
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Minutes of meetings 
 

Title: Regional Conference on Financing Climate Proofing and Green Infrastructure 

 

Moderator: Sonja Gebert (UNEP) and Merima Hrapović (CENER 21) 

MoM prepared by: Merima Hrapović and Maja Kurtagić-Hadžić, CENER 21 

 

Date: April 13, 2022 

Time: 09:30 – 14:15, on-line, Zoom platform 

Aim of the Conference:  

 To provide a platform for the exchange of knowledge, expertise and hands-on experience regarding 

current trends in financing climate-proofing and green infrastructure as well as to encourage productive 

discourse on the possibility of establishing a regional fundraising mechanism for climate-proofing of 

infrastructure in the transport sector. The Conference aimed at offering a new perspective on the 

financing possibilities and importance of climate proofing investments to the stakeholders across the WB 

countries. 

Participants response:  

The meeting was attended by a total of 92 participants. The list of participants is given in Annex 1 of these minutes. 
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Agenda:  
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Course of the Conference:  

In the introduction part of the Conference, the participants were welcomed by Ms Merima Hrapović, Project 

Coordinator on behalf of CENER 21. Ms Hrapović presented participants with more details relevant to 

Component 3 of the ClimaProof project as well as with the aim and purpose of the Conference itself. Ms 

Hrapović emphasized the importance of receiving the potential inputs from the stakeholders during the 

Conference, which will further be used in the process of drafting the Regional Strategy for climate resilient 

infrastructure development in the Western Balkans. 

The participants were also welcomed by Ms Sonja Gebert, the Programme Manager on behalf of UNEP Office in 

Vienna. Ms Gebert gave a brief overview of the work that UNEP is conducting in the region, referring to its 

support to the WB countries in achieving their environmental priorities through initiatives and projects on 

biodiversity conservation, sustainable land management, climate change adaptation and mitigation, as well 

assisting countries in relevant reporting and capacity building activities. Ms Gebert informed participants about 

the objectives, activities and results of the ClimaProof project, emphasizing the need for financing climate 

proofing of the infrastructure in the Western Balkans (in particular road infrastructure) and the necessary 

alignment with the best EU practices and recommendations. 

Mr Vasko Popovski, the National Consultant for North Macedonia, opened Session 1 - Economic Sustainability 

of Road Infrastructure, giving an overview of the impact of climate change on the Western Balkans (risks and 

economic consequences). Mr Popovski stressed that, when considering the hazard profile of the region, the 

Western Balkans is one of the most exposed regions to natural hazards in Europe. The majority of the disasters 

that happened during the last two decades involved floods, of great intensity and magnitude, as well the impact 

on the societies in the region. In addition, the frequency of forest fires and extreme temperatures is increasing. 

Such events, combined with the new emergent risk and threats (e.g. pandemic and biohazards), cause 

meaningful implications for the economy and development of the region. Accordingly, major disasters that 

occurred in the WB countries in the recent period resulted in extensive damages and economic costs. For 

instance, the annual average population in Kosovo that is affected by flooding is about 10,000 and the annual 

average affected GDP is about $50 million. 

Mr Mark de Bel, Senior Economist from Deltares, presented the economic aspect of the climate-resilient road 

assets. Mr de Bel elaborated on the general methodology (including risk assessment and the difference between 

damages and losses), a case study - economic analysis of road assets in Albania (including approach, risk profile, 

criticality, cost-benefit analysis), and lessons learned. He noted that the desktop studies, which are based on 

global data with coarse traffic data (corridor level), can produce useful and strategic results at a network level. 

However, in order to execute the action plan, a filed validation is required. Also, Mr de Bel noted that finding 

reliable input and data (on damages, repair costs, downtimes, etc.) is sometimes difficult, which is why a national 

input (from local partners and stakeholders) is very important. 

During the panel discussion within Session 1 of the Conference, Mr Naresh Pradhan - Senior Transport Specialist 

in Green Climate Fund (GCF), briefly presented the perspective of GCF about climate resilient road infrastructure. 

