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INTRODUCTION

1. At its tenth meeting, in Nagoya, Japan, in October 2010, the Conference of the Parties to the
Convention on Biological Diversity adopted the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020, which
contains 20 Aichi Biodiversity Targets under five strategic goals (see decision X/2). Strategic Goal C on
improving the status of biodiversity by safeguarding ecosystems, species and genetic diversity includes
also Target 11 on protected areas and Target 12 on threatened species. Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 states
that “by 2020, at least 17 per cent of terrestrial and inland water areas, and 10 per cent of coastal and
marine areas, especially areas of particular importance for biodiversity and ecosystem services, are
conserved through effectively and equitably managed, ecologically representative and well connected
systems of protected areas and other effective area-based conservation measures, integrated into the wider
landscapes and seascapes”. Aichi Biodiversity Target 12, states that “by 2020 the extinction of known
threatened species has been prevented and their conservation status, particularly of those most in decline,
has been improved and sustained”.

2. In its decision XI/24, the Conference of the Parties invited Parties to undertake major efforts to
achieve all elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11. Accordingly, the Executive Secretary organized a
series of subregional workshops in collaboration with partner organizations, including the International
Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) and the other members of the POWPA Friends Consortium
(UNEP-WCMC, Birdlife International and WWF), and with the generous financial contribution of the
Governments of Germany, Japan, and the Republic of Korea. The fifth in the series of workshops was for
Central and Eastern Europe and was organized with the support of the Government of Belarus and the
Gesellschaft fur Internationale Zusammenarbeit (GIZ). It was held in Minsk from 14 to 17 June 2016.

3. Background information for the workshop and the presentations, along with other workshop
documents, can be found on the Convention’s web portal at https://www.cbd.int/doc/?meeting=PAWS-
2016-02. The workshop was held in English with simultaneous Russian interpretation. The list of
participants is contained in annex | and the organization of work in annex Il. The following is a summary
of the proceedings of the workshop.

ITEM 1. OPENING OF THE MEETING

4. Mr. Sarat Babu Gidda of the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity, along with
Mr. Igor Kachanovsky, Deputy Minister of Natural Resources and Environmental Protection of Belarus,
delivered opening statements, and the workshop was officially opened at 9:05 a.m. on Tuesday, 14 June
2016.

5. Ms. Natalya Minchenko, Head of the Department of Biological and Landscape Diversity from the
Ministry of Natural Resources and Environmental Protection of Belarus, based on proposals from the
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floor, was elected Chair of the meeting. Subsequently, all participants introduced themselves briefly. The
plenary then adopted the provisional agenda prepared by the Executive Secretary
(UNEP/CBD/PAWS/2016/2/1) without amendment. Participants considered the proposed organization of
work, as contained in annex Il, and adopted it without amendment.

6. In the first presentation of the day, Mr. Sarat Babu Gidda introduced the participants to the
processes that led up to the workshop as well as the main objectives and outputs. In the process leading
up to the workshop, he had mentioned the development of the programme of work on protected areas
(PoWPA); the elements of POWPA; the outcomes of the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties;
POWPA successes; and the outcomes of the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties regarding
protected areas. Mr. Gidda had also discussed the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and
summarized the findings of the fourth edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook on the mid-term status
of these two targets. Mr. Gidda reminded the participants of all these details and, then, presented the
Strategy of the Convention to achieve Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12 by 2020. He stated the
workshop objectives and outcomes, including the four main elements: identifying status, gaps and
opportunities of Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12; developing national priority actions; exploring
support through national budgets, bilateral sources and the sixth replenishment period of the Global
Environment Facility, and the next decision on protected areas for the thirteenth meeting of the
Conference of the Parties, as well as exploring tools and mechanisms for implementation of
transboundary conservation areas. He concluded by presenting the organization of work of the meeting
and describing the content of the USB keys that were given to each participant. Following the opening
session presentation, a press conference was also held and a group photo taken.

7. In the second presentation, Mr. Trevor Sandwith of the International Union for Conservation of
Nature (IUCN) presented the outcomes of the last IUCN World Parks Congress, which had been held in
Sydney, Australia, in November 2014. The aim of the World Parks Congress had been to identify how
protected areas could contribute solutions to global challenges while also accelerating progress to achieve
the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and goals for sustainability. He discussed four elements that
had arisen from the Congress as the “Promise of Sydney”: first, in the vision, the high-level aspirations
for the change needed in the coming decade; second, in innovative approaches, the identification of
successful approaches that could be scaled up and replicated; third, the collation of case studies and
evidence of successful practice on a shared Panorama website of solutions for peer-to-peer learning and
capacity development; and fourth, commitments as part of the Promise of Sydney, that signal the intention
of Governments and other organizations to accelerate implementation. He stated that the Congress had
emphasized the need to progress and not regress, and outlined the development of the new IUCN Green
List of Protected and Conserved Areas standard as a means to measure performance against Aichi
Biodiversity Target 11 qualitative parameters, to inspire a new generation of citizens who understand and
support the conservation of nature, and to emphasize the solutions that nature and protected areas provide
which are the foundation of sustainable development, including meeting such challenges as climate
change. Mr. Sandwith concluded his presentation by summarizing the eight streams of innovative
approaches and cross-cutting themes discussed at the Congress.

8. In the third presentation, Mr. Brian MacSharry of the United Nations Environment Programme —
World Conservation Monitoring Center (UNEP-WCMC) presented on the World Database on Protected
Areas (WDPA) under the Protected Planet. He gave a general review of what UNEP-WCMC, Protected
Planet, and WDPA.. He stated that the WDPA was the only global authoritative database on terrestrial and
marine protected areas compiled and managed by UNEP-WCMC in collaboration with Governments and
non-governmental organizations. WDPA collects data about sites designated at the national, regional (e.g.
Natura 2000), and international levels (e.g. World Heritage Site). He then presented a brief history of
WDPA and the evolution of the terrestrial and marine protected area network since the first World Park
Congress in 1962. As of June 2016, the WDPA included 229,593 records from over 244 countries and
territories and over 18 300 records had a marine component. Mr. MacSharry then presented the proportion
of sites and the proportion of area covered by protected areas in every region, showing that the
65.6 per cent of sites were found in Europe, which represented 12.9 per cent of protected areas globally.
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9. Mr. MacSharry then explained that, in Europe, 91,288 sites had been identified at the national
level, 29,274 at the regional level and 1,129 at the international level. He then presented the number of
sources of data for national, regional and international designations in Europe. He also mentioned the
three main challenges faced by WDPA, namely lack of updating for data, lack of capacity to deliver data,
and lack of capacity to have data centrally located. He then presented briefly the tool protectedplanet.net,
the data it used, its content and how that tool could be useful for consultation and publication by different
organizations, and support in decision-making. Mr. MacSharry said that his organization was working
closely with countries to collect data about protected areas designated at the national level. He stated that
the purpose of his presence at the workshop was to discuss with participants the means to update the
WDPA with their national information.

10. Following this presentation, Mr. MacSharry invited participants to discuss for a few minutes on
WDPA. Ms. Natalya Minchenko of Belarus stated that the classification of protected areas might be
different from one country to another and that numbers in the WDPA did not necessary correspond to the
official national statistics. She asked Mr. MacSharry to explain how he and his colleagues addressed those
discrepancies. In response, he stated that the WDPA used data from national authority but also included
multiple sources sometimes, which might explain these discrepancies. He also stated that the information
in the WDPA was sometimes outdated and he and his colleagues would be happy to update it with the
help of national authorities. The WDPA team also shared experience and engaged dialogue with countries
to address these issues of difference in the numbers because sometimes these discrepancies were a result
of countries applying their own understanding of the concept of the different management categories due
to the lack of a standard.

11. Following this discussion, Mr. Wouter Langhout of BirdLife International delivered a
presentation entitled “Key Biodiversity Areas and Important Bird and Biodiversity Areas: a support tool
to implement Aichi Targets 11”. He presented a brief history of the IBA Programme, the IBA global
criteria and the way data was gathered using global science and local expertise. Data was gathered at the
local level, analysed at the national level, assessed at the regional level, and standardized at the global
level. More than 12,000 IBAs had been identified globally and terrestrial IBAs covered approximately
7 per cent of the land surface of the world. He then stated that, for marine IBAs, BirdLife International
had created the marine e-atlas and identified 3,000 sites in 150 countries and high seas and covering
6.5 per cent of the oceans as marine IBAs. He also presented a relatively new tool: the Alliance for Zero
Extinction sites, which were vital sites for threatened species. To date, 587 sites covering 920 species had
been identified as AZEs. Mr. Langhout explained further that KBAs were sites contributing significantly
to the global continuance of biodiversity. A new global KBA standard had been approved in April 2016
and now provided the framework for KBA identification and revision by using 11 criteria grouped under
five categories: threatened biodiversity; geographically restricted biodiversity; ecological integrity;
biological processes; and irreplaceability.

