les usagers et de faire évoluer
les pratiques, notamment de diminuer I’ancrage sur I’herbier de Posidonie.

- Menaces par les péches

Les ressources halieutiques de I’ASPIM sont exploitées par les pécheurs professionnels aux petits
métiers (une trentaine de navires dans les 5 ports de la Cote Bleue), mais également par les
pécheurs plaisanciers de loisir. Il a été démontré que la sélectivité est trés satisfaisante au niveau de
la péche professionnelle qui utilise une grande diversité d’engins de péche en fonction des saisons
et des especes ciblées, et ne capture pratiquement pas de poissons sous-taille. La péche plaisanciéere
se réveéle trés sélective en ce qui concerne la chasse sous-marine, assez correcte en ce qui concerne
la péche embarquée, et par contre a améliorer en ce qui concerne la péche a la ligne du bord (qui
porte cependant sur des petits volumes). Le braconnage et la revente illégale ne sont pas connus.
Le phénomene est surtout concentré a 1’extérieur de 1’ASPIM, dans le golfe de Fos, le canal de
Caronte et I’étang de Berre.
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4.2 Evaluer le niveau des menaces extérieures aux valeurs écologiques, biologiques,
esthétiques et culturelles de I'aire (B4.a de I'Annexe I). Voir 5.2. dans le FA.

En particulier :

Note

Les problémes de pollution provenant de sources
externes, y compris les déchets solides et ceux affectant
les eaux en amont. Voir 5.2.1. dans le FA. 2

Note : 0 signifie "menaces tres graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace"

Justification de la note :

En Méditerranée, 80 % de la pollution provient des terres et bassins versants. Lors des entrées
maritimes de Sud et par vent d’Est, de nombreux macro-déchets et plastiques s’échouent sur les
plages, phénomene amplifié par la proximité de 1’agglomération marseillaise et le courant liguro-
provencal au large. Risque de pollution aux hydrocarbures en cas de collision de navires, comme
en octobre 2018 au large du Cap Corse et dont des résidus se sont dispersés sur le littoral de la
région PACA et d’une partie de la région Occitanie. La proximité des ports de Marseille et de Fos
constitue un risque avec cependant des améliorations constantes depuis les années 1960 des
normes de rejets, de déballastage, de navigation, de surveillance avec le Sémaphore du Cap-
Couronne, et depuis 2014 la procédure de contrat de Baie pour I’atteinte des objectifs de la DCE et
de la DCSMM. Ainsi, par exemple, le trafic des navires avitailleurs a été déporté du parc a 2
milles.

Note
Des impacts importants sur les paysages et les valeurs
culturelles. Voir 5.2.2 dans le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 2

Justification de la note :

Pas de menaces particuliéres, avec la maitrise de 1’urbanisation et des aménagements littoraux, et
par la politique d’acquisition fonciére du Conservatoire du Littoral sur la Cote Bleue dont les
terrains constituent la plus vaste acquisition de France continentale avec 4029 ha, aprés la
Camargue. Le classement du massif de la Nerthe depuis 2013 (4965 ha) permet de garantir a long
terme la pérennité des paysages et de garder intact « I’esprit des lieux ». La Cote Bleue comporte
également deux sites Natura 2000 terrestres au titre des Directives Habitats et Oiseaux (site Natura
2000 « Cote Bleue — Chaine de I’Estaque » FR9301601 et site Natura 2000 « Falaise de Niolon »
FR9312017).

Le risque élevé de feux de foréts est diminué par un programme régional de prévention (vigies
24h/24h et sensibilisation).

Les valeurs culturelles, savoirs et savoir-faire sont bien ancrés dans les traditions des pécheurs aux
petits métiers, mais 1I’encadrement 1égal du métier de pécheur (diplomes nécessaires, autorisations
européennes de péche, normes de sécurité des navires, normes sanitaires de commercialisation,
obligations déclaratives, prélévement de 1’imp6t a la source, ...) rend plus difficile 1’accés a la
profession pour les jeunes le maintien en activité des petites unités de péche.

Le « petit musée de Carro » permet d’ouvrir au grand public 1’art de la péche artisanale.

Le dispositif des classes de mer initié dés 1984 par le Parc Marin, a permis de sensibiliser et
d’éduquer plus de 27.000 scolaires, soit autant d’habitants que sur le territoire.
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Note

Développement de menaces prévu aux abords de l'aire.
Voir 6.1. dans le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace" h ¢

Justification de la note :

Les principales-menaces et pressions de 1’extérieur proviennent du trafic maritime. Néanmoins, le
mouillage des grands navires est encadré par I’arrété inter-préfectoral modifié du 5 septembre 2012
portant création la ZMFR (Zone Maritime et Fluviale de Régulation) du GPMM. En outre,
’ASPIM effectue un suivi quotidien du mouillage des navires de commerce par AIS
(www.marinetraffic.com).

D’autres menaces extérieures sont liées a 1’industrie présente dans le golfe de Fos et au
développement des Energies Marines Renouvelables (projet d’éoliennes flottantes au large de
I’embouchure du Rhéne). Le Parc Marin de la Cote Bleue est associé a cette démarche EMR et fait
partie du Conseil Scientifique constitué pour suivre ce projet, qui cependant est situé entiérement
hors de I’ASPIM a plus de 12 km dans le Sud-Ouest.

L’ASPIM participe activement au contrat de Baie de la Métropole Aix-Marseille-Provence (265
millions d’euros) récemment étendu a Fos, prenant en compte 1’ensemble des bassins versants et
dont les objectifs visent a maitriser les pollutions et améliorer les stations d’épuration.

Priére d'inclure une liste prescriptive des menaces extérieures qui sont
préoccupantes et sont évaluées individuellement.

- Activités industrialo-portuaires et trafic maritime du GPMM Grand Port Maritime de Marseille
- Développement des navires a passagers et augmentation des escales des croisiéristes a Marseille

Priére d’inclure la liste des menaces préoccupantes qui ont été éliminées
ou résolues.

- Menace de disparition de I’organe de gouvernance de I’ASPIM (Syndicat Mixte) en 2017, le Parc
Marin risquant d’étre absorbé par la métropole Aix-Marseille-Provence, comme beaucoup de
gestionnaires d’espaces naturels alentours. La mobilisation des élus de la Cdéte Bleue, des
administrations et collectivités a permis d’éviter cela, le Parc Marin restant la structure de gestion
de I’ASPIM, avec sa gouvernance propre, ses objectifs spécifiques de gestion et de protection du
milieu marin, son autonomie et son implantation locale.

- Maitrise des pollutions avec le contrat de Baie de la Métropole Aix-Marseille-Provence étendu
jusqu’au golfe de Fos en 2018.

- Maitrise des risques de pollutions par hydrocarbures, par arrété préfectoral du 13 décembre 2000
qui instaure une distance minimale des navires avitailleurs/ravitailleurs « Citerna » de 1 MN de la
cote dans le golfe de Fos jusqu’au Sud du Cap Couronne et une distance minimale a la cote
étendue a 2MN entre le Sud du Cap Couronne et le Sud-Ouest du Cap Méjean, suite a une
intervention du Parc Marin de la Cote Bleue.

- Renouvellement en 2014 pour une durée non limitée des 2 réserves marines a protection forte de
I’ASPIM, approuvé par délibération du Comité Régional des Péches Maritimes et des Elevages
Marins.

Note
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4.30

lois d'utilisation du territoire dans la région limitrophe

Y a-t-il un plan de gestion cotiére intégrée ou des

ou entourant I'ASPIM ? (B4.e de I’Annexe I). Voir 5.2.3 i

dans le FA.
Note : 0 =Non /1 = Oui

Justification de 1a note ¢

Plusieurs outils de planification/gestion intégrée existent aux alentours de I’ASPIM :

- SDAGE de I’Agence de I’Eau RMC ;

- Contrat de Baie de la Métropole Aix-Marseille-Provence ;

- Elaboration par les services de 1’Etat des stratégies plongée/mouillage/domaine public
maritime/restauration écologique et documents cadres afférents, en application de la DCSMM.

Note
4.4. Est-ce que le plan de gestion de I'ASPIM influence
la gouvernance de la zone environnante ? (Ds.d
1'Annexe I). Voir 7.4.4. dans le FA. :
Note : 0 =Non /1 = Oui

Justification de 1a note :

Des éléments relatifs a la gestion de ’ASPIM ont eu et ont toujours une influence vers la zone
environnante plus ou moins proche. C’est le cas pour les procédures évoquées ci-dessus au 4.3
(stratégies mer de I’Etat, Contrat de Baie, SDAGE), et par exemple des projets particuliers :

L’opération Récifs Prado initiée par la ville de Marseille a pris appui sur 1’expérience et
les modeéles d’aménagements de récifs artificiels déployés dans I’ASPIM Cote Bleue de
1983 a 2000 ;

Dans le cadre d’échanges réguliers avec le Parc National des Calanques, un certain
nombre de dispositifs et de suivis scientifiques tiennent compte de ceux qui ont été
développés dans I’ASPIM Cote bleue comme les zones de non-prélévement, le suivi de
’effet réserve, ou I’approche relative a la gestion du mouillage ;

La zone marine protégée du golfe de Beauduc gérée par le PNR de Camargue a pris appui
sur le dispositif juridique (cantonnement de péche) des 2 zones marines protégées de la
Cote Bleue. De plus, la Prud’homie de Péche de Martigues a poussé auprés du PNR en
faveur de la création de cette zone et de son mode de gestion en relation directe avec les
pécheurs professionnels ;

Et la participation du PMCB a différentes instances initiées par les collectivités locales
comme 1’ Assemblée Maritime pour la Croissance Régionale et I’Environnement, le Plan
Mer et Littoral de la Région, le SRCE, le SCOT de la Métropole, la Commission
Départementale des Espaces Sites et Itinéraires, les Agendas 21 communaux,...

Des éléments relatifs a la gestion de I’ASPIM ont également eu et ont toujours une influence sur
des régions éloignées :

Le Parc Marin de la Réunion, constitué dans les années 1990 sous forme associative s’est
inspiré de la Cote Bleue, et une visite des élus et techniciens avait été organisée a
I’époque. 1l est devenu maintenant Réserve Naturelle Marine ;

La zone marine protégée en cours de création au sein du site Natura 2000 du Cap d’Agde
se fait sur le méme modele, et un facteur déterminant a été en 2017 une visite de rencontre
et d’échanges des pécheurs professionnels locaux et de leurs représentants avec les
pécheurs de la Cote Bleue;
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De nombreuses visites d’échanges d’expériences ont été accueillies dans le méme esprit
sur la Coéte Bleue dans le cadre de I’initiative petites iles de Méditerranée (PIM) du
Conservatoire du Littoral et de MedPAN avec les pays du Sud de la Méditerranée ;

Enfin des représentants de 1’ASPIM ont participé a plusieurs reprises a des missions PIM
organisées dans le méme objectif dans les pays du Maghreb.
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5. APPLICATION DES MESURES DE PROTECTION
5.1. Evaluer le degré d'application des mesures de protection

En particulier :

Note

Est-ce que les limites de l'aire sont marquées d'une
maniére adéquate sur le sol et, le cas échéant, marquée
de maniére adéquate en mer ? Voir 8.3.1. dans le FA. 1

Note : 0 =Non /1 = Oui

Justification de la note :

Bonne signalétique adaptée de I’ASPIM, avec 13 bouées de signalisation des réserves en mer
(bouées jaunes surmontées d’une croix de Saint-André et lumineuses la nuit) qui matérialisent les
limites des 2 zones marines protégées, ainsi que 38 panneaux a terre, rappelant les interdictions
dans ces réserves (péche sous toutes ses formes, mouillage, plongée sous-marine, ramassage). Les
coordonnées géographiques des limites des deux réserves, ainsi que les caractéristiques de leur
balisage figurent sur tous les documents officiels de navigation. Les coordonnées géographiques
des limites de la concession du Parc Marin et du site Natura 2000 (Arrété Ministériel de ZSC Zone
Spéciale de Conservation en 2015) figurent sur 2 cartes marines éditées par le SHOM a la demande
de I’Agence des AMP (actuellement Agence Frangaise pour la Biodiversité).

Note
Y a-t-il une collaboration de la part d'autres autorités
dans la protection et la surveillance de l'aire et, le cas
échéant, y a-t-il un service de garde-cotes contribuant a 1
1a protection du milieu marin ? Voir 8.3.2. et 8.3.3. dans
le FA.

Note : 0 = Non /1 = Oui

Justification de la note :

Ce sont les propres éco-gardes du Parc Marin qui assurent la surveillance des 2 zones marines
protégées et de I’ ASPIM, avec plus de 2200 h en 2018, dont plus de 820 h passées en mer. Les éco-
gardes sont commissionnés « gardes particuliers » de la concession sur le domaine public maritime
(DPM) détenue par I’ASPIM.

Il existe une collaboration forte avec les autorités de surveillance en mer de I’Etat (Gendarmerie
Maritime, brigade nautique de gendarmerie nationale, Unité Littorale des Affaires Maritimes),
d’autant plus efficace que la présence des agents du PMCB sur le terrain et les échanges
permanents d’informations permettent a ces services d’orienter et de cibler leurs interventions.

Le plan de contrdle de 1’environnement marin prévoit des remontées mensuelles des besoins de
surveillance vers I’AFB.

Note
Est-ce que des agences tierces sont également habilitées
a faire respecter les réglements concernant les mesures
de protection des ASPIM ? 1

18



Note : 0 = Non /1 = Oui

Justification de 1a note ¢
L’ensemble des autorités de I’Etat en mer (au niveau national Direction des Affaires Maritimes,

Gendarmerie Maritime, Sémaphore Marine Nationale du cap Couronne, au niveau régional DIRM,
au niveau départemental DDTM, avec son unité littorale ULAM,) fait respecter la réglementation
générale, ainsi que d’autres services de I’Etat (police de I’Eau), mais également le Conservatoire
du Littoral, I’ Agence Francaise pour la Biodiversité, I’ONCFS (office nationale de la Chasse), etc.
Une collaboration particuliérement fructueuse se développe avec 1’Unité Littorale des Affaires
Maritimes ULAM de la Direction Départementale des Territoires et de la Mer des Bouches du
Rhéne (DDTM).

Note

Y a-t-il des pénalités et des pouvoirs adéquats pour une
application effective de la réglementation ? Voir 8.3.4.
dans le FA. 1

Note : 0 =Non /1 = Oui

Justification de 1a note ¢

Les éco-gardes du Parc ont la capacité de faire remonter les constats d’infractions auprés des
administrations de 1’Etat.

Cependant le respect de la réglementation devant la Cote Bleue et tout particuliérement a
I’intérieur des 2 zones marines protégées est avant tout assuré par un dispositif de surveillance et
de présence tous les jours de 1’année (2200 h en 2018) permettant de dissuader un grand nombre
d’infractions, de sensibiliser les usagers, et de rendre crédible auprés du public 1’ensemble de la
gestion assurée par I’ASPIM.

Note
Est-ce que le personnel de terrain est habilité a imposer
des sanctions ? Voir 8.3.4. dans le FA.
Note : 0 = Non /1 = Oui b §

Justification de 1a note :
2 agents sont assermentés comme gardes particuliers de la concession accordée au syndicat mixte

sur le Domaine Public Maritime. Ils sont ainsi habilités a constater les atteintes au DPM, mais ne
sont pas habilités en matiére de péche maritime et ne peuvent pas administrer directement des
sanctions aux contrevenants. Par contre, ils ont la capacité de faire remonter les constats
d’infractions aupres des administrations de I’Etat (convocation des contrevenants, intervention de
la gendarmerie maritime ou de I’Unité Littorale des Affaires Maritimes).

Note
Est-ce que l'aire a mis en place un plan d'urgence pour
faire face a la pollution accidentelle ou d'autres
situations d'urgence graves ? (Art. 7.3. du Protocole, i
Recommandation de la 13°*° Réunion des Parties
contractantes).

Note : 0 = Non /1 = Oui
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Justification de la note :

En cas de pollution accidentelle, c’est I’Etat qui est en charge d’appliquer le plan POLMAR
(POLlution MARine), volet du plan ORSEC. Néanmoins, I’ASPIM a mis en place une procédure
d’intervention en cas de pollution (suivi, cartographie, alerte, transmission, veille, etc) et transmet
les informations aux communes concernées, mais également aux services de 1’Etat (e.g. lors de
I’échouage de boulettes d’hydrocarbures provenant de la collision de 2 navires au large de la Corse
début octobre 2018, le PMCB était en liaison/relais directe avec la sous-Préfecture).
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6.

COOPERATION ET RESEAUTAGE

Note

Est-ce que d'autres organisations nationales ou
internationales collaborent en fournissant des
ressources humaines ou financiéres ? (ex: des 3
chercheurs, des experts, des bénévoles...). Voir 9.1.3.
dans le FA.

Note : 0 = Non / 1= Insuffisante / 2= Moyenne / 3= Excellente

Justification de 1a note ¢
C’est essentiellement dans un cadre de suivis ou d’études scientifiques que des collaborations se
sont mises en place :

- Participation et collaboration avec des scientifiques experts des AMP lors de programmes de
recherche nationaux (ANR Medchange, Liteau Pampa, Roc-connect) ou européens
(FishMPABIue2, Safenet, Empafish, Biomex, Ecomare).

- Nombreux correspondants scientifiques universitaires locaux, nationaux et internationaux, dont
certains sont membres du Conseil Scientifique de I’ASPIM (22 membres).

- Financement de certains suivis scientifiques par des organisations nationales comme 1’ Agence de
I’Eau, le Ministére de I’Environnement et la DREAL lors de la démarche Natura 2000, 1’ Agence
Francaise pour la Biodiversité. Plusieurs programmes de recherche & développement en cours
(e.g. projet Naucrates lauréat de 1’appel a projet « initiative biodiversité », expérimentation pilote
de suivi acoustique/biophonie dans la réserve de Couronne avec Chorus et I’Agence de I’Eau, suivi
cameéras rotatives Ifremer, suivi gorgones géantes Agence Francgaise pour la Biodiversité, etc.)

Mais on peut citer d’autres types de collaborations :

- Partenariat avec I’AFB pour le Forum des Aires Marines Protégée, les Ateliers Techniques de
Facade, ’animation du site Natura 2000, 1’évaluation des incidences de la péche, la réalisation
d’un tableau de bord d’AMP, le montage de divers dossiers.

- Collaborations régulieres de I’ASPIM avec le Réseau MedPAN.

- Montage du dossier de labellisation Liste Verte UICN, en collaboration avec I’'UICN France
(2016-2018).

- Partenariat avec I’ Agence Régionale pour I’Environnement dans le cadre du Réseau Régional des
Espaces Naturels et d’une démarche tournée vers le promotion du mécénat d’entreprise pour les
espaces naturels et I’initiative des Chemins de la Biodiversité pour la promotion de leurs outils de
sensibilisation du public.

Note

Evaluer le niveau de coopération et d'échange avec
d'autres ASPIM (particuliérement dans d'autres
nations) (Art. 8, Art. 21.1, Art. 22.1., Art. 22.3 du 3
Protocole, A.d de I'Annexe I).
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Note : 0 = Non / 1= Insuffisante / 2= Moyenne / 3= Excellente

Justification de la note :

- Echanges réguliers et collaborations avec les ASPIM voisines des Parcs Nationaux des Calanques
et de Port-Cros et de la Réserve Naturelle Marine des Bouches de Bonifacio. Missions réguliéres
de recensement d’espéces patrimoniales et protégées comme mérou brun et corb avec le GEM
(Groupe d’Etude Mérous) depuis plus de 30 ans.

- Participation aux missions d’expertises et comptages de poissons a des ASPIM des iles Habibas
en Algérie (2005, 2015) et de I’archipel de La Galite en Tunisie pour le Conservatoire du Littoral
(initiative PIM). Participation aux missions de recherche de 1’algue Caulerpa taxifolia et
inventaires biodiversité dans I’ASPIM Parc National de Zembra-Zembretta avec Greenpeace
(programme UE Life, 1997).

- Participation au programme de recherche Interreg FishMPABIlue2 (2017-2019) et collaboration
avec des ASPIM italiennes : Portofino, Torre Guacetto (11 AMP cas d’étude en Méditerranée).

- Participation au programme de recherche européen Biomex (2003-2005) et missions de
comptages des peuplements de poissons dans les ASPIM d’Espagne : Parc National de Cabrera
(2003), 1les Medes (2004), avec 6 AMP cas d’étude.

- Participation aux initiatives de MedPAN et présentation des activités de I’ASPIM Céte Bleue
(suivis péche artisanale, péche loisir, récifs artificiels, effet réserve) aux ateliers régionaux et
workshop du réseau MedPAN et Forum des AMP de Méditerranée.
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SECTION III : SUIVI DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LE(S)

EVALUATION(S) PRECEDENTE(S)
(Si applicable)

7. MISE EN (CEUVRE DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LES
EVALUATIONS PRECEDENTES

7.1 Evaluer dans quelle mesure les recommandations éventuellement formulées par les
évaluations précédentes ont été mises en ceuvre : Les recommandations formulées par
1a/les CTC et/ou approuvées par les Points Focaux pour les ASP concernant la Section I.

Note

Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = « Non » pour toutes Sans Objet
1 = « Oui » pour seulement certaines d'entre elles
2 = « Oui » pour la plupart d'entre elles

3 = « Oui » pour toutes.

L’ASPIM Parc Marin de la Cote Bleue n’a pas eu connaissance de
recommandations formulées a I’issue de la procédure d’inscription en
ASPIM en 2012.

7.2 Evaluer dans quelle mesure les recommandations éventuellement formulées par les
évaluations précédentes ont été mises en ceuvre : Les recommandations formulées par
1a/les CTC et/ou approuvées par les Points Focaux pour les ASP concernant la Section II.

Note

Echelle d'évaluation :

0 = « Non » pour toutes Sans Objet
1 = « Oui » pour seulement certaines d'entre elles

2 = « Oui » pour la plupart d'entre elles
3 = « Oui » pour toutes.

L’ASPIM Parc Marin de la Cote Bleue n’a pas eu connaissance de
recommandations formulées a 1’issue de la procédure d’inscription en
ASPIM en 2012.
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CONCLUSIONS ET RECOMMANDATIONS
SECTION I : CRITERES OBLIGATOIRES POUR L'INSCRIPTION D'UNE AIRE SUR LA
LISTE DES ASPIM
1. VALEUR MEDITERRANEENNE DE L'ASPIM

Note totale : & (Max : 7)

2. DISPOSITIONS JURIDIQUES ET INSTITUTIONNELLES
Note totale : & (Max : 6)

3. LA GESTION ET DISPONIBILITE DES RESSOURCES
Note totale : IX (Max : 12)

SECTION II : CARACTERISTIQUES FOURNISSANT UNE VALEUR AJOUTEE A L'AIRE
4. MENACES ET CONTEXTE ENVIRONNANT

Note totale : 1§ (Max : 23)

5. APPLICATION DES MESURES DE PROTECTION
Note totale : & (Max : 6)

6. COOPERATION ET RESEAUTAGE
Note totale : & (Max : 6)

SECTION III : SUIVI DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LE(S) EVALUATION(S)
PRECEDENTE(S)

7. MISE EN GEUVRE DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LES

EVALUATIONS PRECEDENTES
Note totale : Sans Objet (Max : 6)

NOTE TOTALE GENERALE : 50 (Max : 66 ou 60 si le 7. est sans objet)

RECOMMANDATIONS POUR L’EVALUATION FUTURE :

1. Continuer a travailler sur la diversification des moyens pour essayer d’augmenter les ressources humaines
de fagon a continuer de porter un haut niveau d’ambition pour le territoire de I’ASPIM

2. Explorer les possibilités d’évolution des pouvoirs de police pour que les agents du parc puissent étre
habilités a constater les infractions en matiére de péche professionnelle et de loisir

3. Intégrer au plan de gestion de I’ASPIM les éléments du DOCOB.
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Evaluation de la note :

ONU &

environnement

!

i

[

CAR/ASP

La CTC proposera d'inclure 'ASPIM dans une période de nature provisoire (conformément au paragraphe 6 de la
Procédure pour la révision des aires inscrites sur la Liste des ASPIM) si I'ASPIM a

= une note < | pour I'un des éléments suivants 1.1, 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5 ou 3.6;

ou

- une note < 2 pour I’'un des éléments suivants : 1.2, 1.3, 7.1 or 7.2,

En outre, étant donné que les sites inscrits sur la Liste des ASPIM sont destinés a avoir une valeur dexemple et de
madele pour la protection du patrimoine naturel de la région (Paragraphe A (e) de I'Annexe | du Protocole ASP/DB), la
CTC doit égatement proposer d'inclure I'ASPIM dans une période de nature provisoire si la note totale de 'évaluation est

inférieure i 46 (= 70% de la note totale maximale de 66).

SIGNATURES

Point Focal National

Jean VERMOT

Gestionnaire(s) de I'ASPIM

Mary-Christine BERTRANDY-CAMPANA,
Présidente
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(2) Format of the Periodic review of “Embiez Archipelago —Six Fours”
(France)































































(3) Format of the Periodic review of “Port-Cros”
(France)














































































(4) Format of the Periodic review of “Pelagos Sanctuary for the Conservation
of Marine Mammals” (France, Italy and Monaco)



Revised Format for the Periodic Review of SPAMIs

The SPAMI List was established in 2001 (Monaco Declaration) in order to promote
cooperation in the management and conservation of natural areas, as well as in the
protection of threatened species and their habitats. Furthermore, the areas included in the
SPAMI List are intended to have a value of example and model for the protection of the
natural heritage of the region.

During their COP 15 (Almeria, Spain, January 2008), the Contracting Parties adopted a
procedure for the revision of the areas included in the SPAMI List and requested
SPA/RAC to implement it.

The procedure aims to evaluate the SPAMI sites in order to examine whether they meet
the SPA/BD Protocol’s criteria. An ordinary review of SPAMIs shall take place every six
years, counting from the date of the inclusion of the site in the SPAMI List.




Revised Format for the Periodic Review of the SPAMIs

SPAMI Name: Sanctuaire Pelagos / Santuario Pelagos

SECTION I: CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF
AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST

1. MEDITERRANEAN VALUE OF THE SPAMI
Score
1.1. The SPAMI still fulfils at least one of the criteria
related to the regional Mediterranean value as presented in 1

the SPA/BD Protocol’s Annex |

Assessment scale: Yes= 1, No=0

Score justification

The Pelagos Sanctuary fulfils several criteria related to the regional Mediterranean values
as presented in the PSA/BD Protocol’s Annex | as follows:

a)

d)

Uniqueness and b) Natural representativeness: currents (frontal zone
characterised by the concentration of water masses and the Ligurian-Provencal
current) and underwater topography (unique and historical marine geology which
is nowadays candidate for the UNESCO World Heritage) of the Sanctuary are the
cause of a phenomenon of rising nutrients that ensures high biological
productivity, favourable to the development of an abundant and diverse wildlife
and creating one of the most productive pelagic environment in the
Mediterranean Sea. All common cetacean species resident in the Mediterranean
Sea are present in the Sanctuary.

Diversity: the area has a diversity of the following: magnoliophytes, phaeophytes,
rhodophytes, porifera, cnidarians, echinoderms, molluscs, fishes, reptiles and
birds. As for the marine mammals, 8 of them are regularly observed species: Fin
whale, Striped dolphin, Common dolphin, Common bottlenose dolphin, Long-
finned pilot whale, Risso’s dolphin, Cuvier's beaked whale and Sperm whale. Its
main physical, ecological, biological and eco-systemic characteristics make it an
ideal habitat for groups of cetaceans migrating there during the spring or summer
months (some species, such as Humpback whale, Harbor porpoise, Killer whale
and Monk seal were sighted only very occasionally (rare or accidental visits) in
the Sanctuary.

The presence of habitats that are critical to endangered, threatened or endemic
species: the Sanctuary includes different types of habitats regularly frequented by
cetaceans in the north-western Mediterranean and represents a crucial feeding
area for many species, especially in summer. All cetacean species, excepted
Common bottlenose dolphin, which is listed in Appendix Il, are listed in Appendix
IV of the Directive for the Flora Fauna Habitats 92/43/EEC. The continental shelf
thus constitutes the habitat of the Common bottlenose dolphin, whose
Mediterranean subpopulation is described as "vulnerable" according to the IUCN.
Although rarely seen in the Sanctuary, other species exploit the same habitat:
Common dolphin, whose Mediterranean subpopulation is in danger, according to
the IUCN criteria. The continental slope is the preferred habitat for large
teutophage species: Sperm whale, whose Mediterranean subpopulation is
endangered according to the IUCN criteria, but also the Long-finned pilot whale
and the Risso’s dolphin. The Great Abyssal Plain, in the western part of the
Sanctuary represents, for its part, the preferred habitat of Fin whale. As a result,
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e)

the underwater canyons, because of their particular biogeographic characteristics
lead to high productivity that regularly attracts several species, including the
Cuvier's Beaked Whale, the Sperm Whale and the Risso's Dolphin.

Cultural representativeness: the cultural heritage included in the Sanctuary area
is currently renowned at an international level. Such recognition was possible
thanks to the many scientific research activities taking place in it, as well as
thanks to the education and communication awareness raising activities on an
international, national and local level. The Pelagos Partnership Charter, endorsed
by 140 coastal municipalities on the Sanctuary’s coastline, is only one of the
instruments that contributed to involve both institutional and non-institutional local
stakeholders in promoting initiatives in favour of the protection of marine
mammals and their habitat, also dedicated to education, public awareness,
measures for mitigating impacts on marine mammals and relaying the information
in case of cetacean stranding. The initiative Pelagos Ambassadors dedicated to
boaters was implemented and received a great success in France and Italy. This
process must be promoted.

The general public awareness is such that in 2017, the Sanctuary was
recognised by ltalian citizens as one of the most important sites of natural,
aesthetic, cultural and historic interest on a nationwide level by [talian
Environment Fund (FAI) survey, called Places close to the heart. In the same
perspective, an important event such as the Carnival of the city of Sanremo in the
month of March 2019 has been entirely devoted to the protection of the Pelagos
Sanctuary for marine mammals.

The educational programs also include activities for school children in relation to
planning and managing areas inside the Sanctuary. It is proposed to add Marine
Educative Areas as a point of the Pelagos Partnership Charter in order to
encourage municipalities to develop awareness activities with schools and to
contribute to develop the cultural representativeness of the Sanctuary for the next
generations.

Last but not least, there is a growing media interest, since the most important
newspapers and TV stations involved have been broadcasting press reports
about the Sanctuary and the cooperation between the three countries.

Score

1.2
evaluation period for the habitats and species considered as

Level of adverse changes occurred during the

natural features in the SPAMI presentation report submitted 3

for the inclusion of the area in the SPAMI List.

Assessment scale: 0= Significant changes
1= Moderate changes
2= Slight changes
3= No adverse change

Score

justification

A collision between two cargo vessels occurred on 7" October 2018 off Cap Corse,
causing a hydrocarbon spill spreading 20 kilometres within the Sanctuary zone. The
RAMOGEPOL plan limited the damage from this incident.

The incident did not have consequences on the species considered as natural features in
the SPAMIL.

In order to react to this incident, the ordinary monitoring (diseases, stranding of
cetaceans, analyses data, etc.) and the exchange of information among the scientific
teams
three years (period of potential danger for the cetaceans of the region) are reinforced.

of the three countries and the national stranding networks for at least the next
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A work is ongoing with the Scientific and Technical Committee (TSC) members in order to
evaluate the existing emergency procedure and in light of this experience, to implement
the procedure in case of oil spill in the Sanctuary.

Score
1.3. Are the objectives, set out in the original SPAMI
application for designation, actively pursued?
Assessment scale: 0= No 3

1= Only some of them
2= Yes for most of them
3= Yes for all of them

Score justification

The objectives indicated in the original request to designate the area of the Sanctuary as
SPAMI are actively followed as part of the cooperation among the three countries. These
are the objectives for which the Agreement was established and are explained in the text
of the Agreement on creating a Sanctuary for marine mammals in the Mediterranean
under the following articles:

- Art. 2

1. The Parties establish a marine Sanctuary in the Mediterranean zone defined
under article 3, the diversity and biological wealth of which are indispensable
factors for the protection of marine mammails in their habitat.

2. They protect all species of marine mammals.

- Art. 4: The Parties undertake to take appropriate measures in the Sanctuary [...]
to guarantee a favourable state of conservation of marine mammals, protecting
them, together with their habitat, against the direct or indirect negative impacts of
human activities.

The goals of the Agreement are pursued through a six-years management plan
implemented in a two-year work program approved by the Parties and executed by them
in cooperation with the Permanent Secretariat of the Agreement, the Scientific and
Technical Committee (TSC) and the working groups.

Moreover, in order to reduce ship strikes in the Pelagos Sanctuary and to better pursue
the objectives of the Agreement, France promulgated recently the following Decrees:

- Decree of the 11.12.17 establishing the list of systems sharing the positions in
order to avoid ship strikes in the Pelagos and Agoa marine protected areas;

- Decree of the 02.05.17 establishing the characteristics and technical needs of the
systems sharing the positions of vessels in order to avoid ship strikes in the
Pelagos and Agoa marine protected areas.