There is a growing need for interventions on climate-resilient infrastructure in order to minimize the hazards 

that the world is currently facing. Over the next 50 years, the world is likely to experience high temperatures, 

changing rainfall patterns, rising sea levels and more frequent extreme weather events ranging from droughts, 
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floods and freezing winters, which are very challenging for the infrastructure itself. To meet these challenges, 

the society needs to be well prepared, in terms of securing sufficient investments to build a low-carbon society 

and ensuring long-term sustainability. GCF is working in many different regions and countries, and challenges 

across these projects vary significantly. Therefore, all relevant stakeholders have a role to play and need to do 

better and more.  

Ms Sonja Gebert (UNEP) asked if there were any current practical projects funded by GCF regarding climate-

proofing road resilience, particularly in the Western Balkans region. She noted that countries have their NDAs 

(Nationally Designated Authorities) whose job is to communicate with GCF on the country’s needs and to 

formulate the country programs for GCF. According to these country programs, climate-resilient infrastructure 

comes as the highest need and priority to be addressed through GCF. 

Mr Naresh Pradhan (GCF) replied that according to the GCF portfolio, the majority of the projects in the transport 

sector are related to immobility. Until now, we do not have any other projects that deal directly with the climate-

resilient road infrastructure. This is why GCF encourages NDAs and accredited entities to submit proposals that 

will also address the need for climate-resilient infrastructure. There are many more sectors apart from 

immobility, which need to be covered and GCF will gladly support such initiatives. 

Mr Mark de Bel (Deltares) noted that immobility (although a part of transportation) does not comprise road 

infrastructure as such. If the new road is being built, it is much easier to make it resilient to any future climate 

change, especially nowadays when the awareness of climate change is much higher than it was 20-30 years ago. 

Therefore, the big challenge is making the current infrastructure more climate-resilient instead of building some 

new climate-resilient infrastructure. According to him, the climate-proofing of the existing road infrastructure 

would be a very nice addition to the GCF portfolio, because it is directly related to the changing climate and 

there are a lot of existing roads that are not climate-resilient. 

Mr Aleksandar Simić (National Consultant for Serbia) agreed with Mark’s point of view, noting that in Western 

Balkans there are many interventions for building the new road infrastructure. This means that we need to 

ensure that such infrastructure is more climate-resilient than the existing roads are. Roads within Western 

Balkans are generally old and total climate expenditure in recent years has peaked. Also, Mr Simić pointed out 

the discrepancy between NDAs and respective governments, as well as the lack of communication between 

NDAs and GCF. Almost all recent projects are being funded by IFIs, which have specific guidelines for climate-

proofing, meaning that climate resilience is deeply analyzed from the sustainability and economic point of view. 

For instance, the EBRD has a green economy transition mechanism that provides some relevant valorisation of 

climate-resilient outcomes. Mr Simić emphasized that the countries of Western Balkan lack a systemic approach 

in ensuring the climate resilient road infrastructure, e.g. if a highway is being built with the funding from IFIs, 

there is an absence of a procedure or a guideline by NDAs - institutions responsible for road infrastructure. 

Ms Jadranka Ivanova (Team Leader at SANE27) expressed the dilemma on whether the region should have some 

kind of legislation that countries need to follow in order to secure the climate-resilient infrastructure. If yes, 

what type of legislation should it be (e.g. soft legislative or more structural legislation) and how this procedure 

should look like? 

Mr Mark de Bel (Deltares) replied that since roads are normally under the responsibility of the road authority, it 

is the job of governments to set criteria for performance (e.g. what should the road infrastructure achieve), 

which will be further translated to designing norms in terms of adapting to changing climate. 



 

 

5 

Ms Birgitte Keulen (European Investment Bank), noted a similar issue that was pointed out by Mr Aleksandar 

Simić, referring to the need for a systemic approach in developing a climate-resilient infrastructure. Climate 

proofing is a cross-cutting issue that requires collaboration between different authorities, including the 

involvement of not only road authorities but also water management and forest management authorities, etc. 

Ms Sandra Andovska (representative of NDA from North Macedonia) noted that NDA has a procedure for 

communicating with the GCF, while the infrastructure projects are defined within infrastructure policies that 

are worldwide prescribed or EU prescribed. She also asked for more insights on the issue of the systemic 

approach in relevance to NDAs. Also, Ms Andovska added that, in terms of climate action, the National Spatial 

Plan is being developed at the moment, and therefore all strategic documents will have the climate-related 

topics, which will be later utilized on a technical level. 