12. Mr. Langhout then explained that, within the five regions systematically assessed to date, IBAs
constituted 68 per cent of all KBAs while AZEs constituted 3 per cent of all KBAs. He reminded
participants that KBAs needed better protection as only 28 per cent of all IBAs were completely covered
by protected areas and 49 per cent had no protection at all. Approximately 60 per cent of AZEs identified
so far were protected, but countries should aim to have 100 per cent of their AZEs protected by 2020 to
facilitate the achievement of Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12 and other Aichi Targets.

13. Mr. Langhout indicated that there was progress in the protection of KBAs as the mean percentage
of IBAs and AZEs covered by protected areas had increased over several decades, but the actual
proportion of protected areas covering KBAs was decreasing, as opposed to protected areas established
outside of KBAs. He then stated that the protection of KBAs was important as it had been proven that
extinction risk of birds was significantly lower in better protected IBAs. He concluded by presenting the
many other applications of KBAs, including informing the description of EBSAS, supporting the
designation of Ramsar sites, mainstreaming biodiversity, promoting local engagement with conservation
and helping in decision-making.
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14. Following this presentation, participants were engaged in a discussion about KBAs. Participants
from the delegation of Belarus raised the issue that designation of KBAs can be made by NGOs and that
there was, sometimes, a lack of communication and cooperation between these NGOs and the local
government. For example, an NGO could designate an area as a KBA while the Government was unaware
of this designation, so decision makers did not make any plan to protect that area. Organizations needed
to make sure to consult the Government when designating a site so that the Government can fulfill its
commitments. Participants stated that a mechanism including the Government during the process of
designating a KBA should exist.

ITEM2. COLLECTINGAND SHARING INFORMATION AND DATA ON STATUS,
GAPS AND OPPORTUNITIES REGARDING THE ELEMENTS OF AICHI
BIODIVERSITY TARGETS 11 AND 12

15. Under this item, Ms. Natasha Ali of IUCN delivered a presentation on the RedL.ist of Threatened
Species, the status of Aichi Biodiversity Target 12 in Central and Eastern Europe and a new tool
developed by IUCN and other partner organizations entitled “Assisting progress towards Aichi Target
12”. She first discussed the key components of Aichi Target 12, namely known threatened species,
preventing extinction and improvement in conservation status. Ms. Ali then presented the status of the
target at the global level as presented in the fourth edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook as well as
the status of an element of the target for Central and Eastern Europe, namely the number of critically
endangered and endemic critically endangered species in each country present at the workshop. She then
presented the RedList of Threatened Species, its history, its objectives, its processes and its goal, which
was to provide information and analyses on the status, trends and threats to species to inform and catalyse
action for biodiversity conservation.

16. Ms. Ali presented the different categories and criteria used by this tool as well as the assessment
process and the mechanisms used by IUCN to assure governance and quality control. She then presented
the training and capacity-building done by IUCN through assessors’ training workshops and online
training courses. She presented briefly on the national red lists compiled by countries to provide them
with key information about species status within their borders. She finished by presenting a new decision-
support tool, the Integrated Biodiversity Assessment Tool (IBAT) Country Profiles. These profiles would
include peer-reviewed and robust information managed by expert and integrated data on species,
protected areas and key biodiversity areas. She presented the objectives of the profiles and the audience
they aim for, and she presented an example of a profile. Ms. Ali then asked participants to give her
feedback on the use, the presentation, and the content of this tool. Ms. Elvana Ramaj from Albania stated
that this tool would indeed be useful and would ease the process and the burden of reporting.

17. Mr. Sarat Babu Gidda of the Secretariat of the Convention delivered a presentation entitled
“Subregional analysis of the status of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11”. He first provided an explanation of
each of the elements of Aichi Target 11, which were: quantitative elements, areas important for
biodiversity, effective management, equitable management, ecological representativeness, connectivity
and integration into wider land- and seascapes, and other effective area-based conservation measures. He
also presented global, subregional and national data, as available, for each of these elements. To describe
the status of the above elements was very lengthy, therefore, for illustrative purposes, one element was
provided. For the quantitative aspects of Aichi Target 11, Mr. Gidda stated the global objective of securing
17 per cent of terrestrial areas and 10 per cent of coastal and marine areas as protected was close to being
reached as in 2015, globally, 14.7 per cent of land and 10.2 per cent of coastal and marine areas up to 200
nautical miles were protected. However, he also noted that simply achieving the coverage aspect of Aichi
Target 11 would not result in achieving the target overall as all of the different elements of the target had
to be simultaneously achieved. He further noted that obtaining quantitative information on many of these
other elements was difficult due to different interpretations by Parties and a lack of available data.
Regarding protected area coverage in Central and Eastern Europe, at the subregional level, Central
Europe had 21.3 per cent terrestrial and 0.1 per cent marine areas protected, and Eastern Europe had
12.0 per cent terrestrial and 1.1 per cent marine areas protected. Nationally, Slovenia had the most
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terrestrial areas protected in 2014 with 53.6 per cent, followed by Bulgaria with 40.5 per cent. For coastal
and marine areas, nationally in 2014, Slovenia had the most area protected with 100 per cent, followed by
Bosnia and Herzegovina with 16.5 per cent.

18. Mr. Gidda then introduced the participants to the group exercise on national assessment of the
status, gaps, and opportunities for each element of Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12. Participants were
invited to work on the country exercise taking into account the information that was previously gathered
through the questionnaire sent out to participants prior to the workshop. Participants were asked to
complete the assignment and submit it on the last day of the workshop. The outcomes of the exercise are
presented in annex I11.

ITEM3. CAPACITY-BUILDING, AWARENESS-RAISING AND INTEGRATION OF
RELEVANT ISSUES ON PROTECTED AREAS

A Governance and equity

19. Under this item, Ms. Jelena Perunicic of the Open Regional Fund for South-East Europe
Biodiversity (ORF BD) delivered a presentation on her organization and how it could help Central and
Eastern European countries in implementing biodiversity-related projects. The fund had been
commissioned by the German Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation and Development and covered
six countries: Albania; Bosnia and Herzegovina; the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia;
Montenegro; and Serbia. Ms. Perunicic then presented the regional challenges related to biodiversity and
the objective of ORF BD, which was that biodiversity institutions in South-East Europe increasingly used
regional cooperation for the implementation of the European Union Biodiversity Strategy 2020. She then
stated that the expected results included improving knowledge of actors in the region regarding the
economic values of biodiversity, improving competences of regional network partners regarding reporting
on biodiversity conservation, and initiating transboundary ecosystem management measures.
Ms. Perunicic then presented an example of a sub-project related to a regional network on biodiversity
information management and reporting, and presented its three components. Ms. Perunicic finished by
asking a few questions to the audience and sharing her contact information to receive their feedback.
Ms. Elvana Ramaj from Albania asked Ms. Perunicic how she foresaw cooperation between countries that
might have similar projects to avoid overlaps and create synergies. Ms. Perunicic responded that she
herself and her colleagues worked to make sure that the ORF BF projects were tuned in to the countries’
needs.

20. Following this presentation, Mrs. Barbara Lang of the Gesellschaft flr Internationale
Zusammenarbeit (GI1Z) delivered an introduction to governance of protected areas. She first explained
that the reason for discussin governance at the workshop was the expression “effectively and equitably
managed” contained in the text of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11. She then presented a general definition of
the term, emphasizing the key questions one should ask oneself when trying to assess the governance type
of a protected area: Who has influence? Who decides? Who is accountable? She then presented a
definition of “governance of protected areas” more specifically, and asked participants to try to view their
protected areas through the lens of governance. She presented the many differences between governance
and management, and stated that countries should aim not only to have effectively managed protected
areas but also protected areas with “good governance”.