Furthermore, several national legislative measures contribute significantly to the Pelagos
Sanctuary’s objectives:

France

- Decree n. 2012-1148 of the 12.10.12 related to the creation of the EEZ in the
Mediterranean Sea;

- Decree of the 07.12.11 related to the management of the nautical events;

- Ministerial decree dated from the 11.07.11 that forbid the driftnets;

- Ministerial decree dated from the 01.07.11 establishing the list of protected
marine mammals and the related modalities to protect them at a national scale,
including the forbidding of the cetacean intentional disturbance.
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Italy

Monaco

DPCM Application DPCM 10.10.17 — Approval of the Program of measures, in
accordance with Art.12, subparagraph 3, Legislative decree 190/2010, related to
the definition of strategies for the marine environment which include a specific
measure aimed at preventing ship strikes;

Ministerial Decree of the Ministry in charge of transport in cooperation with the
Ministry in charge of the environment n.0000070 of the 02.03.12, called “Decreto
rotte”;

Legislative decree n. 128/2010 11.08.10, entitled “Modifications and integrations
to the Legislative decree of the 03.04.2006, n.152, bearing rules for the
environment subject, according to Art.12 of the law 18.06.2009, n.69” which
interdicts inside the perimeter of marine and coastal protected areas, including
Pelagos, any activities related to hydrocarbon research, in particular with air gun
and exploitation. This provision is further extended to a buffer zone of 12 nautical
miles around the protected areas;

D.P.R. 27.10.11 n.209 “Institution of Ecological Protection Zones in the North-
Western part of the Mediterranean Sea™;

Law n.2017 of the 15.12.11 that enhance the sanctions in case of violation of the
ban from the UE of driftnets;

Law n.391 dated of 11.10.01 for the ban of off shores competitions in the Pelagos
Sanctuary;

Law of 1992 related to the total protection of the marine mammals;

Ministerial Decree of 1991 regulating the use of the driftnets;

Ministerial Decree of 1989 prohibiting the capture of the marine mammails;
Ministerial Decree of the 21.05.1980 related to cetacean protection.

Maritime Code, Art. O.230-1 et seq on the protection of the marine environment;
Maritime Code Art. O.244-1 et seq on the exploitation and exploration of the
marine environment.
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2. LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS

| Score

2.1 The legal status of the SPAMI (with reference to its

legal status at the date of the previous evaluation

report)

Assessment scale: 2

0= Significant negative change in the legal status of the
SPAMI

1= Slight negative change in the legal status of the SPAMI

2= The SPAMI has maintained or improved its legal status

Score justification

The SPAMI has improved its legal status with reference to the previous evaluation report
and it became more functional with the objectives actively pursued.

In fact, between 2015 and 2017, the Pelagos Agreement authorities worked on the
reorganisation of the Agreement’s governance and on an evolution in the Permanent
Secretariat’s legal status with a host Agreement giving Pelagos Secretariat the juridical
personality in accordance with laws of the Principality of Monaco. In the framework of the
measures adopted for this purpose, the Agreement’'s Permanent Secretariat has its
headquarters in the Principality of Monaco and its legal status refers to the Monegasque
law (Cf. Headquarter Agreement signed by the Parties, in the presence of His Serene
Highness Albert I, Prince of Monaco and of the French and Italian Ministers for the
Environment, on 3 April 2017 and in force from 23 June 2017).

In order to improve the functioning of the Agreement’'s Permanent Secretariat, the
financial contribution of the Principality of Monaco is nearly 4 times higher than in 2015,
and it is now equal to that of the other member states. In addition to that and to ensure
equity of representation of the countries within the governance, it has also been decided
that the Permanent Secretariat team, until 2016 of only French nationality, should
become international and that the Presidency of the TSC, initially the Principality’s
prerogative, should be rotated between all the Parties.

The legal framework of the Agreement is still valid and it allows to the Agreement to have
solid basis, as follows:

France
- Ministerial Decree n.2002-1016 dated of 18.07.02 promulgating the Agreement
signed in Rome on the 25" November 1999 on the creation of a marine mammal
Sanctuary in the Mediterranean Sea;

Italy
- Law n.391 dated of 11.10.01 promulgating the Agreement signed in Rome on the
25" November 1999 on the creation of a marine mammal Sanctuary in the
Mediterranean Sea;
Monaco

- Sovereign order n.15.258 dated from the 18.02.02 promulgating the Agreement
signed in Rome on the 25" November 1999 on the creation of a marine mammal
Sanctuary in the Mediterranean Sea.
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| Score

2.2 Are competencies and responsibilities clearly

defined in the texts governing the area?

Assessment scale:

0= competencies and responsibilities are not clearly defined

1= The definition of competencies and responsibilities needs 2
slight improvements

2= The SPAMI has clearly defined competencies and
responsibilities

Score justification

The Internal Regulation of the Meeting of the Parties of the Pelagos Agreement on the
creation of a Sanctuary for marine mammals in the Mediterranean Sea, adopted at the 2"
Meeting of the Parties, clearly defined the competencies and responsibilities of the bodies
of the Agreement.

This regulation was reinforced in 2015 by Resolution 6.2 on the Governance of the
Agreement.

Score

2.3 Does the area have management bodies in line

with the original SPAMI application for designation?

Assessment scale:

0= No management body, or the management body is not 2
endowed with sufficient powers

1= The management body is not fully dedicated to the
SPAMI

2= The SPAMI has a fully dedicated management body and
sufficient powers to implement the conservation
measures

Score justification

The Sanctuary is an original type of marine protected area, with specific modes of
governance at the international and national levels.

The Meeting of the Parties (MOP) is the decision-making body of the Agreement which
adopts the recommendations issued by the TSC.

The MOP is composed by the Chair of the Meeting of the Parties, the Chair of the TSC,
the delegations of the three Parties, the members of the Permanent Secretariat and the
observers. The TSC is the body that works alongside the Permanent Secretariat and the
National Focal Points from France, Italy and the Principality of Monaco. It is composed by
the Chair of the TSC, the Heads of delegation and five members and experts for each
Party of the Agreement. The TSC provides advice and guidance to the Parties on the
implementation of the objectives of the Agreement. It supports the Permanent Secretariat
in the preparation of resolutions recommendation, work programs and international
priorities. The MOP reviews and approves the proposals of the TSC based on the
management plan and the priority actions.

Since 1999, Port-Cros National Park (PNPC) ensures the coordination of the French
Party to the Agreement. It relies on a network of active partners thus substantially
increasing its operational capacity.
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3. MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF RESOURCES

| Score

31 Does the SPAMI have a management plan?

Assessment scale:

0= No management plan or the level of implementation of the
management plan is assessed as “insufficient” 2

1= The management plan is not officially adopted but its
implementation is assessed as “adequate”

2= The management plan is officially adopted and

adequately implemented

Score justification

A six-years management plan has been adopted in 2015 during the 6" Meeting of the
Parties of the Pelagos Agreement (Cf. Resolution 6.1). The management plan covers the
period from 2016 to 2022 and the working programs are established every two years. The
management plan designates the Parties as responsible for its implementation.

| Score

3.2 Assess the adequacy of the management plan
taking into account the SPAMI objectives and the
requirements set out in article 7 of the Protocol and
Section 8.2.3 of the Annotated Format (AF")
Assessment scale: 2
0= Low

1= Fair

2= Excellent

Score justification
(Cf. Score justification on question 3.1)

Art. 7 of the Protocol:

b) Monitoring: the first part of the Pelagos management plan aims to improve the
knowledge on populations and threats in the following thematic: habitat loss and
degradation, species’ distribution and abundance, human activities and pollution. Several
scientific projects have been supported in order to achieve these objectives;

¢) Active involvement of local populations in the management: the third part of the
Pelagos management plan deals with communication, awareness raising and
involvement of the public and community stakeholders;

d) Management and activities are funded by annual Parties contributions;

e) Regulation of activities: the second part of the management plan is fully dedicated to
the prevention and mitigation of human impacts and pressures and the management of
emergency situations.

T Annotated format for the presentation reports for the areas proposed for inclusion of the SPAMI list
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| Score

3.3 Assess the adequacy of the human resources
available to the SPAMI

Assessment scale: 2
0= Low

1= Fair

2= Excellent

Score justification

The Parties provide financial support for two people staff forming the Permanent
Secretariat in charge of running the Agreement’s bodies (MOP, TSC, National Focal
Points).

The three Parties of the Pelagos Agreement have their own administrative staff in charge
of their own Pelagos area.

The ltalian Party principally involves human resources from the Ministry for the
Environment and Territorial and Maritime Protection (MATTM), and the ltalian National
Institute for Environmental Protection and Research (ISPRA).

In France, the Ministry for Ecological and Solidarity Transition (MTES) heads the national
delegation and is supported by a team from the Port-Cros National Park (PNPC) for
handling the animation of the French Part of the Sanctuary and promoting network
activities with NGOs, National stranding network, scientists, politics and stakeholders on
every topic. With regard to this purpose, the PNPC offers 1.25 personnel units. A network
of experts, NGOs and the national stranding network are also involved in the Pelagos
activities.

Monegasque’s resources come from the Principality’s Government and in particular the
Department for Equipment, the Environment and Urban Planning and from the Monaco
Scientific Center (MSC).

Moreover, members of research institutes, universities and the Maritime Prefecture
participate in the working groups and are members of the delegations from the three
countries.

The diversity of the roles, the skills and the organisms providing the resources dedicated
to the Pelagos Sanctuary at a national level constitutes an important added value for the
implementation and fulfilment of its international activities.

| Score

3.4 Assess the adequacy of the financial and material
means available to the SPAMI

Assessment scale: 2
0= Low

1= Fair

2= Excellent

Score justification

The TAC decided the score of 2 taking into account the efforts made to improve the
financial resources available to the SPAMI. However, the full implementation of the
management plan and of the biannual working program will require additional funding, in
particular regarding the implementation of concrete management measures.
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During the evaluation period, the financial and material resources available to the
Agreement have increased following the signing of the Headquarter Agreement, when the
Monegasque Party raised their contribution and made it equal to those of the other two
Parties. The Permanent Secretariat, to which these funds are granted, uses them for its
own running costs, for research and to carry out the Agreement’s tripartite activities.
Furthermore, the Monegasque Party hosts the Agreement’s headquarter, providing the
office and covering the expenses resulting from its use.

Moreover, the MTES (France) provides funds to the PNPC to cover the activities
undertaken for the Pelagos Sanctuary. For the period 2017-2019, 200,000 € are provided
for triennial research programs, awareness, communication and measures related to
cetaceans stranding. 83,400 € are dedicated for actions (stranding Kkits, flyers,
development of new awareness tools, French Pelagos annual newsletter, training,
support to municipalities, support to stranding network, IMMERCET and Trackas projects,
etc.) Besides, MTES supports every year NGOs for their actions related to the Pelagos
activities.

| Score

3.5 Does the area have a monitoring programme?

Assessment scale:

0= No monitoring programme, or the level of implementation
of the monitoring programme is assessed as “insufficient” 1

1= The monitoring programme needs improvement to cover
other parameters that are significant for the SPAMI

2= The monitoring programme is adequately implemented
and allows the assessment of the state and evolution of
the area, as well as the effectiveness of protection and
management measures

Score justification
(In case of Score=1, this section should also include the list of the parameters to include
and the related rationale.)

In the common framework decided by the Meeting of the Parties of the Pelagos
Agreement, the monitoring activities are carried out at a national scale in compliance with
Resolution 7.3 of the Pelagos Agreement (Extraordinary Meeting of the Parties, 9™
February 2018).

The monitoring parameters considered at a national level are:

- for the marine mammals: abundance estimate, seasonality, geographical
repartition, diet, population structure, health, stranding events.

- for the human activities: marine traffic (commercial, boating and tourism included
nautical events), professional fisheries, whale watching, constructions (costal and
at sea), navy activities, research conducted at the sea on marine mammals.

- For the threats to marine mammals: pollution (chemical pollution, marine litters
and microplastic), ship strikes, noise, interactions with fisheries (bycatch,
depredation and reduction of food stock), disturbance and stress, habitat loss,
global warming, natural diseases.

The management objectives are to value each parameter and its evolution and to maintain
a favorable conservation status for the marine mammals and their habitat.

The Sanctuary will benefit from national surveys implemented in France and Italy in the
Framework of MSFD, the IMAP of the Barcelona Convention and international surveys as
the Aerial Survey Initiative (ASI) implemented in 2018 by the ACCOBAMS. A dedicated
agreement has been reached with the ACCOBAMS Secretariat for the use of the data on
abundance and distributions of marine mammal species and pollution in the Pelagos area.

10/22




In addition, France has recently promoted the signing of a Convention between the
Maritime Prefecture, PCNP and the Mediterranean Coastguards Regional Administration
(DRGS). This convention, which will soon be signed, will contribute to the monitoring of
the marine mammals and human activities in the French waters of the Sanctuary.

| Score

3.6 Is there a feedback mechanism that establishes an

explicit link between the monitoring results and the

management objectives, and which allows adaptation of

protection and management measures? 1

Assessment scale:

0= The SPAMI has no efficient mechanism allowing to adapt the
protection and management measures in accordance with the
results of the monitoring programme,

1= The existing feedback mechanism needs improvement,

2= The SPAMI has an adequate feedback mechanism

Score justification
(In case of Score=1, this section should also include concrete recommendations to improve
the existing feedback mechanism.)

The TSC, also through working groups on specific issue (i.e.: ship strikes, anthropogenic
activities, fisheries, maritime traffic, databases, pollution, research, communication, control at
sea, etc.), is in charge of this link and provide the Meeting of the Parties of the Pelagos
Agreement with relevant recommendations.

The TAC recommends to establish an evaluation system based on the monitoring results and
using, where possible and as appropriate, the indicators adopted under the Ecap process.

The French Party has a National Committee involving all national stakeholders (its latest
meeting was held in September 20" 2018) in order to share information and promote initiatives.
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SECTION IlI: FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA
(Section B4 of the Annex I, and other obligatory for a SPAMI, and Art. 6 and 7 of the
Protocol))

4. THREATS AND SURROUNDING CONTEXT

Assess the level of threats within the site to the ecological, biological,
aesthetic and cultural values of the area (B4.a Annex I).

In particular:
Score
Unregulated exploitation of natural resources (e.g. sand
mining, water, timber, living resources) See 5.1.1. in AF
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 3

Score justification

There is competition between fishermen and dolphins in few areas (i.e. Sardinia and
Corsica). These questions are mainly of the competence of GFCM and UE regulations.
To date we are not able to acknowledge whether unregulated exploitation of natural
resources is a threat to the Sanctuary and its main protected species.

Score

Threats to habitats and species (e.g. disturbance,
desiccation, pollution, poaching, introduced alien species
....) See 5.1.2. in AF 2

Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats”

Score justification

These threats are real for the entire Mediterranean Sea. In the Pelagos Sanctuary,
cetaceans facing several threats as disturbance by human activities, collisions with small
and large vessels, contamination by chemical pollutants, disturbance, injuries and death
induced by noise emissions, bycatch and entanglement in fishing or lost gears, prey
depletion and habitat degradation.

Measures have been undertaken in order to mitigate those threats.

In order to mitigate the risk of collisions between large vessels and cetaceans in the
Sanctuary, commercial and military vessels have adopted the REPCET system. As a
result of regulation adopted in France, this tool is mandatory in the French part of the
Sanctuary, and settled on a voluntary basis in Monaco and Italy. However, according to
the ltalian Law it is not possible to formally adopt and implement the REPCET system
because it is a private property. In the implementation of the Marine Strategy Program of
Measures, Italy has inserted a specific measure to prevent ship strikes based on AlIS
whose implementation is ongoing. The REPCET system is not used by the majority of
ferries serving Corsica and Sardinia.

Finally, even the yachting is starting to become interested in anti-collision systems.
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Score

Increase of human impact (e.g. tourism, boats, building,
immigration...) See 5.1.3. in AF
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 2

Score justification

The Pelagos Sanctuary is surrounded by a very anthropized coastline and encompasses
waters frequented by very diverse and important maritime activities as tourism, leisure
boating, marine traffic and fisheries.

Marine traffic should significantly increase in the coming years, as well as activities linked
to seaside tourism and aquatic and nautical leisure.

Whale-watching activities (dedicated tours for sighting or swimming with cetacean) are
constantly increasing.

In order to mitigate the risk of animal disturbance, the label “High Quality Whale Watching
®” (HQWW®), property of ACCOBAMS and elaborated with strong support of Pelagos,
introduced good practices for a sustainable whale-watching tourism. The label is operated
in France, in Monaco and in the coming months in ltaly also. Ongoing projects in the
Italian foster marine tourism operators to carry out their activity in a sustainable way.

Score

Conflicts between users or user groups. See 5.1.4. and 6.2. in
AF
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 2

Score justification

A great part of the Sanctuary is located in offshore pelagic waters, where little conflicts
between users and user groups occur. The most important area in order to achieve the
goals of the Pelagos Agreement is the pelagic zone. This very large area reduces the
conflicts between users and user groups.

In France, conflict opposes whale-watching operators spotting animals helped by aerial
survey and proposing to swim with cetaceans and operators engaged in a more
sustainable practice as encouraged by the label HQWW®. Conflicts can exist between
whale watching operators and sometimes with private boats. The respect of the code of
conduct is the main issue.
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Please include here a prescriptive list of threats that are of concern and are
evaluated individually

Threats from terrestrial and maritime activities releases

In the Pelagos Sanctuary like everywhere in the Mediterranean, important pollution
comes from the land and marine activities. The chemical pollution levels have risen
throughout the Mediterranean. Furthermore, the zones converging with the Ligurian Sea
lead to concentrations of plastics in some pelagic zones of the Sanctuary and gyres.
PCBs and derivatives of DTT, products banned for decades are still present in the fat of
cetaceans, affecting their fertility and ability to resist to diseases. Plastic pollution is also a
major threat. To the mechanical impact caused by ingestion or entanglement, is added
chemical contamination by their compounds (such as phthalates) that dissolve in water
and integrate the food chain.

For this reason, the Pelagos Agreement is currently funding a project concerning plastics
(“Pelagos Plastic free — Integrated actions to reduce plastic debris in the Pelagos
Sanctuary” and a project on chemical and biological pollution originating on land, entitles
“Biological and toxicological contamination of cetaceans in the Pelagos Sanctuary:
assessment, origin, monitoring and mitigation”. National regulations against plastics and
national financed projects, experimental Fishing for litter practices and the ban of plastics
of some municipalities which signed the Partnership Charter of the Pelagos Sanctuary
are also very important.

Threats from marine traffic

International marine traffic and maritime connections between islands and continent
induce important risk of ship strikes, disturbances and acoustic pollution for cetaceans.
Marine transport of petroleum and/or dangerous products represents a permanent threat
to the ecosystem and to the Sanctuary’s species. The development of sea routes could,
in time, lead to new constraints related to the increase of the marine traffic. Collisions with
large vessels are known to be the first unnatural cause of mortality of fin whales and
sperm whales in the Pelagos Sanctuary.

A project to address this issue, entitled “Proposal to develop and evaluate mitigation
strategies to reduce the risk of ship strikes to fin and sperm whales in the Pelagos
Sanctuary” funded by the Agreement is currently ongoing.

Threats from human induced marine noise

Hearing is the most developed sense for cetaceans: they use it to communicate and hunt.
The intensification of noise emission in the sea, produced by marine traffic, coastal
development projects, exploitation of marine resources, seismic prospection, can disturb
animals during their vital activities, preventing them from communicating and hunting
properly. Accurate high-level sound emissions can even hurt or kill animals as the very
sensitive deep divers (Cuvier's beaked whale and sperm whales).

Threats from pleasure boating and whale watching

Activities such as water sports, boating and cetacean sighting activities can disturb,
disrupting vital behaviours of animals (rest, hunting, nursing etc.), or even lead to the
animals move to less favourable areas.

Threats from fisheries

Fishing activities also threat cetaceans when leading to resources competition.
Overfishing affects all the Western Mediterranean and even sometimes bycatch in
fishing.

Climate change
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Assess the level of external threats to the ecological, biological, aesthetic and
cultural values of the area (B4.a of the Annex l). See 5.2. in the AF

In particular:

Score

Pollution problems from external sources including solid
waste and those affecting waters up-current. See 5.2.1. in the
AF. 2

Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats”

Score justification

In addition to internal releases, the Pelagos Sanctuary, as a marine area is subject to
pollution coming from external sources brought with currents and winds. The Pelagos
Partnership Charter has favored the reduction of the impacts generated by some human
activities.

Score
Significant impacts on landscapes and on cultural values. See
5.2.2in AF.
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 3
Score justification
(Cf. on question 1, paragraph on the cultural representativeness).
Score
Expected development of threats upon the surrounding area.
See 6.1. in AF.
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 2

Score justification

The marine traffic, urbanization, leisure and touristic activities and global warming are
expected to increase in the coming years in the whole Mediterranean basin.

Please include here a prescriptive list of threats that are of concern and are
evaluated individually:

- pollution

- climate change

- threats from terrestrial and maritime activities releases
- threats from marine traffic

- threats from human induced marine noise

- threats from pleasure boating and whale watching

- threats from fisheries

Please include the list of threats that were of concern and were eliminated or solved
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Is there an integrated coastal management plan or land-use laws in the area
bordering or surrounding the SPAMI? (B4.e Annex |). See 5.2.3. in AF

Score

Score: 0=No/1=Yes
1

Score justification

The Pelagos Agreement does not include the terrestrial area but the integrated coastal
management plans have an impact in the Sanctuary. For this reason, the collaboration
with the RAMOGE Agreement is under development and the Pelagos Partnership Charter
(Cf. question 1.1, paragraph d) is an important tool in order to cooperate with
municipalities.

The initiatives are multiplying. For example, in France: the “Bay d'Azur Contract” is a
global and concerted voluntary initiative by the elected representatives and local users on
a coherent intervention perimeter. Ten coastal municipalities, from Antibes to Cap d'All,
were grouped around a bay contract that concerns 70 km of coast and associates the 5
watersheds.

Does the management plan for the SPAMI have influence over the governance
of the surrounding area? (D5.d Annex |). See 7.4.4. in the AF

Score

Score: 0=No/1=Yes
1

Score justification

The management plan of the Pelagos Sanctuary has no direct influence over the
governance of the surrounding area but the Pelagos Sanctuary is considered as an
ACCOBAMS pilot and innovative area. For example, the tool nowadays implemented in
Pelagos and Agoa was firstly tested in the Pelagos Sanctuary.

Similarly, the HQWW® label has been created specifically for the Pelagos Sanctuary,
before being operational throughout the Mediterranean region, in Mayotte (Indian Ocean)
and inspiring the regulations in Agoa (Caribbean).

In the same way, the ship strike REPCET tool was firstly implemented on a voluntary
basis in the Pelagos area and is currently spread around the world. The stranding kits
designed by the Pelagos French team are distributed to all French MPA managers by the
French Agency for Biodiversity (AFB). Scare measures of marine mammals promoted in
collaboration with the French navy during mine-clearing are applied throughout the
French Mediterranean.
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5. ENFORCEMENT OF PROTECTION MEASURES

Assess the degree of enforcement of the protection measures

In particular:

Score

Are the area boundaries adequately marked on land and, if
applicable, adequately marked on the sea? See 8.3.1. in AF N.A.
Score: 0=No/1=Yes

Score justification

The boundaries of the area are defined through geographical coordinates as set in Article
3 of the Pelagos Agreement on the creation of a marine mammal Sanctuary in the
Mediterranean Sea.

The boundaries are well identified in the official texts and marked in the marine maps.

Municipalities that have signed the Charter of Partnership with the Pelagos Agreement
could enjoy the right to fly the Sanctuary flag and panels in all areas within their
administrative jurisdiction. A panel is placed in the Fosso Chiarone location (Municipality
of Capalbio) in order to mark on the South-East border of the Sanctuary.

Score

Is there any collaboration from other authorities in the
protection and surveillance of the area and, if applicable, is 1
there a coastguard service contributing to the marine
protection? See 8.3.2. and 8.3.3. in AF

Score: 0=No/1=Yes

Score justification

The Maritime Prefecture of the Channel and Mediterranean and the National Navy in
France, the ltalian Coast Guard and the Maritime Affairs and the division of maritime and
airport police in the Principality of Monaco, provide surveillance and marine protection of
the area at national scale.

The Convention that will be established by the French Party (Cf. on question 3.5) also
contains actions for preventing and restraining human behaviours that threaten marine
mammals in the French Part of the Sanctuary.

Score

Are third party agencies also empowered to enforce
regulations relating to the SPAMI protective measures? N.A.
Score: 0=No/1=Yes

Score justification

There cannot be any third party since the enforcement of the regulation is empowered by
the national authorities.
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Score

Are there adequate penalties and powers for effective
enforcement? See 8.3.4. in AF 1
Score: 0=No/1=Yes

Score justification

Each Party has provision on penalties or sanctions.

Score

Is the field staff empowered to impose sanctions? See 8.3.4.
in AF 1
Score: 0=No/1=Yes

Score justification

The right to impose sanctions is empowered to the national authorities.

Score
Has the area established a contingency plan to face accidental
pollution or other serious emergencies? (Art. 7.3. in the 1
Protocol, Recommendation of the 13" Meeting of Contracting
Parties)

Score: 0=No/1=Yes

Score justification

In case of ship strikes and stranding events, National Stranding Networks are operational.
In case of accidental pollution, RAMOGEPOL would be activated; it covers the whole
Pelagos Sanctuary. Beside Pelagos Secretariat currently elaborates a Memorandum of
Understanding (MoU) with Ramoge Secretariat, that will ease procedures and
cooperation on means in case of accidental pollution.

6. COOPERATION AND NETWORKING

Score

Are other national or international organizations collaborating
to provide human or financial resources? (e.g. researchers, 2
experts, volunteers...). See 9.1.3. in the AF

Score: 0= No / 1= Weakly / 2= Fairly / 3= Excellent)

Score justification

National administrations are collaborating with both human and financial resources and
national stranding networks, national control authorities, associations and scientists, etc.

Moreover, the Secretariat's establishment in the Principality of Monaco has eased
cooperation with secretariats of other intergovernmental organisations including, among
others, ACCOBAMS and RAMOGE, thus streamlining the efforts of France, Italy and the
Principality of Monaco towards the protection of marine mammals and their habitat. In this
framework, the Pelagos Agreement has signed a MoU with ACCOBAMS.

The Pelagos Agreement will use the data of the ASI in the Sanctuary and the TSC will
analyse them in order to strengthen new management measures.

Furthermore, the Pelagos Agreement also cooperates with RAMOGE in order to
mutualise their efforts on some actions, and a MoU between both agreements may
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potentially arise from that.

The Sanctuary also benefits from on-going projects and collaborations involving several
NGO’s (WWF, Gecem, Tethys Research Institute, Legambiente, Groupement d’intérét
scientifique pour les mammiféres marins de Méditerranée, etc.), stranding network and
municipalities.

Score

Assess the level of cooperation and exchange with other
SPAMIs (especially in other nations) (Art. 8, Art. 21.1, Art. 2
22.1., Art. 22.3 of the Protocol, A.d in Annex I)

Score: 0= No / 1= Insufficient / 2= Fairly / 3= Excellent)

Score justification

The cooperation with other SPAMIs included in the Pelagos area is adequate (Port-Cros
National Park, Natural Reserve of Bouches of Bonifacio, MPA of Portofino). The
exchanges with other relevant areas for marine mammal conservation is in progress
(AGOA Sanctuary). The networking is still in progress thanks to MedPAN and
ACCOBAMS and to the possibilities of taking part in international conferences related to
marine mammal protection, such as the European Cetacean Society (ECS) and the
International Conference on Marine Mammal Protected Areas (ICMMPA).

(if applicable)

7. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE
PREVIOUS EVALUATIONS

Assess to what extent the recommendations possibly made by the previous
evaluations were implemented: Recommendations made by the TAC(s) and/or
approved by the Focal points for SPAs regarding Section |

Score

Assessment scale:
0= ‘No’ for all of them N.A.
1= ‘Yes’ for some of them
2= ‘Yes’ for most of them
3= ‘Yes’ for all of them

Assess to what extent the recommendations possibly made by the previous
valuations were implemented: Recommendations made by the TAC(s) and/or
approved by the Focal points for SPAs regarding Section |l

Score

Assessment scale:
0= ‘No’ for all of them 2
1= ‘Yes’ for some of them
2= ‘Yes’ for most of them
3= ‘Yes’ for all of them
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CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS
SECTION I: CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA
IN THE SPAMI LIST
1. MEDITERRANEAN VALUE OF THE SPAMI
Total Score: 7/7 (max: 7)

2. LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS
Total Score: 6/6 (max: 6)

3. MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF RESOURCES
Total Score: 10/12 (max: 12)

SECTION II: FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA
4. THREATS AND SURROUNDING CONTEXT

Total Score: 18/23 (max: 23)

5. ENFORCEMENT OF PROTECTION MEASURES
Total Score: 4/4 (2 Not Applicable Questions) (max: 4)

6. COOPERATION AND NETWORKING
Total Score: 4/6 (max: 6)

SECTION Ill: FOLLOW-UP OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE PREVIOUS
EVALUATION(S)

7. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE PREVIOUS
EVALUATIONS
Total Score: 2/3 (max: 3) (1 Not Applicable Question)

GRAND TOTAL SCORE: 51/61 (3 Not Applicable Questions) (max: 61)

Score: 84%

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS:

Conclusions

The total score of the evaluation is not really reflecting the current situation of the Pelagos
Sanctuary, because some of the questions in the format are not adapted for the case of this
SPAMIL.

Proposals of modification of the format for the Periodic Review in order to adapt it to the
specificities of the open-sea and multinational SPAMIs were identified by the TAC and will be
submitted to SPA/RAC.

According to the evaluation of the committee, Pelagos Sanctuary still fulfils the criteria, which

are mandatory for the inclusion of an area in the SPAMI list, and with the relevant criteria
defined in the SPA/BD Protocol.
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Recommendations for the future evaluation

The TAC recommends to improve as appropriate the resources for the implementation of the
management plan. In this context the monitoring activities should be reinforced and oriented
to provide useful data to identify and, where necessary, adapt the management measures in
the coming years. To this purpose, further integration of international and national monitoring

programs is recommended.

Comments

The latest evaluation was conducted 4 years ago. This period is shorter than the 6 years
ordinary period on the basis of which it is required to implement the recommendations.

Part 7 of the format: Following the recommendations made by the previous evaluations, the
score of the points 7.1 and 7.2 answers the question: Are cooperation and harmonization
two aspects improved and additionally developed for Sections | and Il of the form?

SIGNATURES (in alphabetical order)
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Suggestions of modifications to the Format for the Periodic Review of SPAMIs

At the occasion of its meeting for the evaluation of the SPAMI "Pelagos Sanctuary” (Monaco, 29
March 2019), the Technical Advisory Commission (TAC) identified a series of inconsistencies in
the Format for the Periodic Review of SPAMIs and decided accordingly to submit the following
recommendations to SPA/RAC.

1. Recommendations of relevance for the evaluation of all SPAMIs

— The scoring scale for Section 3 of the Format (MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF
RESOURCES) should be extended as follows for all questions:
0=Low
1= Medium
2= Good
3= Excellent

— In Section 3 of the Format (MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF RESOURCES) add
questions about:

= the implementation of the management plan;

= the implementation of concrete conservation measures, activities and actions.

— The present scoring scale for threats under Section 5 (THREATS AND SURROUNDING
CONTEXT) implies that the existence of threats is a weakness for the evaluated SPAMI,
while the SPA/BD Protocol considers that the existence of threats is among the
characteristics and factors that should be considered as favourable for the inclusion of a
proposed site in the SPAMI List (paragraph "a" of article 4 in Section B of the Annex 1 to
the Protocol). The TAC suggests therefore to:

= invert the scoring to make it in line with the Criteria set in the Protocol (ex: 0 means “no
threats”; 3 means “very serious threats”)
and

= add a new question about the effort(s) made during the evaluation period to mitigate
threats.

(ex: Mitigation of the threats existing at the inclusion of the area on the SPAMI List: 0
means none of the threats, 3 means all the threats were mitigated)

Secrétariat permanent de 1'Accord Pelagos / Segretariato permanente dell’ Accordo Pelagos
Tour Odéon B1 — 36, avenue de I’ Annonciade— MC-98000 Monaco
+377 92 16 11 55 — secretariat@pelagos-sanctuary.org — www.pelagos-sanctuary.org




Recommendations of special relevance for the multilateral SPAMIs

The question 2.3 (Does the area have management bodies in line with the original SPAMI

application for designation?) should be replaced with:

“Does the area have governance bodies in line with the original SPAMI application for

designation? Assessment scale:

0= No governance bodies;

1= Only some governance bodies are in place;

2= The governance bodies are in place but they are not functioning on a regular basis (ex:
no regular meetings or works);

3= The SPAMI has fully dedicated governance bodies and sufficient powers to address the
conservation challenges”.

The item 3.4 (Assess the adequacy of the financial and material means available to the
SPAMI) should be split into 2 separate items:

Assess the adequacy of the financial and material means available for the
implementation of the SPAMI conservation/management measures at national level

and

Assess the adequacy of the financial and material means available to the multilateral
governance bodies of the SPAMI.

In Section 5 (ENFORCEMENT OF PROTECTION MEASURES):

The question: Are third party agencies also empowered to enforce regulations relating to
the SPAMI protective measures? is not relevant for the multilateral SPAMIs;

The question: Are the area boundaries adequately marked on land and, if applicable,
adequately marked on the sea? is not applicable for the multilateral SPAMIs.

It could be replaced by:

Is the area officially delimited on the international marine / terrestrial maps?

Is the area officially reported on the marine / terrestrial maps of each SPAMI Member
State?

Are the coordinates of the area easily accessible (maps, internet, etc.)?
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(5) Format of the Periodic review of “Capo Carbonara Marine Protected Area”
(1taly)
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SECTION IlI:
FOLLOW-UP OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE PREVIOUS EVALUATION(S)
' 49D:834%
ER"@$' ><#<B>BCED' &' FB$S$'>; #<B>! &#;' &M
<D' &="?BA! & #H@#<B>! 8 .1 01&34%-&8
.AFF:R0U6G8
F.332/,0851842&#F6

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE FUTURE EVALUATION:

The number of the permanent staff, in particular scientific and technical cocllaborators, should be
incremented to ensure the long term sustainability of the management of the SPAMI.

In order to ass
be empowered to

re a cc timely and efficient surveillance, the field staff of the SPAMI

shoulc sanctions.