Mr Aleksandar Simić (National Consultant for Serbia) clarified that countries of Western Balkans need to scale 

down the worldwide and EU strategies on climate resilient road infrastructure to the national contexts, 

emphasizing that NDAs probably lack the procedure or guidelines for designing climate resilient road 

infrastructure or guidance on maintenance, monitoring or construction of climate resilient roads.  

Ms Sonja Gebert (UNEP) noted that countries in general lack ownership in decision-making in terms of the 

climate-proofing of the investments for infrastructure development. For instance, the EBRD has its own 

standards for taking the climate resilience aspect into account, which is good, but what happens when the 

investor is not the EBRD, but a funding institution that does not take into account the climate resilience or 

environmental protection aspect? How to assist countries in ensuring that investments reaching this region are 

taking climate change risks into consideration in a sustainable way? 

Mr Vasko Popovski (National Consultant for North Macedonia) commented that climate change and disaster 

risk reduction aspects are in a way detached from the road network planning in the region. The level of 

awareness on both sides is still low. According to him, the road authorities in the region are not sufficiently using 

the existing risk and hazard assessments at the current stage. In North Macedonia, there is a lack of risk 

evaluation models, as well as an absence of a comprehensive assessment approach that involves future changes. 

Therefore, Mr Popovski and colleagues from UNDP Regional Hub are advocating for making a sensitization of 

policy and decision-makers in climate, disaster and road sectors, in order to kick off the engagement in a multi-

sectoral, multi-risk and multi-hazard development. Accordingly, they are developing relevant documents such 

as a technical checklist and guidance for building resilience in critical infrastructure sectors, where the road 

sector is one of the prioritized sectors. 

Session 2: Climate Proofing Investment in the Transport Sector - How to establish a regional funding 

mechanism was opened by Mr Michel Leushuis, Senior Finance Expert from Rebel Group. Mr Leushuis gave a 

presentation on funding mechanisms for climate-proofing of investments, with a focus on the following topics: 

financing need for climate-proofing of road infrastructure, an overview of current funders and their practices, 

the potential of private finance as a funding source, and the possibility of setting up a separate financing 

mechanism. Mr Leushuis clarified the difference between Greenfield and Brownfield projects in the context of 

their relevance to climate-proofing. He noted that accessing financing for climate-proofing of road infrastructure 

within Greenfield projects is not such a big challenge (since this aspect is only a couple of percentage points of 

total project cost), while the same access within Brownfield projects is harder to achieve since these projects 

are relatively small and entail dispersed investments. Also, he emphasized that the Western Balkans Investment 

Framework (WBIF) is the main factor for implementation of the EU’s Economic and Investment Plant for the WB, 

and one of the key priorities for the next years is sustainable transport. By the end of the presentation, Mr 
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Leushuis elaborated on the advantages and disadvantages of setting up a separate ClimaProof financing 

mechanism. 

The second presentation within Session 2 of the Conference was given by Ms Sarah Duff (Green Economy and 

Climate Action, EBRD), who provided meaningful inputs on the Climate resilience - process for project evaluation 

and selection for financing from the EBRD point of view. Ms Duff briefly presented the key details on the work 

of EBRD in the context of climate finance. All EBRD activities will be aligned with the Paris Agreement from the 

end of 2022, and the EBRD seeks to increase the volume of green financing to 50 per cent by 2025. When it 

comes to transport projects, the EBRD needs to see the climate adaptation and resilience integrated into the 

whole project cycle. This is being tracked through the identification of climate change risks/vulnerability, 

assessment of the potential impact on infrastructure and identification of adaptation measures to improve 

resilience. Such an approach ensures direct financial benefits (such as avoided road closures due to extreme 

weather and reduced repair and maintenance costs related to climate impacts) and wider economic benefits 

(e.g. ensuring better connectivity for rural/peripheral regions, more reliable trade and supply chains, etc.). 