21. Mrs. Lang then presented how the instauration of protected areas had changed throughout history,
from isolated protected areas, to conservation areas with buffer zones around them, to linear connections
between protected areas, and finally, to protected areas embedded in the landscape with different types
and intensities of resource use. She linked those changes with changes in governance of protected areas,
from protected areas as “blank spots” in the regional context, to protected areas as providers of services,
to protected areas expected to generate income via payment for ecosystem services, to integration into
regional development and protected areas “claimed” by local and regional stakeholders as part of their
development rights. She presented the history of international policy responses on governance of
protected areas, from the IUCN World Parks Congress in 2003, to the creation of POWPA in 2004, to the
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IUCN World Parks Congress in 2014. She summarized PoWPA’s Programme Element 2 related to
governance, participation, equity and benefits-sharing. However, even if much had been done about
governance of protected areas, POWPA implementation was particularly lagging on governance issues.
She then presented two key concepts related to governance of protected areas — namely diversity and
quality — and the different possible governance types of protected areas: governance by government;
shared governance; governance by private actors; and governance by indigenous peoples and local
communities. She concluded her presentation by discussing the different IUCN protected areas
management categories used to prepare the matrix participants were asked to complete during the
following exercise.

22, Following this, Mrs. Lang introduced the participants to the group exercise on governance.
Participants were split into four groups for information sharing and peer-to-peer exchange on information
about protected areas governance and were asked to complete the IUCN Protected Areas Governance
matrix.

23. After the group exercise, Mr. Trevor Sandwith of IJUCN delivered a presentation on going from
understanding to action with protected areas governance entitled “Governance quality for protected
areas”. He first stated that conservation around the world was changing in many ways, that it was a
movement that had been building up for years among different stakeholders and it had been enshrined in
international policy decisions. He then presented the needs for achieving conservation objectives, hamely
the need to take into account the capacities, concerns and engagement of society as a whole, the need to
pay more attention to the crucial ties between biological and cultural diversity, the need to allow
indigenous peoples and local communities to be empowered, the need for a fair sharing of the costs and
benefits of conserving biodiversity and managing natural resources in a sustainable way, and the need to
respect human rights and indigenous peoples’ rights. Mr. Sandwith then described the different principles
of “good governance”, namely legitimacy and voice, direction, performance, accountability, and fairness
and rights. He also presented the reasons to promote quality of governance of protected areas, hamely to
improve management effectiveness, to involve more stakeholders, to improve social acceptance, and to
improve equity. Mr. Sandwith additionally described the differences between governance assessment,
evaluation, and the action process, and presented the four phases for realizing them. He then explained
those phases, in detail, and provided tools for realizing a spatial analysis, a quality assessment, and an
evaluation of governance. He concluded his presentation by describing the possible results of an
assessment at the system level and the possible outcomes of a governance evaluation.

24. Following that presentation, Mr. Sandwith engaged participants in a discussion on governance of
protected areas by inviting them to share their experiences, and asking them the following questions:
Have you conducted an assessment of the governance of the whole system of protected areas in your
country? Are the provisions for good governance sufficient in your overall protected areas’ system? Have
you instituted legal reforms to address issues of governance? What are the opportunities to address issues
where there may be room to enhance the quality of governance? The delegation from Belarus raised the
issue that local communities usually started asking questions too late during the process of establishing a
protected area, and that communication between them and the government was usually not good.
Ms. Sandwith stated that it was important for people know, before the start of a project, what they would
benefit from the project. Mr. Elshan Majidov from Azerbaijan mentioned that there had been an
improvement in the management of protected areas in his country only when the laws had changed.
Mr. Boris Suliandziga from a Russian indigenous community presented an example of a protected area in
Russia that had representatives of indigenous communities on its board to facilitate sharing the
responsibilities related to governance. The delegation from Montenegro raised the issue that guidance was
sometimes only on paper and that governance of a protected area was often neglected, leading to
protected areas no longer being protected. In those cases, the State was usually accountable and only
public pressure on decision makers helped resolve the issue. Ms. Jelena Perunicic from Montenegro stated
that governments should make sure that the price of admission to a protected area was not too high in
order to make protected areas more popular.
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25. Mrs. Elmira Kachibekova from Kyrgyzstan then explained that, as the establishment of a
protected area usually meant taking something away from people, the government needed to offer some
sort of compensation to local communities in return. For example, in Kyrgyzstan, there was little
poaching or harvesting in protected areas where the Government offered local communities training in
local entrepreneurship, craft workshops and exhibitions, and small grants so that people could create
products and sell them to tourists. Mr. Khalilulla Sherimbetov from Uzbekistan also said that
Governments needed to offer alternatives to local communities and explain to them why a protected area
would be established. For example, in Uzbekistan, the Government had established a biosphere reserve
but had made sure first to provide an answer for every question the local communities might have in order
to be able to clearly explain to them the objectives of the project. Ms. Natasa Pjevic from Boshia and
Herzegovina stated that, in her country, local communities that did not agree with a protected area project
were involved in the creation of park management plans. They did not completely change their mind
about the project, but progress was made and the Government was focusing on a long-term relationship as
a means to assure the success of this project.

26. Following this discussion, Mr. Sandwith continued his presentation by stating that there were
many similarities between the different interventions from countries, mainly about the importance of the
participation of local communities in the decision-making processes and the importance of sharing
benefits with those communities. He also stated that it was quite easy to improve the governance of a
protected area in theory, but it was quite difficult in reality to put in place principles of good governance.
He finished his presentation by presenting briefly the difference between inclusion, equity, justice and
fairness, which included the first three terms. Equity was the term widely used by the Convention on
Biological Diversity and in the Sustainable Development Goals. Equity had three dimensions, namely
recognition, procedure and distribution, and a governance assessment would help in assessing the
dimension of recognition and procedure, while a social assessment would help in assessing the dimension
of distribution.

B. Transboundary protected areas

27. Under this item, Ms. Tatsiana Trafimovich of the Ministry of Natural Resources and
Environmental Protection of Belarus delivered a presentation entitled “Transboundary protected areas of
the Republic of Belarus”. Belarus had three agreements related to transboundary protected areas with
Latvia, Ukraine and Poland. Setting transboundary protected areas was a priority of the strategy of
Belarus related to protected areas. Ms. Trafimovich then presented briefly the content of those three
agreements, mostly joint management plans of transboundary protected areas and transboundary Ramsar
sites. She stated that, in Belarus, most of the areas that could be covered by a joint management plan had
already been included in bilateral and multilateral agreements. Ms. Trafimovich concluded by stating that
the participants were most welcome to ask questions of the delegation of Belarus because the members
had good experience in that matter.

C. Global Environment Facility funding, including the development of project
identification forms

28. Under this item, Mr. Sarat Babu Gidda engaged the audience in a presentation on the Global
Environment Facility (GEF). He began by discussing the history of GEF and what its individual or
national entitlements were. He discussed the structure of the GEF allocations, explaining that 32 per cent
or US$ 1.2 billion was allocated for biodiversity. He reviewed the information presented in the Aichi
Biodiversity Target 11 country dossiers regarding GEF funding allocation per country, and the categories
under which they could access funding. For the biodiversity allocation, he gave the breakdown of
entitlements for the System of Transparent Allocation of Resources (STAR), sustainable forest
management, and other allocations. A total of 6 out of 10 programmes for funding under GEF were
related to elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11. He discussed the amount to which each country was
entitled, what the funds could be used for, and how the funds could be accessed. He informed participants
that, in order to access funding, countries needed (a) to take into consideration national priorities through
a prioritization workshop, (b) to decide which funding allocations should be used and which
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implementing agency was best to approach, and (c) to develop the project identification form (PIF). He
stated some key take-home messages, including involvement in the revision of national biodiversity
strategies and action plans (NBSAPSs), ensuring that actions related to Aichi Targets 11 and 12 were
included in the revised strategies, contacting CBD and GEF operational focal points and the GEF
implementing agencies as per the decisions of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on
Biological Diversity at its eleventh meeting, becoming involved in prioritization workshops, submit
projects under STAR, and visit the GEF website.