0,, 12 5671)8 HF71): - <()8l4/ ,)=*(<4]-. / 8101

>ATBCTB> AR



L% S & ()5, / 0,, 12 5671)8 HF71): - <()8l4/ ,)=*(<4]-. / 8101

SECTION I:
CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
1. MEDITERRANEAN VALUE OF THE SPAMI

* 34%
NIN& <68& >#= @RAKTA2LRBE0234 D6 & 86 B35 50 &5:0 95 B! &<6 86 CA DO :8= 6BAB 5 D60 DI : (@ & 2& H526DBB _
DR6E >H# N %l 51913428 D6 185 yes=1
* 345 4RIYS0%U D-
The MPA fulfils the criteria related to the regional Mediterranean values as listed in the annotated
format of presentation report for the SPAMI proposal (WG.355/16)
* 34%

NIXI8 6E6:8 8 BE6 526 8<0 D062 33 (a5 BB@DCEK6 & E0 : (@) 94 D6 54 B8 536 &0 U P& DBRF6 348284 D2/B6 5B 3= No adverse change
028090 : 860962806 & ># = EH26DDHDIBF4TRA)N ABBR45&9<6&AD3:@2A4 DEEOEIBHR >#= @ 29 B n

* 345 4RIYS0%D-
The results of monitoring show that, despite the increase of the tourist presence during summer
period in the last six years (from- 50,000 to the actual 80,000), there have been no adverse changes
for the habitats and species considered as natural features.
*34%
NIJ |18 55 8x6 & Udb 396 2R26 B @ &AD &9<6 84 SRASHAD MFF.A0A4D&?45&B62ACBIBONEG: Q&F @52@6Bk 3= Yes for all of them
* 34 BEUDIWOMD-
Based on the art. 3 of the Ministerial Decree of 7 February 2012 the aims of the MPA are:
protection and enhancement of natural, chemical and physical characteristics and of marine and
coastal biodiversity, with particular attention to priority habitats of hard and mobile substrate,
to Posidonia oceanica, also through environmental recovery interventions;
promotion of environmental education and the dissemination of the marine and coastal environments
of the marine protected area knowledge also through the implementation of educational activities and
programs;
- implementation of study, monitoring and scientific research pregrams in the sector of natural
SECTION I:
CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
2. LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS
* 34%
gl;lf&(i&ﬁm:&ﬂ)@&'&6& >#= GOA&H5 B3 03684 8286 00: 2D ID 0 Bx<6 8805 & BX6 8 HBEA @BED:@HD 2 = The SPAMI has maintained or improv
* 345 4RIXS0%D-
*34%
XIX8 584/ F6FBD3A28 DBE&H2F4D2AINSS28:605Ci86 706 B8D&<6 85 1284 B DACER6 8 FH0K 2 = The SPAMI has clearly define
* 34 BEUDIWOMD-
*34%
XJ18/A4628<68FB0&0E6&8 0D0C5/ 6DBMABAZ DB4 06 BEOAK@GIRADHB-4 0652k 2 = The SPAMI has a fully dedica
* 34 BURIWOMD-
SECTION I:
CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
3. MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF RESOURCES
* 34%
JIN&A628<68& >#= G0E60& 0D005/ 6DF:00k 2 = The management plan is officially adc

* 34 BEURIWOMD-
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The management plan is implemented every year and is based on a conceptual map ISER (Interventi
Standardizzati per una gestione Efficace in Aree marine protette)management plan:
http://www.progettoisea.minambiente.it/20-carbonara/). In the last triennium (2017 - 2019) the
management plan was associated to a triennial moniteoring programme.

In addition, the MPA benefits of the managements plans of NATURAZ000 sites present within the MPA
boundaries:

- the marine SCI ITB040020 “Isola dei Cavoli, Serpentara, Punta Mclentis e Campulongu” (approved by
Regional Decree n. 5288/7 of 14 March 2017},

* 34%
JIXI8£226228<68B6c @308 Bx<68& 00006/ 6DH:0DEDZACENN 8334 @RK68& ># = @ UB39E628 DB&X6 2 = Excellent
Be@b/ 6DRR6R PO DV:6& & BX6E& ># W %8 549134:8DB& 63RDSTIXIJ & Bx68 DDADBBIME 0RH# 8
* 345 4RIYS0U D-
The management plan is adequate to the SPAMI cbjectives and the requirements set out in article 7 of
the Protocel, including all content listed in section 8.2.3 of the Annotated Format.
* 34%
J1J18#226228x68B6c @308 Bx6&@ 0D&H24 @B62HEVA0UEBNEX6& >#= G 1 = Fair
* 34 BEUDIWOMD-
The actual human resources available are:
1 MPA Director, full time
1 Responsible general affair, part-time
1 Chief financial service sector, part time
1 Responsible Technical office, part-time
Other personnel depending on economic resources coming from projects:
- 2 Accountant for support of financial service sector, full-time
- 2 Scientific and technical consultants te manage projects (interreg MED, Interreg P.O.
* 34%
JIM18£226228<68B6c @308 B<6EMODBA:HDBS 0BW:8& 60D2OEDAUCSHEX6E >#= G 2 = Excellent
* 34 BURIVOMD-
The financial and material means available to the SPAMI are currently good; these include both
financial resources for the ordinary management of the MPA, financed by IMELS (Italian Ministry for
the Environment, Land and Sea) and economic rescurces derived from Regional, HNational and European
funds and environmental contribution from the activities of MPA authorised operators.
* 34%
JIKI&AG28<60FB0&0E6HE 4DMUIDCEHACH/ / 6k 2 = The monitoring programme i
* 34 B URIIVOMD-
The monitoring programme is adequately implemented and allows the assessment of the state and
evolution of the area, as well as the effectiveness of protection and management measures
concerning:
- marine phanercgams, in particular monitoring, conservation and recovering of Posidonia oceanica
meadow;
- investigation and monitoring on coral reef and maé&rl
- sensitive habitats and species (for example monitoring programme of Pinna nobilis, Paracentrotus
lividus, coral reef, etc);
B80268 8 3458 SN RX63M DR<4@B:24 883: @36 8<6 8RR V68 05/ 6% 5284 883:(@36 8 DBE<6.85:0BB&D M D061
* 34%
JI71&G289<656&0& 7888 B3<0DA/ &03B2DU:AR<628 D% 1F:AARAZ8I63066 D&<6& 4D945ADC&562@:92&0DB&"2’S The SPAMI has an Late
/ 0D0CG/ 6D U 398620 DBEO<R<8)::4 028 BOFD M D& B4 B3 DODBE 0D0CG/ 6DB. 602@62k

* 34 BEURIWOMD-

The SPAMI has an adequate feedback mechanism correlated to ISEAR, SCI and ZPS management plans.
Every year, temporary management measures are applied in order to regulate the activity of diving
centres, fishermen, pleasure boaters and to assure the maintenance of the ecclegical quality of the
site and the state of health of more vulnerable ecosystems (e.g. Posidonia oceanica meadows,
coralligenous assemblages).

GEB0268 B 3458 NREXR&63M DR<4@B&:24 888 @684 D3H B &6 34/ /| 6DBOMMS!SA FHEG&<681R9DCIG6BUD3ZE 63<0DA/ |

SECTION II:
FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA
4. THREATS AND SURROUNDING CONTEXT

MINI&# 22622856 86 E6: 84 Bk 550 D804 D86 &/ 81 836 8 34 :4 CAR0 :RBIA 4 CR0: 06296 988 DBB@HEN : &0 (@ 28 ‘B<6
0%0&V* 1088 DD6 18886 &KR) §-T+*) B * 34%

] DEBC@NB B 1F:4/4D 9 DY BOIEN:&524 @362
.61C&0DB3 ARCRO0BIIA Us FRAACEG24 @3623& 66 &KINIDS W

* 345 4RIVS0%UD-

The artisanal and recreational fisheries are the only expleitation activity carried out within the

MPA and are clearly regulated.

As indicated in the first ASPIM application form fishing does not seem to be able to produce serious

threats to natural rescurces, given the low number of artisanal fishing boats (14) and

“pescaturismo” boats (4), the use of selective gears (mainly trammel nets) and the conseguent low

pressure.

Recreational fishing is relevant in terms of request for licenses, but from 2017 with the new

regulation on the organisation and implementation of the MPA, the number of recreational licences

' <5028 &O0UDPHDBRF63/62
.61 &/298U0 D36 86 2830 9% DR¥-4 :: @ DRE-4 0 3<ACRBHA B@6 B :ADRFE 3421118 & 66 8KINXISD& W
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* 34 BEURIWOMD-

Many different management measures were taken to reduce the negative impact on vulnerable habitats
and specie (sandy beaches and dunes, shallow Posidonia oceanica meadows, as well as coralligenous
assemblages and seafan populations.

The mechanical damages caused by divers are strictly localized in some sites with a very small
extension relative to the surface of the MPA.

Rare cases of poaching (illegal fishing) have been reported during the winter season, whenever
surveillance is reduced.

Polluticn and contamination are not significant because urban and industrial pressures are very low

EB8%50268 8@ 0DsA FO39 2
608 @R RAORIGBACRA /| ADMDIIES 668INJ 8D W
* 345 8RIVSOMD-
The increase of the human presence in the area was adeguately managed in the last years.
Nevertheless, summer tourist freguentation will probably experience a steady grow over the years and
a growing demand for housing facilities and infrastructure is expected.
The increase of people on the beaches, pleasure boats and diving, could threaten the area and some

special habitats (such as dunes and beaches of bioconstructions wvermetids, seagrass beds and coral
assemblages) .

+4D2RPEBIDEEDIDE YU BAE T @2

* 66&IN" QDB X1 808 W 3

* 34 BEURIWOMD-

No relevant historical and current conflicts between the users of the site.

>:6026&AD3:@B6&<65GRC8EH0 8RB Bk 550 D&x 0B 5 8 84 D36 508 DB H & F0: @ BBSOBAB@M ::Q

N IXI8¢ 226228686 E6:8 85 195 500:8< 550 28! &<6 834 :4 CR0:RUA :4 CR0:R0629%6 988 DBS@HED &0 @ 28 B<6 0 H0
VM08 8 DD61888& 668X WEL&R) §-T+*) B * 34%

>4:@ADEUG/ 2854 8 1%5500:84 @B62883:@ACR4:/B3002% & DB&X<4268) 76 39DCE0B 8 R@H DI

* 668IXINSDEW 2

* 34 BEUDIWOMD-
The new regulations for the organisation and implementation of the MPA regulate water and waste
discharges (art. 17 of Decree 2017) with reference also to catering and accommodation activities,

discharges of solid and liquid waste, and the discharge of waste water from nautical units within
the MPA.

In addition, the establishment of new zone D (buffer zone) guarantees the transit of the passenger
and cargo ships at a greater distance from areas sensitive to the MPA and guarantees a longer time
of intervention in the event of accidental spillage.

*ACDA?A30D9&A/F0392&2B&6280DB&4D &3 @ &KdD 62!

* 668IXIXISDEW 2

* 34 BEURIVOMD-

The existing “Piano paesaggistico” (landscape plan) regulates adequately the interventions on the
territory.

. 1F63BBBOEL:4F/ 6DBI B<FH0D8E4 D86 L@ @RACHFH0!

* 66&INGDE W 2

* 34 BEURIWOAD-

The existing “Piano paesaggistico” (landscape plan) regulates adequately the interventions on the
territory.

>:6026&AD3:@B6&<65GRC8E 0 3RB 8x 550 2&< 0B 5 & ‘84 D36 508 DB B & ED: @ BBSOBABD::Q

Growing demographic trend and touristic presence during the summer seascn.

>:6026&AD3: @B 6& 9B EHB0LER<0BO6 H & B4 D36 DHDBEO6HH:A A0BB8 R4 :E6BI
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The new buffer zone (D zone) guarantee the transit and passengers cargo ships at greater distance
from the MPA core areas and guarantees a longer time for interventions in case of accidental
spillage.

Measures for the restoration of the dunes system have produced positive results.

* 34%
MJ1828&<65 8 DSRB CHBBB402D:8 0D0C5/ 6D 0D 530 DBRE6 80 O285)8x6 8550 84 B6 SMC& 52 (@h4 @BACER6 Yes=1
*>#= R&V" 168 Bt DD6 188 & 668KIXIJ 1808 W
* 34 B U0 D-
The existing “Piano paesaggistico” (landscape plan) regulates adequately the interventicns on the
territory.
Moreover, adjacent municipalities fall under SCI ITB040021 Costa di Cagliari, SCI ITB040051 Bruncu
de Su Monte Moru - Geremeas (Mari Pintau), SCI ITBO42236 Punta di Santa Giusta (Costa Rei), all of
which have a management plan in line with the aims of the Habitats Directive.
In addition, discussions are underway with adjacent municipalities and the Region Autonomous of the
Sardinia for a proposal to extend the boundaries of the MPA.

* 34%

MA&%46289<6&/0D0CE/6DI&FRBIEX6& ># = B<0H5 802(@ D36 & 6 5%<6 854 E6 500 D36 & 8x6 & (@ @BACRHHB 0k No=0
.YKIB& Bt DD6188& 66&; MM &ADS#
* 34BURIVS0HAD-

The management plan for the SPAMI don't have influence over the governance of the surrounding area.

SECTION II:

FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA

5. ENFORCEMENT OF PROTECTION MEASURES

KINI&# 226228686 CH6 4 BDA536/ 6DB BX68&HB3MDS 602@H21&GD&F059A3@:05- * 34%

#56&9<683TRU4@DB05BBBc@096:Q856B& D80 DB DBRFF:A0U:6P&0B6c@00576 B& D86 &6 0k
* Yes=1
668I1JINISDSEW
* 345 UDIWOMD-

Informative devices, panels and posters, are present aleng the entire cocastal perimeter; they also
describe the bans that have to be respected and the presence of sensitive species and habitats.

All the No-Take Zones (A zones) are marked by yellow buoys illuminated during the night.

Q&R6HHDAE4::0ADAMDEH/ & 9<6580 @x45982808<68 51 B39AE&0DB&2@5EGA:: 0386 8¥530 & DBRBFF-A0UGP
R&R658 84 0290@) BREFERG 84 DHARDCHN 868 0ACEFHABIMIK  Yes=1
* 66&T1JIXIODBANJI1J 1808 W
* 34 BEUDIWOMD-

The Coast Guard as well as “Guardia di Finmanza®, "“Carabinieri” and Sardinian Regional Forestry are
invelved in the surveillance.

The Sardinian Regional Forestry body is present all year (12 months/year) and in the last years the
Coast Guard has increased its presence from 4 to 8 months.

Surveillance is also done by voluntary associations and by the staff of the MPA.

# B &< AB&K 0BRBD3A28:248%/ FA065H5BRN & DA 53680 CAD M D285 :09DCBI 68 >#= G HABIMOE& 602@62k Yes=1
* 345 4DIWOMD-

Yes, the MPA has a third agency alsc empowered to enforce regulations relating to the SPAMI
protective measures (see above).

# B &6 BOBEC@BFED0: 920 DBF406 28 55 7B BOA6/ 60K
* GBETIJINSDGW e
* 34D HDIVS0MD-

The existing penalties are appropriate to dissuade infractions (art. 39 of the MPA regulation on the
organisation and implementation of the 2017.

Q&<686:BRD7%/ FAO06THBBHA F426&0039% D2k

* e6&lJ 1M gmgtwy NO=0

* 34 BURIVOMD-
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SPAMI Evaluation http://rac-spa.org/spami_eval/printableversion.phr

Has the area established a contingency plan to face accidental pollution or other serious emergencies? et
(Art. 7.3. of the Protocol, Recommendation of 13th Meeting of Contracting Parties). =

Score justification:

a MPA

SECTION II:

FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA
6. COOPERATION AND NETWORKING

Score
Are other national or international organizations collaborating to provide human or financial resources? 3= Excellent
(e.g. researchers, experts, volunteers...). See 9.1.3. in AF.
Score justification:

Score
Assess the level of cooperation and exchange with other SPAMIs (especially in other nations) 2= Fairl
(Art. 8, Art. 21.1, Art. 22.1. and Art. 22.3 of the Protocol, A.d in Annex I). ¥
Score justification:

SPAMI

SECTION IlI: FOLLOW-UP OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE PREVIOUS EVALUATION(S)
7. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE PREVIOUS EVALUATIONS

7.1. Assess to what extent the recommendations possibly made by the

previous evaluations were implemented: Recommendations made by the 0 = "No" for all

TAC(s) and/or approved by the Focal Points for SPAs regarding Section |.

7.2. Assess to what extent the recommendations possibly made by the
previous evaluations were implemented: Recommendations made by the 0 = "No" for all
TAC(s) and/or approved by the Focal Points for SPAs regarding Section Il.

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE FUTURE EVALUATIONS
Please insert here the Recommendations of the TAC for the future evaluations of the SPAMI.

o

nt n particular scientifa and hnical co

SIGNATURE
pate: 19.03.201 9

Names and Signatures:

7di8 19/03/2019, 13:18



SPAMI Evaluation http://rac-spa.org/spami_eval/printableversion.phj

National Focal Point:
Tunesi Leonardo

Independent Experts:
Pergent Christine
Turk Robert

Addis Pierantonio
SPAMI manager(s):

Atzori Fabrizio

8di8 ' 19/03/2019, 13:18



(6) Format of the Periodic review of “Marine Protected Area of Penisola del Sinis —
Isola di Mal di Ventre” (Italy)



SPAMI Evaluation http://rac-spa.org/spami_eval/printableversion.php

Version Francaise  Print this page [ as Pdf

SPAMI Evaluation system

Evaluation sheets of the SPAMI: Penisola del Sinis Marine Protected Area

Go back to the GRAND Total page

GRAND TOTAL SCORE: 54 (max score: 66)
SECTION I:
CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
Total score
1. MEDITERRANEAN VALUE OF THE SPAMI 6 (max score: 7)

Comments by the TAC:

The MPA still fulfils the following criteria: a) Natural representativeness: The SPAMI hosts highly representative
ecological processes, communities, habitat types and other natural features. Posidonia oceanica meadow is the
dominant benthic assemblage in the area. Precoralligenous and coralligenous characterise the deep-infralittoral and
circalittoral rocky bottoms, with the presence of Corallium rubrum and Savalia savaglia in some sites. The fish
assemblage includes vulnerable species like Epinephelus marginatus and Sciaena umbra. b) Diversity: it has a high
diversity of species, communities, and ecosystems. c) Naturalness: it has a high degree of naturalness as a result of the
low level of human-induced disturbance and degradation. Along the 37 km of coast line only two villages are present and
populated only few months per year. In the Mal di Ventre Island there is no building or artificial structure, except the little
lighthouse. d)Presence of habitats that are critical to endemic species (E.g. Islands or Islets are important nesting areas
for some water-bird species - Larus audouinii, Phalacrocorax aristotelis desmaristii). e)Cultural representativeness: it has
a high representative value with respect to the cultural heritage, due to the existence of environmentally sound traditional
activities integrated with nature which support the well-being of local populations, like some seasonal artisanal fishing
activities. Additionally, the MPA is an area of educational, scientific and aesthetic interest.

During the evaluation period there have been some important changes only for the Pinna nobilis in 2018 due to
biological threats affecting all the western Mediterranean, which are not linked to the management of the SPAMI.

Yes, almost all the objectives set out in the original SPAMI application for designation were actively pursued, based on
the art. 3 of the Ministerial Decree of 20 July 2011 and, in particular the following: - improvement of natural, chemical and
physical characteristics of the area, protection of marine and coastal biodiversity, with particular attention to priority
benthic habitats; - environmental education and awareness programs on the importance of the protection of marine and
coastal environments of the SPAMI. More effort would be needed to reach these objectives. - implementation of study,
monitoring and scientific research programs in the sector of natural sciences and environmental protection, in order to
ensure systematic knowledge of the area; - promotion of sustainable development of the area, with particular regard to
the enhancement of traditional activities, local cultures, environmentally friendly tourism and the use by socially sensitive
categories. Even if some activities have been deployed, local society is yet anchored to traditional behaviours that are
not fully sustainable. More activities are being planned for the immediate future.

Total score
2. LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS 6 (max score: 6)
Comments by the TAC:

Total score
3. MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF RESOURCES 10 (max score: 12)

Comments by the TAC:

The SPAMI area has a management plan officially adopted and adequately implemented. The management plan is
implemented every year and is based on a conceptual map (ISEA management plan:
http://www.progettoisea.minambiente.it/21-sinis/). In the last triennium (2017 — 2019) the management plan was
associated to a triennial monitoring programme. In addition, the MPA is in charge of the management of 4 NATURA2000
sites included within the MPA boundaries, having specific management plans (SAC and SPA): SAC ITB030080 “Isola di
Mal di Ventre e Catalano” SPA ITB030039 “Isola di Mal di Ventre” SAC ITB030034 e ITB032239 “Stagno di Mistras di
Oristano” “San Giovanni di Sinis” SPA ITB034006 “Stagno di Mistras”

The management plans are adequate to the SPAMI objectives and the requirements set out in article 7 of the Protocol,
including all content listed in section 8.2.3 of the Annotated Format.

The human resources available to the SPAMI are fair with these resources: 1 MPA Director - full time 1 Chief financial
service sector - part time 1 administrative employee - part time 2 Accountant for support of financial service sector -
part-time 1 Responsible general affair - part-time 1 Responsible Technical office - part-time 2 maintenance employees -
part-time Other personnel depending on economic resources coming from projects: « 1 expert biologist for technical
support — full time + 1 expert in environmental science PhD - part-time « 1 administrative employee — full time Other
services to support the management of the area (educational services, technical activities, monitoring) are outsourced.
The financial and material means available to the SPAMI are fair; In particular the financial resources for the ordinary
management of the MPA are financed by IMELS (Italian Ministry for the Environment, Land and Sea) and other
economic resources are derived from Regional, National and European funds / projects and environmental contribution
from the activities of MPA authorised operators. An increase of the financial resources is very important.

The monitoring programme is adequately implemented and allows the assessment of the state and evolution of the
area, as well as the effectiveness of protection and management measures. The main topics are: - marine
phanerogams, in particular Posidonia oceanica meadows; - coral reef and maérl, with deepening of knowledge
activities; - sensitive habitats and species (Pinna nobilis, Paracentrotus lividus, Patella ferruginea); - Cetaceans and
marine turtles in local and large scale and specific monitoring in the MPA of Tursiops truncatus; - pleasure boating and
diving frequentation; - coastal dynamics and marine hydrodynamism; - recovering of dune systems (in particular priority
habitats); - sea birds; - ichthyofauna and target species; - marine litter at local and large scale; - small scale fisheries
The SPAMI has an adequate feedback mechanism correlated to ISEA, SAC and SPA management plans. Every year,
temporary management measures are applied in order to regulate the activity of small scale fisheries, recreational
fishing, pleasure boaters and to assure the maintenance of the ecological quality of the site and the state of health of
more vulnerable ecosystems (e.g. Posidonia oceanica meadows, coralligenous assemblages, Octopus vulgaris and
Paracentrotus lividus stocks).

SECTION II:
FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA

Total score

1di8 20/03/2019, 19:56
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4. THREATS AND SURROUNDING CONTEXT 21 (max score: 23)
Comments by the TAC:

The sand collection, although strictly forbidden, is a still a problem of illegal taking.

Trampling on: sandy beaches and dunes, Lithophyllum rims Anchoring: Posidonia oceanica meadows lllegal fishing
(trawling and poaching)

Summer tourist frequentation has experienced a low growth over the years; even if a bigger increase is expected in the
coming years. A growing demand for housing facilities and infrastructure and the increasing of wastes are also expected.
Nevertheless, the increase in tourist visits and, consequently, the increase of people on the beaches, pleasure boats and
diving, could threaten the area and some special habitats (such as dunes and beaches of bioconstructions vermetids,
seagrass beds and coral assemblages).

No relevant historical and current conflicts between the users of the site.

lllegal fishing (trawling and poaching) Quartz Sand Collection Mooring in vulnerable habitats.

The new regulations for the organisation and implementation of the MPA regulate water and waste discharges (art. 11 of
Decree 2017) with reference also to catering and accommodation activities, discharges of solid and liquid waste, and the
discharge of waste water from nautical units within the MPA.

No significant impact.

No threats are expected.

The existing “Piano paesaggistico regionale” (Regional landscape plan) regulates adequately the interventions on the
territory. Even if there is no a local integrated coastal management plan, there is an additional land use regulation
around the SPAMI area. That is made by the management plans of the SAC and SPA areas surrounding the SPAMI. A
coastal management plan (PUL) is next to be implemented by the Municipality of Cabras.

The management plan for the SPAMI don't have influence over the governance of the surrounding area.

Total score
5. ENFORCEMENT OF PROTECTION MEASURES 6 (max score: 6)
Comments by the TAC:

The Coast Guard as well as “Guardia di Finanza”, “Carabinieri”, Sardinian Regional Forestry and “Polizia di Stato” are
involved in the surveillance. The “Compagnia Barracellare” (local environmental police) and the staff of the MPA are also
involved in the surveillance. The MPA has two 6 m length inflatable boats and one 4 wheels-drive for the surveillance
and rescue service.

Yes, the MPA has a third agency also empowered to enforce regulations relating to the SPAMI: the Coast Guard as well
as “Guardia di Finanza”, “Carabinieri”, Sardinian Regional Forestry and “Polizia di Stato”.

The existing penalties and fines are appropriate to dissuade infractions (art. 39 of the REO and art. 15 of the detailed
regulation approved by the Municipality).

The Coast Guard and the other surveillance corps, including the “Compagnia Barracellare” (local environmental police),
are empowered to impose sanctions. MPA operators and volunteers involved in surveillance can only inform people
about bans and alert the institutional surveillance corps in case of infractions.

Yes, the MPA directly implements the contingency plan, to face accidental pollution or other serious emergencies,
established at national level.

Total score
6. COOPERATION AND NETWORKING 5 (max score: 6)

Comments by the TAC:

For scientific monitoring activities and technical issues the SPAMI is supported by external
consultants and volunteers (non-profit local association). Collaboration with the staff of other
regional MPAs are realized through two different agreements coordinated by RAS (Region
Autonomous of the Sardinia): one, the Regional Network for the Conservation of Marine
Fauna, that supports for the management and take care of Sea Turtles and Cetaceans
distressed and conservation and safety of sea turtles nests. The CRES centre (Centro di
Recupero del Sinis), in joint venture with Italian National Research Council (CNR), is the
reference for the other Sardinian MPAs. On the other hand, the Network of the Sardinian
Marine Protected Areas, supports activities on specific topics and shared themes (i.e.
monitoring of the status Pinna nobilis after the recent massive death). Collaborations with
other MPAs are related to different project and through FEDERPARCHI and MEDPAN for the
Mediterranean. Other collaborations, based on specific programs, involve scientific institutions
such as the Universities of Cagliari and Sassari, the Italian National Research Council,
ISPRA, WWF ltalia, MAVA Foundation.

Collaborations are in place with the Sardinian SPAMIs “Tavolara - Punta Coda Cavallo” and
“Capo Carbonara”.

SECTION III:
FOLLOW-UP OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE PREVIOUS EVALUATION(S)
Total score
7. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY
THE PREVIOUS EVALUATIONS 0 (max score: 6)
(if applicable)
Comments by the TAC:

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE FUTURE EVALUATION:

The number of the permanent staff, in particular scientific and technical cellaborators, should be

ensure tf long term sustainabkility of the management the SPAMI.
f surveills 2 should k > in place to prevent the current use of illegal
m trawling) 1 implementation of conservation measures in

the & and B
of nature conservation and the role of the MPA therein

more effort should be devoted to communicat tools including on spot informatiwve panels.

SECTION I:
CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
1. MEDITERRANEAN VALUE OF THE SPAMI

Score

1.1. The SPAMI still fulfils at least one of the criteria related to the regional Mediterranean value as presented
in the SPA/BD Protocol’'s Annex I.

Score justification:

yes=1
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The MPA still fulfils the following criteri
a) Matural representativeness: The SPAMI h

-5 highly representative ecological processes,
communities, habitat types and other natural features. Posidonia oceanica meadow is the dominant
benthic assemblage in the area. Precoralligenous and coralligenous characterise the deep-
infralittoral and circalittoral rocky bottoms, with the presence of Corallium rubrum and Savalia
savaglia in some sit
and Sciaena umbra.
b) Diversity: it has a high diversity of species, communities, and ecosystems.

5. The fish assemblage includes wvulnerable species like Epinephelus marginatus

Score
1.2. Level of adverse changes occurred during the evaluation period for the habitats and species considered
as natural features in the SPAMI presentation report submitted for the inclusion of the area in the SPAMI List.
Score justification:

During the evaluation period there have been some important changes only for the Pinna nobilis in
2018 due to biclogical threats affecting all the western Mediterranean, which are not linked to the
management of the SPAMI.

3= No adverse change

Score
1.3. Are the objectives, set out in the original SPAMI application for designation, actively pursued? 2= Yes for most of them
Score justification:
Yes, almost all the objectives set out in the original SPAMI application for designation were
actively pursued, based on the art. 3 of the Ministerial Decree of 20 July 2011 and, in particular
the following:
improvement of natural, chemical and physical characteristics of the area, protection of marine

and coastal biodiversity, with particular attention to priority benthic habitats;

environmental education and awareness programs on the importance of the protection of marine and
coastal environments of the SPAMI. More effort would be needed to reach these cbjectives.
- implementation of study, monitoring and scientific research programs in the sector of natural

SECTION I:
CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
2. LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS

Score
2.1. The legal status of the SPAMI (with reference to its legal status at the date of the previous evaluation
report).

Score justification:

2 = The SPAMI has maintained or improv

Score
2.2. Are competencies and responsibilities clearly defined in the texts governing the area? 2 = The SPAMI has clearly define
Score justification:

Score
2.3. Does the area have a management body, endowed with sufficient powers? 2 = The SPAMI has a fully dedica
Score justification:

SECTION I:
CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
3. MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF RESOURCES
Score

3.1. Does the SPAMI have a management plan? 2 = The management plan is officially adc
Score justification:

The SPAMI area has a management plan officially adopted and adequately implemented.

The management plan is implemented every year and is based on a conceptual map (ISEA management

plan: http://www.progettoisea.minambiente.it/21-sinis/). In the last triennium (2017 - 2019) the

management plan was associated to a triennial monitoring programme.

In addition, the MPA is in charge of the management of 4 NATURA2000 sites included within the MPA
boundaries, having specific management plans (SAC and SPA):

Score

3.2. Assess the adequacy of the management plan taking into account the SPAMI objectives and the

requirements set out in Article 7 of the SPA/BD Protocol and Section 8.2.3 of the Annotated Format (AF) 2 = Brcellent
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Score justification:
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The management plans are adegquate to the SPAMI cbjectives and the requirements set out in article 7

of the Protocol, including all content listed in section 8.2.3 of the Annotated Format.

3.3. Assess the adequacy of the human resources available to the SPAMI
Score justification:
The human resources available to the SPRMI are fair with these resources:

MPA Director full time
Chief financial service sector - part time
administrative employee part time

Accountant for support of financ

service sector
Responsible general affair - part-time
Responsible Technical office - part-time

part-time

e

3.4. Assess the adequacy of the financial and material means available to the SPAMI.
Score justification:

The financial and material means available te the SPAMI are fair; In particular the financial
resources for the ordinary management of the MPA are financed by IMELS (Italian Ministry for the
Environment, Land and Sea) and other economic rescurces are derived from Regional, National and
European funds / projects and environmental contribution from the activities of MPA authorised

operators. An increase of the financial resources is very important.

3.5. Does the area have a monitoring programme?
Score justification:

Score
1 = Fair

Score
1 = Fair

Score

2 = The monitoring programme i

The monitoring programme is adequately implemented and allows the assessment of the state and

evolution of the area, as well as the effectiveness of protection and management measures.

topics are:
- marine phanerocgams, in particular Posidonia oceanica meadows;
coral reef and ma&rl, with deepening of knowledge actiwviti

The main

sensitive habitats and species (Pinna nobilis, Paracentrotus lividus, Patella ferruginea);
- Cetaceans and marine turtles in local and large scale and specific monitoring in the MPA of

Tursiops truncatus;
In case of Score = 1, this section should also include the list of the parameters to include and the related rationale.

3.6. Is there a feedback mechanism that establishes an explicit link between the monitoring results and the

management objectives, and which allows adaptation of protection and management measures?
Score justification:

Score

2 = The SPAMI has an adequate

The SPAMI has an adequate feedback mechanism correlated to ISEA, SAC and SPA management plans.
Every year, temporary management measures are applied in order to regulate the activity of small

le fisheri recreational fishing, pleasure boaters and to sure the maintena
logical gquality of the site and the state of health of more vulnerable eco

oceanica meadows, coralligenous assemblages, Octopus vulgaris and Paracentrotus

am
lividus

e of the
{e.qg. Posidonia

stocks)

In case of Score =1, this section should also include concrete recommendations to improve the existing feedback mechanism.

SECTION II:
FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA
4. THREATS AND SURROUNDING CONTEXT

4.1. Assess the level of threats within the site to the ecological, biological, aesthetic and cultural values of the

area (B4.a of Annex ). In particular:

Unregulated exploitation of natural resources
(e.g. sand mining, water, timber, living resources). See 5.1.1. in AF.

Score justification:

The sand collection, although strictly forbidden, is a still a problem of illegal taking.

Threats to habitats and species
(e.g. disturbance, desiccation, pollution, poaching, introduced alien species...). See 5.1.2. in AF.

Score justification:

Trampling on: sandy beaches and dunes, Lithophyllum rims
Anchoring: Posidonia oceanica meadows
Illegal fishing (trawling and poaching)

Score

Increase of human impact
(e.g. tourism, boats, building, immigration...). See 5.1.3. in AF.

Score justification:
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Summer tourist frequentation has experienced a low growth over the years; even if a bigger increase
is expected in the coming years. A growing demand for housing facilities and infrastructure and the
increasing of wastes are also expected.

Hevertheless, the increase in tourist wvisits and, consequently, the increase of people on the
beaches, pleasure boats and diving, could threaten the area and some special habitats (such as dunes
and beaches of bioconstructions vermetids, seagrass beds and coral assemblages).

Conflicts between users or user groups.
See 5.1.4. and 6.2. in AF.
Score justification:
Ho relevant historical and current conflicts between the users of the site.