Ms Birgitte Keulen (European Investment Bank) provided an insight that a lot of investments needed to protect 

the transport infrastructure are required outside the transport domain. Therefore, such initiatives need to be 

done by water authorities, forest management authorities, etc. According to her, the discussions made at a 

regional level need to involve not only the transport authorities (which are often the strongest authorities within 

ministries - transport makes about 50 per cent of all expenditures of governments on infrastructure) but also 

other authorities in order to get several types of investments including other sectors as well. 

Ms Jadranka Ivanova (Team Leader at SANE27) presented the IPA fund’s experience in meeting EU environment 

and climate change requirements, based on the case of North Macedonia and Albania. IPA is a funding 

mechanism of the European Union that supports the reforms in the enlargement countries with financial and 

technical assistance since 2007. She noted that the environment and climate change sector is the most 

expensive to meet EU requirements. Regarding climate change mainstreaming, if there is a structural or 

institutional instrument within the countries, then the support of IPA and any other donors will surely be more 

efficient and long-lasting. However, Ms Ivanova noted that countries at this stage are not ready to take this 

obligation on their own unless being supported. 

The next presenter was Mr Mark de Bel (Deltares) who elaborated on the case study of investing in climate-

resilient road infrastructure - on the example of pluvial floods in the Netherlands. Mr Bel briefly presented the 

methodology of investing, interventions, cost-benefit analysis and eventually how such interventions are 

financed depending on the level of roads. Some of the interventions that were identified and evaluated in 

different road strategies involved: additional maintenance of roadsides (after monitoring), additional 

maintenance of drainage system and pavement, construction of piped drainage system (when missing) and 

improvement of existing drainage system (when present). When considering the case of the Netherlands, there 

is a clear economic rationale for increasing the climate resilience of the road network.  

During the panel discussion within Session 2 of the Conference, Mr Aleksandar Simić (National Consultant for 

Serbia) commented that in Serbia there are two designated authorities - Public Roads of Serbia and Corridor 10. 

Public roads of Serbia manage the majority of the roads (approximately around 95 per cent), while Corridor 10 

is only in charge of big infrastructural projects (such as new highways within Serbia that connect the country 

with Europe). When it comes to regular maintenance and operation, Public Roads of Serbia are self-budgeting, 

thus the authority plans its budget annually. Most new roads are funded by the EU, European Commission and 

IFIs, meaning that climate resilience issue is covered, but when it comes to the climate resilience of existing 
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roads and their maintenance and operation, this issue is not something that is primarily discussed. According to 

him, the internal documents of Public Roads of Serbia do not take into account the climate resilience of the road 

infrastructure. 

Mr Vasko Popovski (National Consultant for North Macedonia) confirmed that a similar situation exists in North 

Macedonia as well. He noted that there was one innovative program with funds being used for local roads, 

municipal roads and municipal communal infrastructure; however, the input from the state budget is mainly 

oriented towards supporting the big projects (loans and grants), while the small amount is dedicated for 

operation and maintenance. Mr Popovski pointed out one good practice example that is being mainstreamed, 

referring to the national Public Road Company, which has developed technical guidance for the public 

enterprises on the preparation of climate-resilient design in the context of designing and maintaining roads. 

Mr Vasilije Gazivoda (National Consultant for Montenegro) agreed with Mr Simić and Mr Popovski, noting that 

in Montenegro there are two institutions managing the public roads - Traffic Directorate and Public Works 

Administration. These institutions are mainly funded from the budget, which also covers the costs of road 

infrastructure repair - remediation of damages that occurred in the past period (including climate change 

impacts). He stressed the problem of “bottleneck” in the traffic, particularly during the summer months when 

many traffic jams occur, which impose the need for new interventions and preparation of projects on expanding 

the existing road infrastructure with the third road line. Within these projects, some of the climate resilience 

aspects are being considered, but not to a significant extent. 

Mr Besim Islami (National Consultant for Albania) commented that the situation regarding the financial 

investments in road infrastructure and maintenance of roads in Albania does not differ much from Serbia and 

North Macedonia. Climate resilience is not very well considered in the relevant documents, particularly when it 

comes to secondary (municipal) roads, which is why much more needs to be done in regard to this issue. 