ITEM4. INPUTSTO THE THIRTEENTH MEETING OF THE CONFERENCE OF
THE PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION

A. Identifying focused actions towards the achievement of priority elements of Aichi
Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12

29. Under this item, Mr. Sarat Babu Gidda delivered a presentation entitled “Priority actions”, in
which he recapitulated national commitments as per decision XI/24 of the Conference of the Parties and
summarized the process of formulating actions for the achievement of Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and
12. He stated that, in that process, country experts would look at existing national commitments for Aichi
Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12 to be achieved by 2020, as per their revised NBSAP, POWPA action plan
or other national protected area planning documents; they would also assess, through a matrix, the status
of commitments for current projects, such as bilaterally funded and GEF-5 projects, as they related to the
nine elements of the two targets. Then, country experts would determine if there was a gap between what
they committed to achieve by 2020 and what they had currently done in projects; and, lastly, given a gap,
they would evaluate opportunities and develop national priority actions to ensure the full implementation
of national commitments. These national priority actions should be undertaken in the next four years and
their implementation should improve the existing status of the elements of Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11
and 12 by 2020 at the national, regional or global levels.

30. Further, Mr. Gidda discussed the current situation in terms of the quantitative elements and
ecological regions coverage. Given the current status, he mentioned that what was needed to achieve
Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12 was already known. There was a need to explore what could be
achieved given the timeline and based on a clear understanding of the goal. He then emphasized the
importance of not repeating the past error of setting unrealistic targets, but, instead, setting clear goals and
actions given priorities and the time period for implementation. There was a tendency to seek quantitative
objectives, but, without quality, quantity had no meaning. Thus, both kinds of actions were needed. He
concluded by stating that once goals were set, a very sincere and focused attempt to reach them had to be
made.

31. Subsequently, participants were invited to complete their priority actions list, with the support of
their colleagues through peer-to-peer exchange of information. On the last day of the workshop, in a
session moderated by Mr. Trevor Sandwith of IUCN and Mrs. Barbara Lang of GlZ, each country
presented briefly one or two of their priority actions. The outcomes of this exercise are presented in
annex I11.

B. Discussion on needs for achieving Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12

32. Under this item, Mr. Trevor Sandwith of IUCN facilitated a group exercise and discussion on
formulating practical elements for a decision of the Conference of the Parties at its thirteenth meeting that
would help in achieving Aichi Biodiversity Targets 11 and 12. The outcome of that exercise is presented
in annex IV.

ITEM5. CLOSURE OF THE MEETING

Under this item, Mr. Sarat Babu Gidda delivered closing remarks. Ms. Natalya Minchenko, Chair of the
workshop, gave a summary of the workshop. Lastly, a workshop evaluation was carried out. The
workshop was closed at 12:20 p.m. on Thursday, 16 June 2016, and a field trip took place on 17 June
2016.
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LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

Albania

1. Ms. Elvana Ramaj
Head of Biodiversity Unit
Biodiversity and Protected Areas Directorate
Ministry of Environment
E-mail: elvana.ramaj@moe.gov.al

2. Mr. Spartak Koci
Protected Area Manager
Protection and Preservation of Natural Environment in Albania
E-mail: s.koci@ppnea.org

3. Mrs. Ermira Kocu
Project Manager ORF BD Transboundary Ecosystems
E-mail: ermira.kocu@giz.de

4. Mr. Luan Dervishej
National Coordinator
CABRA Project
E-mail: luan.dervishej@gqiz.de

5. Mrs. Adriana Petri
Director
Management Department
National Agency of Protected Areas
E-mail: adriana.petri@akzm.gov.al

Azerbaijan
6. Mr. Elshan Majidov
Head Advisor

Department of Protection of Biodiversity
Ministry of Ecology and Natural Resources
E-mail: allahverdiyev.r@yandex.ru

Belarus

7. Mr. Igor Kachanovsky
Deputy Minister of Natural Resources and Environmental Protection of Belarus

8. Ms. Natalya Minchenko
Head, Department of Biological and Landscape Diversity
Ministry of Natural Resources and Environmental Protection of Belarus
E-mail: n_minchenko@tut.by
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9. Ms. Tatsiana Trafimovich
Head of Land and Landscapes Division
Ministry of Natural Resources and Environmental Protection of Belarus

E-mail: tmatsur@tut.by

10. Ms. Elena Shushkova
State Scientific and Production Amalgamation
Scientific and Practical Center for Bioresources

11. Mr. Oleg Borodin
Director General
State Scientific and Production Amalgamation
Scientific and Practical Center for Bioresources
E-mail: borodinoi_zoo@mail.ru

12. Mr. Mikhail Maksimenkov
State Scientific and Production Amalgamation
Scientific and Practical Center for Bioresources
E-mail: maksimenkovm@gmail.com

Bosnia and Herzegovina

13. Ms. Natasa Pjevic
Head, Department for Planning and Analysis
National Park Kozara
E-mail: pjevic.natasa@npkozara.com

14, Mr. Haris Hadzihajdarevié¢
National Park Una
E-mail: jp.np.una@gmail.com

15. Mr. Dejan Radosevic
Republic Institute for Protection of Cultural, Historical and Natural Heritage (Banja Luka)
E-mail: D.Radosevic@Kkipn.vladars.net

Georgia

16. Ms. Teona Karchava
Chief Specialist
Biodiversity Protection Service
Ministry of Environment and Natural Resources Protection
E-mail: t.karchava@moe.gov.ge; teonakarchava@yahoo.com

Kyrgyzstan

17. Mrs. Elmira Kachibekova
Chief Specialist
Department of Forest Ecosystems and Protected Areas
State Environmental Protection Agency and Forestry
E-mail: kachibekova-ela@mail.ru
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Malta

18.
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Mr. Matthew Grima Connell

Environment Protection Officer

Biodiversity Unit, Environment and Resources Authority
E-mail: matthew.grima-connell@era.org.mt

Montenegro

19.

20.

21.

Poland

22.

Ms. Gordana Kasom

Senior Advisor

Department for Nature Protection, Analysis, Monitoring and Reporting
Environmental Protection Agency

E-mail: gordana.kasom@epa.org.me

Mr. Mirko Jovicevic
Montenegrin Ecological Society
E-mail: mirko.jovicevic@icloud.com

Ms. Jelena Perunicic

Senior Country Coordinator

Deputy-Project Manager ORF BD

Biodiversity Information Management Reporting and CSBL Country Coordinator/Component
Manager

E-mail: jelena.perunicic@giz.de

Mr. Lukasz Rejt

Head of Unit

Nature Management Department

General Directorate for Environmental Protection
E-mail: lukasz.rejt@gdos.gov.pl

Republic of Moldova

23.

Mrs. Lilia Eladii

Advisory Officer

Natural Resources and Biodiversity Department
Ministry of Environment

E-mail: eladii@mediu.gov.md; liliaeladii@yahoo.com

Russian Federation

24.

Mr. Vladimir Krever
National Coordinator
World Wildlife Fund
E-mail: vkrever@wwf.ru



mailto:matthew.grima-connell@era.org.mt
mailto:gordana.kasom@epa.org.me
mailto:mirko.jovicevic@icloud.com
mailto:jelena.perunicic@giz.de
mailto:lukasz.rejt@gdos.gov.pl
mailto:liliaeladii@yahoo.com
mailto:vkrever@wwf.ru

UNEP/CBD/PAWS/2016/2/3

Page 12

Serbia

25.

26.

Ms. Snezana Prokic

Head, Ecological Network and Appropriate Assessment Division
Ministry of Agriculture and Environmental Protection

E-mail: snezana.prokic@eko.minpolj.gov.rs

Ms. Milka Gvozdenovic
Young Researchers of Serbia
E-mail: milka@mis.org.rs

Slovakia

27.

28.

Ms. Tereza Thompson

Head, International Cooperation Unit

Department of Environmental Education and International Cooperation
State Nature Conservancy

E-mail: tereza.thompson@sopsr.sk

Ms. Natalia Kubicova

International Treaties Coordinator

Department of Environmental Education and International Cooperation
State Nature Conservancy

E-mail: natalia.kubicova@sopsr.sk

The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia

29. Ms. Robertina Brajanoska
Member of Macedonian Ecological Society
E-mail: brajanoska@mes.org.mk

Ukraine

30. Dr. Volodymyr Domashlinets
Head of Fauna Protection Division
Directorate of Natural Resources Protection
Ministry of Ecology and Natural Resources
E-mail: vdomashlinets@yahoo.com; domashlinets@menr.gov.ua

Uzbekistan

31. Mr. Khalilulla Sherimbetov

Head, Department of the Protected Nature Areas

Republican Inspection on Rational Use of Fauna and Flore

State Committee for Nature Protection

E-mail: x.sherimbetov@uznature.uz; kh.sherimbetov@gmail.com
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International Law Commission

32.