Please include here a prescriptive list of threats that are of concern and are evaluated individually
Illegal fishing (trawling and poaching)

Quartz Sand Collection

Mooring in wvulnerable habitats.

4.2. Assess the level of external threats to the ecological, biological, aesthetic and cultural values of the area
(B4.a of Annex I). See 5.2. in AF. In particular: Score

Pollution problems from external sources including solid waste and those affecting waters up-current.

) 3
See 5.2.1.in AF.
Score justification:
The new regulations for the organisation and implementation of the MPA regulate water and waste
discharges (art. 11 of Decree 2017) with reference also to catering and accommodation activities,
discharges of solid and liquid waste, and the discharge of waste water from nautical units within
the MPA.
Significant impacts on landscapes and on cultural values. 3
See 5.2.2. in AF.
Score justification:
Ho significant impact.
Expected development of threats upon the surrounding area. 3
See 6.1.in AF.
Score justification:
Ho threats are expected.
Please include here a prescriptive list of threats that are of concern and are evaluated individually:
Please include the list of threats that were of concern and were eliminated or solved.
Score
4.3. Is there an integrated coastal management plan or land-use laws in the area bordering or surrounding the Yesmi
SPAMI? (B4.e of Annex I). See 5.2.3. in AF.
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Score justification:

The existing “Piano paesaggistico regionale®
interventions on the territory.
Even if there is no a local

(Regional landscape plan) regulates adequately the

integrated coastal management plan, there is an additional land use
regulation around the SPAMI area.

That is made by the management plans of the SAC and SPA areas surrounding the SPAMI. A coastal
management plan (PUL) is next to be implemented by the Municipality of Cabre

Score
4.4. Does the management plan for the SPAMI have influence over the governance of the surrounding area?

(D5.d of Annex I). See 7.4.4. in AF.

No=0
Score justification:

The management plan for the SPAMI don't hawve influence owver the governance of the surrounding area

SECTION II:

FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA
5. ENFORCEMENT OF PROTECTION MEASURES

5.1. Assess the degree of enforcement of the protection measures. In particular: Score
Are the area boundaries adequately marked on land and, if applicable, adequately marked on the sea?

See 8.3.1.in AF. Ye1
Score justification:

Is there any collaboration from other authorities in the protection and surveillance of the area and, if applicable,
is there a coastguard service contributing to the marine protection?
See 8.3.2. and 8.3.3. in AF.

Score justification:

The Coast Guard as well as “Guardia di Finanza®,
“Polizia di State” are involwved in the
The "“Compagnia Barracellare”
in the surveillance.
surveillance

Yes=1

“Carabinieri®,
surveillance.

local environmental police
(1 1 tal pol )

Sardinian Regicnal Forestry and

and the staff of the MPA are also involved
The MPA has two & m length inflatable boats and cone 4 wheels-drive for the
and rescue service.

Are third party agencies also empowered to enforce regulations relating to the SPAMI protective measures? Yes=1
Score justification:

Yes, the MPA has a third agency alsc empowered to enforce regulation.
Coast Guard as well as “Guardia di Finanza”,

s relating to the SPAMI: the
di Stato”.

“Carabinieri”, Sardinian Regional Forestry and “Polizia

Are there adequate penalties and powers for effective enforcement? Yes=1
See 8.3.4.in AF. %57
Score justification:

The existing penalties and fines are appropriate to dissuade infractions {art. 3% of the REDO and
art. 15 of the detailed regulation approved by the Municipality)

Is the field staff empowered to impose sanctions?

; Yes=1
See 8.3.4. in AF.
Score justification:
The Coast Guard and the other surveillance corps, including the “Compagnia Barracellare” (local
environmental police), are (—"mp()ﬂ(—"l’(—"d to impose sanctions.
MPA operators and volunteers involved in surveillance can only inform people about bans and alert
the institutional surveillance corps in case of infractions.
Has the area established a contingency plan to face accidental pollution or other serious emergenmes'? -
(Art. 7.3. of the Protocol, Recommendation of 13th Meeting of Contracting Parties).
Score justification:
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GRAND TOTAL SCORE: 44 (max score: 66)
SECTION I:
CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
Total score
1. MEDITERRANEAN VALUE OF THE SPAMI 6 (max score: 7)
Comments by the TAC:

The SPAMI still fulfils the criteria, in particular those concerning biodiversity, the presence of habitats that are critical to
endangered, important for threatened species or endemic species (as the submerged caves are for Petrobiona
massiliana); Cultural representativeness (as are the archaeological sites, the ancient observation towers and cultural
assets linked to local artisanal fishery).

Coastal erosion. Conservation and restoration measures has been taken to face this threat.

Very active management of the whole area.

Total score
2. LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS 6 (max score: 6)
Comments by the TAC:

Increasing of the conservation measures taking into account Sites of Community Interest (SCI - NATURA2000),
municipal coastal plans, regional parks, etc.

Yes, there’s an official document (MPA Statute document) that describes the structure and the responsibilities of the
MPA management body.

The SPAMI has maintained its legal status according to the institutive Decree D.M. 12.12.1997. In the last ten years the
management body has carried out an increasing effort to implement the conservation measures mitigating previous
conflicts among different stakeholders.

Total score
3. MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF RESOURCES 1" (max score: 12)

Comments by the TAC:

The triennial management plan is defined according to the national laws and international guidelines, that is updated
annually following the results of monitoring.

As mentioned above, the management plan is constantly implemented, monitoring activities are carried out constantly
for detecting the status of ecological systems and also for the detection of illegal activities and imposition of sanctions.
The MPA is efficiently involved in fundraising activities on national and international level. Even the letter f of the point 2
of the Article 7 is matched due to the constant training of all the personnel.

The human resources available to the SPAMI are considered fair because, except for the MPA Director (full time), all the
other personnel (7 people) depend on economic resources coming from projects which are not guarantee for the future.
Other services to support the management of the area (educational services, technical activities, monitoring) are
outsourced.

The financial means in the evaluated period were adequate thanks, not only to the annual contribution coming from
IMELS (ltalian Ministry for the Environment, Land and Sea) but also to funds coming from projects. The MPA uses many
high technological instruments for sea bottom mapping activities like side-scan sonar, multibeam echosounder and
relative software’s, GIS software and expertise, USBL positioning systems for active scuba monitoring activities,
temperature data loggers, and underwater photogrammetry instruments.

The monitoring programme is adequately implemented and allows the assessment of the state and evolution of the
area, as well as the effectiveness of protection and management measures. The main topics are: - marine
phanerogams, in particular Posidonia oceanica meadows; - coral reef and maérl, with deepening of knowledge
activities; - sensitive habitats and species (Pinna nobilis, Paracentrotus lividus, Patella ferruginea); - nesting sites of
Caretta caretta; - pleasure boating and diving frequentation; - coastal dynamics and marine hydrodynamism; -
recovering of dune systems (in particular priority habitats); - sea birds; - ichthyofauna and target species; - marine litter;
- small scale fisheries In addition, it participates to several EU projects implementing the knowledge about the status of
biodiversity in the area.

There is a feedback mechanism able to tailor management decisions on the different issues that the monitoring might
assess. Fishery and touristic frequentation, for instance, are carefully monitored and the issue of the outcomes of
multiple stressors is also taken into account within the area.

SECTION II:
FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA

Total score
4. THREATS AND SURROUNDING CONTEXT 13 (max score: 23)

Comments by the TAC:

The unregulated exploitation is still active in terms of living resources (fish and invertebrates). The phenomenon is
decreasing because of the efficient enhancement of surveillance (video surveillance).

High human presence without the sewage treatment system (built only in the last period), the presence of cultivated
areas (pesticides) and poaching represent serious threats in the MPA.

Threats are generally increasing, this reflecting large scale patterns in human impacts such as tourism frequentation and
boats. The MPA is managing these activities and a recent project on the spatial management of human uses
(https://amare.interreg-med.eu/) is providing guidelines and scenarios to improve the spatial distribution of human
activities across the MPAs, avoiding human conflicts.

There is a moderate presence of conflicts and the MPA is working to resolve the main critical situations.

Conflicts between users managed by the MPA

There are no serious external sources of pollution

lllegal interventions linked to bathing facilities are posing a certain threat to the costal landscape.

The external pressure of fishery managed differently from what is occurring within the MPA is a great source of threat for
the MPA.
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Marine litter Microplastic Overfishing Lack of sewage system

The new sewage system eliminate any possible problem of pollution lllegal fishing of Lithophaga lithophaga lllegal use of
the coastal strip

Land use is regulated by Regional Coastal Plan, Municipal Coastal Plan and MPA Management Plan

The “good practices” used and regulated in the MPA have influenced the surrounding municipalities in the same
physiographic area of the MPA.

Total score
5. ENFORCEMENT OF PROTECTION MEASURES 5 (max score: 6)
Comments by the TAC:
Total score
6. COOPERATION AND NETWORKING 3 (max score: 6)

Comments by the TAC:

Yes, through International projects, from private foundations and national and international
NGOs (WWF, Legambiente, Italia Nostra, Slow Food, etc.).

Interactions with other SPAMI are limited but there is a strong collaboration with the MPA of
Torre Guaceto.

SECTION lII:
FOLLOW-UP OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE PREVIOUS EVALUATION(S)
Total score
7. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY
THE PREVIOUS EVALUATIONS 0 (max score: 6)
(if applicable)
Comments by the TAC:

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE FUTURE EVALUATION:

Permanent staff, both administrative and scientific-technical, should be assured to ensure the long-
term sustainability of the SPAMI management.

In order to ensure a coherent, timely and efficient surveillance, the field staff should be assured
and empowered to impose sanctions.

SECTION I:
CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
1. MEDITERRANEAN VALUE OF THE SPAMI

Score
1.1. The SPAMI still fulfils at least one of the criteria related to the regional Mediterranean value as presented yes=1
in the SPA/BD Protocol’s Annex I.
Score justification:
The SPAMI still fulfils the criteria, in particular those concerning bicdiversity, the presence of
habitats that are ical to enc ered, important for threatened s ies or endemic species (as
for Petrc massiliana); Cultural repr reness (as are the
the ancient observation towers and cultural as: s linked to local artisanal
Score

1.2. Level of adverse changes occurred during the evaluation period for the habitats and species considered
as natural features in the SPAMI presentation report submitted for the inclusion of the area in the SPAMI List.

Score justification:
Coastal ercsion. Conservation and restoration measures has been taken to face this threat.

2= Slight changes

Score
1.3. Are the objectives, set out in the original SPAMI application for designation, actively pursued? 3= Yes for all of them
Score justification:
Very active management of the whole area.
SECTION I:
CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
2. LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS

Score

2.1. The legal status of the SPAMI (with reference to its legal status at the date of the previous evaluation

2 = The SPAMI has maintained or improv
report).
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Score justification:

Increasing of the conservation measures taking into account Sites of Community Interest (SCI -
NATURAZO00), municipal coastal plans, regional parks, etc.

Score

2.2. Are competencies and responsibilities clearly defined in the texts governing the area? 2 = The SPAMI has clearly define

Score justification:

Yes, there's an official document (MPA Statute document) that describes the structure and the
responsibilities of the MPA management body.

Score

2.3. Does the area have a management body, endowed with sufficient powers? 2 = The SPAMI has a fully dedica
Score justification:

The SPAMI has maintained its legal status according te the institutive Decree D.M. 12.12.199%7.

In the last ten years the management body has carried out an increasing effort to implement the

conservation measures mitigating previous conflicts among different stakeholders.

SECTION I:

CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
3. MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF RESOURCES

Score

3.1. Does the SPAMI have a management plan? 2 = The management plan is officially adc
Score justification:

The triennial management plan is defined according to the naticnal laws and internaticnal
guidelines, that is updated annually following the results of monitoring.

Score
3.2. Assess the adequacy of the management plan taking into account the SPAMI objectives and the 2 = Excellent
requirements set out in Article 7 of the SPA/BD Protocol and Section 8.2.3 of the Annotated Format (AF)
Score justification:
As mentioned above, the management plan is constantly implemented, monitoring activities are carried
out constantly for detecting the status of ecological systems and also for the detection of illegal
activiti and imposition of sanctions. The MPA is efficiently involved in fundraising activities on
national and international level. Even the letter f of the point 2 of the Article 7 is matched due
to the constant training of all the personnel.
Score
3.3. Assess the adequacy of the human resources available to the SPAMI 1 = Fair
Score justification:
The human resources available to the SPAMI are considered fair because, except for the MPA Director
(full time), all the other personnel (7 people) depend on economic resources coming from proje
which are not guarantee for the future.
Other services to support the management of the area (educational services, technical activities,
monitoring) are outsourced.
Score

3.4. Assess the adequacy of the financial and material means available to the SPAMI.
Score justification:

The financial means in the evaluated periocd were adegquate thanks, not only to the annual

contribution coming from IMELS (Italian Ministry for the Environment, Land and Sea) but
funds coming from projects.

The MPA uses many high technological i

2 = Excellent

also to

struments for sea bottom mapping activities like
sonar, multibeam echosounder and relative software’'s, GIS software and expertise, USBL positioning
systems for active scuba monitoring activities, temperature data loggers, and underwater
photogrammetry instruments.

side-s

-an

Score
3.5. Does the area have a monitoring programme?

2 = The monitoring programme i
Score justification:
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The monitoring programme is adequately implemented and allows the assessment of the state and
evolution of the area, as well as the effectiveness of protection and management measures. The main
topics are:
- marine phanerocgams, in particular Posidonia oceanica meadows;

coral reef and ma&rl, with deepening of knowledge activities;

sensitive habitats and species (Pinna nobilis, Paracentrotus lividus, Patella ferruginea);
- nesting sites of Caretta caretta;
- pleasure boating and diving frequentation;

In case of Score = 1, this section should also include the list of the parameters to include and the related rationale.

Score
3.6. Is there a feedback mechanism that establishes an explicit link between the monitoring results and the
management objectives, and which allows adaptation of protection and management measures?
Score justification:
There is a feedback mechanism able to tailor management decisicons on the different issues that the

monitoring might assess. Fishery and touristic frequentation, for instance, are carefully monitored
and the issue of the ocutcomes of multiple stressors is alsc taken inte account within the area.

In case of Score =1, this section should also include concrete recommendations to improve the existing feedback mechanism.

SECTION II:
FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA
4. THREATS AND SURROUNDING CONTEXT

4.1. Assess the level of threats within the site to the ecological, biological, aesthetic and cultural values of the

area (B4.a of Annex |). In particular: Score

Unregulated exploitation of natural resources 3
(e.g. sand mining, water, timber, living resources). See 5.1.1. in AF.
Score justification:

The unregulated exploitation is =still active in terms of living rescurces (fish and invertebrates).
The phenomenon is decreasing because of the efficient enhancement of surveillance (video
surveillance) .

Threats to habitats and species
(e.g. disturbance, desiccation, pollution, poaching, introduced alien species...). See 5.1.2. in AF.
Score justification:

High human presence without the sewage treatment system (built only in the last periocd), the
presence of cultivated areas (pesticides) and poaching represent serious threats in the MPA.

Increase of human impact

(e.g. tourism, boats, building, immigration...). See 5.1.3. in AF.
Score justification:
Threats are generally increasing, this reflecting large scale patterns in human impacts such as
tourism frequentation and boats. The MPA is managing these activities and a recent project on the
spatial management of human uses (https://amare.interreg-med.eu/) is providing guidelines and
scenarios to improve the spatial distribution of human activities across the MPAs, avoiding human
conflicts.

Conflicts between users or user groups.
See 5.1.4. and 6.2. in AF.
Score justification:

There is a moderate presence of conflicts and the MPA is working to resclve the main critical
situations.

Please include here a prescriptive list of threats that are of concern and are evaluated individually
Conflicts between users managed by the MPA

4.2. Assess the level of external threats to the ecological, biological, aesthetic and cultural values of the area

(B4.a of Annex ). See 5.2. in AF. In particular: Score

Pollution problems from external sources including solid waste and those affecting waters up-current.

See 5.2.1.in AF. 2
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Score justification:

There are no serious external sources of pellution

Significant impacts on landscapes and on cultural values.
See 5.2.2.in AF.
Score justification:

Illegal interventions linked to bathing facilities are posing a certain threat to the costal
landscape.

Expected development of threats upon the surrounding area.
. 1
See 6.1.in AF.
Score justification:

The external pressure of fishery managed differently from what is occurring within the MPA is a
great source of threat for the MPA.

Please include here a prescriptive list of threats that are of concern and are evaluated individually:

Please include the list of threats that were of concern and were eliminated or solved.

The new sewage system eliminate any possible problem of pollution
Illegal fishing of Lithophaga lithophaga
Illegal use of the coastal strip

Score
4.3. Is there an integrated coastal management plan or land-use laws in the area bordering or surrounding the
SPAMI? (B4.e of Annex I). See 5.2.3. in AF.

Yes=1
Score justification:

Land use is regulated by Regional Coastal Plan, Municipal Coastal Plan and MPA Management Plan

Score
4.4. Does the management plan for the SPAMI have influence over the governance of the surrounding area? Yes=1

(D5.d of Annex I). See 7.4 4. in AF. es=

Score justification:

The “good practices” used and regulated in the MPA have influenced the surrounding municipalities in
the same physiographic area of the MPA.

SECTION II:

FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA
5. ENFORCEMENT OF PROTECTION MEASURES

5.1. Assess the degree of enforcement of the protection measures. In particular: Score
Are the area boundaries adequately marked on land and, if applicable, adequately marked on the sea?

See 8.3.1.in AF. "1
Score justification:
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Is there any collaboration from other authorities in the protection and surveillance of the area and, if applicable,
is there a coastguard service contributing to the marine protection? ‘Yes=1
See 8.3.2. and 8.3.3. in AF.

Score justification:

Are third party agencies also empowered to enforce regulations relating to the SPAMI protective measures? Yes=1

Score justification:
Are there adequate penalties and powers for effective enforcement?
. Yes=1
See 8.3.4.in AF.
Score justification:
Is the field staff empowered to impose sanctions? No<0
See 8.3.4.in AF.
Score justification:
Has the area established a contingency plan to face accidental pollution or other serious emergencies? Yes=1
(Art. 7.3. of the Protocol, Recommendation of 13th Meeting of Contracting Parties). .
Score justification:
SECTION II:

FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA
6. COOPERATION AND NETWORKING

Score
Are other national or international organizations collaborating to provide human or financial resources? 3= Fant
(e.g. researchers, experts, volunteers...). See 9.1.3. in AF. ¥
Score justification:

Yes, through International projects, from private foundations and national and international NGOs
(WWF, Legambiente, Italia Nostra, Slow Food, etc.).

Score
Assess the level of cooperation and exchange with other SPAMIs (especially in other nations) 1= Insufficient
(Art. 8, Art. 21.1, Art. 22.1. and Art. 22.3 of the Protocol, A.d in Annex I). = Insufficien
Score justification:

Interactions with other SPAMI are limited but there is a strong cellaboration with the MPA of Torre
Guaceto.
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(8) Format of the Periodic review of “Palm Islands Nature Reserve”
(Lebanon)



Revised Format for the Periodic Review of SPAMIs

The SPAMI List was established in 2001 (Monaco Declaration) in order to promote cooperation in
the management and conservation of natural areas, as well as in the protection of threatened
species and their habitats. Furthermore, the areas included in the SPAMI List are intended to have
a value of example and model for the protection of the natural heritage of the region.

During their COP 15 (Almeria, Spain, January 2008), the Contracting Parties adopted a procedure
for the revision of the areas included in the SPAMI List and requested SPA/RAC to implement it.

The procedure aims to evaluate the SPAMI sites in order to examine whether they meet
the SPA/BD Protocol’s criteria. An ordinary review of SPAMIs shall take place every six years,
counting from the date of the inclusion of the site in the SPAMI List.




Revised Format for the Periodic Review of the SPAMIs

SPAMI Name:

SECTION I: CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION
OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST

1. MEDITERRANEAN VALUE OF THE SPAMI

Score

1.1. The SPAMI still fulfils at least one of the criteria related
to the regional Mediterranean value as presented in the SPA/BD 1
Protocol’s Annex I

Assessment scale: Yes= 1, No=0

Score justification
Presence of monk seals, yellow legged seagulls breeding grounds (Ramadan-Jaradi et al 2008),
and loggerhead and green turtles (References) based on observations and anecdotal information.

Score
1.2. Level of adverse changes occurred during the evaluation
period for the habitats and species considered as natural features in
the SPAMI presentation report submitted for the inclusion of the 3

area in the SPAMI List.

Assessment scale: 0= Significant changes
1= Moderate changes
2= Slight changes
3= No adverse change

Score justification
No adverse changes recorded during the evaluation period for the habitats and species. But no
monitoring program and no documented changes.

Score
1.3. Are the objectives, set out in the original SPAMI
application for designation, actively pursued?
Assessment scale: 0=No 2

1= Only some of them
2= Yes for most of them
3= Yes for all of them

Score justification

The main three objectives set out in the original SPAMI are:
- Protection and conservation of biodiversity

- Promotion of scientific research

- Rehabilitation of the ecological status of the islands.

All of them are actively pursued through management, projects implemented and through plans set
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for future execution or achievement.

Some shortages in management, particularly in the last year, and others due to externalities such as
army permits and limited budgets.

2. LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS

Score

2.1 The legal status of the SPAMI (with reference to its
legal status at the date of the previous evaluation report)
Assessment scale:
0= Significant negative change in the legal status of the SPAMI 2
1= Slight negative change in the legal status of the SPAMI
2= The SPAMI has maintained or improved its legal status

Score justification

The SPAMI has maintained its legal status.

Score

2.2 Are competencies and responsibilities clearly defined in
the texts governing the area?

Assessment scale:

0= competencies and responsibilities are not clearly defined

1= The definition of competencies and responsibilities needs slight 2
improvements

2= The SPAMI has clearly defined competencies and
responsibilities

Score justification

The SPAMI has clearly defined competencies and responsibilities for its management team, where
a description of tasks and rights is clearly defined. Also the SPAMI has identified and recognised
the responsibilities of other organisations and institutions like Army and Internal Security Forces
responsible for the enforcement of the Laws.

Score

2.3 Does the area have a management body, endowed with
sufficient powers?

Assessment scale:

0= No management body, or the management body is not endowed 0
with sufficient powers

1= The management body is not fully dedicated to the SPAMI

2= The SPAMI has a fully dedicated management body and
sufficient powers to implement the conservation measures

Score justification

The PINR contains an advisory committee (APAC) and a management team with one ranger for 6
months and currently without a PA manager. This management body does not have sufficient
powers or capacity to undertake short or long term management of all aspects of the PINR.

3/15



3. MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF RESOURCES

Score

31 Does the SPAMI have a management plan?

Assessment scale:

0= No management plan or the level of implementation of the
management plan is assessed as “insufficient” 1

1= The management plan is not officially adopted but its
implementation is assessed as “adequate”

2= The management plan is officially adopted and adequately

implemented

Score justification

Current management plan was developed for the period of 2000-2005. It has been adopted but it’s
extremely outdated and is considered inadequate as it lacks a marine component.

Score

3.2 Assess the adequacy of the management plan taking
into account the SPAMI objectives and the requirements set out
in article 7 of the Protocol and Section 8.2.3 of the Annotated
Format (AF")

Assessment scale: 1
0=Low
1= Fair
2= Excellent

Score justification

The objectives of the SPAMI are in line and are addressed within the objectives of the
management plan (2000-2005).

Score

! Annotated format for the presentation reports for the areas proposed for inclusion of the SPAMI list
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33 Assess the adequacy of the human resources available to
the SPAMI
Assessment scale: 0
0= Low
1= Fair
2= Excellent

Score justification
Very little capacity for day to day management of the PINR. The current management team is
composed of one ranger and some seasonal workers working during the summer tourist season.

Score

3.4 Assess the adequacy of the financial and material means
available to the SPAMI
Assessment scale: 1
0= Low
1= Fair
2= Excellent

Score justification

The SPAMI is supported by the Ministry of Environment as a Nature Reserve. Some projects from
international donors are implemented in the PINR (including MedPAN, EU PROMARE). No
entrance fee is allowed by Law, but the Committee of the reserve is renting umbrellas, chairs, and
shanties. However, the vagaries of the sea and severe weather conditions discourage investors in
eco-tourism. The PINR however lacks office space and functional boats.

Score

3.5 Does the area have a monitoring programme?

Assessment scale:

0= No monitoring programme, or the level of implementation of
the monitoring programme is assessed as “insufficient” 0

1= The monitoring programme needs improvement to cover other
parameters that are significant for the SPAMI

2= The monitoring programme is adequately implemented and
allows the assessment of the state and evolution of the area, as
well as the effectiveness of protection and management
measures

Score justification

(In case of Score=1, this section should also include the list of the parameters to include and the
related rationale.)

A monitoring program was develop in 2009 (TRAGSA) but it is not implemented.

Only the monitoring of birds is comprehensive and implemented on regular basis.
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Score

3.6 Is there a feedback mechanism that establishes an explicit link
between the monitoring results and the management objectives, and
which allows adaptation of protection and management measures?

Assessment scale: 0

0= The SPAMI has no efficient mechanism allowing to adapt the
protection and management measures in accordance with the results of
the monitoring programme,

1= The existing feedback mechanism needs improvement,

2= The SPAMI has an adequate feedback mechanism

Score justification
(In case of Score=1, this section should also include concrete recommendations to improve the

existing feedback mechanism.)

Given that the monitoring programme is not implemented, there are no results or formal feedback to
management.
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SECTION II: FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA
(Section B4 of the Annex |, and other obligatory for a SPAMI, and Art. 6 and 7 of the Protocol))

4. THREATS AND SURROUNDING CONTEXT

4.1 Assess the level of threats within the site to the ecological, biological, aesthetic and
cultural values of the area (B4.a Annex I).

In particular:

Score
Unregulated exploitation of natural resources (e.g. sand mining,
water, timber, living resources) See 5.1.1. in AF
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 2

Score justification

The SPAMI is sometimes used at night time by smugglers of people (refugees) and goods
on the expense of the infrastructure and the biodiversity of the SPAMI

Score
Threats to habitats and species (e.g. disturbance, desiccation,
pollution, poaching, introduced alien species ....) See 5.1.2. in AF
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 1

Score justification

a) Dynamiting fishing is causing the Vermetids that protect the rocks of the islands to be
destroyed, reducing as such the resistance of the rocks to sea waves.

b) Illegal fishing with dynamites and poison are used by poachers occurring relatively
infrequently.

c¢) Poaching on eggs of marine turtles, medicinal and culinary plants or sea shells and sea
urchins.

d) Trash is left behind by visitors during summer visitation period.

e) Introduced alien species are part of the issue at the Mediterranean level.

f) Disturbance with Jet skies and parties of some visitors are an additional threat.

Score
Increase of human impact (e.g. tourism, boats, building,
immigration...) See 5.1.3. in AF
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 1

Score justification

Tourism is increasing with negative impact during summer visitation time.

Boats embarking to the SPAMI destroy the herbaceous areas of some benthic sites due to
anchoring.

Score

Conflicts between users or user groups. See 5.1.4. and 6.2. in AF
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats”

Score justification
Conflict between users from different religions
Conflict between leisure boat owners and fishing boat owners as the latter cannot transport
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visitors.
Rich and influential individuals have higher access the island.

Please include here a prescriptive list of threats that are of concern and are evaluated
individually
From more to less important

1. Poaching, including dynamiting and using illegal fishing gears or collecting non-allowed
species

2. Garbage pollution brought with sea currents and blocking the ways for turtles or trash left
by visitors

3. Disturbance caused by visitors to breeding birds or stepping on plant species when not
committed to trails including lighting fires for bar-b-q which is illegal

4. Rabbits that were introduced since half century (are reduced but still threatening the

vegetation cover).

Rats that were imported by boats (are under elimination).

Oil spills (irregular)

7. Smuggling (irregular)

SANNG

4.2 Assess the level of external threats to the ecological, biological, aesthetic and cultural
values of the area (B4.a of the Annex I). See 5.2. in the AF

In particular:

Score
Pollution problems from external sources including solid waste and
those affecting waters up-current. See 5.2.1. in the AF.
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 1

Score justification

Until recently the solid waste caused the Yellow-legged Gull to grow on the expense of the
Audouin’s Gull. The management Committee of the SPAMI worked together with local authorities
to build a wall in order to stop the garbage from the dump from reaching the sea and subsequently
the islands. Nowadays, the solid waste is reaching the SPAMI with water current from long
distance.

Pollution includes floating solid waste, nutrient input from agricultural areas, Tripoli waste
treatment plant, and maritime transport waste and chemical effluent.

Score
Significant impacts on landscapes and on cultural values. See 5.2.2 in
AF.
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 2

Score justification
Only during visitation that is controlled by the ranger and the manager, the landscape and the
cultural heritages are potentially threatened.

Score
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Expected development of threats upon the surrounding area. See 6.1.
in AF.
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 2

Score justification
Expected new threats include the development of free zone in Tripoli Port and tourism
infrastructure in and around the PINR.

Please include here a prescriptive list of threats that are of concern and are evaluated
individually:

1. Expected new threats include

a) the development of free zone in Tripoli Port

b) tourism infrastructure on the coast of Tripoli
2. Fishing within the waters of the SPAMI (500 meters belt around the islands).
3. Skiing and other disturbing activities.

Please include the list of threats that were of concern and were eliminated or solved:
Collection of bivalves from the surrounding area. Solved.

4.3 Is there an integrated coastal management plan or land-use laws in the area
bordering or surrounding the SPAMI? (B4.e Annex I). See 5.2.3. in AF

Score

Score: 0=No/1=Yes

Score justification

A Land use Master plan exists for the Mina City that is opposite to the island, however this does
not include the island area.

4.4 Does the management plan for the SPAMI have influence over the governance of the
surrounding area? (D5.d Annex I). See 7.4.4. in the AF

Score
Score: 0 =No /1= Yes
0
Score justification
5. ENFORCEMENT OF PROTECTION MEASURES
51 Assess the degree of enforcement of the protection measures
In particular:
Score

Are the area boundaries adequately marked on land and, if
applicable, adequately marked on the sea? See 8.3.1. in AF 0
Score: 0=No/1=Yes
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Score justification
There are signage that are put on land during the summer season and some attempts to put
signage and buoys to demarcate the marine area, but they were removed or stolen.

Score

Is there any collaboration from other authorities in the protection and
surveillance of the area and, if applicable, is there a coastguard 1
service contributing to the marine protection? See 8.3.2. and 8.3.3. in
AF

Score: 0=No /1= Yes

Score justification

Interior Security forces (Coastguard) are in charge to enforce the law and protect the SPAMI.
Since they don’t have a boat in Mina-Tripoli, the Army is taking the initiative (as an assistant) to
enforce the Law.

Score

Are third party agencies also empowered to enforce regulations
relating to the SPAMI protective measures? 1
Score: 0 =No /1= Yes

Score justification

Beside Ministry of Environment, the following ministries are empowered to enforce regulations
relating to the SPAMI protective measures: Ministry of Defence, Ministry of Interior, Ministry of
Transportation, Ministry of Agriculture and Ministry of Culture and Antiquity.

Score

Are there adequate penalties and powers for effective enforcement?
See 8.3.4.in AF 1
Score: 0=No/1=Yes

Score justification

According the Law establishing Palm Islands Nature Reserve, the poachers are punished with
fines, confiscation of boats and tool used, and prison.

The management team may report illegal activities and the Army will respond accordingly.

Score

Is the field staff empowered to impose sanctions? See 8.3.4. in AF
Score: 0=No/1=Yes 0

Score justification
See above (field staff may report illegal activities to army or security forces. Only the court can
impose sanctions.

Score

Has the area established a contingency plan to face accidental
pollution or other serious emergencies? (Art. 7.3. in the Protocol, 1
Recommendation of the 13" Meeting of Contracting Parties)
Score: 0=No /1= Yes
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Score justification

The contingency plan for the area is part of the national contingency plan for the oil spill, given
that the coastal area in Lebanon is relatively small.

6. COOPERATION AND NETWORKING

Score

Are other national or international organizations collaborating to
provide human or financial resources? (e.g. researchers, experts, 2
volunteers...). See 9.1.3. in the AF

Score: 0= No / 1= Weakly / 2= Fairly / 3= Excellent)

Score justification

IUCN, MedPAN, UNDP (UNOPS/Small Grants GEF), SPA/RAC.

Score

Assess the level of cooperation and exchange with other SPAMIs
(especially in other nations) (Art. 8, Art. 21.1, Art. 22.1., Art. 22.3 of 2
the Protocol, A.d in Annex I)

Score: 0= No / 1= Insufficient / 2= Fairly / 3= Excellent)

Score justification
MedPAN and SPA/RAC involved Palm Islands in cooperation and exchange with other SPAMIs
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SECTION III: FOLLOW-UP OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE

PREVIOUS EVALUATION(S)
(if applicable)

7. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE
PREVIOUS EVALUATIONS

7.1 Assess to what extent the recommendations possibly made by the previous
evaluations were implemented: Recommendations made by the TAC(s) and/or approved by
the Focal points for SPAs regarding Section I

Score

Assessment scale:
0= ‘No’ for all of them 3
1= “Yes’ for some of them
2= ‘Yes’ for most of them
3= ‘Yes’ for all of them

7.2 Assess to what extent the recommendations possibly made by the previous
valuations were implemented: Recommendations made by the TAC(s) and/or approved by
the Focal points for SPAs regarding Section I1

Score

Assessment scale:
0= “No’ for all of them 3
1= “Yes’ for some of them
2= ‘Yes’ for most of them
3= ‘Yes’ for all of them
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CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS

SECTION I: CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN
THE SPAMI LIST

1. MEDITERRANEAN VALUE OF THE SPAMI
Total Score: 6 (max: 7)

2. LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS
Total Score: 4 (max: 6)

3. MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF RESOURCES
Total Score: 3 (max: 12)

SECTION II: FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA

4. THREATS AND SURROUNDING CONTEXT
Total Score: 12 (max: 23)

5. ENFORCEMENT OF PROTECTION MEASURES
Total Score: 4 (max: 6)

6. COOPERATION AND NETWORKING
Total Score: 4 (max: 6)

SECTION III: FOLLOW-UP OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE PREVIOUS
EVALUATION(S)

7. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE PREVIOUS
EVALUATIONS
Total Score 6 (max: 6)

GRAND TOTAL SCORE: 39 (max: 66)

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE FUTURE EVALUATION:

include the SPAMI in a period of provisional nature (in accordance with paragraph 6 of the Procedure for
the revision of the areas included in the SPAMI List)

1. Review composition of APAC to ensure relevant expertise are represented and consistent
members continuation is maintained (the current composition does not include enough
scientists)

2. Explore different approaches to sustainable financing including eco-tourism as a viable option
and develop a pragmatic business model and sustainable financing plan

3. Develop an entrance fee system for PINR to control tourism access including demarcating the
marine boundaries of the PA

4. Urgent hire of a manager and potentially replace the current ranger

5. Update the management plan of PINR including develop a management plan for the marine area

6. Develop a communication and outreach programme involving local communities and
stakeholders

7. Secure infrastructure for PINR, including office space, functional boat and enhance support

12/15



10.

infrastructure on the island

PINR APAC should submit timely financial and accounting reports to MOE in order to initiate
the disbursement of the financial contribution.