Ms Suzana Alcinova Monev (Hydrometeorological Service in North Macedonia) proposed strengthening the 

cooperation of the hydro-meteorological services in the region regarding the standardization of climate services 

dedicated to resilient road infrastructure. For instance, preparation of probability distribution of intensive 

precipitation is important for dimensioning the drainage systems, and will be even more meaningful in the 

future. The standards that are currently being used are ancient YUS standards which should be updated in light 

of EU regulations. 

Valbona Berisha (National Consultant for Kosovo) commented that the Ministry of Infrastructure is responsible 

for the maintenance of highways and regional roads in Kosovo*, while municipalities are responsible for the 

maintenance of local roads. Ms Berisha emphasized that Kosovo* is a developing country that has other 

priorities in terms of development due to basic issues and ongoing crisis, which is why the climate resilience of 

infrastructure is out of the agenda of the state. There are some documents at a state level (such as climate 

change strategy and action plan), but they are more focused on the GHG emissions and relevant monitoring - 

not on the infrastructure resilience. 

Upon completion of the discussion session, the conference was closed by Ms Gebert and Ms Hrapović who 

greeted all participants and panellists thanking them for their active participation in the conference and inviting 

them to join the upcoming activities within the ClimaProof project. 
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Conclusions:  

 Legal framework and relevant documents in the field of climate change in the countries of the WB are 

undeveloped or insufficiently developed (focusing mostly on the reduction of GHG emissions and 

neglecting the aspect of adaptation to climate change). This is mostly due to the lack of capacities, data 

and tools needed for taking climate change into consideration when planning infrastructural projects. 

 Planning and building a climate-resilient road infrastructure is a cross-cutting issue that requires 

involvement and active cooperation among a wide range of stakeholders from different sectors (relevant 

authorities, ministries, agencies, hydro-meteorological services, institutes, private sector, financing 

institutions, etc.). 

 There is still a significant gap between the requirements of the Green Agenda for Western Balkans and 

the actual situation in the countries of the region, in terms of countries’ commitments and goals on one 

side, and the actual interventions and activities that are being undertaken on the field. 

 When considering the possibility of establishing a regional fund-raising mechanism, there are both 

advantages and disadvantages of such intervention that need to be taken into account before making the 

final decision. While the new mechanism would be valuable in terms of providing a dedicated access point 

and incentive for developers to include climate-proofing in their infrastructure projects, it would also 

require additional resources and a change in governance structure (including obtaining a political 

mandate). Therefore, setting up a new mechanism would be a time-consuming and challenging process, 

particularly when taking into account the complex administrative structure and procedures in the 

countries of Western Balkans. Instead, it may be more efficient and practical to collaborate with financing 

institutions that already possess their own mechanisms (such as WBIF), and make a separate fund within 

the existing mechanism that would be utilized for climate-resilient infrastructure development in the WB 

region. 

 All the relevant inputs received during the Conference will be accordingly considered and used for the 

development of the Regional Strategy that is being drafted under Component 3 of the ClimaProof project. 

Such data are valuable for the content of the Strategy, and the Strategy itself will serve as a roadmap for 

the countries in the region to plan and build climate-resilient road infrastructure. 

 If the pandemic circumstances allow, the summary of the Regional Strategy will be presented to relevant 

regional stakeholders during the in-person meeting in the summer of 2022. 
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Annex 1: Attendee Report 
 

No. 
Name and 

surname 
Institution Job title Country Gender Contact 

1. Anela Karahasan 

Chamber of Economy 
of the Federation of 

Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

Senior Associate 
 

Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

 
F a.karahasan@kfbih.com 

2. Vasilije Gazivoda E3 Consulting National Consultant Montenegro M vasilije.gazivodalot@gmail.com 

3. Selma Totic CSC GM 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
F selma.redzepagic@kscnet.com 

4. Sani Sheholli CSC Interpreter Kosovo M sanisheholli@gmail.com 

5. Bekim Gojani 

Ministry of 
Environment, Spatial 

Planning and 
Infrastructure 

Head of Division for Passenger 
Transport 

Kosovo M bekim.gojani@rks-gov.net 

6. Adnan Topalović 
Sava River Watershed 

Agency 
Senior Associate 

Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

M topalovic@voda.ba 

7. Bruno Neziraj CSC Interpreter Kosovo M bruno.neziraj@gmail.com 

8. Brankica Bjeloš BB studio Interpreter 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
F brankica.bjelos@gmail.com 