33.

Ms. Milana Sapelnikova, ILC representative — Russian Federation
Representative of Saami Indigenous Peoples

Center for Support of Indigenous Peoples of the North

E-mail: milanochka2483@mail.ru

Mr. Boris Suliandziga, ILC representative — Russian Federation
Representative of Udege Indigenous Peoples

Center for Support of Indigenous Peoples of the North

E-mail: sulyandziga.boris@yandex.ru

International Union for Conservation of Nature

34.

35.

Mr. Trevor Sandwith

Director

Global Protected Areas

E-mail: trevor.sandwith@iucn.org

Ms. Natasha Ali

Programme Officer

Knowledge Product and Policy Support
E-mail: natasha.ali@iucn.org

United Nations Environment Programme — World Conservation Monitoring Centre

36.

Mr. Brian MacSharry

Senior Programme Officer

Protected Areas Programme

E-mail: brian.macsharry@unep-wcmc-org

Deutsche Gesellschaft fir Internationale Zusammenarbeit

37.

Mrs. Barbara Lang

Programme Implementing the Biodiversity Convention
Division G300 Climate Change, Environment and Infrastructure
E-mail: barbara.lang@qiz.de

BirdLife International

38.

Mr. Wouter Langhout
European Union Nature Policy Officer
E-mail: wouter.langhout@birdlife.org

Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity

39.

Ms. Alice-Anne Simard

Individual Contractor

Conservation and Sustainable Use Unit
Scientific and Policy Support Division
E-mail: alice-anne.simard@chbd.int
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40.

Mr. Sarat Babu Gidda

Programme Officer

Conservation and Sustainable Use Unit
Scientific and Policy Support Division
E-mail: sarat.gidda@cbd.int
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Annex 11
ORGANIZATION OF WORK
Time Tuesday, 14 June Wednesday, 15 June Thursday, 16 June Friday, 17 June
9-10:30 a.m. OPENING OF THE MEETING Recap of previous day Recap of previous day Field trip

e  Welcome remarks

e Election of chair

e Adoption of the agenda and
organization of work

e Introduction to the workshop,
SCBD

GOVERNANCE AND EQUITY
Presentations
o Regional overview — GIZ
e |LC perspectives

FOCUSED ACTIONS FOR
IMPLEMENTATION
Group work
Identification of actions

Group work
e Press conference
10:30 — 10:45 a.m. Break Break Break
10:45a.m. - Presentations GOVERNANCE AND EQUITY | Report back
12:30 p.m. e Promise of Sydney, IUCN Group work continued Each country will present one
e WDPA and Protected Planet, action
UNEP-WCMC Report back
e BirdLife International Report for each subregional group
12:30 - 1:30 p.m. Lunch Lunch Lunch
1:30-3 p.m. STATUS OF TARGETS PEACE AND BIODIVERSITY INPUTS TO COP 13
Presentations INITIATIVE Group work
e  Sub-regional analysis of Target | Presentations e Discussion on needs for
11, SCBD ¢ Regional and global overview achieving Targets 11 and
e Red List of Threatened Species 12
and Sub-regional analysis of
Target 12, IUCN
3-3:15 p.m. Break Break Break
3:15-5p.m. STATUS OF TARGETS FOCUSED ACTIONS FOR CLOSURE OF THE
Group work IMPLEMENTATION MEETING

e  Status, gaps and opportunities
for Targets 11 and 12

Report back
Report for each subregional group

Presentations

e NBSAPs and the Post-2015
development agenda

e GEF-6 funding

e Closing the gap for
commitments: Actions

Final remarks
Adoption of the workshop
report

Workshop evaluation
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Annex |11

ORIGINAL: ENGLISH/RUSSIAN

DRAFT COUNTRY TABLES OF THE STATUS, GAPS AND OPPORTUNITIES AND IDENTIFIED DRAFT NATIONAL PRIORITY
ACTIONS FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE ELEMENTS OF AICHI BIODIVERSITY TARGETS 11 AND 12
IN THE NEXT FOUR YEARS

1. Albania

Element of Targets 11 and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priority Actions

Quantitative elements:
terrestrial and marine

Terrestrial 16,61 %
Marine 2,5 %

MPASs coverage low

PoWPA action plan included in
the updated and revised
NBSAP

Designation of new MPAs

Ecological representativeness

Results of the report
prepared in the
framework of the NBSAP
updated are included in
this strategic document for
the country

System not completed at the
country level

Use research data and data
coming from PAs
administration to draw up the
national network

Coordination of the work in the context
of nature projects in Albania, in order
be able to have a full picture for the
whole territory of the country

Areas important for
biodiversity

Areas important for ecosystem
services

IBAs identified and
designated in 2011

Selected National Parks
identified for ecosystem
services provided

The study of 10 years ago
needs to be updated

A comprehensive study for
the country to be carried out

Natura 2000 process, just
started in the country, can be
used

Implementation of
Management Plans

KBA list to be compiled for the country

Management effectiveness
assessment(s)

Improvement(s)

First assessment using
RAPPAM in 2014-2015

A complete assessment
using METT tool in late
2015 and early 2016
(56 PAs assessed)

Not all PAs included in the
first round

As the first complete
assessment PA managers
may be biased in their
evaluation

IPA Natura 2000 in the country
will continue to support the
process for the next 3 years

Yearly assessment to be carried
out under the auspices of the
national Agency of Protected
Areas

(NAPA)

Ensuring management effectiveness of
Protected Areas through the
implementation of Management Plans
(already elaborated and approved) that
will contribute to the conservation of
species and habitats, by piloting
governance and equity actions, and with
the involvement of local governments
and communities
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Element of Targets 11 and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priority Actions

Governance and equity

At early stages

Introduction of the concept
as a large scale

New law ‘On protected areas’
currently being drafted, to be
used

Awareness raising of the local
governments and communities on this
issue

Connectivity and corridors

Preliminary study
compiled

Study does not contain

details for the whole country

IPA project to support the
process

Elaboration of the National Ecological
Network

Integration into wider land and
seascapes

Revised NBSAP to 2020,
approved by Government
in January 2016, includes
the concept and objectives
at the national level

Lack of experience in the
implementation of the idea
especially for the seascapes

GEF UNDP project on MPA
has planned to support the
implementation of measures on
pilot basis

Training workshops to built capacities
on the topic and implementation of pilot
actions in practice to showcase the
benefit

Other effective area based
conservation measures

Pilot actions implemented
mainly in the course of
several donors’ projects
running in the country

Relatively new topic in
terms of concrete measures
in the ground

GEF UNDP new project on
financial mechanisms of PAs
expected to start in late 2016, to
contribute for this kind of
initiative

Pilot actions to be carried out and later
replicated in other areas

Extinction of known
threatened species is prevented

No extinction notified in
the last 15 years

Need to update the
information by revising the

status of red listed fauna and

flora species of Albania

GEF UNDP EIMS project
2015-2019 planned to support
this process

Comprehensive revised data on fauna
and flora species through new research
land data collection in the field to be
carried out

Conservation status of species
in declined is improved

First Red List of Albanian
fauna and flora, compiled
in 2007, updated and
revised in 2013

Data on some species still
not complete

Research projects carried out
by the Universities and
specialized NGOs

New research and field work on specific
species need to be revised




UNEP/CBD/PAWS/2016/2/3

Page 18

2. Azerbaijan

JJIeMeHT HeJieBbIX
3agav 11 u 12

ITosokenne nena

Ipobensnt

Bo3moskHOCTH

KomnuectBeHHBIE B nacrosmiee Bpemst 1Sl moep KaHUs 3,7% 14%
JJIEMEHTHI: Ha3eMHbIe U | OHopa3HooOpa3us B peciyOinke A3epOaiipkan [Tnanupyercs co3naTh
MOpCKHE 00pa3oBaHbl ¥ (YHKIHOHUPYET CETh 0CO00 1.3araranckuii TpaHCTPAaHUYHBINA OHOC(EPHBII
OXpaHsAeMBIX MPUPOIHBIX Tepputopuit (OOIIT) pesepBar;
o6mei wromanpo 892 546,49 ra wim 10,3 % or 2. I'p3put- arajpkckuit [IpuOpesxHbIit
TUTOIIAH PECITy OIHKH. Hanumonanusrii [Tapk
DKojoruyeckas 100 % 0 100%
peUpE3EHTaTUBHOCTD