Review and streamline the procedure for disbursing the PINR financial contribution of the MOE
within the ministry of finance.

Develop a waste management programme for the tourism trash on PINR during the summer
season
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(9) Format of the Periodic review of “Tyre Coast Nature Reserve”
(Lebanon)



Version Frangaise | Print this page / as Pdf

SPAMI Evaluation system

Evaluation sheets of the SPAMI:

Go back to the GRAND Total page

SECTION I:
CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
Total score
1. MEDITERRANEAN VALUE OF THE SPAMI (max score: 7)

Comments by the TAC:

Loggerhead and Green turtles keep nesting at the reserve, with varying records according to the year. (Records since
2013 are available)

According to anecdotal information and visual observations of TCNR staff, divers, and fishermen, there has been no
adverse change and there is a potential improvement of the overall biodiversity. However, there is no consistent
monitoring program for each of the biodiversity indicators (except for sea turtles) at TCNR. Regarding sea turtles, the
monitoring data shows a slight decline in the nests found, this is mostly due to the high traffic occurring in the touristic
zone, adjacent to the nesting zone of the sea turtle, in addition to the light and noise pollution originating from the beach
huts that get installed during the summer beach season. The ecological status of the reserve has not been degraded
(Badreddine et al., 2018). At the contrary, new Lebanese benthic species has been recorded (i.e. algae Cystoseira
rayssiae, Badreddine et al., 2018) and the mollusk Dendropoma anguliferum, Badreddine et al., 2019) , in addition to the
guitarfish (Rhinobatos rhinobatos), a threatened species, that increased in number, mainly due to the local
cultural/religious reasons, as it is not harvested for consumption by Muslims in the South of Lebanon (Lteif, 2015). All
these spp. are threatened and included in the Annex Il SPA Protocol of the Barcelona convention -

TCNR has addressed the marine component in its direct management implementation, although it wasn't formally
included in the original management plan. - Daily marine patrolling is done by the reserve's guards in collaboration with
designated public authorities (Ministry of Agriculture, Lebanese Army, and Coastal Guards) for the control of fishing
violations. In addition, there is a good collaboration with Tyre Municipality, particularly for confiscating and and destroying
illegal fishing gear, reducing destructive fishing practices (dynamite, poison fishing, dead nets use, spear fishing, and
compressor use). - A first aid turtle rescue center has been established and partially equipped, at the reserve. There is a
need for an addition budget to fully operate it, the TCNR staff is pursuing for funding this. - The TCNR staff attended
many training sessions (with RAC/SPA) on turtle monitoring, conservation, first aid provision in case of injury, and
autopsy in case of mortality. - CNRS-Lebanon conducts periodic monitoring of Benthic communities and marine water
quality along the entire Lebanese coastline, and it has lately issued a report with water quality data for the last 16 years
(CNRS, 2018) - MedMPAnet project conducted a study and issued a report with the results on: Ecological
characterization of sites of interest for conservation in Lebanon (including Tyre), in 2015.

Total score
2. LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS (max score: 6)

Comments by the TAC:

Regarding the legal status of the SPAMI, it was established by a law (#708 in 28/10/1998). The Ministry of Environment,
in collaboration with the managers of the Lebanese reserves, is working on passing a law improving the legal status of
nature reserves, providing them with Legal/Natural Status, entitling them the ability of ownership of facilities, equipment
and tools, and the collection of fees from the public.

Yes

The management body is composed of the APAC and the management team. Like all nature reserves in Lebanon,
TCNR has an APAC which is designated through a Decision of the Ministry of Environment however the APAC does not
have a legal identity, which doesn't entitle it the ownership of equipment or infrastructure, or the right to manage funds.
However there is a draft framework Law on Protected Areas tabled at Parliament which gives APAC’s legal identity and
financial autonomy.

Total score
3. MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF RESOURCES (max score: 12)

Comments by the TAC:

TCNR has a management plan for the period of 2004-2009 (Management Plan attached). Scoring criterion is not fully
appropriate because the management plan is officially adopted but its full implementation is not adequate, namely there
is little management of the marine zone. Weak implementation of certain components of the management particularly
those related to socio-economic considerations of local communities as well as to sustainable financing options.

TCNR management plan has not been updated since 2004. It does not adequately address conservation, management,
or protection of marine biodiversity and resources. Worth noting that currently there are patrols (in collaboration with the
municipality of Tyre and the Internal Security Guards) of the marine section of the reserve which has led to reduced
illegal fishing and other illegal marine activities.

TCNR is one of the largest Protected Areas in Lebanon. Human resources currently available to manage TCNR can
only cover the most basic management requirements. Staff size and diversity need to be increased substantially to
adequately manage the PA. The management team has been reinforced with a new manager with competencies and
plans to improve the activities and programs at the reserve. There is also a deputy manager, an administrative assistant,
and 3 guards. Importantly, some current staff should be performing better, specifically on tourism control and
managment during summer season; and operating sea turtle rescue centre that has been established by RAC SPA in
TCNR. In addition, there is a need for different skills to fulfil missing aspects of conservation and management
(accountancy, marine science , communication & outreach) as well as more seasonal support crew for tourism control,
beach cleaning, maintenance, and other activities associated with the high summer tourism in flux. Through project
grants and partnerships (RAC-SPA, ENI CBC MED projects, and collaborations with dive centres), TCNR has
undertaken activities with divers, marine biodiversity experts for scientific monitoring, sea turtle rescue, etc.)

TCNR managed to secure some funding from Municipality income generated by the tourism activities on the beach and
that is managed by the municipality (20%). This funding is generated by renting beach areas to 49 seasonal removable
beach restaurants and supports 50% of core staff time. The MoE provides a financial contribution that is available upon
submission of a fully documented financial report. TCNR did not acquire this contribution for the period of 2015 to 2018
(4 fiscal years) due to a lack of capacity to submit the appropriate accounting and financial reports on time. TCNR has

(max score: 66)
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also managed to secure some funding through projects. Additional funding and equipment are sorely needed to
effectively manage the reserve, and including some funding to capitalise on existing sea turtle rescue centre
infrastructure (provided by RAC SPA).

There is no formal monitoring plan or programme in TCNR. TCNR currently has maintained consistent monitoring of
turtle nesting on its beaches. However it is not clear if all ecological parameters associated with sea turtle conservation
are recorded in a formal TCNR database. Marine surveys have been undertaken in TCNR that includes some aspects
of biodiversity and water quality monitoring by CNRS and RAC SPA but requires further development. Marine habitats
(especially vermited reefs and cystoseira fields) and key species such as Guitarfish (Rhinobatos) etc. have been
included in assessments through PhD studies. Commercial and keystone fish species have not been assessed. Bird
monitoring is undertaken occasionally. This component needs to be regularly implemented with consistency and
according to better defined parameters particularly for migratory and endemic species. Flora has been monitored in the
past.

- Monitoring of flora led to the identification of an invasive species (Heterotheca subaxillaris) and a program of manual
removal has been implemented. - Sea turtle monitoring is followed by turtle nests' identification and protection,
accompanied with an awareness program about the conservation of sea turtles. - No regular bird monitoring and
protection program has been established yet however, feedback mechanisms can be easily developed to make use of
these data. - Marine biodiversity monitoring has started with the help of IUCN, but it is still not well established and
needs development.

SECTION II:
FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA

Total score
4. THREATS AND SURROUNDING CONTEXT
Comments by the TAC:

Some of the threats are still unregulated, especially: bird hunting in Ras El Ain area, high number of tourists, overcoming
the carrying capacity of the touristic zone, and the existence of marine and terrestrial invasive spp. Although the
agricultural zone (Ras el Ain) is still not well managed, illegal fishing has stopped (fishing with dynamite, poison, small-
meshed nets (blind nets), and spear fishing). (score of 1 was chosen, indicating that the level of existing threats is
moderate, and not all threats have been well regulated)

Some exotic marine species have been spotted in the reserve's waters, of which some became invasive (as in all
Levantine coastal areas). References: MedMPAnet report; Badreddine, 2013, 2014; Bitar, 2011 and 2017. The marine
and scientific zone are very well preserved, the touristic zone is well managed but needs further actions to remove light
and noise pollution and to recycle the wastes generated during the summer season (all these actions are now
programmed to be executed through funds granted by two ENI CBC Med projects: COMMON & CoEvolve4BG). The
agricultural zone still suffers from pollution generated by farmers by the use of agricultural chemicals (pesticides and
fertilizers). The other major source of pollution is coming from the Rashidyeh camp, where no jurisdiction is granted for
the reserve to exert.

There was many projects and activities implemented to reduce human impact on the reserve's ecosystems, especially in
the touristic zone, the area of major human pressure impact. The situation is getting better with time.

- Conflict with the touristic zone exploiters (light and noise pollution that affect sea turtles' nesting) - Conflict with the
farmers in Ras el Ain (use of synthetic chemicals: pesticides and fertilizers under conventional farming, which pollute the
area [water, soil and marine waters]) - The conflict with the fishermen was mitigated through awareness and many
programs, including a sea turtle by catch reduction through the use of green LED lights and special hooks (barbless).

As of yet, TCNR has not implemented a formal threat evaluation program - Conventional farming in Ras el Ain -
Wastewater from Rashidyeh camp - Small-meshed nets (Blind nets) use by fishermen from Rashidyeh camp - Solid
waste from Rashidyeh in the sea - Vandalism targeting the Scientific zone's panels and fence - Bird hunting in Ras el Ain
Threats are mostly coming from the Rashidyeh camp Invasive marine species Lessepsian come with the marine current
No significant impacts exist on landscapes or on cultural values

TCNR SPAMI profited recently from two grant projects on ENI CBC Med program (EU funds): COMMON &
CoEvolve4BG. These projects will tackle the issues of marine liter (COMMON) and the co-evolution of blue economic
activities and the conservation of the site (CoEvolve4BG), both of which under the scope of ICZM (integrated coastal
zone management). These projects will empower the reserve with funds and tools that will allow it to work on mitigating
the threats previously mentioned, and to foster its sustainability and management.

Same as above

- Wastewater that is generated from the kiosks at the touristic zone (E1 section) is now collected and branched to a
pumping station that pumps it to the main treatment station of the city. - lllegal fishing has been drastically reduced in
result of regular marine patrolling and monitoring exerted by the reserve's staff, as well as by the MoA, General Interior
Security Patrol, and Marine Army Patrol guards.

CDR Land Use Master Plan

- The Land Use Master Plan for Tyre city has been affected by the presence of TCNR, taking in consideration its special
role. - The National Center for Marine Sciences (CNRS) has integrated the reserve in its programs of marine water
quality monitoring and marine species surveillance. - Fishermen are targeted with awareness and programs of
sustainable fishing programs to mitigate fishing impact on sea turtles and catch durability (current project: NEMO)

Total score

5. ENFORCEMENT OF PROTECTION MEASURES

Comments by the TAC:

There are no clear boundaries of the TCNR at sea. The marine area of the reserve is supposed to be 113 square
kilometers, while for political and security reasons (presence of UNIFIL), fishermen are bound to a strip of 6 kilometers
from the shore of the city of Tyre (in waters surround the MPA), which exerts pressure on marine biodiversity by over-
fishing of certain species in that zone, due to a displaced fishing effort. The terrestrial use zones are not well highlighted
or regulated.

A collaboration between several governmental and local authorities exists in the protection and surveillance of the
marine area: - MoA (Coast and Forest guards) - Lebanese Army - Coastguards related to the Interior Security Forces -
Municipality of Tyre and TCNR' guards

Palestinian Public Committee ensuring the security in and around the Rashidyeh Camp, that exists inside the reserve.
However, more can be done by third part agencies such as the Lebanese Army.

We are currently working on activating enforcement and penalty implementation by TCNR field guards.

There is a critical need for educated and trained rangers that have taken the official oath to be authorised to impose
penalties.

A National contingency plan for Oil Spills exists and includes all MPAs.

Total score
6. COOPERATION AND NETWORKING (max score: 6)

Comments by the TAC:

IUCN - Italian Cooperation for Development - RAC/SPA - ENI CBC Med - Medpan - CNRS-L -
CIHEAM/Bari - FFEM - Lebanon Diving Center

Through MedPAN, some interaction and exchange occurs with other MPAs including SPAMI
s.

SECTION lii:
FOLLOW-UP OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE PREVIOUS EVALUATION(S)

Total score

(max score: 23)

(max score: 6)


http://rac-spa.org/spami_eval/bloc4.php?A_SPAMI=32
http://rac-spa.org/spami_eval/bloc5.php?A_SPAMI=32
http://rac-spa.org/spami_eval/bloc6.php?A_SPAMI=32

7. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY (max score: 6)
THE PREVIOUS EVALUATIONS

Comments by the TAC:

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE FUTURE EVALUATION:

1. Urgent need to review and update TCNR Management Plan (2004) to:

a) Identify and prioritise specific objectives by highlighting key conservation values (beyond
sea turtles) of the TCNR

b) Develop marine zoning plan including potential multiple use, no-take, scientific zones, etc
c) Develop pragmatic business and financing plan for the TCNR
d) Develop Tourism Management Plan v

SECTION I:

CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
1. MEDITERRANEAN VALUE OF THE SPAMI

Score

yes=1 v
Score justification:
Loggerhead and Green turtles keep nesting at the reserve, with varying records according to the

year.
(Records since 2013 are available)

Score

2= Slight changes v

Score justification:
According to anecdotal information and visual observations of TCNR staff, divers, and
fishermen, there has been no adverse change and there is a potential improvement of the overall

biodiversity. However, there is no consistent monitoring program for each of the biodiversity
indicators (except for sea turtles) at TCNR.

Regarding sea turtles, the monitoring data shows a slight decline in the nests found, this is
mostly due to the high traffic occurring in the touristic zone, adjacent to the nesting zone of
the sea turtle, in addition to the light and noise pollution originating from the beach huts v
that get installed during the summer beach season.

Score
2= Yes for most of them v
Score justification:

TCNR has addressed the marine component in its direct management implementation, although it
wasn't formally included in the original management plan.

- Daily marine patrolling is done by the reserve's guards in collaboration with designated

public authorities (Ministry of Agriculture, Lebanese Army, and Coastal Guards) for the control
of fishing violations. In addition, there is a good collaboration with Tyre Municipality,
particularly for confiscating and and destroying illegal fishing gear, reducing destructive v
fishing practices (dynamite, poison fishing, dead nets use, spear fishing, and compressor use).

SECTION I:

CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
2. LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS

Score

2 = The SPAMI has maintained or impI ¥
Score justification:

Regarding the legal status of the SPAMI, it was established by a law (#708 in 28/10/1998). The
Ministry of Environment, in collaboration with the managers of the Lebanese reserves, is working
on passing a law improving the legal status of nature reserves, providing them with Legal/Natural
Status, entitling them the ability of ownership of facilities, equipment and tools, and the
collection of fees from the public.

Score

2 = The SPAMI has clearly de ¥
Score justification:

Yes


http://rac-spa.org/spami_eval/bloc7.php?A_SPAMI=32
http://rac-spa.org/spami_eval/bloc8.php?A_SPAMI=32

Score

1 = The management body is ¥
Score justification:
The management body is composed of the APAC and the management team.

Like all nature reserves in Lebanon, TCNR has an APAC which is designated through a Decision of
the Ministry of Environment however the APAC does not have a legal identity, which doesn't
entitle it the ownership of equipment or infrastructure, or the right to manage funds. However
there is a draft framework Law on Protected Areas tabled at Parliament which gives APAC’s legal
identity and financial autonomy. v

SECTION I:
CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST
3. MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF RESOURCES

Score
1 = The management plan is not officic ¥
Score justification:

TCNR has a management plan for the period of 2004-2009 (Management Plan attached). Scoring
criterion is not fully appropriate because the management plan is officially adopted but its full
implementation is not adequate, namely there is little management of the marine zone. Weak
implementation of certain components of the management particularly those related to socio-
economic considerations of local communities as well as to sustainable financing options.

Score
1 = Fair v

Score justification:
TCNR management plan has not been updated since 2004.

It does not adequately address conservation, management, or protection of marine biodiversity
and resources.

Worth noting that currently there are patrols (in collaboration with the municipality of Tyre 7
and the Internal Security

Score
1= Fair v
Score justification:

TCNR is one of the largest Protected Areas in Lebanon. Human resources currently available to
manage TCNR can only cover the most basic management requirements. Staff size and diversity
need to be increased substantially to adequately manage the PA.

The management team has been reinforced with a new manager with competencies and plans to

improve the activities and programs at the reserve. There is also a deputy manager, an
administrative assistant, and 3 guards. Importantly, some current staff should be performing v
better, specifically on tourism control and managment during summer season; and operating sea

Score
1 = Fair v
Score justification:
TCNR managed to secure some funding from Municipality income generated by the tourism
activities on the beach and that is managed by the municipality (20%). This funding is

generated by renting beach areas to 49 seasonal removable beach restaurants and supports 50% of
core staff time.

The MoE provides a financial contribution that is available upon submission of a fully
documented financial report. TCNR did not acquire this contribution for the period of 2015 to 7
2018 (4 fiscal years) due to a lack of capacity to submit the appropriate accounting and

Score

1 = The monitoring programm ¥
Score justification:
There is no formal monitoring plan or programme in TCNR.

TCNR currently has maintained consistent monitoring of turtle nesting on its beaches. However

it is not clear if all ecological parameters associated with sea turtle conservation are

recorded in a formal TCNR database. Marine surveys have been undertaken in TCNR that includes
some aspects of biodiversity and water quality monitoring by CNRS and RAC SPA but requires
further development. Marine habitats (especially vermited reefs and cystoseira fields) and v
key species such as Guitarfish (Rhinobatos) etc. have been included in assessments through PhD

In case of Score = 1, this section should also include the list of the parameters to include and the related rationale.

Score

1 = The existing feedback me: ¥

Score justification:



- Monitoring of flora led to the identification of an invasive species (Heterotheca
subaxillaris) and a program of manual removal has been implemented.

- Sea turtle monitoring is followed by turtle nests' identification and protection, accompanied
with an awareness program about the conservation of sea turtles.

- No regular bird monitoring and protection program has been established yet however, feedback
mechanisms can be easily developed to make use of these data.

- Marine biodiversity monitoring has started with the help of IUCN, but it is still not well
established and needs development.

In case of Score =1, this section should also include concrete recommendations to improve the existing feedback
mechanism.

SECTION II:
FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA
4. THREATS AND SURROUNDING CONTEXT

Unregulated exploitation of natural resources

(e.g. sand mining, water, timber, living resources). See 5.1.1. in AF.
Score justification:
Some of the threats are still unregulated, especially: bird hunting in Ras E1l Ain area, high
number of tourists, overcoming the carrying capacity of the touristic zone, and the existence of
marine and terrestrial invasive spp.
Although the agricultural zone (Ras el Ain) is still not well managed, illegal fishing has
stopped (fishing with dynamite, poison, small- meshed nets (blind nets), and spear fishing).
(score of 1 was chosen, indicating that the level of existing threats is moderate, and not all
threats have been well regulated)

Threats to habitats and species

(e.g. disturbance, desiccation, pollution, poaching, introduced alien species...). See 5.1.2. in AF.
Score justification:
Some exotic marine species have been spotted in the reserve's waters, of which some became
invasive (as in all Levantine coastal areas). References: MedMPAnet report; Badreddine, 2013,
2014; Bitar, 2011 and 2017.
The marine and scientific zone are very well preserved, the touristic zone is well managed but
needs further actions to remove light and noise pollution and to recycle the wastes generated
during the summer season (all these actions are now programmed to be executed through funds
granted by two ENI CBC Med projects: COMMON & CoEvolve4BG). v
The agricultural zone still suffers from pollution generated by farmers by the use of

Increase of human impact
(e.g. tourism, boats, building, immigration...). See 5.1.3. in AF.
Score justification:
There was many projects and activities implemented to reduce human impact on the reserve's

ecosystems, especially in the touristic zone, the area of major human pressure impact. The
situation is getting better with time.

Conflicts between users or user groups.
See 5.1.4. and 6.2. in AF.

Score justification:

- Conflict with the touristic zone exploiters (light and noise pollution that affect sea turtles’
nesting)

- Conflict with the farmers in Ras el Ain (use of synthetic chemicals: pesticides and fertilizers
under conventional farming, which pollute the area [water, soil and marine waters])

- The conflict with the fishermen was mitigated through awareness and many programs, including a
sea turtle by catch reduction through the use of green LED lights and special hooks (barbless).

Please include here a prescriptive list of threats that are of concern and are evaluated individually
As of yet, TCNR has not implemented a formal threat evaluation program

- Conventional farming in Ras el Ain

- Wastewater from Rashidyeh camp

- Small-meshed nets (Blind nets) use by fishermen from Rashidyeh camp - Solid waste from
Rashidyeh in the sea

- Vandalism targeting the Scientific zone's panels and fence

- Bird hunting in Ras el Ain

Pollution problems from external sources including solid waste and those affecting waters up-current.
See 5.2.1.in AF.
Score justification:

Threats are mostly coming from the Rashidyeh camp
Invasive marine species Lessepsian come with the marine current

Significant impacts on landscapes and on cultural values.
See 5.2.2. in AF.

Score justification:

1

1

2

3

Score

Score



No significant impacts exist on landscapes or on cultural values

Expected development of threats upon the surrounding area.

: 3
See 6.1.in AF.
Score justification:
TCNR SPAMI profited recently from two grant projects on ENI CBC Med program (EU funds): COMMON &
CoEvolve4BG. These projects will tackle the issues of marine litter (COMMON) and the co-evolution
of blue economic activities and the conservation of the site (CoEvolve4BG), both of which under
the scope of ICZM (integrated coastal zone management). These projects will empower the reserve
with funds and tools that will allow it to work on mitigating the threats previously mentioned,
and to foster its sustainability and management.
Please include here a prescriptive list of threats that are of concern and are evaluated individually:
Same as above
Please include the list of threats that were of concern and were eliminated or solved.
- Wastewater that is generated from the kiosks at the touristic zone (E1 section) is now
collected and branched to a pumping station that pumps it to the main treatment station of the
city.
- Illegal fishing has been drastically reduced in result of regular marine patrolling and
monitoring exerted by the reserve's staff, as well as by the MoA, General Interior Security
Patrol, and Marine Army Patrol guards.
Score
Yes=1
Score justification:
CDR Land Use Master Plan
Score
Yes=1
Score justification:
- The Land Use Master Plan for Tyre city has been affected by the presence of TCNR, taking in
consideration its special role.
- The National Center for Marine Sciences (CNRS) has integrated the reserve in its programs of
marine water quality monitoring and marine species surveillance.
- Fishermen are targeted with awareness and programs of sustainable fishing programs to mitigate
fishing impact on sea turtles and catch durability (current project: NEMO)
SECTION II:
FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA
5. ENFORCEMENT OF PROTECTION MEASURES
Score
Are the area boundaries adequately marked on land and, if applicable, adequately marked on the
sea? |No=0

See 8.3.1.in AF.
Score justification:
There are no clear boundaries of the TCNR at sea.
The marine area of the reserve is supposed to be 113 square kilometers, while for political and
security reasons (presence of UNIFIL), fishermen are bound to a strip of 6 kilometers from the

shore of the city of Tyre (in waters surround the MPA), which exerts pressure on marine
biodiversity by over-fishing of certain species in that zone, due to a displaced fishing effort.

The terrestrial use zones are not well highlighted or regulated.

Is there any collaboration from other authorities in the protection and surveillance of the area and, if
applicable, is there a coastguard service contributing to the marine protection? | Yes=1

See 8.3.2. and 8.3.3. in AF.
Score justification:



A collaboration between several governmental and local authorities exists in the protection and
surveillance of the marine area:

- MoA (Coast and Forest guards)

- Lebanese Army

- Coastguards related to the Interior Security Forces
- Municipality of Tyre and TCNR' guards

Are third party agencies also empowered to enforce regulations relating to the SPAMI protective

Yes=1
measures?
Score justification:
Palestinian Public Committee ensuring the security in and around the Rashidyeh Camp, that exists
inside the reserve. However, more can be done by third part agencies such as the Lebanese Army.
Are there adequate penalties and powers for effective enforcement? -
) No=0
See 8.3.4.in AF.
Score justification:
We are currently working on activating enforcement and penalty implementation by TCNR field
guards.
Is the field staff empowered to impose sanctions? No=0

See 8.3.4.in AF.

Score justification:

There is a critical need for educated and trained rangers that have taken the official oath to be
authorised to impose penalties.

Has the area established a contingency plan to face accidental pollution or other serious
emergencies? | Yes=1
(Art. 7.3. of the Protocol, Recommendation of 13th Meeting of Contracting Parties).
Score justification:

A National contingency plan for 0il Spills exists and includes all MPAs.

SECTION Ii:

FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA
6. COOPERATION AND NETWORKING

Score
2= Fairly
Score justification:
IUCN - Italian Cooperation for Development - RAC/SPA - ENI CBC Med - Medpan - CNRS-L -
CIHEAM/Bari - FFEM - Lebanon Diving Center
Score
2= Fairly

Score justification:

Through MedPAN, some interaction and exchange occurs with other MPAs including SPAMI’s.

SECTION lll: FOLLOW-UP OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE PREVIOUS EVALUATION(S)
7. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE PREVIOUS EVALUATIONS

3 ="Yes" for all of them v



Section |

3 ="Yes" for all of them
Section Il

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE FUTURE EVALUATIONS

1. Urgent need to review and update TCNR Management Plan (2004) to:

a) Identify and prioritise specific objectives by highlighting key conservation values (beyond
sea turtles) of the TCNR

b) Develop marine zoning plan including potential multiple use, no-take, scientific zones, etc
c) Develop pragmatic business and financing plan for the TCNR

d) Develop Tourism Management Plan

2. Explore mechanisms to evaluate and enhance performance of current staff

3. Recruit key expertise including Conservation Planning, Marine Science, Accounting, and
Communication and Outreach

4. Develop a comprehensive monitoring plan that includes indicators and thresholds of
management and biodiversity components.

SIGNATURE

Date:

Names and Signatures:

National Focal Point:

Independent Experts:

SPAMI manager(s):






(10) Format of the Periodic review of “Alboran Island”
(Spain)













































(11) Format of the Periodic review of “Columbretes Islands”
(Spain)






























(12) Format of the Periodic review of “Mar Menor and the Oriental Mediterranean zone
of the region of Murcia coast” (Spain)



Revised Format for the Periodic Review of SPAMIs

The SPAMI List was established in 2001 (Monaco Declaration) in order to promote cooperation in
the management and conservation of natural areas, as well as in the protection of threatened
species and their habitats. Furthermore, the areas included in the SPAMI List are intended to have
a value of example and model for the protection of the natural heritage of the region.

During their COP 15 (Almeria, Spain, January 2008), the Contracting Parties adopted a procedure
for the revision of the areas included in the SPAMI List and requested SPA/RAC to implement it.

The procedure aims to evaluate the SPAMI sites in order to examine whether they meet

the SPA/BD Protocol’s criteria. An ordinary review of SPAMIs shall take place every six years,
counting from the date of the inclusion of the site in the SPAMI List.
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Revised Format for the Periodic Review of the SPAMIs

SPAMI Name: Mar Menor

This SPAMI consists of a mosaic of various types of protected areas designations,
under various jurisdiction in the region of Murcia. These are:
Natura 2000 with regional responsibility

Site of Community Importance (SCI) ES6200030 Mar Menor**

Special Protection Area for birds (SPA) ES0000260 Mar Menor**

Site of Community Importance (SCI) ES6200006 Espacios Abiertos e Islas del
Mar Menor**

Site of Community Importance (SCI) ES0000175 Salinas y Arenales de S.
Pedro del Pinatar*

Special Protection Area for birds (SPA) ES0000175 Salinas y Arenales de S.
Pedro del Pinatar*

Site of Community Importance (SCI) ES6200029 Franja Litoral Sumergida
de la Regién de Murcia**

Site of Community Importance (SCI) ES6200007 Islas e Islotes del Litoral
Mediterraneo**

Special Protection Area for birds (SPA) ES0000200 Isla Grosa*

Special Protection Area for birds (SPA) ES0000256 Islas Hormigas *

Other Protected Areas with regional responsability

Regional Park Salinas y Arenales de San Pedro del Pinatar*
Protected Landscape Espacios Abiertos e Islas del Mar Menor**
Protected Natural Area Islas e Islotes del Litoral Mediterraneo**

Marine Reserves of Fishery Interest Cabo de Palos - islas Hormigas*

Special Protection Area for birds (SPA) ES0000508 Espacio marino de
Tabarca-Cabo de Palos*

Wetlands of International Importance (RAMSAR) Mar Menor*

* Totally included in the SPAMI
** Partly included in the SPAMI
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SECTION I: CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION
OF AN AREA IN THE SPAMI LIST

1. MEDITERRANEAN VALUE OF THE SPAMI

Score
1.1. The SPAMI still fulfils at least one of the criteria related
to the regional Mediterranean value as presented in the SPA/BD 1
Protocol’s Annex I
Assessment scale: Yes= 1, No=0
Score justification
Yes.
° 25 natural habitat types of Community interest (including 7 priority natural habitat
types
° Species included in Annex II of the Protocol: 7 birds, 5 sea plants, 13 marine
invertebrates, 2 fishes, 2 reptiles, 2 mammals.
° Uniqueness = Islas Hormigas are set of islands of rocky structure of great

verticality that constitute the easternmost point where emerge the level of massive and
recrystallized dolomitic limestones that appears in the vicinity of Cabo de Palos belonging to
the Triassic age. Due to his oceanographic characteristics of temperature and salinity, its waters
are similar to the continental shelf between Cabo de La Nao and Cabo de Gata, suffering
marked influences from the stations and the Atlantic waters coming from the Strait of Gibraltar.

L Natural representativeness = This protected area presents marine habitats and
plant communities representative of the different ecosystems that integrate this maritime-
terrestrial space. The seabeds habitats of the marine reserve constitute a good sample of the
well-preserved Mediterranean coast and seabeds.

° Diversity = Much of the ecological and landscape peculiarity of the marine
reserve has its origin in its geological diversity, with a predominance of volcanic substrates, and
in its oceanographic characteristics. It contains a high number of marine habitats such as the
Posidonia oceanica meadows, coralligenous rock, and several species of fishes with
commercial interest like the mero (Epinephelus marginatus), el dentén (Dentex dentex), la lecha
(Seriola dumerilii), etc.

e Presence of habitats that are critical for endangered species >

The rocky and sandy bottoms and the diversity of their vegetal colonization constitute the
support of a great faunistic richness, with presence of many species of importance for the
Mediterranean. The Hormiga island counts with a small population of Patella ferruginea and
houses an important nesting point for the Paifio (Hydrobates pelagicus). The Posidonia
meadows represents one of the main habitats for the endangered species Pinna nobilis.

®  Cultural representativeness = Particularly noteworthy is the traditional way of life of
the population dedicated to sustainable artisanal fishing in the area.

Score
1.2. Level of adverse changes occurred during the
evaluation period for the habitats and species
considered as natural features in the SPAMI 2
presentation report submitted for the inclusion of the
area in the SPAMI List.

Assessment scale: 0= Significant changes
1= Moderate changes
2= Slight changes
3= No adverse change
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Score justification

The Mar Menor marine biocenosis, state of conservation is currently considered as relatively
good.

In 2015 the Mar Menor waters underwent a drastic change in quality and in 2016 the lagoon
reached a stage of serious eutrophication. In the months of September and October 2016 up to
85% of the initial extension of macrophyte meadows (mainly Caulerpa ) were disturbed and that
the remaining 15% was concentrated in the shallower and lighter parts from the lagoon.

This caused important changes in the lagoon ecosystem, with both positive and negative
consequences not yet evaluated in biodiversity, and economic sectors such as fisheries and
tourism and civil society.

The eutrophication problems were caused by the intensive agriculture carried out for decades in
the countryside of Cartagena (pesticides, fertilizers, wells).

Currently the eutrophication crisis has been practically overcome and water quality values have
returned to close to levels recorded prior to the crisis. At the same time, macrophyte meadows are

in the process of recovery.
A system for monitoring and managing the crisis was put in place.

Score

1.3. Are the objectives, set out in the original SPAMI
application for designation, actively pursued?
N

Assessment scale: 0= No
1= Only some of them
2= Yes for most of them
3= Yes for all of them

Score justification
Yes

The mosaic of protected areas designations that conforms the SPAMI have measures that
actively conserve the biodiversity of the area and the species in Annex 2 of the SPA and
Biodiversity protocol

In addition, the Mar Menor and the Mediterranean Littoral Strip Protected Areas Integrated
Management Plan (PGI), has been written according to the SPA Biodiversity Protocol.

2. LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS
Score
2.1 The legal status of the SPAMI (with reference to its legal
status at the date of the previous evaluation report)

Assessment scale: 2

0= Significant negative change in the legal status of the SPAMI

1= Slight negative change in the legal status of the SPAMI

2= The SPAMI has maintained or improved its legal status

Score justification
New Legislation:

LAW 1/2018, of February 7, urgent measures to guarantee environmental sustainability in the Mar
Menor environment.

LAW 13/2015, of March 30, Region of Murcia territorial and urban planning.

ROYAL DECREE 1/2016, of January 8, approves the Hydrological Plans revision

DECREE 59/2016, of June 22, Bonelli's eagle, otter and fartet Recovery plans.

ORDER 20150f April 17, Region of Murcia, Red Natura 2000 Planning Guidelines

February 2018 Mar Menor Coast Area Management Strategy.

Mar Menor and the Mediterranean Littoral Strip Protected Areas Integrated Management Plan
(PGI), currently in the final approval phase, This plan covers the SPAMI in its entirety as well as
additional areas beyond the SPAMI.
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July 2018, management plan, promotion and control of equipment and activities in the marine area
of Mar Menor. Existing conditions definition and analysis.
The SPAMI overlaps with the Cabo de Palos-Islas Hormigas marine reserve:
ORDER 2001, of June 6, amending the Order of June 22, 1995, establishing a marine reserve in
the vicinity of Cabo de Palos - [slas Hormigas (BOE No. 146 of June 19, 2001)
ORDER 1999, of April 29, amending the Order of June 22, 1995, establishing a marine reserve in
the vicinity of Cabo de Palos - Islas Hormigas (B.O.E. No. 119 of May 19, 1999)
ORDER 1995, of June 22, establishing a marine reserve in the vicinity of Cabo de Palos - Islas
Hormigas (B.O.E. No. 161 of July 7, 1995)
ORDER APM/660/2017, of June 30, which regulate the marine reserve of Cabo de Palos — Islas
Hormigas, and sets its limits and allowed uses.
DECREE 15/1995, of March 31, establishing the marine reserve of fishing interest of Cabo de
Palos - Islas Hormigas (B.O.R.M. No. 92 of April 21, 1995).
DECREE 72/2004, of July 2, amending DECREE 15/1995, of March 31, establishing the marine
reserve of fishing interest of Cabo de Palos - Islas Hormigas
Score
2.2 Are competencies and responsibilities clearly defined in the
texts governing the area?
Assessment scale:
0= competencies and responsibilities are not clearly defined 2
1= The definition of competencies and responsibilities needs slight
improvements
2= The SPAMI has clearly defined competencies and
responsibilities

Score justification

Yes

Regional government: Red Natura 2000, ZEPIM

National government (beyond interior waters) and Regional government (within interior waters)
Marine Reserve and the Fisheries Reserve

Score
2.3 Does the area have a management body, endowed with
sufficient powers?
Assessment scale:
0= No management body, or the management body is not endowed 2
with sufficient powers
1= The management body is not fully dedicated to the SPAMI
2= The SPAMI has a fully dedicated management body and
sufficient powers to implement the conservation measures
Score justification
There is no management body that is exclusively dedicated to the management of the SPAMI.
However, the Environment, Socioeconomic Promotion Office (OISMA) belonging to the Natural
Environment DG has the competences and functions in planning and management of the SPAMI
as well as other protected areas in the region and the authority to coordinate with various other
bodies that have the mandate to manage specific PA designations that are included within the
SPAMI.
The management bodies for the Marine Reserve and the Fisheries Reserve are the General
Secretary for Fisheries (GSF) - Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food- (MAPA), and the
Regional Government of the Region de Murcia (Regional Ministry of Water, Agriculture, Animal
husbandry and Fisheries).
The GSF, in collaboration with the Regional Government, manages the fisheries regime and has
assigned qualified staff for the surveillance of the marine and fishing reserves as well as 2
surveillance boats. This staff has control and surveillance functions for an effective defense of the
authorised fisheries activities and for the protection of the ecological values in these reserves and
too to for awareness actions in the area- in the reserves and in the surrounding area.

3. MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF RESOURCES
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Score
3.1 Does the SPAMI have a management plan?

Assessment scale:
0= No management plan or the leve! of implementation of the

management plan is assessed as “insufficient” 2
1= The management plan is not officially adopted but its

implementation is assessed as “adequate”
2= The management plan is officially adopted and adequately
implemented

Score justification

Yes

Specific Protected areas that are included within the SPAMI have management plans that have
been adequately implemented: This is the case for the Cabo de Palos e Islas Hormigas Marine
Reserve and the Regional Parc of Salinas y Arenales SanPedro de Pinatar, and the Area for Special
Protection of Birds (SPA) of Isla Grosa.

In addition, a new Integrated Management Plan for Mar Menor and the Mediterranean Littoral
Strip Protected Areas, has been developed and is currently in the final approval phase. This Plan
covers the SPAMI in its entirety as well as coastal areas beyond the SPAMI.

Also, a new Mar Menor Coastal Area Management Strategy has been developed in February 2018
and covers activity in the entire watershed.

July 2018, management plan, promotion and control of equipment and activities in the marine area
of Mar Menor. Existing conditions definition and analysis.

The Marine Reserve is regulated by the next normative applicable to the SPAMI management
plan:

ORDER 2001, of June 6, amending the Order of June 22, 1995, establishing a marine reserve in
the vicinity of Cabo de Palos - Islas Hormigas (BOE No. 146 of June 19, 2001)

ORDER 1999, of April 29, amending the Order of June 22, 1995, establishing a marine reserve in
the vicinity of Cabo de Palos - Islas Hormigas (B.O.E. No. 119 of May 19, 1999)

ORDER 1995, of June 22, establishing a marine reserve in the vicinity of Cabo de Palos - Islas
Hormigas (B.O.E. No. 161 of July 7, 1995)

ORDER APM/660/2017, of June 30, which regulate the marine reserve of Cabo de Palos — Islas
Hormigas, and sets its limits and allowed uses.

DECREE 15/1995, of March 31, establishing the marine reserve of fishing interest of Cabo de
Palos - [slas Hormigas (B.O.R.M. No. 92 of April 21, 1995).

DECREE 72/2004, of July 2, amending DECREE 15/19935, of March 31, establishing the marine
reserve of fishing interest of Cabo de Palos - Islas Hormigas

Inside the marine reserve there is a “non take” area bounded by a circle of 0.5 miles radius and
center at the lighthouse of Hormiga Island, it includes the surroundings of the Hormiga Island, the
Bajo el Mosquito and the islands El Hormigén and Losa.

Score
3.2 Assess the adequacy of the management plan taking into

account the SPAMI objectives and the requirements set out

in article 7 of the Protocol and Section 8.2.3 of the Annotated

Format (AF") 2
Assessment scale:
0= Low
1= Fair
2= Excellent

Score justification

The new Integrated Management Plan (PGI) is the instrument that is carried out in application of
Law 42/2007, Natural Heritage and Biodiversity

These Law said that, in the cases of territorial overlap in the same territory of different protected
area figures, such as ZEPIM, the regulating norms, and the planning mechanisms, coordinate to
unify into a single integrated document.

! Annotated format for the presentation reports for the areas proposed for inclusion of the SPAMI list
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The PGI establishes the necessary conservation measures that respond to the natural habitats
ecological requirements, and includes the conservation objectives and the measures to maintain a
favorable state of conservation, as well as a monitoring and evaluation plan.

Score
3.3 Assess the adequacy f the human resources available to the
SPAMI
Assessment scale: 1
0= Low
1= Fair
2= Excellent

Score justification

Human resources:

Boat captain: 1 full-time employee.

Management Staff: 2 full-time and one part-time employees.
Environmental Agents: 6 part-time agents

Fisheries inspector: 2 part-time employees

The Marine Reserve of Cabo de Palos-Islas Hormigas has a staff which comprises:
Boat Crew. 5 part time persons including sailors, fish guards, divers and boat captains.
Management Officer: | part-time person

The SPAMI would require more personnel dedicated to the control and enforcement, particularly
in the marine part, as well as more management officers, particularly qualified marine and aquatic
experts. Despite available resources, the public hiring procedures make it difficult to recruit
additional staff for the management of the SPAMI.

Score
3.4 Assess the adequacy of the financial and material means
available to the SPAMI
Assessment scale: 2
0=Low
1= Fair
2= Excellent

Score justification

ZEPIM Investment funds:

Integrated Territorial Investment (ITI) Mar Menor

Sustainable and Integrated Urban Development Strategy (EDUSI) "La Manga abierta 365"
FEDER.

FEMP

Own funds.

Material resources:

2 surveillance and environmental management boats.
Land vehicles.

Offices and Las Salinas Wetland Center.
Surveillance building located on Isla Grosa.

Other work material.

The marine reserve provides with the next equipment:
2 surveillance boats: Las Isletas- 9,10 meters lenght- and Piles -7.60 meters lenght
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Terrestrial vehicle

Office and library

Warehouse

Meeting room

Interpretative panels of the marine reserve

Surveillance equipment such as: Telescope. night vision binoculars, Photo and video camera.
Remoted operated vehicle (ROV)

Educational outreach material

Buoys for indicating the recreational diving authorised places

Score
3.5 Does the area have a monitoring programme?

Assessment scale:
0= No monitoring programme, or the level of implementation of

the monitoring programme is assessed as “insufficient” 2
1= The monitoring programme needs improvement to cover other

parameters that are significant for the SPAMI
2= The monitoring programme is adequately implemented and

allows the assessment of the state and evolution of the area, as

well as the effectiveness of protection and management

measures

Score justification
(In case of Score=1, this section should also include the list of the parameters to include and the
related rationale.)

Since August 2016 the Mar Menor presents a weekly environmental monitoring of the following
parameters: oxygen, chlorophyll, turbidity, water transparency, salinity and temperature.

Since July 2017, every 2 months, the Ecology and Management of Coastal Marine Ecosystems
Research Group of the University of Murcia issues a report on the ecological status.

Other studies that have been carried out since 2016; nutrient concentration, Rambla del Albujén
gauging (nitrates and salinity), abundant phytoplankton species, water quality and physical-chemical
parameters.

There is also a Mediterranean Network for the monitoring of the Posidonia oceanica grasslands of
the Region of Murcia catried out by the Marine Angiosperm Ecology Group of the IEO in which
the majority of stations coincide with the ZEPIM. Bird monitoring is also carried out on the islands
and banks of the Mar Menor and Mediterranean islands within the ZEPIM area.

The marine reserve implements the next monitoring programs:

Monitoring of artisanal fishing

Monitoring of marine litter

Monitoring of scuba diving impacts

Monitoring of alien species

Educational and awareness campaign of the marine reserves

Recreational fishing activities in the surrounding of the marine reserve

Citizen’s science experiences in collaboration with University of Murcia and

local diving centers
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Score
3.6 Is there a feedback mechanism that establishes an explicit link

between the monitoring results and the management objectives,

and which allows adaptation of protection and management

measures? 2
Assessment scale:
0= The SPAMI has no efficient mechanism allowing to adapt the

protection and management measures in accordance with the results of

the monitoring programme,
1= The existing feedback mechanism needs improvement,
2= The SPAMI has an adequate feedback mechanism

Score justification
(In case of Score=1, this section should also include concrete recommendations to improve the

existing feedback mechanism.)

In the Mar Menor there is the Canal Mar Menor platform where the most relevant monitoring and scientific
studies are collected and published.

The Scientific Advisory Committee and Social participation committee was also created in July 2016

The previous committees and platform recommendations of, it is considered appropriate that are also
applied and adapted to the Mediterranean zone of the ZEPIM

The General Secretary for Fisheries, through the Pescares Project (Fundacién Biodiversidad) in the marine
reserves, provides a management tool in terms of governance between public administrations, artisanal
fishermen, scientists, and the diving industry and other users of the marine reserve, being mainly and crucial
the compulsory tool “Criteria for responsible scuba diving in the marine reserves”. The results developed
jointly by all the actors are presented to society putting in value the different sectors, their sustainability
and the conservation of their environment. These results are used also for management measures.

There is a monitoring of artisanal fishing and scuba diving impacts that will allow the administration to
adapt new management measures if necessary.
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SECTION II: FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA
(Section B4 of the Annex I, and other obligatory for a SPAMI, and Art. 6 and 7 of the Protocol))

4, THREATS AND SURROUNDING CONTEXT
4.1 Assess the level of threats within the site to the ecological, biological, aesthetic and cultural
values of the area (B4.a Annex I).
In particular:
Score

Unregulated exploitation of natural resources (e.g. sand mining,

water, timber, living resources) See 5.1.1. in AF

Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 2

Score justification

Unregulated fishing (sport, accidental, illegal, etc.)
Poaching, spearfishing, is being pursued in areas of the marine reserve.

Score

Threats to habitats and species (e.g. disturbance, desiccation,
pollution, poaching, introduced alien species ....) See 5.1.2. in AF
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 1

Score justification

Moderate intensity of:

Intensive Agriculture (surface water, subsurface flows and groundwater contamination, sediment
increase in the Mar Menor), Fertilization, nitrification and pesticides.

Aquaculture

Accidental introduction of exotic species

Deficiency of purification infrastructures and brines

Light and acoustic pollution

Potential increase of opportunistic predators (Changes in eating habits due to discarding).
Climate change

In the scope of the managers of the marine reserve we are concerned about impacts due to
presence of some species of exotic algae (Caulerpa cylindracea), the presence of the pathogen that
has produced the mortality in Pinna nobilis, also present in a large part of the western
Mediterranean, rise in temperatures, marine litter, ghost fishing,.

Score
Increase of human impact (e.g. tourism, boats, building,
immigration...) See 5.1.3. in AF
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 2
Score justification
Tourism

Increased risk of maritime accidents and pollutants

Increase in waste and water demands

Increased pressures for sport fishing

Increased pressure on marine substrate by anchoring

The growing demand for underwater activities (scuba diving) has been increasing in the last years.
The practice of this sport in the area is one of the tourist activities that has grown in recent years,
which implies an impact on the ecosystem that is being monitored.

The growth in the number of visitors in the summer period generates an increase in maritime
traffic in the area.
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Score

Conflicts between users or user groups. See 5.1.4. and 6.2. in AF
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 2

Score justification

Fishermen with sports navigation during the summer

The mentioned Fundacion Biodiversidad PESCARES project has lessened conflicts between users:
scuba divers and the fishermen, generating conflicts about sharing the same areas

Please include here a prescriptive list of threats that are of concern and are evaluated
individually

Marine litter

Eutrophication processes

Pinna

Exotic species

Leisure fishing

Increase in commercial nautical activities (Diving, snorkelling, Kayaking)

Poaching

Strong seasonality

4.2 Assess the level of external threats to the ecological, biological, aesthetic and cultural
values of the area (B4.a of the Annex I). See 5.2. in the AF
In particular:

Score
Pollution problems from external sources including solid waste and
those affecting waters up-current. See 5.2.1. in the AF.
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 1

Score justification

The Mediterranean and still more the Mar Menor are almost closed seas, with a little depth. In
addition, its coasts are overcrowded. These conditions make it more vuinerable to problems of
pollution and eutrophication, as a result of solid waste discharges, wastewater and fertilizers of
agricultural origin.

In addition, there is a high risk of receiving oil slicks due to navigation accidents or discharges in
the high seas even if they occur far from the reserve marine area.

There is also presence of marine litter in the marine reserve.

Score
Significant impacts on landscapes and on cultural values. See 5.2.2 in
AF.
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 3
Score justification
Construction of non-integrated tourist facilities on the coastal border
Score
Expected development of threats upon the surrounding area. See 6.1.
in AF.
Score: 0 means “very serious threats”; 3 means “no threats” 2

Score justification

Eutrophication process in Mar Menor can be considered the most relevant impact of the ZEPIM.
Since 2016, its parameters have been fully monitored. Currently it has a very positive, like the
100% seafloor visibility from the surface.

Measures implementation such as the design of a network of forest hedges for agroecological
restoration, storm drain in the Mar Menor perimeter, irrigation discharges restriction and control
from the Cartagena field and other measures, are efficient measures against the process of
eutrophication generated.

Threats as the poaching are being controlled by different administrations and by the marine
reserve, but it is difficult to know its development.

The practice of recreational diving is regulated by the administrations by means of quotas.
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Please include here a prescriptive list of threats that are of concern and are evaluated
individually:

Intensive Agriculture,

Water quality and hydrology

Marine litter

Illegal fishing activities (poaching)

Recreational fisheries

Scuba diving impact in the marine reserve

Invasive Species (Carpobrotus edulis) in the sand dunes, and in the Mar Menor (blue crab)
Larus michahellis (overpopulation can displace other aquatic and marine birds)

Climate change

Please include the list of threats that were of concern and were eliminated or solved
All the previous, but none of them is considered totally eliminated or resolved

4.3 [s there an integrated coastal management plan or land-use laws in the area bordering or
surrounding the SPAMI? (B4.e Annex I). See 5.2.3. in AF

Score

Score: 0=No /1= Yes
1

Score justification

LAW 1/2018, of February 7, urgent measures to guarantee environmental sustainability in the Mar
Menor environment.

February 2018 Mar Menor Coast Area Management Strategy.

July 2018, management plan, promotion and control of equipment and activities in the marine area
of Mar Menor. Existing conditions definition and analysis.

Plan Ordenacion Recursos Naturales (Management Plan for Natural Resources-PORN) (Salinas y
Arenales de S Pedro)

4.4 Does the management plan for the SPAMI have influence over the governance of the
surrounding area? (D5.d Annex I). See 7.4.4. in the AF

Score
Score: 0 =No/1=Yes 0

Score justification

But it is complemented with the previous ones:

LAW 1/2018, of February 7, urgent measures to guarantee environmental sustainability in the Mar
Menor environment.

February 2018 Mar Menor Coast Area Management Strategy.

July 2018, management plan, promotion and control of equipment and activities in the marine area
of Mar Menor. Existing conditions definition and analysis.

PORN (Salinas y Arenales de S Pedro)

5. ENFORCEMENT OF PROTECTION MEASURES

5.1 Assess the degree of enforcement of the protection measures

In particular:
Score

Are the area boundaries adequately marked on land and, if
applicable, adequately marked on the sea? See 8.3.1. in AF 1
Score: 0 =No/1=Yes
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Score justification

Mar Menor (Yes), by natural limits

Mar Mediterraneo (No)

The marine reserve is indicated by three buoys on the sea in the outer limits. There are no marks
on land for the marine reserve. The Marine reserve is indicated in all navigational maps and the
users are very well aware of its limits.

Score
[s there any collaboration from other authorities in the protection and
surveillance of the area and, if applicable, is there a coastguard 1
service contributing to the marine protection? See 8.3.2. and 8.3.3. in
AF

Score: 0=No /1= Yes

Score justification

The Red Natura 2000, ZEPIM and marine reserve surveillance service collaborates with the
“environmental agents™ and fishing inspectors from the Regional Government, with the Civil
Guard of the sea, as well as with the Fishing inspectors of the Ministry of Agricuiture.

There is a Monitoring Management Committee for the marine reserve which holds annual
meetings where the actions, projects, problems, regulations and monitoring of uses, etc. are
evaluated.

Score
Are third party agencies also empowered to enforce regulations
relating to the SPAMI protective measures? 1
Score: 0 =No /1= Yes

Score justification
Control and access service hiring is carried out annually for the Isla Grosa ZEPA Management

Plan development

Score
Are there adequate penalties and powers for effective enforcement?

See 8.3.4. in AF 1
Score: 0 =No/1=Yes

Score justification
Penalties for poaching, anchoring, and the performance of unauthorized activities are adequate
penalties for effective enforcement in the marine reserve and ZEPIM.

Score

Is the field staff empowered to impose sanctions? See 8.3.4. in AF
Score: 0 =No /1= Yes 1

Score justification

Also the environmental agents and fishing inspectors from the Regional Government, with the
Civil Guard of the sea are empowered to impose sanctions.

The marine reserve staff (fish guards) is empowered to impose sanctions for illegal fishing
practices as well as for non-compliance with the marine reserve regulation.

Score
Has the area established a contingency plan to face accidental
pollution or other serious emergencies? (Art. 7.3. in the Protocol, 1
Recommendation of the 13'" Meeting of Contracting Parties)
Score: 0 =No/1=Yes
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Score justification

Territorial Contingency Plan for Accidental Marine Pollution in the Region of Murcia. (Civil
protection).

Cetaceans and marine turtles strand 1 of the of Murcia

6. COOPERATION AND NETWORKING

Score

Are other national or international organizations collaborating to

provide human or financial resources? (e.g. researchers, experts, 2
volunteers...). See 9.1.3. in the AF

Score: 0=No / 1= Weakly / 2= Fairly / 3= Excellent)

Score justification

Spanish Institute of Oceanography.

Murcia University.

Cartagena Polytechnic University.

Alicante University.

Murcia Agricultural and Research Institute (IMIDA)

Segura edafoligia and applied bilogia center (CEBAS CSIC)

Scientific Advisory Committee

The marine reserve has human, technological and informative support from the Secretariat the
General Secretary for Fisheries (GSF) - Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food- (MAPA).
There is a high presence of organizations and researchers in the marine reserve; scientific support
from universities, public organizations (IEO), NGO, etc.

Other international organizations such as [UCN-Med perform different projects like
FishMPABIlue2.

Score
Assess the level of cooperation and exchange with other SPAMIs
(especially in other nations) (Art. 8, Art. 21.1, Art. 22.1., Art. 22.3 of
the Protocol, A.d in Annex I)
Score: 0= No / 1= Insufficient / 2= Fairly / 3= Excellent) 2

Score justification

Project Horizon 2020 “COASTAL” is a research and innovation project, a unique multi-actor
collaboration of coastal and rural business entrepreneurs, administrations, stakeholders, and natural
and social science experts to formulate and evaluate business solutions and policy
recommendations aimed at improving the coastal-rural synergy to foster rural and coastal
development while preserving the environment.

The project is organized around six interacting, complementary Multi-Actor Labs (MALs) spread
over the EU, exchanging their tools and expertise.

The marine reserve collaborates with the project “Mares circulares” that carries out the clean-up of
some beaches all around the Spanish and Portuguese coast and an educational project in different
high schools next to the marine reserves (some of them included in SPAMIs areas). The marine
reserve staff has already given talks in several high schools talking about the marine litter problem
in the marine reserves of Cabo de Palos-1slas Hormigas and the marine reserve of Cabo Tifioso.
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SECTION I1I: FOLLOW-UP OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE

PREVIOUS EVALUATION(S)
(if applicable)

7 IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE
PREVIOUS EVALUATIONS
7.1 Assess to what extent the recommendations possibly made by the previous evaluations
were implemented: Recommendations made by the TAC(s) and/or approved by the Focal
points for SPAs regarding Section I

Score
Assessment scale:
0= ‘No’ for all of them 3
1= *Yes’ for some of them
2=*Yes’ for most of them
3=Yes’ for all of them

A Scientific Committee and a Social Participative Committee (Comite de
Participacion Social) have been established. Also the Integrated
Management Plan has established various bodies to ensure the effective
management of the area, these include, a working group to coordinate
between the various agencies and administrations, a research working
group, and a Participatory Committee in charge of developing and
following up on the management plan.

7.2 Assess to what extent the recommendations possibly made by the previous valuations
were implemented: Recommendations made by the TAC(s) and/or approved by the Focal
points for SPAs regarding Section II

Score
Assessment scale:
0= ‘No’ for all of them 3
1= ‘Yes’ for some of them
2=*‘Yes’ for most of them
3=‘Yes’ for all of them

The Integrated Management plan has been developed and has undergone a
public consultation process receiving 24.503 comments from a total of
2.352 stakeholders. It has been revised taking into account the comments
received and is currently the final stages of approval.

The Mar Menor SPAMI has collaborated with other SPAMIs and has

provided lessons learned through various projects and networks,
including Nature 2000, MedPan, Life, Eurolag, etc.
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CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDATIONS

SECTION [: CRITERIA WHICH ARE MANDATORY FOR THE INCLUSION OF AN AREA IN
THE SPAMI LIST

1. MEDITERRANEAN VALUE OF THE SPAMI
Total Score: 6 (max: 7)

2. LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS
Total Score: 6 (max: 6)

3. MANAGEMENT AND AVAILABILITY OF RESOURCES
Total Score: 11 (max: 12)

SECTION II: FEATURES PROVIDING A VALUE-ADDED TO THE AREA

4. THREATS AND SURROUNDING CONTEXT
Total Score: 14 (max: 23)

5. ENFORCEMENT OF PROTECTION MEASURES
Total Score: 6 (max: 6)

6. COOPERATION AND NETWORKING
Total Score: 4 (max: 6)

SECTION III: FOLLOW-UP OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE PREVIOUS
EVALUATION(S)

7. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS MADE BY THE PREVIOUS
EVALUATIONS
Total Score: 6 (max: 6)

GRAND TOTAL SCORE: 53 (max: 66)

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE FUTURE EVALUATION:
This Spami has achieved a high level of management and coordination between
the various agencies with different mandates for protected areas within the
SPAML. This is highly commendable and should continue.

Develop a map that shows the various protected areas designations that exist

within the SPAMI and the areal extent of existing management plans or
regulations.
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Advocate, with the different responsible administrations, for the establishment
of the infrastructure necessary to the treatment and management of the waters
in the watershed draining in the Mar Menor.

The current levels of scuba diving is at an equilibrium with the functioning of
the system. It is important that any change of the current quotas should
maintain this equilibrium. Decisions should continue to be made on the basis
of the monitoring data in addition to an open dialogue with the scuba diving
centres and fishermen.

It is very important to maintain and increase the control and surveillance in the
SPAML.

Take stock of the data being collected on various aspects of climate change
and expand the monitoring programme to other areas in the SPAMI (beyond
the Mar Menor and Cabo de Palos) to better anticipate potential changes in the
environment and management actions in the future.

Score evaluation:

The TAC will propose to include the SPAMI in a period of provisional nature (in accordance with
paragraph 6 of the Procedure for the revision of the areas included in the SPAMI List) if the SPAMI has

ascore<1forl.1,2.1,2.2,2.3,3.1,3.2,3.3,3.4,3.5,0r3.6
ascore<2forl.2,1.3,7.10r7.2

Furthermore, considering that the sites included in the SPAMI List are intended to have a value of
example and model for the protection of the natural heritage of the region (Paragraph A.e of Annex 1 to
the SPA/BD Protocol), the TAC shall also propose to include the SPAMI in a period of provisional
nature if the total score of the evaluation is less than 46 (=70% of the maximum total score 66).

SIGNATURES
National Focal Point Independent Experts
/
Tundi Agardy M./ o #—
SPAMI Manager(s) I'men Meliane - L
. - (%
UL cToR  ABADIA CAOMAQN z
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(13) Format of the Periodic review of “Medes Islands”
(Spain)
















































(14) Format of the Periodic review of “Natural Park of Cabo de Gata-Nijar”
(Spain)














































































(15) Format of the Periodic review of “Natural Park of Cap de Creus”
(Spain)













































(16) Format of the Periodic review of “Sea Bottom of the Levante of Almeria”
(Spain)













































(17) Format of the Periodic review of “Kneiss Islands”
(Tunisia)



Format révisé pour I'examen périodique des ASPIM
www.rac-spa.org/spami eval/fr

La Liste des ASPIM a été établie en 2001 (Déclaration de Monaco) en vue de promouvoir la coopération en maticre
de gestion et de conservation des aires naturelles et de protection des espéces menacées et de leurs habitats. En
outre, les aires inscrites sur la Liste des ASPIM sont destinées a avoir une valeur d’exemple et de modéle pour la
protection du patrimoine naturel de la région.

Lors de leur 15°™ CdP (Almeria, Espagne, janvier 2008), les Parties Contractantes ont adopté la Procédure pour la
révision des aires inscrites sur la Liste des ASPIM et demandé au CAR/ASP d’appliquer la Procédure adoptée

La Procédure adoptée a donc pour but d’évaluer les sites ASPIM afin d’examiner s’ils satisfont les critéres énoncés

par le Protocole ASP/DB. Une révision ordinaire des ASPIM devrait donc avoir lieux tous les 6 ans, a partir de la
date d’inscription du site sur la liste des ASPIM.
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Format Révisé pour I'examen périodique des ASPIM

Nom de ' ASPIM : Iles Kneiss

SECTION I : CRITERES QUI SONT OBLIGATOIRES POUR L'INSCRIPTION D'UNE
AIRE SUR LA LISTE DES ASPIM

1. VALEUR MEDITERRANEENNE DE L'ASPIM

Note

1.1. L'ASPIM remplit toujours au moins un des critéres relatifs a
la valeur régionale méditerranéenne tels que présentés dans 1'Annexe 1
I au Protocole ASP/DB.

Echelle d'évaluation : 0= Non, Oui = 1

Justification de la note :

L’ASPIM ‘Iles Kneiss’ présente 1’ensemble des critéres 1’¢ligibilité tels que présentés dans la
requéte. Les intéréts scientifique, éducatif, esthétique et culturel sont confirmés par rapport a la
fiche de présentation de 2001. Nous citons a titre d’exemple :

0,

< L’unicité de cet écosysteme d’estran a I’échelle de le Méditerranée,

®,

« L’importante de 1’avifaune migratrice et hivernante,

+ Ressources halieutiques remarquables ainsi que les techniques de péche qui restent
traditionnelles

7

« Importance socio-économique

Note

1.2. Niveau des changements indésirables survenus pendant la
période d'évaluation pour les habitats et les espeéces considérées
comme caractéristiques naturelles dans le rapport de présentation de
I’ASPIM soumis lors de I’inscription de I’aire sur la Liste des ASPIM. 2
Echelle d'évaluation : 0 = Changements importants

1 = Changements modérés

2 = Changements légers

3 = Pas de changements indésirables

Justification de la note :

« Une faible dégradation des herbiers de Zostéres dans les zones de péche a pied de la
palourde ;

Note

1.3. Est-ce que les objectifs, énoncés dans la demande initiale pour
la désignation de I’ASPIM, sont poursuivis activement ?
Echelle d'évaluation : 0= Non
1 = Seulement quelques uns 3
2 = Oui pour la plupart d'entre eux
3 = Oui pour l'ensemble des objectifs

2/17



Justification de la note :
Les objectifs du plan de gestion actuel comprennent les objectifs initiaux de protection tels que
exposés dans la fiche de requéte ASPIM de 2001 et sont mieux définis. Ils sont axés autour de trois

objectifs princiapux :
« La Protection du site vis-a-vis des activités anthropiques,
0,

« La Préservation de la biodiversité des écosystémes
«» Le Développement de la zone

2. DISPOSITIONS JURIDIQUES ET INSTITUTIONNELLES

Note

2.1. Le statut juridique de I'ASPIM (en référence a son statut
juridique a la date du rapport d'évaluation précédent).
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Changement négatif important dans le statut juridique de I'ASPIM 2
1 = Changement négatif léger dans le statut juridique de I'ASPIM
2 = L'ASPIM a maintenu ou amélioré son statut juridique

Justification de la note :

Changement positif. Actuellement un appel & candidature a été lancé pour effectuer I’enquéte
publique qui s’inscrit dans le processus du classement officiel de I’ASPIM en tant qu’Aire Marine
et Cotiere Protégée (AMCP).

Note

2.2 Les compétences et les responsabilités sont-elles clairement
définies dans les textes régissant I'aire ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Les Compétences et responsabilités ne sont pas clairement définies 2
1 = La définition des compétences et responsabilités a besoin d'une
légére amélioration
2 =L'ASPIM a clairement défini les compétences et responsabilités

Justification de la note :

Les compétences et responsabilités ont été clairement définies dans le cadre de la Iégislation
nationale en rigueur (loi de 95-72 du 24 juillet 1995 portant création de I’APAL et décret 98 -2092
du 28 janvier 1998). Elles ont été clairement définies dans le cadre du plan de gestion (document
provisoire de décembre 2018).

Note

2.3. Est-ce que I'aire a un organe de gestion, disposant de pouvoirs
suffisants ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Pas d'organe de gestion, ou l'organe de gestion n'est pas doté de 1
pouvoirs suffisants
1 = L'organe de gestion n'est pas entiérement dédié a ' ASPIM
2 = L'ASPIM a un organe de gestion entiérement dédié et des pouvoirs
suffisants pour mettre en ceuvre les mesures de conservation
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Justification de la note :

Il n’y a pas actuellement d’organe de gestion dédi¢ uniquement a ’ASPIM ‘Iles de Kneiss’.
Toutefois, dans le cadre du processus actuel de déclaration de 1’ASPIM en tant qu’AMCEP, il est
prévu par les textes d’application de la loi 49-2009 qu’une unité de gestion spécifique et
permanente soit mise en place.
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3. LA GESTION ET DISPONIBILITE DES RESSOURCES

Note

3.1 Est-ce que I'ASPIM a un plan de gestion ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Pas de plan de gestion ou le niveau de mise en ceuvre du plan de
gestion est évalué comme "insuffisant" 1
1 = Le plan de gestion n’est pas officiellement adopté, mais sa mise en
ceuvre est évaluée comme "adéquate"
2 = Le plan de gestion est officiellement adopté et mis en ceuvre de
maniére adéquate

Justification de la note :

La finalisation du plan de gestion est prévue pour avril 2019. Le rapport de la phase 1 ‘Diagnostic
de I’état des lieux’, datant de aoit 2018, et celui de la phase 2 ‘Plan de gestion — rapport
provisoire’ datant de décembre 2018, sont les instruments de gestion actuellement a disposition de
I’administration. Ce plan de gestion n’est pas officiellement adopté dans I’attente de la déclaration
officielle de I’AMCP ‘Iles Kneiss’

Note

3.2. Evaluer la pertinence du plan de gestion en tenant compte des
objectifs de I'ASPIM et les exigences énoncées dans 1'Article 7 du
Protocole ASP/DB et la Section 8.2.3 du Format annoté' (FA).