9. Samira Talić 
PU Elektroprivreda BiH 

d.d. Sarajevo 
Architect 

Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

F s.talic@epbih.ba 

10. 
Edita Pašalić-

Halep 
CSC Interpreter 

Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

F edita.halep@gmail.com 

11. Sofija Jovanovska 
Congress Service 

Center 
Interpreter United States F sglavinova@gmail.com 

12. Merima Hrapović CENER 21 Project Coordinator 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
F merima.hrapovic@cener21.ba 

13. Ivana Kocevska CSC Interpreter 
North 

Macedonia 
F ivanakocev@gmail.com 

14. Jadranka Ivanova 

Supporting Albanian 
Negotiation in 

Environment,  Chapter 
27 (SANE27) program 

Team leader 
North 

Macedonia 
F jadrankaivanova@yahoo.com 

15. Nijazi Miftari EMA/MIA Head of Division Kosovo M nijazi.miftari@rks-gov.net 

16. Florim Canolli 
Office of the Prime 

Minister 
Director Kosovo M florim.canolli@rks-gov.net 
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17. Abdullah Pirce MESPI Officer for Climate Change Kosovo M abdullah.pirce@rks-gov.net 

18. Ajda Šeranić 
Republic 

Hydrometeorological 
Institute 

Expert Associate 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
F a.seranic@rhmzrs.com 

19. 
Hysejn 

Doberqani 

Ministry of 
Environment,  Spatial 

Planning and 
Infrastructure 

Official in the Road Infrastructure 
Department 

Kosovo M hysejn.doberqani@rks-gov.net 

20. Sonja Gebert UNEP Manager Austria F sonja.gebert@un.org 

21. Arben Kelmendi Consultant National Consultant Kosovo M kelmendia@hotmail.com 

22. Lumnije Berisha MESPI 
Engineer, Department of 

Road Infrastructure 
Kosovo F lberisha575@gmail.com 

23. Valbona Berisha Consultant National Consultant Kosovo F valbona.augustiniberisha@gmail.com 

24. Emil Kocan 
European Integration 

Office,  Government of 
Montenegro 

Project officer Montenegro M emil.kocan@gsv.gov.me 

25. Vasko Popovski IC National Consultant 
North 

Macedonia 
M vasko.popovski.vp@gmail.com 

26. Dieta Bytyqi Alb-Architect Environmental Engineer Kosovo F dietabytyqi10@gmail.com 

27. Michel Leushuis 
Rebelgroup 

International BV 
Consultant Netherlands M michel.leushuis@rebelgroup.com 

28. Sanja Đolo 
Adriatic Sea Watershed 

Agency 
Project Financial Management 

Associate 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
F sdolo@jadran.ba 

29. Enkeleda Shkurta 
National Environmental 

Agency 

Head of Office of Information 
Sectors,  GIS and environmental 

registers 
Albania F enkeleda.shkurta@akm.gov.al 

30. 
Aleksandar 

Tomovic 
Eko-fond Associate Montenegro M aleksandar.tomovic@eko-fond.me 

31. Filip Samardžić Eko-fond Probationer Montenegro M samardza93@gmail.com 

32. Iskra Stojanova UNEP Project Coordination Specialist 
North 

Macedonia 
F iskra.stojanova@un.org 

33. Muhamed Skikić MIBO Komunikacije Head of Telemetry dpt 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
M muhamed.skikic@mibo.ba 

34. Armin Hodzic 

Chamber of Economy 
of the Federation of 

Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

Director of Energy Sector 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
M a.hodzic@kfbih.com 

35. Angel Marčev IHMS of Montenegro 
Head of Department fro numeical 

modeling,  satellite and radar 
meteorology 

Montenegro M angel.marcev@meteo.co.me 
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36. Rizah Murseli MESPI / ISP Head of GIS division Kosovo M rizah.murseli@rks-gov.net 