Paiionsl, nMmeronine
Ba)KHOE 3HAYCHUE JIIIS
O6uopa3Hoobpasus
Paiionsl, nmeroine
Ba)XKHOE 3HAYCHUE JIJIS
SKOCUCTEMHBIX YCIIYT

B nacrosmiee Bpems cymecTtByeT 2 Pamcapckue
YTOJIUM:
1 HalMOHANILHBIN MapK, | 3amoBeTHUK

Baxhble 5 oxpaHsIeMbIX OPHUTOJIOTHUECKUX
TEPPUTOPUI

He oxBaueHbI Bce OPHUTOJIOTUMYECKHUE
TEPPUTOPHU U OTCYTCTBYIOT HAHHBIC 11O HUM

Co3gaHne HOBOTO BOIHO-
0O0JIOTHOTO HAIIHOHAJILHOI'O
napka npubpexbs Kacmust

Onenka s¢dextrBHOCTH | OrieHka 3(h(HEeKTUBHOCTH YIIPaBIEHHS IPUMEPHO 20 % 80 %
yIpaBleHUs 60%
Vayuiienus
40% 60 %
He nms Becex OOIIT wery 3¢ dexruBrue [Imanbt
Ynpasienue
PykoBoacteo u Heo06xo0a1uMo BHECTH U3MEHEHHE B 3aK0H 00 30%

CIIpaBE€AJINBOCTH

OOIIT;
Heo6xonnmo pa3paboTaTts JOKyMEHT O TOPSIKE
MPE0CTaBIICHHs 3eMeJIb HAIIMOHATBHBIX MapKOB

B MIOJIb30BAHNE B COOTBETCTBUH C 3aKOHOM
OOIIT

CBSI3HOCTB U KOPUIOPHI

Pa3pa6aTLIBaeTc>1 HallMOHaJIbHAas 3KOJIOrH4eCKast
CCTh

He yTBepxneHna cetb

[TnanupyeTcs K yTBEPKICHUIO B
2018 r

Bxittouenue B 6onee
HINPOKUE HA3EMHBIC 1
MOpPCKHE JIaHIa(ThI

[Tnanupyetcs co3nath npu 6aze ['bI3buI-
arajpKCKoro 3anoBeanuka [IpuOpexHbIid

Harnuonanusrii [Tapk Ha TepuutoptT 60see 100 000

rCKTapa

IToxa He yTBepxkaeHa

[TnanupyeTcs K yTBEPKICHUIO B
2018
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JIEMEHT IeJeBbIX
3agag 11 u 12

ITono:kenue aena

IIpodenl

Bo3mokHOCTH

Hpyrue 3¢ dexrnBHBIC
MIPUPOJO0XPAHHBIE
MeEpBI Ha TIOPaiiOHHOM
OCHOBE

Co3zpnats ITnan JleiicTBue 1o BocTaHABICHUE
HCYE3aI0NINX BUIOB (QJIOPHI U (hayHBI M peaar30BaT
MIPOEKTHI TI0 PEUHTPOTYKIIN

B nanHO¥ MOMEHT npoeKT
Ha4wiIcs U paboTaer

IIpenoTBpamenue
HACUYE3HOBEHUS
HU3BECTHBIX YIPOKAEMBIX
BHUJIOB

Ko-Bo BumoB 2
st 2

[Tnans! ynpaBieHUs BUIaMH He pa3paboTaHbl

Bbynyt paspadorans! [T1Y ns 4
BUJIOB

VYiyuuieHue craryca
COXPaHHOCTH BUJIOB C
COKpallaromencs
YUCIIEHHOCTBIO

3. Belarus

Ne
n/n

Meponpusitust

CpOKH HCIOJTHCHHUSA

OTBeTCTBEHHbIE

1. Oobecrnieuenne peaM3annuy CXEMbl PallMOHAIBHOTO Pa3MeIleH s 0c000
OXPaHSIEMBIX IPUPOTHBIX TEPPUTOPHI pecITyOIIMKaHCKOTO 3HaUeHus 10 |
saHBaps 2025 r., yTBepkIeHHON noctaHoBineHrneM CoBeTa MUHUCTPOB
Pecrry6muku bemapycs ot 2 urornst 2014 1. Ne 649, 1 pernoHaIbHBIX CXeMaM
PanMOHAIBFHOTO PAa3MEIICHNS 0CO00 OXPAHIEMBIX MPUPOIHBIX TEPPUTOPHIA
MECTHOTO 3HA4EHHS

2016-2020

MUHITPUPO/BI, YIIPABJIEHUE
JAEJIAMU NPE3UJEHTA
PECITYBJIMKU BEJIAPYCb,
OBJINCITIOJIKOMBI

2. Pa3paboTka u peanu3aiys IIaHOB YIPaBICHHUS 3aKa3HUKAMH 2016-2020 MuHIecx03, 00JIUCIIONKOMbI, MUHITPUPO/IbI
pecnyOnrKaHcKoro 3HaueHus «JIyHuHCckui», «Ko3psHckuit», « CHHbIIAY,
«Jlonroey, «KopsiTeHcknit Mox», «Puany, «JIunmnyanckas mymay, «O3epb»,
«Copouanckue o3epa», «Boiapunay, «J{Henpo-Coxckuity, « CMBIUOK,
«CensBa»
3. Pa3paboTka 1 yTBEepiKACHHE HAIMOHATBHOW KOJIOTHUECKOI ceTn 2016-2017 MUHIIPUPO/IBI
4, Oo6msBnenne 6nochepuoro peseppara «I[Ipumsarckoe Ioxecse» 2016 I'omensckuit u bpecTcknit 0OIUCTIONKOMBI
5. Co3aHue TpaHCTPaHHUYHBIX MPUPOAOOXPAHHBIX TEPPUTOPHIA «OJIbMaHCKHUE 2016-2017 MUHIIPUPO/IBI
6onora - [Tepedponb» (benapych - YkpanuHa) u «AyTHIIKUAC - BUielTen
(benapycs - JIutBa)
6. [TpoBenenue paboT Mo BKIIIOYSHHUIO IPUPOHBIX TeppUTOpHii PecriyOnnku 2016-2020 MUHIPHUPOIBI