Echelle d'évaluation :

0 = Faible 2

1 =Moyenne

2 = Excellente

Justification de la note :

Le plan de gestion actuel, tel qu’il est formulé, est en parfaite adéquation avec les exigences
énoncées dans I’article 7 du Protocole ASP/DB et la section 8.2.3 du Format annoté (FA). On y
retrouve des actions relatives a la Protection du site vis-a-vis des activités anthropiques, la
Préservation de la biodiversité des écosystémes et le Développement de la zone.

Note
33 Evaluer 1'adéquation des ressources humaines a la disposition
de I'ASPIM.
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Faible 1
1 =Moyenne
2 = Excellente

Justification de la note :

Ressources humaines insuffisantes pallié par la présence réguliére de deux gardes forestiers a
I’embarcadére de Khaoula et supporté par les interventions des ONGs comme 1’Association de
Continuité des Générations (ACG).

Format annoté pour les rapports de présentation des aires proposées pour inscription sur la Liste des ASPIM.
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Note

34 Evaluer I'adéquation des moyens financiers et matériels
disponibles a I'ASPIM.
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Faible 1
1 =Moyenne
2 = Excellente

Justification de la note :
Les moyens techniques et financiers sont tributaires essentiellement de projets extérieurs et
irréguliers.

Note

3.5. Est-ce que I'aire a un programme de surveillance ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Pas de programme de surveillance, ou le niveau de mise en ccuvre
du programme de surveillance est évalué comme "insuffisant"
1 = Le programme de surveillance a besoin d'étre amélioré pour 1
couvrir d'autres parameétres qui sont importants pour I'ASPIM
2 = Le programme de surveillance est mis en ceuvre de manicre
adéquate et permet 1'évaluation de I'état et I'évolution de l'aire, ainsi
que l'efficacité des mesures de protection et de gestion

Justification de la note :
(En cas de note = 1, cette section devrait également inclure la liste des paramétres a inclure et la
Justification correspondante.)

Présence de quelques programmes de surveillance mais restent partiels et ne prennent pas en

considération toutes les composantes de I’ASPIM :
¢ Recensement annuel hivernal des oiseaux d’eau assuré par I’AAO-Bird Life en

partenariat avec I’APAL ;
¢ Surveillance des stocks halieutiques par I’'INSTM basé a Sfax ;

+ Biosurveillance de I’ASPIM (biodiversité et activités de péche) qui sera réalisée sur une
année 2019 avec possibilité de prolongement en 2020 par 1’association ‘Nature Link’ avec
un financement du SPA/RAC (Projet EcAp).

Ces programmes ont besoin d’amélioration et de continuité notamment la régularité dans le temps.

Note

3.6. Y a-t-il un mécanisme de feedback qui établit un lien explicite
entre les résultats de la surveillance et les objectifs de gestion, et qui
permet une adaptation des mesures de protection et de gestion ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = L'ASPIM n'a pas de mécanisme efficace permettant d'adapter les 0
mesures de protection et de gestion en conformité avec les résultats du
programme de surveillance
1 = Le mécanisme de feedback existant doit étre amélioré
2 = L'ASPIM a un mécanisme de feedback adéquat
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Justification de la note :

(En cas de note = 1, cette section devrait également inclure des recommandations concretes visant
a améliorer le mécanisme de feedback existant.)

Pas de mécanisme de feedback actuellement. Ceci pourrait étre expliqué par le plan de gestion qui

n’est pas encore validé et qui ne peut entrer en vigueur qu’apres déclaration de I’ASPIM en tant
que AMCP.
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SECTION II : CARACTERISTIQUES FOURNISSANT UNE VALEUR AJOUTEE
POUR L'AIRE

(La Section B4 de I'Annexe I, et d'autres obligatoires pour une ASPIM, et les Art. 6 et 7 du Protocole ASP/DB)
4. MENACES ET CONTEXTE ENVIRONNANT

4.1 Evaluer le niveau des menaces dans le site aux valeurs écologiques, biologiques, esthétiques et
culturelles de I'aire (B4.a de I’Annexe I).

En particulier :

Note
L'exploitation anarchique des ressources naturelles (ex : I'extraction
de sable, I'eau, le bois, les ressources vivantes). Voir 5.1.1. dans le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves"; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 1

Justification de la note :

®,

« Péche a pied de la palourde et appat si elle n’est pas réglementée ;
« Utilisation de mini-chaluts benthiques (appelés Kiss localement) qui est interdit par la loi
tunisienne. Nous avons jugé que ses impacts sont plutot sur les ressources que les habitats

dans cette zone et a I’heure actuelle.

Note

Menaces pour les habitats et les espéces (ex: perturbation,
dessiccation, pollution, braconnage, introduction d'espéces non-
indigénes ...). Voir 5.1.2. dans le FA. 2

Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace"

Justification de la note :

+ Espéces envahissantes en milieu marin : crabe bleu Portunus segnis, Magnioliophyte
Halophyla stipulacea, etc.
Péche a pied de la palourde et appat;
Utilisation de mini-chaluts benthiques (appelés Kiss localement) qui sont interdits par la
loi tunisienne ; ses impacts sont plutdt sur les ressources que les habitats dans cette zone
et actuellement ;

®,

< Elévation du niveau marin.

0, 0,
L X R X4

Note
Augmentation de la présence humaine (ex: tourisme, bateaux,
construction, immigration ...). Voir 5.1.3. dans la FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 2

Justification de la note :
Pas de tourisme. Les fréquentations se limitent aux pécheurs et aux ramasseurs de la palourde et

appats.

Note
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Conflits entre les utilisateurs ou groupes d'utilisateurs. Voir 5.1.4., 6.2.
dans le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 2

Justification de la note :
Conflit latent entre les ramasseurs de la palourde et les ramasseurs d’appat qui d’ailleurs ne sont

pas des mémes territoires.

Priére d'inclure une liste prescriptive des menaces qui les concernent et sont évaluées
individuellement.
¢+ Péche au mini-chalut (Liss)
++ Elévation du niveau marin,
+ Conflit latent entre les ramasseurs de la palourde et les ramasseurs d’appat,
« Impact sur les herbiers du au piétinement et I’utilisation de faucillons (péche a pied de la
palourde)

4.2 Evaluer le niveau des menaces extérieures aux valeurs écologiques, biologiques, esthétiques et
culturelles de I'aire (B4.a de I'’Annexe I). Voir 5.2. dans le FA.

En particulier :

Note

Les problémes de pollution provenant de sources externes, y compris
les déchets solides et ceux affectant les eaux en amont. Voir 5.2.1. dans
le FA. 2

Note : 0 signifie "menaces tres graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace"

Justification de la note :
Pour le moment, pas de constats

Enrichissement croissant du milieu (sur les berges en particulier) en sels nutritifs (impact des
activités industrielles et notamment du traitement industriel des phosphates).

Note
Des impacts importants sur les paysages et les valeurs culturelles. Voir
5.2.2 dans le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 3
Justification de la note :
Aucun impact observé a ’heure actuelle.
Note
Développement de menaces prévu aux abords de l'aire. Voir 6.1. dans
le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces tres graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 2
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Justification de la note :

*,

«» Eaux de ballaste et espéce exotiques ;

Priére d'inclure une liste prescriptive des menaces extérieures qui sont préoccupantes et sont
évaluées individuellement.
% Risque de pollution lié a la proximité des zones de stockage de phosphogypse et du
terminal pétrolier de Skhirat ;
+ Probléme des eaux de ballaste qui sont peu controlées et qui peuvent étre la source
d’introduction d’espéces invasives comme le crabe bleu Portunus signus.

Priére d’inclure la liste des menaces préoccupants qui ont été éliminées ou résolues.

+  Surpaturage éliminé depuis la création de la réserve en 1993 et lors des fréquentations
anarchiques en 2011 ;

Note
4.3. Y a-t-il un plan de gestion coétiére intégrée ou des lois
d'utilisation du territoire dans la région limitrophe ou entourant
I'ASPIM ? (B4.e de I’Annexe I). Voir 5.2.3 dans le FA. 1
Note : 0=Non/ 1= Oui
Justification de la note :
Le plan d’aménagement urbain de la Délégation de Graiba..
Note

4.4. Est-ce que le plan de gestion de 1'ASPIM influence la
gouvernance de la zone environnante ? (D5.d l'Annexe I). Voir 7.4.4.
dans le FA. 0

Note : 0=Non /1= Oui

Justification de la note :
Pas de planification de I’espace maritime (PEM) dans la zone environnante.

5. APPLICATION DES MESURES DE PROTECTION
5.1. Evaluer le degré d'application des mesures de protection

En particulier :

Note

Est-ce que les limites de 1'aire sont marquées d'une maniére adéquate
sur le sol et, le cas échéant, marquée de maniére adéquate en mer ?
Voir 8.3.1. dans le FA. 0

Note : 0=Non/ 1 =Oui
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Justification de la note :
Pas de balisage en mer.l’ ASPIM est limitée naturellement par un récif barriére de Posidonie qui

empéche I’intrusion de bateaux.

Note

Y a-t-il une collaboration de la part d'autres autorités dans la
protection et la surveillance de 1'aire et, le cas échéant, y a-t-il un
service de garde-cotes contribuant a la protection du milieu marin ? 1
Voir 8.3.2. et 8.3.3. dans le FA.
Note : 0=Non/ 1 = Oui

Justification de la note :
Garde Nationale Maritime basée a Skhira et Direction Générale des Foréts (garde forestier et

actuellement garde de péche)

Note

Est-ce que des agences tierces sont également habilitées a faire
respecter les réglements concernant les mesures de protection des
ASPIM ? 1

Note : 0=Non/ 1 =Oui

Justification de la note :

Ministére de 1’ Agriculture : Direction Générale de la péche et de 1’aquaculture (application des lois
et contrdle général de 1’activité de péche) et Direction générale des services vétérinaires (contrdle
sanitaire)

Note
Y a-t-il des pénalités et des pouvoirs adéquats pour une application
effective de la réglementation ? Voir 8.3.4. dans le FA.
Note : 0 =Non/ 1 =Oui 1

Justification de la note :
La Garde Nationale Maritime et les gardes forestiers ont un pouvoir effectif de 1’application de la

loi pour les parties marine et terrestre respectivement.

Note
Est-ce que le personnel de terrain est habilité a2 imposer des sanctions
? Voir 8.3.4. dans le FA.
Note : 0 =Non/ 1 = Oui 1
Justification de la note :
La Garde Nationale Maritime et les gardes forestiers.
Note
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Est-ce que I'aire a mis en place un plan d'urgence pour faire face a la
pollution accidentelle ou d'autres situations d'urgence graves ? (Art.
7.3. du Protocole, Recommandation de la 13*™ Réunion des Parties 0
contractantes).

Note : 0=Non/ 1 =Oui

Justification de la note :
Pas de plan d’urgence aux pollutions accidentelles.

6. COOPERATION ET RESEAUTAGE

Note
Est-ce que d'autres organisations nationales ou internationales
collaborent en fournissant des ressources humaines ou financiéres ?
(ex : des chercheurs, des experts, des bénévoles...). Voir 9.1.3. dans le 3
FA.
Note : 0 =Non / 1= Insuffisante / 2= Moyenne / 3= Excellente
Justification de la note :
+ Convention de jumelage avec I’ASPIM ‘Iles Egadi’ en Italie ;
«» L’association ACG,
< L’ INAT,
< LePNUD,
% LeFEM,
< L’association AAO-BirdLife,
« La coopération japonaise JICA ;
< LaFAO
Note

Evaluer le niveau de coopération et d'échange avec d'autres ASPIM
(particuliérement dans d'autres nations) (Art. 8, Art. 21.1, Art. 22.1.,
Art. 22.3 du Protocole, A.d de l'’Annexe I). 2

Note : 0 =Non / 1= Insuffisante / 2= Moyenne / 3= Excellente

Justification de la note :
- Jumelage en 2019 avec I’ASPIM ‘Iles Egadi’
- Coopération nationale : Archipel de la Galite, Réserve naturelle de Zembra
- la stratégie nationale des AMCP a pour objectif de créer un réseau national pour pallier a
la faiblesse actuelle.
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SECTION III : SUIVI DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LE(S)

EVALUATION(S) PRECEDENTE(S)
(Si applicable)

7. MISE EN (EUVRE DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LES
EVALUATIONS PRECEDENTES

7.1 Evaluer dans quelle mesure les recommandations éventuellement formulées par les évaluations
précédentes ont été mises en ceuvre : Les recommandations formulées par la/les CTC et/ou approuvées par les
Points Focaux pour les ASP concernant la Section I.

Note

Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = «Non » pour toutes 1
1 = « Oui » pour seulement certaines d'entre elles
2 =« Oui » pour la plupart d'entre elles
3 =« Oui » pour toutes.
% Renforcer les moyens techniques, notamment nautiques, et
humains du gestionnaire de 1’ ASPIM,;

« Formaliser, dans le cadre du classement de ’ASPIM en AMCP,
la Mise en place du comité de pilotage et la participation de la
population locale, déja particuliérement motivée, a cet organe de
gouvernance;

Classement en cours et donc cette recommandation ne peut étre réalisée
qu’apres déclaration de I’ASPIM en tant que AMCP.

%  Mettre en ccuvre des suivis régulier de la faune, de la flore mais
également des effets de 1’élévation du niveau marin sur les
habitats naturels.

Existence de programmes de suivi partiel et sur base de volontariat de la
part d’ONGs. Elevation du niveau marin pas considérée. Suivis non
réguliers pour la plupart.

s L’ASPIM des iles Kneiss peut étre considérée comme un site

pilote en matiére de suivi de la remontée du niveau marin et de

ces conséquences sur des sites naturels. Dans ce cadre, une
réflexion mériterait d’étre menée vis-a-vis des moyens permettant
de restaurer ou de protéger ce site, notamment en lien avec le
programme engagé par ’APAL quant a la résilience des milieux
cotiers vis-a-vis des changements climatiques.
Le programme a démarré mais les iles de Kneiss ne sont considérées dans
ce programme.

+ Envisager des mécanismes réguliers de financement et doter
I’ASPIM d’un ‘business plan’.
Ce point reste en suspens du fait que les mécanismes de financement du
site s’appuie pour 1’essentiel sur une approche par projets internationaux.
Aucun ‘business plan’ n’a été développé jusqu’a maintenant.
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7.2 Evaluer dans quelle mesure les recommandations éventuellement formulées par les évaluations
précédentes ont été mises en ceuvre : Les recommandations formulées par la/les CTC et/ou approuvées par les
Points Focaux pour les ASP concernant la Section II.

Note

Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = « Non » pour toutes 1
1 = « Oui » pour seulement certaines d'entre elles
2 = « Oui » pour la plupart d'entre elles

3 =« Oui » pour toutes.

*,
L X4

Poursuivre et développer le partenariat avec les Universités et
organismes de recherches nationaux et encourager la prise en
compte de I’ASPIM des iles Kneiss dans leurs programmes de
recherche;

Partenariat insuffisant a I’heure actuelle.
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CONCLUSIONS ET RECOMMANDATIONS

SECTION I : CRITERES OBLIGATOIRES POUR L'INSCRIPTION D'UNE AIRE SUR LA LISTE DES
ASPIM

1. VALEUR MEDITERRANEENNE DE L'ASPIM
Note totale : 6 (Max : 7)

2. DISPOSITIONS JURIDIQUES ET INSTITUTIONNELLES
Note totale : 5 (Max : 6)

3. LA GESTION ET DISPONIBILITE DES RESSOURCES
Note totale : 6 (Max : 12)

SECTION II : CARACTERISTIQUES FOURNISSANT UNE VALEUR AJOUTEE A L'AIRE
4. MENACES ET CONTEXTE ENVIRONNANT

Note totale : 15 (Max : 23)

5. APPLICATION DES MESURES DE PROTECTION
Note totale : 4 (Max : 6)

6. COOPERATION ET RESEAUTAGE
Note totale : 5 (Max : 6)

SECTION III : SUIVI DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LE(S) EVALUATION(S)
PRECEDENTE(S)

7. MISE EN (EUVRE DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LES EVALUATIONS
PRECEDENTES
Note totale : 2 (Max : 6)

NOTE TOTALE GENERALE : 43 (Max : 66)
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RECOMMANDATIONS POUR L’EVALUATION FUTURE :

K2
°

>

*,

*,
L X4

*,
L %4

A D’issue de I’évaluation des ASPIM tunisiennes, les experts ont constaté un manque de moyens humains
dédiés aux interventions de terrain sur les ASPIM (il n’y pas d’unité de gestion permanente pour chaque
site), auquel s’ajoute une procédure administrative lourde et bloquante en rapport avec les activités de
gestion du site (organisation de missions, acquisition de matériel et d’expertise). Il est donc vivement
suggéré d’alléger ces procédures et de renforcer les recrutements au sein de I’APAL. Il est indispensable
que soient assurés aux sites inclus dans la liste des ASPIM les moyens de gestion adéquats (cf. point « e »
des principes généraux pour I’inscription des ASPIM, du protocole PAS/BIO) ;
I est impérativement recommandé d’activer le processus de déclaration de I’ASPIM ‘Iles Kneiss’ en tant
qu’AMCP pour formaliser tous les aspects réglementaires de contrdle, de surveillance et de gestion ;
Dans le cadre du processus actuel de déclaration de I’ASPIM en tant qu’AMCEP, il est prévu par les textes
d’application de la loi 49-2009 qu’une unité de gestion spécifique et permanente soit mise en place. Il est
toutefois recommandé de renforcer le plus rapidement possible les effectifs d’agents en charge de la gestion
des Iles de Kneiss ;
Il est important que 1’Etat Tunisien continue a renforcer et stabiliser sa contribution dans les financements
et octroi de fonds pour une meilleure gestion de I’ASPIM sur le long terme. Une des opportunités serait de
faire bénéficier I’ASPIM d’un financement régulier M2PA pour faire face, ne serait-ce que partiellement, a
quelques besoins en son fonctionnement.
Etablir un mécanisme de feedback généralisé a toutes les composantes du site. A cet effet, les actions de
suivi et de surveillance doivent se faire de maniere réguliére et non par approche projet. L’APAL doit avoir
les moyens pour promouvoir une planification annuelle de ces suivis afin d’actualiser les données obsolétes
et de persévérer dans une gestion proactive du site ;
Mieux aménager la péche a pied de la palourde :

o limiter cette activité dans les zones des herbiers de Zostéres ;

o utiliser a la place du faucillon I’ outil proposé actuellement par la FAO (petit rateau en plastique)
Controler davantage 1’utilisation des anti-chaluts benthiques (appelés localement Kiss) ;
En paralléle avec I’encouragement de la DGPA pour la péche du crabe bleu, sélectionner en collaboration
avec I’APAL des engins de péche a plus faible impact autres que le mini-chalut.
Elaborer un plan d’urgence aux pollutions accidentelles ;
On préconise la poursuite des activités de formation et suivis en raison de I’incertitude des sources de
financement actuels. Poursuivre le partenariat avec les institutions scientifiques et ONGs.
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(18) Format of the Periodic review of “La Galite Archipelago”
(Tunisia)



Format révisé pour I'examen périodique des ASPIM
www.rac-spa.org/spami_eval/fr

La Liste des ASPIM a été établie en 2001 (Déclaration de Monaco) en vue de promouvoir la coopération en maticre
de gestion et de conservation des aires naturelles et de protection des espéces menacées et de leurs habitats. En
outre, les aires inscrites sur la Liste des ASPIM sont destinées a avoir une valeur d’exemple et de modéle pour la
protection du patrimoine naturel de la région.

Lors de leur 15°™ CdP (Almeria, Espagne, janvier 2008), les Parties Contractantes ont adopté la Procédure pour la
révision des aires inscrites sur la Liste des ASPIM et demandé au CAR/ASP d’appliquer la Procédure adoptée

La Procédure adoptée a donc pour but d’évaluer les sites ASPIM afin d’examiner s’ils satisfont les critéres énoncés

par le Protocole ASP/DB. Une révision ordinaire des ASPIM devrait donc avoir lieux tous les 6 ans, a partir de la
date d’inscription du site sur la liste des ASPIM.
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http://www.rac-spa.org/spami_eval/fr

Format Révisé pour I'examen périodique des ASPIM

Nom de I'ASPIM : L’archipel de la Galite

SECTION I : CRITERES QUI SONT OBLIGATOIRES POUR L'INSCRIPTION D'UNE
AIRE SUR LA LISTE DES ASPIM

1. VALEUR MEDITERRANEENNE DE L'ASPIM

Note

1.1. L'ASPIM remplit toujours au moins un des critéres relatifs a
la valeur régionale méditerranéenne tels que présentés dans 1'Annexe 1
I au Protocole ASP/DB.

Echelle d'évaluation : 0= Non, Oui = 1

Justification de la note :

Les programmes de surveillance récents révélent que I’ASPIM °‘Archipel de la Galite’ continue a
présenter 1’ensemble des critéres d’éligibilité tels que présentés dans la requéte. Néanmoins,
1’agro-biodiversité semble étre compromise a cause de 1’état d’abandon des lieux.

Note

1.2. Niveau des changements indésirables survenus pendant la
période d'évaluation pour les habitats et les espéces considérées
comme caractéristiques naturelles dans le rapport de présentation de
I’ASPIM soumis lors de I’inscription de I’aire sur la Liste des ASPIM. 3
Echelle d'évaluation : 0 = Changements importants

1 = Changements modérés

2 = Changements légers

3 = Pas de changements indésirables

Justification de la note :

Les programmes de surveillance récents et la veille écologique indiquent un maintien des espéces
et habitats d’intérét pour la conservation a 1’échelle de la Méditerranée. A titre d’exemple, un
zoning de mouillage a été établi pour réduire la pression de 1’ancrage et du mouillage sur les
herbiers des phanérogames du site (Posidonia oceanica et Cymodocea nodosa)

Note

1.3. Est-ce que les objectifs, énoncés dans la demande initiale pour
la désignation de I’ASPIM, sont poursuivis activement ?
Echelle d'évaluation : 0= Non
1 = Seulement quelques uns 3
2 = Oui pour la plupart d'entre eux
3 = Oui pour l'ensemble des objectifs
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2.

Justification de la note :

Les objectifs actuels du plan de gestion et les actions mises en ceuvre comprennent et dépassent
largement les objectifs initiaux de protection des habitats du phoque moine et la préservation des
richesses halieutiques et des fonds marins remarquables tels que exposés dans la fiche de requéte

ASPIM de 2001.

DISPOSITIONS JURIDIQUES ET INSTITUTIONNELLES

Note

2.1. Le statut juridique de I'ASPIM (en référence a son statut
juridique a la date du rapport d'évaluation précédent).
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Changement négatif important dans le statut juridique de I'ASPIM 2
1 = Changement négatif l1éger dans le statut juridique de I'ASPIM
2 = L'ASPIM a maintenu ou amélioré son statut juridique

2

Justification de la note :

Changement positif. Actuellement un appel & candidature a été lancé pour effectuer I’enquéte
publique qui s’inscrit dans le processus du classement officiel de I’ASPIM en tant qu’Aire Marine
et Cotiere Protégée (AMCP).

Note

2.2 Les compétences et les responsabilités sont-elles clairement
définies dans les textes régissant I'aire ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Les Compétences et responsabilités ne sont pas clairement définies 2
1 = La définition des compétences et responsabilités a besoin d'une
légére amélioration
2 =L'ASPIM a clairement défini les compétences et responsabilités

Justification de la note :

Les compétences et responsabilités ont été clairement définies dans le cadre du plan de gestion
¢élaboré en 2016.

Note

2.3. Est-ce que I'aire a un organe de gestion, disposant de pouvoirs
suffisants ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Pas d'organe de gestion, ou l'organe de gestion n'est pas doté de 1
pouvoirs suffisants
1 =L'organe de gestion n'est pas entierement dédié¢ a I'ASPIM
2 = L'ASPIM a un organe de gestion entiérement dédié et des pouvoirs
suffisants pour mettre en ceuvre les mesures de conservation

Justification de la note :

Il n’y a pas actuellement d’organe de gestion dédi¢ uniquement a I’ASPIM ‘Archipel de la Galite’.
Toutefois, dans le cadre du processus actuel de déclaration de 1’ASPIM en tant qu’AMCP, il est
prévu par les textes d’application de la loi 49-2009 qu’une unité de gestion spécifique et
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permanente soit mise en place.
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3. LA GESTION ET DISPONIBILITE DES RESSOURCES

Note

3.1 Est-ce que I'ASPIM a un plan de gestion ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Pas de plan de gestion ou le niveau de mise en ceuvre du plan de
gestion est évalué comme "insuffisant" 1
1 = Le plan de gestion n’est pas officiellement adopté, mais sa mise en
ceuvre est évaluée comme "adéquate"
2 = Le plan de gestion est officiellement adopté et mis en ceuvre de
maniére adéquate

Justification de la note :

Le plan de gestion a été élaboré en 2016 et quelques actions sont déja mises en ccuvre méme si le
plan de gestion n’est pas officiellement adopté dans I’attente de la déclaration officielle de
I’AMCP.

Note

3.2. Evaluer la pertinence du plan de gestion en tenant compte des
objectifs de I'ASPIM et les exigences énoncées dans 1'Article 7 du
Protocole ASP/DB et la Section 8.2.3 du Format annoté' (FA).

Echelle d'évaluation :

0 = Faible 2

1 =Moyenne

2 = Excellente

Justification de la note :

Le plan de gestion actuel, élaboré en 2016, tel qu’il est formulé, est en parfaite adéquation avec les
exigences énoncées dans I’article 7 du Protocole ASP/DB et la section 8.2.3 du Format annoté
(FA). On y retrouve des actions relatives aux deux objectifs (protection de 1’habitat du phoque
moine et la préservation des richesses halieutiques et des fonds marins remarquables) tels que
énoncés dans la fiche d’inscription de requéte de I’ APIM.

Note
33 Evaluer I'adéquation des ressources humaines 2 la disposition
de I'ASPIM.
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Faible 0
1 = Moyenne
2 = Excellente

Justification de la note :

Ressources humaines insuffisantes. Le site reste pour de longues périodes sans gestionnaire ni
gardes.

Format annoté pour les rapports de présentation des aires proposées pour inscription sur la Liste des ASPIM.
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Note

34 Evaluer I'adéquation des moyens financiers et matériels
disponibles a I'ASPIM.
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Faible 1
1 =Moyenne
2 = Excellente

Justification de la note :

Les moyens techniques et financiers sont tributaires essentiellement de projets extérieurs et
irréguliers.

Note

3.5. Est-ce que I'aire a un programme de surveillance ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Pas de programme de surveillance, ou le niveau de mise en ccuvre
du programme de surveillance est évalué comme "insuffisant"
1 = Le programme de surveillance a besoin d'étre amélioré pour 1
couvrir d'autres parameétres qui sont importants pour I'ASPIM
2 = Le programme de surveillance est mis en ceuvre de manicre
adéquate et permet 1'évaluation de I'état et I'évolution de l'aire, ainsi
que l'efficacité des mesures de protection et de gestion

Justification de la note :
(En cas de note = 1, cette section devrait également inclure la liste des paramétres a inclure et la
Justification correspondante.)

Programme de surveillance existant mais a besoin d’amélioration et de continuité notamment la
régularité dans le temps.

Note

3.6. Y a-t-il un mécanisme de feedback qui établit un lien explicite
entre les résultats de la surveillance et les objectifs de gestion, et qui
permet une adaptation des mesures de protection et de gestion ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = L'ASPIM n'a pas de mécanisme efficace permettant d'adapter les 1
mesures de protection et de gestion en conformité avec les résultats du
programme de surveillance
1 = Le mécanisme de feedback existant doit étre amélioré
2 = L'ASPIM a un mécanisme de feedback adéquat

Justification de la note :
(En cas de note = 1, cette section devrait également inclure des recommandations concretes visant
a améliorer le mécanisme de feedback existant.)

Un mécanisme de feedback existe mais ne concerne pas toutes les composantes de I’ASPIM. Des
adaptations de gestion ont été mises en ccuvre en réponse aux résultats de la surveillance :
installation de points d’ancrage ainsi que la canalisation et le contréle de la fréquentation du site.
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SECTION II : CARACTERISTIQUES FOURNISSANT UNE VALEUR AJOUTEE
POUR L'AIRE

(La Section B4 de I'Annexe I, et d'autres obligatoires pour une ASPIM, et les Art. 6 et 7 du Protocole ASP/DB)
4. MENACES ET CONTEXTE ENVIRONNANT

4.1 Evaluer le niveau des menaces dans le site aux valeurs écologiques, biologiques, esthétiques et
culturelles de I'aire (B4.a de I’Annexe I).

En particulier :

Note
L'exploitation anarchique des ressources naturelles (ex : I'extraction
de sable, I'eau, le bois, les ressources vivantes). Voir 5.1.1. dans le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves"; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 2
Justification de la note :
Faible braconnage en relation avec la péche : chasse sous-marine et palangrier
Note

Menaces pour les habitats et les espéces (ex: perturbation,
dessiccation, pollution, braconnage, introduction d'espéces non-
indigénes ...). Voir 5.1.2. dans le FA. 2

Note : 0 signifie "menaces tres graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace"

Justification de la note :

Menaces liées aux espéces invasives aussi bien sur le milieu marin (Oculina pentagonica,
Percnon gibbesi, Asparagospsis taxiformis, Caulerpa taxifolia, etc.) et le milieu terrestre (Pin
d’Alep et le rat noir qui empéche la nidification de I’Océanite tempéte Hydrobates pelagicus
qui a été contactée dans les ilots des Chiens et réduit le succés de reproduction des puffins
cendrés)

Note
Augmentation de la présence humaine (ex: tourisme, bateaux,
construction, immigration ...). Voir 5.1.3. dans la FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 2

Justification de la note :

- Légeére fréquentation humaine qui est des fois anarchique surtout en période estivale
quand des bateaux privés (nationaux et étrangers) non autorisés fréquentent le site.

- Campement libre dans des zones limitées qui a eu lieu dans le site a partir de 2011 et qui
entrainent des épisodes de pollution (abondance de déchets solides)

Note
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Contflits entre les utilisateurs ou groupes d'utilisateurs. Voir 5.1.4., 6.2.
dans le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace"

Justification de la note :

Aucun conflit observé a I’heure actuelle.

Priére d'inclure une liste prescriptive des menaces qui les concernent et sont évaluées
individuellement.

- Péche illicite ;
- Espéces invasives et especes proliférantes.

4.2 Evaluer le niveau des menaces extérieures aux valeurs écologiques, biologiques, esthétiques et
culturelles de I'aire (B4.a de I’Annexe I). Voir 5.2. dans le FA.

En particulier :

Note

Les problémes de pollution provenant de sources externes, y compris
les déchets solides et ceux affectant les eaux en amont. Voir 5.2.1. dans
le FA. 2

Note : 0 signifie "menaces tres graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace"

Justification de la note :

Pollution par les déchets solides dans les zones habitées et zones de campement ;

- Les déchets solides en tant que laisses de mer ;

- Lesrestes d’alimentation des visiteurs qui peuvent engendrer un renforcement d’espéces
opportunistes tel que le rat noir.

Note
Des impacts importants sur les paysages et les valeurs culturelles. Voir
5.2.2 dans le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces tres graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 1

Justification de la note :

- Abri de péche dans un état délabré ;

- Monuments historiques (grottes, nécropoles puniques, etc.) délaissés et une partie des
vestiges avait été saccagée pour 1’utilisation de matériaux de construction ;

- Prolifération du Pin d’Alep ;
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Note

Développement de menaces prévu aux abords de l'aire. Voir 6.1. dans
le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 3

Justification de la note :

- Aucune menace observée a I’heure actuelle.

Priére d'inclure une liste prescriptive des menaces extérieures qui sont préoccupantes et sont
évaluées individuellement.

- Déchets

- Pollution de la nappe ;

- Risque de pollution marine (pas de plan d’urgence)
- Espéces envahissantes ;

- Braconnage en mer lié a la péche.

Priére d’inclure la liste des menaces préoccupants qui ont été éliminées ou résolues.

- Zonage de mouillage a diminué les impacts des ancrages sur les herbiers de Posidonia
oceanica et de Cymodocea nodosa
- Coupe de contrdle du Pin d’Alep.

Note
4.3. Y a-t-il un plan de gestion coétiére intégrée ou des lois
d'utilisation du territoire dans la région limitrophe ou entourant
I'ASPIM ? (B4.e de I’Annexe I). Voir 5.2.3 dans le FA. 0
Note : 0 =Non/ 1 = Oui
Justification de la note :
Un tel plan n’est pas envisagé.
Note

4.4. Est-ce que le plan de gestion de 1'ASPIM influence la
gouvernance de la zone environnante ? (D5.d l'Annexe I). Voir 7.4.4.
dans le FA. 0

Note : 0 =Non/ 1 = Oui

Justification de la note :

Pas de planification de I’espace maritime (PEM) dans la zone environnante.

9/16




5. APPLICATION DES MESURES DE PROTECTION
5.1. Evaluer le degré d'application des mesures de protection

En particulier :

Note

Est-ce que les limites de 1'aire sont marquées d'une maniére adéquate
sur le sol et, le cas échéant, marquée de maniére adéquate en mer ?
Voir 8.3.1. dans le FA. 0

Note : 0 =Non/ 1 = Oui

Justification de la note :
Pas de balisage en mer car onéreux en raison de la profondeur importante et I’état de mer souvent

agité.

Note

Y a-t-il une collaboration de la part d'autres autorités dans la
protection et la surveillance de 1'aire et, le cas échéant, y a-t-il un
service de garde-cotes contribuant a la protection du milieu marin ? 1
Voir 8.3.2. et 8.3.3. dans le FA.
Note : 0 =Non/ 1 = Oui

Justification de la note :
Garde Nationale maritime et Garde de cotes

Note

Est-ce que des agences tierces sont également habilitées a faire
respecter les réglements concernant les mesures de protection des
ASPIM ? 0

Note : 0 =Non/ 1 =Oui

Justification de la note :
Pas d’agence tierce prévue.