37. 
Jovana 

Djukanovic 
E3 Consulting Civil Engineer Montenegro F jovana.djukanovic@e3consulting.co.me 

38. 
Suzana Alcinova 

Monevska 
Hydrometeorological 

Service 
Head of Division for Climatology 

and Climate change 
North 

Macedonia 
F salcinovamonevska@gmail.com 

39. 
Tamara 

Todorovic 
ZICG Associate Montenegro F mihaela.pejovic@zicg.me 

40. Teodora Brajevic 
University of 
Montenegro 

Student Montenegro F teodorabrajevic@gmail.com 

41. Marko Ilić E3 Consulting Environmental Specialist Montenegro M marko.ilic@e3consulting.co.me 

42. Ana Aranitovic 
European Integration 

Office 
Senior Advisor Montenegro F ana.aranitovic@gsv.gov.me 

43. Vjola Saliaga 
Austrian Development 

Agency 
Project Coordinator Albania F vjola.saliaga@ada.gv.at 

44. Sanita Dzino ENOVA Consultant 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
F sanita.dzino@enova.ba 

45. 
Maja Kurtagić-

Hadžić 
CENER 21 Project Manager 

Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

F maja.kurtagic@cener21.ba 

46. Aleksandar Simić Ekokons 
ClimaProof National Consultant 

for Serbia 
Serbia M aleksandar.simic@ekokons.rs 

47. 
Daliborka 

Todorovska-
Janevska 

Civil Engineering 
Institute Macedonia 

Environmental Engineer 
North 

Macedonia 
F daliborka.janevska@gim.com.mk 

48. Mark Bel Deltares Economist Netherlands M mark.debel@deltares.nl 

49. Jovana Dakovic 
Environmental 

Protection Fund 

Head of Department for 
Development and 

Implementation of International 
and Partnership Projects 

Montenegro F jovana.dakovic@eko-fond.me 

50. Maja Milovic 
European Integration 

Office 
Associate Montenegro F maja.milovic@gsv.gov.me 

51. 
Jeroen Trimpe 

Burger 
Rebel Group 

 
Advisor Netherlands M jeroen.trimpeburger@rebelgroup.com 

52. Anela Hodžić VARIPLAST DOO Purchase Department 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
F anela.hodzic@variplast.ba 

53. Oliver Ristevski CMC of Macedonia Advisor 
North 

Macedonia 
M oliver.ristevski@cuk.gov.mk 

54. Duska Ljiljanic Eko-fond 
Associate in the ZZS and Climate 

Change Service 
Montenegro F ljiljanic.d@gmail.com 

55. Jelena Đurović Secretariat of transport Advisor Montenegro F jelena.djurovic@podgorica.me 
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56. Muhamet Malsiu MESPI 
Director of Environmental and 

Water Department 
- M muhamet.malsiu@rks-gov.net 

57. Mirzet Mujagic CENER 21 PM 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
M mirzet.mujagic@enova.ba 

58. 
Aleksandra Siljic 

Tomic 
UNEP Project Coordination Specialist Serbia F aleksandra.siljictomic@un.org 

59. 
Anna-Katharina 

Deinhard 
the greenwerk. Senior Climate Finance Advisor Germany F ad@thegreenwerk.net 

60. Atdhe Sefa HMIK Official for Meteorology Kosovo M atdhe.sefa@rks-gov.net 

61. 
Biljana Milić-

Petrović 

Republic 
Hydrometeorological 

Institute of Serbia 

Chief Analyst for Climate Change 
and Risk Assessment 

Methodology 
Serbia F biljana.milic-petrovic@hidmet.gov.rs 

62. Victor Bonilla EBRD 
Associate,  Climate Strategy and 

Delivery 
United 

Kingdom 
M bonillav@ebrd.com 

63. Ada Bedini 
Austrian Development 

Agency 
Programme Manager Albania F ada.bedini@ada.gv.at 

64. 
Danijela 

Sofronijević 
Chamber of Commerce 
and Industry of Serbia 

Senior Advisor Serbia F danijela.sofronijevic@pks.rs 

65. Adnan Habibovic IPSA Institute 
Head of hiydrotechnical 

department 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
M adnan.habibovic@ipsa-institut.com 