benapyce B U3ympyHy10 ceTh, CO31aBaEMYIO B paMKax peajiu3aluu
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Ne Meponpusitus Cpoxu ncnoTHeHUst OTBeTCTBEHHBIE
n/n
KonBeHuuu 06 oxpane nukoil GpayHsl U (QIOpHI U IPUPOIHBIX CPEl OOUTAHUS
B EBporne
7. Benenue peectpa 0cob60 oxpaHsIeMbIX TPUPOTHBIX TeppUTOpHid Pecryomuku 2016-2020 MUHIPUPOIBI
benapycs
8. [oBpimenne kBanupuKanuu pykopoantenen u padorankos ['TIY, 2016, 2018, 2020 MuHNIpupo sl
ocymectaistitomux ynpasneHue OOIIT, paboTHHKOB TeppUTOPHANTBEHBIX
OpraHoB MUHIIPHPOIEI
9. Cosnanue vHa OOIIT BU3UT-LIEHTPOB, pa3paboTka 1 00ycTpoicTBO «3enenbix | 2016-2020 VYnpasnenue nenamu [Ipesunenta
MapIIpyTOB», B TOM YHCJIE SKOJIOTUUECKUX TPOII, & TAK)KE COMYTCTBYFOLICH Pecniy6nuku Benapyce, 00IHCIIONKOMBI
HHPACTPYKTYPBI
10. | IlomroroBka, N3AaHUE U paclpOCTPaHEHUE Ty TEBOANTENEH, KapT, MAMSTOK, 2016-2020 VYnpasnenue aenamu Ilpesnaenra
OYKJIETOB U JPYTUX peKiaMHO-HH(popMaIrmoHHbx MaTepuaios 06 OOIIT Pecnry6nuku benapych, 06I1CTIONKOMBI
11. | IIpoBenenue KoH(pEepeHNNiT, CEMUHAPOB, KPYTIJIBIX CTOJIOB, (hecTrBaeil mo 2016-2020 Munnpuponst, HAH benapycu, Ynpasnenue
BOTIPOCY COXPaHEHHsI OMOIOTHIECKOTO H JaHIMA(THOTO pa3HOo0Opa3ust nemamu [Ipesunenta Pecnyonuku benapycs,
00JINCTIONIKOMBI
12. | Co3nmanue u obecnieyenne GyHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS IKOJIOTHUYECKUX [IEHTPOB HA 2016-2020 VYnpasnenue nenamu [Ipe3ugenrta
OOIIT PecnyOnuku Benapych, 00JIUCIIONKOMBI
13. | IIposenenue Ha OOIIT MeponpHUITHI IO PACUUCTKE OT IPEBECHO- 2016-2020 VYnpasienue nenamu [Ipesunenta
KyCTapHUKOBOW PacTUTEIBHOCTH U TPOCTHHKA YYaCTKOB IKOJIOTHUECKHX PecniyOnuku benapych, 00IUCIIONKOMBI
CHCTEM (JTyTOB, HU3HHHBIX 0OJIOT, OCTPOBOB) B COOTBETCTBUH C TUIaHAMH
ynpasiesuss OOIIT
14. | W3roroBneHne U yCTaHOBKA HCKYCCTBEHHBIX THE3I0BHUH /IS IITHL], 2016-2020 VYnpasnenue nenamu [Ipesunenta
OTHOCSIIUXCS K BUIAM JJUKHX )KUBOTHBIX, BKIIOYEHHBIM B KpacHyto KHUTY Pecny6nuku Benapych, 00IHCIIONKOMBI
Pecnybsimku benapych, Ha 0c000 0XpaHseMbIX IPUPOIHBIX TEPPUTOPHUIX
15. | BrisiBieHHMe peAKHX OMOTOIOB U Mepeaada ux 1o OXpaHy MOJIb30BaTeNsIM 2016-2020 HAH Benapycu, TepputopuanbHble OpraHbl
3eMEeIbHBIX YYAaCTKOB M (WJIN) BOJHBIX 00BEKTOB Ha IUIomany He mexnee 100 MuHIprpos!
TBIC. Ta
16. | BrisBieHue MecT OOMTAHUS AUKNX )KUBOTHBIX M IIPOU3PACTAHUS 2016-2020 HAH Bbenapycu, 00611CHoNKOMBI,
JUKOPACTYIINX PAaCTCHNH, OTHOCSIIMXCS K BUIaM, BKIIIOYeHHBIM B KpacHyro TEPPUTOPHANIEHBIE OpTaHbl MUHIIPUPOIBI
kuury PecriyOnuku Benapyce, 1 n nepeaya ux mojx oXpaHy IOJIb30BaTENSIM
3eMeJbHBIX YYaCTKOB H (WJIM) BOZHBIX 00BEKTOB
17. | Pa3paboTtka u peanu3salys MEPOIPHUSITHI [0 CTAOMIN3AIMY U YBETUICHHUIO 2016-2020 HAH benapycu, MUHITPUPO/IBL,
YHCJIEHHOCTH BHJIOB MTHILI, HAXOASIINXCS MOJ YTPO30i TI100aNbHOr0O O0JIHCIIOJIKOMBI
MCUEe3HOBEHUs (OOJIBILION TTOIOPIINK, BEPTIISABAs KAMBILIEBKA, Tyelb,
6011110} BEpETEHHHUK)
18. | Peanuzanus He MeHee 20 MJIaHOB JEHCTBUIN 1O COXPAHEHHIO IMKUX 2016-2020 O0JMCIONKOMBI, TOCY/IapCTBEHHbIE

JKMBOTHBIX U AUKOPACTYHINUX paCTeHHﬁ, OTHOCAIIMXCA K BUJaM, BKIIFOUCHHBIM

MMPUPOJO0OXPAHHBIC YUPCIKIACHUSA,
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Ne Meponpusitus Cpoxu ncnoTHeHUst OTBeTCTBEHHbIE
n/n
B Kpacnyto kaury Pecniy6nuku benapych ocymectristonue ynpasienue OOIIT, HAH
benapycu
19. | BoccraHnoBneHue He MeHee 2 MOMYJISIUI BUIOB TUKUX KUBOTHBIX U 2016-2020 HAH Bbenapycu, Munnpupoms!,
JUKOPACTyIINX PAaCTeHNH, OTHOCSIIMXCS K BUIaM, BKIIIOYeHHBIM B KpacHyro 00JINCTIONKOMBI
kuury Pecrry6nuku benapych, 4uciIeHHOCTh KOTOPBIX UMEET TEHICHITHIO K
CHIDKEHHIO
20. | OcymecTBieHHEe MOHUTOPHHIA )KUBOTHOTO U PACTUTEIBHOIO MHPA, 2016-2020 HAH Bbenapycu, rocyaapcTBeHHbIE
KOMITJIEKCHOT'O MOHUTOPHHTa KoJlorndeckux cucreM Ha OOIIT MIPUPOJIOOXPAHHBIE YIPESIKACHHS,
ocymectsistrone ynpasienue OOIIT, HAH
Benapycu

HavansHuK oTIena 3emens 1 JaHamadToB

4. Bosnhia and Herzegovina

T.®. TpadpumoBrg

Element of Targets 11
and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Focused Actions

Quantitative elements:
terrestrial and marine

27 officially protected areas
or 2 % of the country
(101,315 ha).

Inventory of species diversity
in B&H not completed
(Research on flora and fauna
has not been conducted

fully).

Planned areas are not
officially protected. Reason:
lack of financial and capacity
resources.

There are no categories of
vulnerability in the Red List
of RS (Red List has not been
finalized).

To place under protection
planned areas according to
the Spatial Plans and
strategies of the entities.

Complete the inventory of
flora, fauna and fungi in BiH.

Legal enactments for establishment of
planned protected areas.

Completion of inventory of flora, fauna and
fungi and creation of a database.
Completion of the Red List of the RS.

Ecological representation

2 ecological regions (Dinaric
Mountains mixed forests,
Pannonian mixed forests) are
priority candidate sites for
further protection as they
cover more than 30% of
Bosnia and Herzegovina

Their protection in Bosnia
and Herzegovina is less than
10%.

There are no protected areas
within marine ecological
region.

A number of projects related
to biodiversity protection
have been implemented. The
implementation of these
projects has enhanced
ecosystems and habitats.

Conduct the inventory of ecosystems and
types of habitats in Bosnia and
Herzegovina.

It is needed to ensure financial resources in
order to implement strategy and action plans
for biodiversity protection.




UNEP/CBD/PAWS/2016/2/3

Page 22

Element of Targets 11
and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Focused Actions

surface.

1 ecological region (Adriatic
Sea). 4 important biodiversity
areas.

Areas important for
biodiversity

Areas important for
ecosystem services

Some of the important sites
for biodiversity conservation
in Bosnia and Herzegovina
are: Hutovo Blato (Ramsar
and Important Bird Area Site,
UNESCO Site), Livanjsko
Polje (Ramsar Site), Bardaca
(Ramsar and Important Bird
Area Site) and Boracko
jezero (Important Bird Site).

The system of the protection
monitoring and sustainable
use not fully implemented
due to the lack of financial
resources and management
plans.

Ecosystem services have so
far not been mapped or
evaluated in BIH nor are
human or technical capacities
for mapping and evaluation
of ecosystem services
sufficient at relevant
institutions.

There is a need to develop
and implement
methodologies for achieving
permanent monitoring related
to state and changes in AIB
and their surroundings. The
top priority should be given
to the development of the
information system as the key
tool for effective monitoring
and objective insight in the
state of natural heritage.

Completion of status analysis
of ecosystem services.

Defining of the governance type and
creation of management plans and other
legal acts and documents.

In order to increase the percentage of these
areas it is needed to identify potential areas
according to existing criteria.

Conduct research and single out group of
ecosystems that provide essential services
and make an assessment of the state of such
ecosystems.

Management
effectiveness
assessment(s)

Improvement(s)

Not applied.

Management and spatial
plans for some protected
areas have been done.

Lack of technical and
financial resources.

Not all protected areas have
management and spatial
plans.

To develop methodologies
according to international
standards for management
effectiveness assessment in
protected areas.

Management and spatial
plans in accordance with EU
criteria and standards.

To conduct management effectiveness
assessment.

To develop management and spatial plans
for remaining protected areas.
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Element of Targets 11
and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Focused Actions

Governance and equity

All protected areas are under
the government supervision
according to the legal acts
related to nature protection.

Local communities are
partially involved in decision
making process.

Local communities to be
more involved in decision
making process and to give
them an opportunity to
suggest and establish new
protected areas according to
legal acts.