Note
Y a-t-il des pénalités et des pouvoirs adéquats pour une application
effective de la réglementation ? Voir 8.3.4. dans le FA.
Note : 0=Non/ 1= Oui 1
Justification de la note :
La Garde Nationale Maritime a un pouvoir effectif de I’application de la loi.
Note
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Est-ce que le personnel de terrain est habilité a2 imposer des sanctions
? Voir 8.3.4. dans le FA.
Note : 0 =Non/ 1 = Oui 0

Justification de la note :
11 est prévu d’assermenter les agents de I’ APAL aprés déclaration officielle de I’ AMCP.

Note
Est-ce que I'aire a mis en place un plan d'urgence pour faire face a la
pollution accidentelle ou d'autres situations d'urgence graves ? (Art.
7.3. du Protocole, Recommandation de la 13°™ Réunion des Parties 0
contractantes).
Note : 0 =Non/ 1 = Oui
Justification de la note :
Pas de plan d’urgence aux pollutions accidentelles.
6. COOPERATION ET RESEAUTAGE
Note
Est-ce que d'autres organisations nationales ou internationales
collaborent en fournissant des ressources humaines ou financiéres ?
(ex : des chercheurs, des experts, des bénévoles...). Voir 9.1.3. dans le 1
FA.
Note : 0 =Non / 1= Insuffisante / 2= Moyenne / 3= Excellente
Justification de la note :
- L’association ‘Petites Iles de Méditerranée, PIM’
- Le Conservatoire du Littoral — France,
- L’association ‘les amis de Oiseaux — AAO’
- Labanque nationale des génes,
- Faculté des Sciences de Bizerte ;
- L’institut National Agronomique de Tunisie - INAT
Note

Evaluer le niveau de coopération et d'échange avec d'autres ASPIM
(particuliérement dans d'autres nations) (4rt. 8, Art. 21.1, Art. 22.1.,
Art. 22.3 du Protocole, A.d de l'Annexe I). 1

Note : 0 =Non / 1= Insuffisante / 2= Moyenne / 3= Excellente

Justification de la note :
- Coopération par opportunité et non pérenne. Pas de jumelage.
- Coopération nationale : Parc National de Zembra et Zembretta, Réserve naturelle des iles
Kneiss
- Coopération régionale : France (Parc National de Port Cros, Réserve naturelle des
Bouches de Bonifacio, Réserve marine de la Céte bleue), Espagne (Réserve marine
des iles Colombretes).
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SECTION III : SUIVI DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LE(S)

EVALUATION(S) PRECEDENTE(S)
(Si applicable)

7. MISE EN (EUVRE DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LES
EVALUATIONS PRECEDENTES

7.1 Evaluer dans quelle mesure les recommandations éventuellement formulées par les évaluations
précédentes ont été mises en ceuvre : Les recommandations formulées par la/les CTC et/ou approuvées par les
Points Focaux pour les ASP concernant la Section I.

Note

Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = «Non » pour toutes 2
1 = « Oui » pour seulement certaines d'entre elles
2 = « Oui » pour la plupart d'entre elles

3 =« Oui » pour toutes.

Recommandations de 1’évaluation de 2015 et 1’état de leur mise en
ceuvre :

“»*Poursuivre la dynamique engagée depuis ces derniéres années
sur ’AMCP de la Galite en termes de connaissance de milieu,
de gestion, d’équipement et de formation du personnel et
d’implications des partenaires

Cette recommandation a été suivie.

“»Poursuivre et développer le partenariat avec les Universités et
organismes de recherches nationaux et encourager la prise en
compte de I'’ASPIM de la Galite dans leurs programmes de
recherche ;

Partenariats bien développés.

“*Renforcer les moyens en personnel de l'unité de gestion des
AMCPs du Nord de la Tunisie ;
Le plan de gestion a été actualisé en 2016.

+»Développer davantage les relations avec les usagers notamment
les pécheurs et les associer aux projets mis en ceuvre dés leur
conception.
Le plan de gestion actualisé en 2016 a été concerté avec toutes les
parties prenantes y compris les pécheurs.

+» Renforcer les moyens en personnel de I'unité de gestion des AMCPs
du Nord de la Tunisie.
Dans le cadre du processus actuel de déclaration de I’ASPIM de la

Galite en tant qu’AMCP, il est prévu par les textes d’application de la loi
49-2019 qu’une unité de gestion spécifique et permanente soit mise en
place.

“»Envisager des mécanismes réguliers de financement et doter
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I’ASPIM d’un ‘business plan’
Ce point reste en suspens du fait que les mécanismes de financement du
site s’appuie pour 1’essentiel sur une approche par projets
internationaux. Aucun ‘business plan’ n’a été développé jusqu’a
maintenant.

7.2 Evaluer dans quelle mesure les recommandations éventuellement formulées par les évaluations
précédentes ont été mises en ceuvre : Les recommandations formulées par la/les CTC et/ou approuvées par les
Points Focaux pour les ASP concernant la Section II.

Note

Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = « Non » pour toutes 2
1 = « Oui » pour seulement certaines d'entre elles
2 =« Oui » pour la plupart d'entre elles

3 =« Oui » pour toutes.

Recommandations de I’évaluation de 2015 et 1’état de leur mise en
ceuvre :

“»*Veiller a l'inscription du périmétre réglementé de la partie
marine dans les cartes officielles;
Il ne peut I'étre qu’aprés promulgation de I’AMCP de la Galite.
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CONCLUSIONS ET RECOMMANDATIONS

SECTION I : CRITERES OBLIGATOIRES POUR L'INSCRIPTION D'UNE AIRE SUR LA LISTE DES
ASPIM

1. VALEUR MEDITERRANEENNE DE L'ASPIM
Note totale : 7 (Max : 7)

2. DISPOSITIONS JURIDIQUES ET INSTITUTIONNELLES
Note totale : 5 (Max : 6)

3. LA GESTION ET DISPONIBILITE DES RESSOURCES
Note totale : 6 (Max : 12)

SECTION II : CARACTERISTIQUES FOURNISSANT UNE VALEUR AJOUTEE A L'AIRE
4. MENACES ET CONTEXTE ENVIRONNANT

Note totale : 15 (Max : 23)

5. APPLICATION DES MESURES DE PROTECTION
Note totale : 2 (Max : 6)

6. COOPERATION ET RESEAUTAGE
Note totale : 2 (Max : 6)

SECTION III : SUIVI DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LE(S) EVALUATION(S)
PRECEDENTE(S)

7. MISE EN (EUVRE DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LES EVALUATIONS
PRECEDENTES
Note totale : 4 (Max : 6)

NOTE TOTALE GENERALE : 41 (Max : 66)
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RECOMMANDATIONS POUR L’EVALUATION FUTURE :

K2
°

>

*,

*,
L X4

*,
L %4

A D’issue de I’évaluation des ASPIM tunisiennes, les experts ont constaté un manque de moyens humains
dédiés aux interventions de terrain sur les ASPIM (il n’y pas d’unité de gestion permanente pour chaque
site), auquel s’ajoute une procédure administrative lourde et bloquante en rapport avec les activités de
gestion du site (organisation de missions, acquisition de matériel et d’expertise). Il est donc vivement
suggéré d’alléger ces procédures et de renforcer les recrutements au sein de I’APAL. Il est indispensable
que soient assurés aux sites inclus dans la liste des ASPIM les moyens de gestion adéquats (cf. point « e »
des principes généraux pour I’inscription des ASPIM, du protocole PAS/BIO) ;

Il est impérativement recommandé d’activer le processus de déclaration de I’APIM ‘Archipel de la Galite’
en tant qu’ AMCP pour formaliser toutes les aspects réglementaires de contrdle, de surveillance et gestion ;
Dans le cadre du processus actuel de déclaration de I’ASPIM en tant qu”’AMCEP, il est prévu par les textes
d’application de la loi 49-2009 qu’une unité de gestion spécifique et permanente soit mise en place. Il est
toutefois recommandé de renforcer le plus rapidement possible les effectifs d’agents en charge de la gestion
de I’ Archipel de la Galite ;

Il est important que 1’Etat Tunisien continue a renforcer et stabiliser sa contribution dans les financements
et octroi de fonds pour une meilleure gestion de I’ASPIM sur le long terme. Une des opportunités serait de
faire bénéficier I’ASPIM d’un financement régulier M2PA pour faire face, ne serait-ce que partiellement, a
quelques besoins en son fonctionnement.

Il existe actuellement un feedback partiel qui s’est traduit par des actions de gestion conséquentes. Il est
recommandé de généraliser ce mécanisme a toutes les composantes du site. A cet effet, les actions de suivi
et de surveillance doivent se faire de maniére réguli¢re et non par approche projet. L’APAL doit avoir les
moyens pour une planification annuelle de ces suivis afin d’actualiser les données obsoletes et de
persévérer dans une gestion proactive du site ;

La composante archéologique ne devra pas étre marginalisée et mérite une meilleure valorisation en créant
des partenariats avec 1’Institut National du Patrimoine ;

Elaborer un plan d’urgence aux pollutions accidentelles ;

Faire un travail de conservation sur la biodiversité agronomique locale en aménageant un arboretum pour
préserver in-situ ou ex-situ les variétés locales.

On préconise la poursuite des activités de formation et suivis en raison de I’incertitude des sources de
financement actuels. Poursuivre le partenariat avec les institutions scientifiques et ONGs.
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(19) Format of the Periodic review of “Zembra and Zembretta National Park”
(Tunisia)



Format révisé pour I'examen périodique des ASPIM
www.rac-spa.org/spami eval/fr

La Liste des ASPIM a été établie en 2001 (Déclaration de Monaco) en vue de promouvoir la coopération en maticre
de gestion et de conservation des aires naturelles et de protection des espéces menacées et de leurs habitats. En
outre, les aires inscrites sur la Liste des ASPIM sont destinées a avoir une valeur d’exemple et de modéle pour la
protection du patrimoine naturel de la région.

Lors de leur 15°™ CdP (Almeria, Espagne, janvier 2008), les Parties Contractantes ont adopté la Procédure pour la
révision des aires inscrites sur la Liste des ASPIM et demandé au CAR/ASP d’appliquer la Procédure adoptée

La Procédure adoptée a donc pour but d’évaluer les sites ASPIM afin d’examiner s’ils satisfont les critéres énoncés

par le Protocole ASP/DB. Une révision ordinaire des ASPIM devrait donc avoir lieux tous les 6 ans, a partir de la
date d’inscription du site sur la liste des ASPIM.
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Format Révisé pour I'examen périodique des ASPIM

Nom de I'ASPIM : ‘Parc National de Zembra et Zembretta. L’AMCP s’étend dorénavant sur Jbel Haouria
dans sa partie marine et terrestre.

SECTION I : CRITERES QUI SONT OBLIGATOIRES POUR L'INSCRIPTION D'UNE
AIRE SUR LA LISTE DES ASPIM

1. VALEUR MEDITERRANEENNE DE L'ASPIM

Note

1.1. L'ASPIM remplit toujours au moins un des critéres relatifs a
la valeur régionale méditerranéenne tels que présentés dans I'Annexe 1
I au Protocole ASP/DB.

Echelle d'évaluation : 0= Non, Oui = 1

Justification de la note :

Les programmes de surveillance récents révelent que I’ ASPIM ‘Archipel de Zembra & Zembretta’
continue a présenter I’ensemble des critéres 1’éligibilité tels que présentés dans la requéte. Les
intéréts scientifique, éducatif, esthétique et culturel sont confirmés par rapport a la fiche de
présentation de 2001.

Note

1.2. Niveau des changements indésirables survenus pendant la
période d'évaluation pour les habitats et les espéces considérées
comme caractéristiques naturelles dans le rapport de présentation de
I’ASPIM soumis lors de I’inscription de I’aire sur la Liste des ASPIM. 2
Echelle d'évaluation : 0 = Changements importants

1 = Changements modérés

2 = Changements légers

3 = Pas de changements indésirables

Justification de la note :

Il y a eu une augmentation du braconnage ciblant tout particuliérement la grande patelle patella
ferruginea et les ressources halieutiques de maniere générale suite aux événements de 2011 qui ont
conduit a un affaiblissement de 1’activité de contrdle.

Note

1.3. Est-ce que les objectifs, énoncés dans la demande initiale pour
la désignation de I’ASPIM, sont poursuivis activement ?
Echelle d'évaluation : 0 = Non
1 = Seulement quelques uns 3
2 = Oui pour la plupart d'entre eux
3 = Oui pour l'ensemble des objectifs
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Justification de la note :

Les objectifs actuels du plan de gestion et les actions mises en ceuvre comprennent et dépassent
largement les objectifs initiaux de protection du phoque moine et des colonies du puffin cendré tels

que exposés dans la fiche de requéte ASPIM de 2001.

2. DISPOSITIONS JURIDIQUES ET INSTITUTIONNELLES

Note

2.1. Le statut juridique de I'ASPIM (en référence a son statut
juridique a la date du rapport d'évaluation précédent).
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Changement négatif important dans le statut juridique de I'ASPIM 2
1 = Changement négatif 1éger dans le statut juridique de 'ASPIM
2 = L'ASPIM a maintenu ou amélioré son statut juridique

Justification de la note :

Changement positif. Actuellement un appel & candidature a été lancé pour effectuer I’enquéte
publique qui s’inscrit dans le processus du classement officiel de I’ASPIM en tant qu’Aire Marine
et Cotiere Protégée (AMCP).

Note

2.2 Les compétences et les responsabilités sont-elles clairement
définies dans les textes régissant I'aire ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Les Compétences et responsabilités ne sont pas clairement définies 2
1 = La définition des compétences et responsabilités a besoin d'une
1égére amélioration
2 =L'ASPIM a clairement défini les compétences et responsabilités

Justification de la note :

Les compétences et responsabilités ont été clairement définies dans le cadre du plan de gestion
¢élaboré en 2019.

Note

2.3. Est-ce que I'aire a un organe de gestion, disposant de pouvoirs
suffisants ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Pas d'organe de gestion, ou l'organe de gestion n'est pas doté de 1
pouvoirs suffisants
1 = L'organe de gestion n'est pas entiérement dédié a ' ASPIM
2 = L'ASPIM a un organe de gestion entierement dédi¢ et des pouvoirs
suffisants pour mettre en ceuvre les mesures de conservation

Justification de la note :

Il n’y a pas actuellement d’organe de gestion dédié uniquement a I’ASPIM ‘Parc National de
Zembra et Zembretta’. Toutefois, dans le cadre du processus actuel de déclaration de ’ASPIM en
tant qu”AMCEP, il est prévu par les textes d’application de la loi 49-2009 qu’une unité de gestion
spécifique et permanente soit mise en place.
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3. LA GESTION ET DISPONIBILITE DES RESSOURCES

Note

3.1 Est-ce que I'ASPIM a un plan de gestion ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Pas de plan de gestion ou le niveau de mise en ceuvre du plan de
gestion est évalué comme "insuffisant" 1
1 = Le plan de gestion n’est pas officiellement adopté, mais sa mise en
ceuvre est évaluée comme "adéquate"
2 = Le plan de gestion est officiellement adopté et mis en ceuvre de
maniére adéquate

Justification de la note :

Le plan de gestion a été élaboré en 2019 et quelques actions sont déja mises en ceuvre méme si le
plan de gestion n’est pas officiellement adopté dans I’attente de la déclaration officielle de
I’AMCP.

Note

3.2. Evaluer la pertinence du plan de gestion en tenant compte des
objectifs de I'ASPIM et les exigences énoncées dans 1'Article 7 du
Protocole ASP/DB et la Section 8.2.3 du Format annoté' (FA).

Echelle d'évaluation :

0 = Faible 2

1 =Moyenne

2 = Excellente

Justification de la note :

Le plan de gestion actuel, élaboré en 2009, tel qu’il est formulé, est en parfaite adéquation avec les
exigences énoncées dans I’article 7 du Protocole ASP/DB et la section 8.2.3 du Format annoté
(FA). On y retrouve des actions relatives a 1’objectif relatif a la préservation des colonies du puffin
cendré tel qu’énoncé dans la fiche d’inscription de requéte de 1I’APIM. Par ailleurs, 1’équipe
d’experts constate que les objectifs de conservation biologique depuis 2001 ont évolués et ne
coincident plus avec les objectifs de conservation actuels.

Note
33 Evaluer I'adéquation des ressources humaines 2 la disposition
de I'ASPIM.
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Faible 1
1 = Moyenne
2 = Excellente

Justification de la note :

Ressources humaines insuffisantes. Le site reste pour de longues périodes sans gestionnaire ni
gardes. Il convient de noter, toutefois, que dans le cadre d’un projet CEPF (février 2019 - juin
2021), I’association ‘ASPEN’ viendra renforcer les ressources humaines de I’APAL au moins
pendant la période du projet d’une durée de deux ans et demi. Cette situation pourra perdurer si la
requéte auprés du M2PA (Fonds fiduciaire) est acceptée et permettra ainsi d’assurer le

Format annoté pour les rapports de présentation des aires proposées pour inscription sur la Liste des ASPIM.
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fonctionnement d’une équipe de cogestion APAL/ASPEN.

Note
3.4 Evaluer 1'adéquation des moyens financiers et matériels
disponibles a ' ASPIM.
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Faible
1 =Moyenne 1
2 = Excellente

Justification de la note :

Les moyens techniques et financiers sont tributaires essentiellement de projets extérieurs et
irréguliers.

Note

3.5. Est-ce que I'aire a un programme de surveillance ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = Pas de programme de surveillance, ou le niveau de mise en ccuvre
du programme de surveillance est évalué comme "insuffisant"
1 = Le programme de surveillance a besoin d'étre amélioré pour 1
couvrir d'autres parameétres qui sont importants pour 'ASPIM
2 = Le programme de surveillance est mis en ceuvre de maniére
adéquate et permet 1'évaluation de I'état et I'évolution de l'aire, ainsi
que l'efficacité des mesures de protection et de gestion

Justification de la note :
(En cas de note = 1, cette section devrait également inclure la liste des paramétres a inclure et la
Justification correspondante.)

Programme de surveillance existant mais a besoin d’amélioration et de continuité notamment la
régularité dans le temps.

Note

3.6. Y a-t-il un mécanisme de feedback qui établit un lien explicite
entre les résultats de la surveillance et les objectifs de gestion, et qui
permet une adaptation des mesures de protection et de gestion ?
Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = L'ASPIM n'a pas de mécanisme efficace permettant d'adapter les 1
mesures de protection et de gestion en conformité avec les résultats du
programme de surveillance
1 = Le mécanisme de feedback existant doit étre amélioré
2 = L'ASPIM a un mécanisme de feedback adéquat

Justification de la note :
(En cas de note = 1, cette section devrait également inclure des recommandations concretes visant
a améliorer le mécanisme de feedback existant.)

Un mécanisme de feedback existe mais ne concerne pas toutes les composantes de I’ASPIM. Des
adaptations de gestion ont ét€ mises en ceuvre en réponse aux résultats de la surveillance : exemple
de I’éradication totale du rat noir sur Zembretta, ce qui conduit a une installation de la nidification
du puffin yelkouan sur Zembretta.

5/15




SECTION II : CARACTERISTIQUES FOURNISSANT UNE VALEUR AJOUTEE
POUR L'AIRE

(La Section B4 de I'Annexe I, et d'autres obligatoires pour une ASPIM, et les Art. 6 et 7 du Protocole ASP/DB)
4. MENACES ET CONTEXTE ENVIRONNANT

4.1 Evaluer le niveau des menaces dans le site aux valeurs écologiques, biologiques, esthétiques et
culturelles de I'aire (B4.a de I’Annexe I).

En particulier :

Note
L'exploitation anarchique des ressources naturelles (ex : I'extraction
de sable, I'eau, le bois, les ressources vivantes). Voir 5.1.1. dans le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves"; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 1

Justification de la note :

e Braconnage en relation avec la péche : chasse sous-marine et palangrier.
e Braconnage de la grande patelle Patella ferruginea qui est une espéce protégée en
Meéditerranée et fortement en danger.

Note

Menaces pour les habitats et les espéces (ex: perturbation,
dessiccation, pollution, braconnage, introduction d'espéces non-
indigénes ...). Voir 5.1.2. dans le FA. 2

Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace"

Justification de la note :

Menaces liées aux espéces invasives aussi bien sur le milieu marin (Caulerpa taxifolia, C.
racemosa, percnon gibbesi, etc.) et le milieu terrestre (le rat noir qui influe la nidification et le
succes de reproduction du puffin cendré sur Zembra)

Note
Augmentation de la présence humaine (ex: tourisme, bateaux,
construction, immigration ...). Voir 5.1.3. dans la FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 2

Justification de la note :

- En considérant les limites de I’ASPIM déclarée en 2001, on note une forte fréquentation
humaine qui est des fois anarchique surtout en période estivale quand des bateaux
plaisanciers (nationaux et étrangers) et des pécheurs non autorisés fréquentent la partie
marine de ’ASPIM ;
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Note

Conlflits entre les utilisateurs ou groupes d'utilisateurs. Voir 5.1.4., 6.2.
dans le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 3

Justification de la note :

Aucun conflit observé a 1’heure actuelle.

Priére d'inclure une liste prescriptive des menaces qui les concernent et sont évaluées
individuellement.

- Péche illicite ;

- Braconnage de la patelle ferrugineuse ;

- Espéces invasives et especes proliférantes.

4.2 Evaluer le niveau des menaces extérieures aux valeurs écologiques, biologiques, esthétiques et
culturelles de I'aire (B4.a de l'’Annexe I). Voir 5.2. dans le FA.

En particulier :

Note

Les problémes de pollution provenant de sources externes, y compris
les déchets solides et ceux affectant les eaux en amont. Voir 5.2.1. dans
le FA. 2

Note : 0 signifie "menaces tres graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace"

Justification de la note :

% Pollution diffuse et 1égere due a la forte anthropisation du Golfe de Tunis;

K2

+ Risque de pollution accidentelle liée au trafic maritime ;

Note
Des impacts importants sur les paysages et les valeurs culturelles. Voir
5.2.2 dans le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces tres graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 1

Justification de la note :
+«+ Patrimoine historique a 1’abandon ;

« Erosion des sites archéologiques est confirmée et ne semble pas étre prise en
considération.
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Note

Développement de menaces prévu aux abords de l'aire. Voir 6.1. dans
le FA.
Note : 0 signifie "menaces trés graves" ; 3 signifie "aucune menace" 1

Justification de la note :
¢+ Pollution diffuse dans le Golfe de Tunis
¢+ Absence d’un plan d’urgence pour faire face aux risques anthropiques et du trafic
maritime.

Priére d'inclure une liste prescriptive des menaces extérieures qui sont préoccupantes et sont
évaluées individuellement.

*,
L X4

Déchets

Risque de pollution marine (pas de plan d’urgence)
Espéces envahissantes ;

Braconnage en mer lié¢ a la péche

Braconnage de la Patelle ferrugineuse.

3

o

K2
°

*,
L X4

*,
L %4

Priére d’inclure la liste des menaces préoccupants qui ont été éliminées ou résolues.

+« Dératisation de Zembretta qui a permis 1’installation de colonie du puffin yelkouan ;

Note
4.3. Y a-t-il un plan de gestion coétiére intégrée ou des lois
d'utilisation du territoire dans la région limitrophe ou entourant
I'ASPIM ? (B4.e de I’Annexe I). Voir 5.2.3 dans le FA. 0
Note : 0=Non/ 1 =Oui
Justification de la note :
Un tel plan n’est pas envisagé.
Note

4.4. Est-ce que le plan de gestion de 1'ASPIM influence la
gouvernance de la zone environnante ? (D5.d l'Annexe I). Voir 7.4.4.
dans le FA. 0

Note : 0=Non /1 = Oui

Justification de la note :

Pas de planification de I’espace maritime (PEM) dans la zone environnante.
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5. APPLICATION DES MESURES DE PROTECTION
5.1. Evaluer le degré d'application des mesures de protection

En particulier :

Note
Est-ce que les limites de 1'aire sont marquées d'une maniére adéquate
sur le sol et, le cas échéant, marquée de maniére adéquate en mer ?
Voir 8.3.1. dans le FA. 0
Note : 0 =Non/ 1 =Oui
Justification de la note :
Pas de balisage en mer.
Note
Y a-t-il une collaboration de la part d'autres autorités dans la
protection et la surveillance de l'aire et, le cas échéant, y a-t-il un
service de garde-cotes contribuant a la protection du milieu marin ? 1
Voir 8.3.2. et 8.3.3. dans le FA.
Note : 0 =Non/ 1 = Oui
Justification de la note :
Garde Nationale maritime, Garde de cotes et Direction Générale des Foréts
Note
Est-ce que des agences tierces sont également habilitées a faire
respecter les réglements concernant les mesures de protection des
ASPIM ? 1
Note : 0 =Non /1 =Oui
Justification de la note :
Direction Générale des Foréts.
Note
Y a-t-il des pénalités et des pouvoirs adéquats pour une application
effective de la réglementation ? Voir 8.3.4. dans le FA.
Note : 0 =Non/ 1 = Oui 1

Justification de la note :

La Garde Nationale Maritime et les gardes forestiers ont un pouvoir effectif de 1’application de la

loi pour les parties marine et terrestre respectivement.

Note
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Est-ce que le personnel de terrain est habilité a2 imposer des sanctions
? Voir 8.3.4. dans le FA.
Note : 0 =Non/ 1 = Oui

Justification de la note :

Présence d’un grade forestier a Zembra. Aussi, il est prévu d’assermenter les agents de I’APAL

apres déclaration officielle de I’AMCP.

Note
Est-ce que I'aire a mis en place un plan d'urgence pour faire face a la
pollution accidentelle ou d'autres situations d'urgence graves ? (Art.
7.3. du Protocole, Recommandation de la 13°™ Réunion des Parties 0
contractantes).
Note : 0 =Non/ 1 = Oui
Justification de la note :
Pas de plan d’urgence aux pollutions accidentelles.
6. COOPERATION ET RESEAUTAGE
Note
Est-ce que d'autres organisations nationales ou internationales
collaborent en fournissant des ressources humaines ou financiéres ?
(ex : des chercheurs, des experts, des bénévoles...). Voir 9.1.3. dans le 2
FA.
Note : 0 =Non / 1= Insuffisante / 2= Moyenne / 3= Excellente
Justification de la note :
- L’association ‘Petites Iles de Méditerranée, PIM’
- Le Conservatoire du Littoral — France,
- Association ASPEN ;
- CPEF;
- L’association ‘les amis de Oiseaux — AAQ’
- L’institut National Agronomique de Tunisie - INAT
Note
Evaluer le niveau de coopération et d'échange avec d'autres ASPIM
(particuliérement dans d'autres nations) (4rt. 8, Art. 21.1, Art. 22.1.,
Art. 22.3 du Protocole, A.d de l'Annexe I). 2

Note : 0 =Non / 1= Insuffisante / 2= Moyenne / 3= Excellente

Justification de la note :
- Coopération par opportunité et non pérenne. Pas de jumelage.

- Coopération nationale : Archipel de la Galite, Réserve naturelle des iles Kneiss
- Coopération régionale : France (Parc National de Port Cros, Réserve naturelle des

Bouches de Bonifacio, Réserve marine de la Céte bleue) ;

- la stratégie nationale des AMCP a pour objectif de créer un réseau national pour pallier a

la faiblesse actuelle.
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SECTION III : SUIVI DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LE(S)

EVALUATION(S) PRECEDENTE(S)
(Si applicable)

7. MISE EN (EUVRE DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LES
EVALUATIONS PRECEDENTES

7.1 Evaluer dans quelle mesure les recommandations éventuellement formulées par les évaluations
précédentes ont été mises en ceuvre : Les recommandations formulées par la/les CTC et/ou approuvées par les
Points Focaux pour les ASP concernant la Section I.

Note

Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = «Non » pour toutes 2
1 = « Oui » pour seulement certaines d'entre elles
2 =« Oui » pour la plupart d'entre elles

3 =« Oui » pour toutes.

Recommandations de I’évaluation de 2015 et I’état de leur mise en
ceuvre :
+¢ Prise en compte dans le futur plan de gestion de la problématique
liée a I’accueil du publique et & la maitrise de la fréquentation :
La partie accueil a été prise en considération par 1’actuel plan de gestion
élaboré en 2019 ;

« Développement des relations avec les populations locales pour
leur implication effective dans la gestion et la préservation du
site :
Le plan de gestion actualisé en 2016 a été concerté avec toutes les parties
prenantes y compris les pécheurs.

K2

+ Renforcement des moyens nautiques et des infrastructures de
base pour une meilleure surveillance de la partie marine de
I’ASPIM,

Les moyens nautiques sont désormais assurés par I’APAL. Le plan de

gestion actuel et les appels d’offre déja lancés par I’APAL ciblent

I’amélioration des infrastructures sur Zembra.
¢ Régularité des réunions du comité de pilotage :

Le plan de gestion de 2019 prévoit la mise en place et fonctionnement

d’un comité de gestion de I’ASPIM.

% Renforcement des moyens de contrdle et de collecte de données :
Dans le cadre du processus actuel de déclaration de I’ASPIM de Zembra
en tant qu’AMCP, il est prévu par les textes d’application de la loi 49-
2019 qu’une unité de gestion spécifique et permanente soit mise en
place.
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% Octroi de moyens de financement de la gestion a travers un
‘business plan’ :
Ce point reste en suspens du fait que les mécanismes de financement du
site s’appuie pour 1’essentiel sur une approche par projets internationaux.
Aucun ‘business plan’ n’a été¢ développé jusqu’a maintenant.

7.2 Evaluer dans quelle mesure les recommandations éventuellement formulées par les évaluations
précédentes ont été mises en ceuvre : Les recommandations formulées par la/les CTC et/ou approuvées par les
Points Focaux pour les ASP concernant la Section II.

Note

Echelle d'évaluation :
0 = «Non » pour toutes 2
1 = « Oui » pour seulement certaines d'entre elles
2 =« Oui » pour la plupart d'entre elles

3 =« Oui » pour toutes.

K2

¢ Inscription du périmétre réglementé sur les cartes marines :

Il ne peut I'étre qu’aprés promulgation de '’AMCP de ‘Zembra et Jbel
Houaria’.
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CONCLUSIONS ET RECOMMANDATIONS

SECTION I : CRITERES OBLIGATOIRES POUR L'INSCRIPTION D'UNE AIRE SUR LA LISTE DES
ASPIM

1. VALEUR MEDITERRANEENNE DE L'ASPIM
Note totale : 6 (Max : 7)

2. DISPOSITIONS JURIDIQUES ET INSTITUTIONNELLES
Note totale : 5 (Max : 6)

3. LA GESTION ET DISPONIBILITE DES RESSOURCES
Note totale : 7 (Max : 12)

SECTION II : CARACTERISTIQUES FOURNISSANT UNE VALEUR AJOUTEE A L'AIRE
4. MENACES ET CONTEXTE ENVIRONNANT

Note totale : 12 (Max : 23)

5. APPLICATION DES MESURES DE PROTECTION
Note totale : 4 (Max : 6)

6. COOPERATION ET RESEAUTAGE
Note totale : 4 (Max : 6)

SECTION III : SUIVI DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LE(S) EVALUATION(S)
PRECEDENTE(S)

7. MISE EN (EUVRE DES RECOMMANDATIONS FORMULEES PAR LES EVALUATIONS
PRECEDENTES
Note totale : 4 (Max : 6)

NOTE TOTALE GENERALE : 42 (Max : 66)
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RECOMMANDATIONS POUR L’EVALUATION FUTURE :

K2
°

>

*,

*,
L X4

.
L %4

A D’issue de I’évaluation des ASPIM tunisiennes, les experts ont constaté un manque de moyens humains
dédiés aux interventions de terrain sur les ASPIM (il n’y pas d’unité de gestion permanente pour chaque
site), auquel s’ajoute une procédure administrative lourde et bloquante en rapport avec les activités de
gestion du site (organisation de missions, acquisition de matériel et d’expertise). Il est donc vivement
suggéré d’alléger ces procédures et de renforcer les recrutements au sein de I’APAL. Il est indispensable
que soient assurés aux sites inclus dans la liste des ASPIM les moyens de gestion adéquats (cf. point « e »
des principes généraux pour I’inscription des ASPIM, du protocole PAS/BIO) ;

Il est impérativement recommandé d’activer le processus de déclaration de I’APIM ‘Archipel de la Galite’
en tant qu’ AMCP pour formaliser tous les aspects réglementaires de contrdle, de surveillance et gestion ;
Dans le cadre du processus actuel de déclaration de I’ASPIM en tant qu”’AMCEP, il est prévu par les textes
d’application de la loi 49-2009 qu’une unité de gestion spécifique et permanente soit mise en place. Il est
toutefois recommandé de renforcer le plus rapidement possible les effectifs d’agents en charge de la gestion
de I’ Archipel de Zembra ;

Etablir un mécanisme de feedback généralisé a toutes les composantes du site. A cet effet, les actions de
suivi et de surveillance doivent se faire de maniere réguli¢re et non par approche projet. L’APAL doit avoir
les moyens pour promouvoir une planification annuelle de ces suivis afin d’actualiser les données obsolétes
et de persévérer dans une gestion proactive du site ;

Il est important que 1’Etat Tunisien continue a renforcer et stabiliser sa contribution dans les financements
et octroi de fonds pour une meilleure gestion de I’ASPIM sur le long terme. Une des opportunités serait de
faire bénéficier I’ASPIM d’un financement régulier M2PA pour faire face, ne serait-ce que partiellement, a
quelques besoins en son fonctionnement.

Dans le plan de gestion actuel, élaboré en mars 2019, la partie terrestre de Jbel Houaria a été ajouté a
’AMCP de ‘Zembra — Jbel Haouiria’. De ce fait, il est vivement recommandé de tenir compte de la
composante terrestre dans les prochaines évaluations ;

Elaborer un plan d’urgence pour faire face aux risques anthropiques majeurs y compris les risques liés au
trafic maritime ;

Il nécessaire de remédier aux problémes d’érosion qui affecte les sites archéologiques de I’ASPIM ;
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