66. 
Aleksandra 

Stevkov 
Hydrometeorological 

Service 
Advisor in Meterological 

Department 
North 

Macedonia 
F aatanasovska@hotmail.com 

67. Cornelia Mayr 
Austrian Development 

Agency 
Trainee Austria F cornelia.mayr@ada.gv.at 

68. Henri Hyso UNIDO National Project Manager Albania M h.hyso@unido.org 

69. Sarah Duff EBRD 
Principal,  Climate Strategy and 

Delivery 
United 

Kingdom 
F duffs@ebrd.com 

70. Michel Köhler the greenwerk. GbR 
Founding Partner & Climate Policy 

Expert 
United States M mk@thegreenwerk.net 

71. Besim Islami EECG Climate Change Expert Albania M besimgosa@gmail.com 

72. 
Elisabet Vila 

Jorda 
EIB Senior Transport Engineer Poland F e.vilajorda@eib.org 

73. Dzana Sokolovic 
Directorate for 

European Integration 
of BiH 

NCP MED BIH TASK MANAGER 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
F dzana.sokolovic@dei.gov.ba 

74. Nedim Begovic 
Transport Community 

Treaty 
Green/Multimodal/Innovative 

Transport Solutions Desk Officer 
Serbia M nbegovic@transport-community.org 

75. Naresh Pradhan 
Green Climate Fund 

(GCF) 
Senior Transport Specialist Korea M npradhan@gcfund.org 



 

13 

 

76. Matea Grabovac UNEP Project officer 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
F matea.grabovac@un.org 

77. Valmira Bozgo UNEP NPC Albania F valmira.bozgo@un.org 

78. Ljupka Zajkov 
Ministry of 

environment and 
physical planning 

Deputy head of water dep. 
North 

Macedonia 
F dljupka@gmail.com 

79. Ranko Lazović 
Ministry of Ecology,  
Spatial Planning and 

Urbanism 
Legal Advisor Montenegro M ranko.lazovic@mepg.gov.me 

80. Aida Sadagic FZO FBiH Expert Advisor in EU Fund 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
F aida.sadagic@fzofbih.org 

81. Atifa H. Partner MKF - 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
F atifa.h@partner.ba 

82. Sandra Andovska Government Advisor 
North 

Macedonia 
F sandra.andovska@gs.gov.mk 

83. Selma Jahic Partner MKF Director of the Support Sector 
Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
F selma@partner.ba 

84. Birgitte Keulen 
European Investment 

Bank 
Climate Advisor for Mobility 

Department 
Luxembourg F b.keulen@eib.org 

85. 
Бојана 

Станојевска 
Пецуровска 

Center for Climate 
Change 

President 
North 

Macedonia 
F b_stanojevska@yahoo.com 

86. Nusmir Čajić 
Partner Microcredit 

Foundation Tuzla 
Procurement Manager 

Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

M nusmir.c@partner.ba 

87. Mimioza Jeličić 
Public Enterprise 
"Roads of Serbia" 

Chief Engineer for Environmental 
Impact Assessment 

Serbia F mimoza.jelicic@putevi-srbije.rs 

88. 
Milena Manova 

Ilikj 
JPDP Advisor United States F mmanovailikj@roads.org.mk 

89. Milica Parezanin Andzor engineering 
Landscape architecture and urban 

planning 
Serbia F milica.p@andzor.com 

90. Ylber Citaku 
Ministria e Zhvillimit 

Rajonal (MZHR) 
zv.Drejtor i Departamentit për 

Zhvillim Rajonal 
Kosovo M ylber.citaku@rks-gov.net 

91. Luan Nushi 
Institute for Spatial 
Planning / MESPI 

Director Kosovo M luan.nushi@rks-gov.net 

92. Samir Hadzic 
Traffic Administration 

of Montenegro 

Independent Consultant for 
environment protection and 

climate changes 
Montenegro M samir.hadzic@uzs.gov.me 

* This designation is without prejudice to positions on status, and is in line with UNSCR 1244 and the ICJ Opinion on the Kosovo Declaration of Independence. 
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Annex 2: Photo Material 
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