Ministries in charge need to encourage and
initiate local communities to develop nature
conservation plans according to the laws on
nature protection, and to establish new
protected areas.

Connectivity and
corridors

Ecological networks are not
designated.

The Natura 2000 Regulation
was passed.

122 potential Natura 2000
sites have been proposed.

Adapt proposed Natura 2000 sites and
establish the ecological network in
accordance with the laws on nature
protection.

Integration into wider
land and seascapes

4 areas designated as IBA
(two of them are Ramsar
sites).

5 cross-border cooperation
areas were identified.

The concept and initiatives
are not adequately practised
due to the limited resources.

The National Environmental
Action Plan, the Spatial Plan
of BIH and the Medium-term
Development Strategy all
recommend the enlargement
of the territories of protected
areas.

Identified cross-border areas need to be
established. Also, planned protected areas in
BIH need to be designated.

Other effective area-based
conservation measures

Certification of forests in
BIH is in progress.

Extinction of known
threatened species is
prevented

The Red List in FBIH exists,
but the Red List in RS does
not exist. Action plans for
species protection do not
exist. Monitoring and
inventory of flora, fauna and
fungi has not been conducted.

Red List in FBIH needs to be
updated. The Red List in RS
needs to be defined as well as
categories according to IUCN
criteria. Action plans for
particular threatened species
need to be develop.

Forest and Mountain
Protected Areas Project,
funded by GEF, was
implemented and within this
project the taxonomic and
geographic evaluation of
flora and fauna species was
conducted in order to create
the Red Lists. There is a need
to continue with these
activities using the obtained
data.

Updating and completion of the existing red
lists, conducting research according to the
parameters for assessment of vulnerability
and eventually providing the measures for
the conservation of endangered species.
Based on the results of identification of
endangered species and their localities and
measures to protect these species the expert
team should prescribe the action plans for
protection and develop red lists.

Conservation status of
species in decline is
improved

There is no monitoring

programme for conservation
status of species and there is
no data of population trends.

There is a need to conduct flora and fauna
research and to develop a monitoring
programme and indicators to be used for
monitoring of population trends in order to
propose adequate conservation measures.
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5. Estonia

Element of Targets 11
and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priority Actions

Quantitative elements:
terrestrial and marine

Terrestrial 18.5 %
Marine 27 %

Open sea protected
areas coverage
modest.

PoWPA!action plan
included in the updated
and revised NBSAP?

Revision of protection rules (including
borders) to ensure the appropriate protection.

Ecological
representation

Several studies have been carried out to
define the representative areas for

habitats as well as for protected species.

Further studies are
needed to insure the
best representation,
as well as
appropriate
protection measures
on wider landscape.

Continuation of studies
and integration of best
practises also outside the
protected areas network.

Ensuring the quality of environmental impact
assessments and comprehensive planning in
and also outside of protected areas.

Areas important for
biodiversity

Areas important for

Network of protected areas in place.
Most of it is in Natura 2000 network,®
which also includes all the IBA areas.

IBAs* (64) identified and designated in
1,257,710 ha.

Compilation of area based as well as
habitat based (e.g. mires) management
plans for protected areas.

Water bodies important for drinking
water have suitable protection.

Many areas important for ecosystem
services are also covered by protected
areas (e.g mires).

Not all the
important areas can
be taken under
protection and thus
not all of them can
have the
appropriate
management. The
pressures on two
IBA areas need to
be dealt with.

Mapping and conservation
of threatened marine
habitats, assessing the state
of unstudied habitats,
assessing the ecological
connectivity between the
habitats, putting place the
proper conservation
measures etc.

Outcome of the ecosystem
services studies should be
integrated into decision

Implementation of management plans.

Quantitative targets are set for achieving
favourable conservation status of different
habitats, e.g. managing and restoration of
semi-natural habitats, granting the protection
of typologically representative forest habitats,
restoration of threatened mires, restoration of
natural river habitats and spawning grounds.

Finalize the study of ecosystem services on
state level (2016-2023).

! Programme of work of protected areas of CBD
2 NBSAP — National Biodiveristy Strategy and Action Plan in Estinia: Nature Conservation Development Plan (2013)
® Natura 2000 network — Network of protected areas of the European Union.

* IBA — important bird area.
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Element of Targets 11
and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priority Actions

ecosystem services

Not all the
ecosystems have
not been studied
from the point of
view of ecosystem
services.

making process.

Management
effectiveness
assessment(s)

Improvement(s)

Management effectiveness assessments
with METT (Management Effectiveness
Tracking Tool) 2011-2013 covered 52%
of protected areas territory.

According to the EU Habitat and Bird
Directives report (2013) 53% of the
habitat types of the EU importance are in
a favourable status. This is well above
the EU average.

Management
effectiveness was
higher in national
parks. Planning
component has
higher scores than
implementation
component.

Repeated assessments will
be needed in coming years
to monitor progress made
in management
effectiveness. More
resources are needed for
implementation of
management plans.

Implementation of management plans.
Improve processes, prioritization of
management activities.

Governance and equity

All protected areas are governed either
by state or local municipality.

According to our legislation, before the
adoption, all the protection rules and
management plans are discussed in
public meetings. Stakeholders have also
right to contest the decisions in court.

Compensation measures for restrictions
largely in place (e.g. Natura 2000
subsidies in forest and agricultural lands,
land-tax remissions, state buying lands
with restrictions).

No private owned
protected areas.

Compensation
system doesn’t
cover all the loss in
revenue base for
the private
landowners due to
the restrictions.

More protected areas
could be established by
local municipalities and
also private land owners.

Enhance the compensation
system and develop
alternative measures
(supporting systems) for
landowners.

Update legislation and enlarge the
compensation and supporting possibilities.

Connectivity and
corridors

Green network (GN) has been approved
at state level as a part pf planning
process. It is obligatory to follow in
comprehensive plans of the local
municipality.

With detailed plan
the local
municipality can
change the green
network and thus
the continuity can

Update green network in
order to consider the needs
for species population
connectivity.

Awareness-raising for local governments,
developers and communities on functioning
and importance of GN.
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Element of Targets 11
and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priority Actions

Studies in 2015 showed that vast forest
areas, including protected areas, are
functionally suitable for movement of
the country’s great carnivores, the bear
and the wolf.

get under pressure.
GN is not fully
taking into account
species needs.

Integration into wider
land and seascapes

Legislation sets the obligation to carry
out environmental impact assessment
(E1A) when carrying out projects in
nature.

There is a special EIA for the activities
that can influence Natura 2000 areas.

Low awareness
about the
importance of
biodiversity outside
the protected areas.

Show the benefits of
biodiversity outside the
protected areas.

Awareness raising for business sector; good
guidelines for environmentally friendly
planning and management; campaigns to raise
the awareness of public as well as decision
makers.

Other effective area
based conservation
measures

Nature Conservation Development Plan
up to 2020 has been accepted on
governmental level. Targets have been
set to measure the progress.

Natura 2000 support schemes in
agricultural and forest land, for
management of semi-natural habitats.

Private forest owners’ scheme for
valuable forest patches (key habitats)

Lack of sufficient
financial and
human capacities in
conservation
management.

Better cooperation with
stakeholders e.g. land-
owners.

Restoration of habitats (mires, spawning
grounds of fish).

For example, management and restoration of
semi-natural habitats is one of the priority
actions.

Extinction of known
threatened species is
prevented

Reports of the EU Habitat and Bird
Directives in 2013 showed that the status
of 52% species of the EU importance in
Estonia is favourable. This is well above
the EU average.

Decline of Coracias garrulus notified in
last 5 years.

Situation of
Pteromys volans is
worsened. Negative
trend of farmland
bird index, decline
of some waterbird
species and forest
grouses. Unknown
reasons for decline.

Several projects have been
carried out and new have
been prepared to enhance
the protection of
threatened species.

Preparation and implementation of species
action plans, restoration of habitats taking into
account habitat needs for umbrella and focal
species.

Conservation management effectiveness needs
to be improved.
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Element of Targets 11
and 12

Gaps Opportunities

Priority Actions

Conservation status of
species in decline is
improved

Updating of Red List of Estonian fauna
and flora is going on (previous revision
was done in 2008).

State of forest birds (woodpeckers,
raptors, owls has improved, state of
eagles (etc. golden eagle, sea eagle) has
improved as well.

Data on some

species is systematic inventories and
inadequate or monitoring on state level.
missing.

Research projects,

Same as described in the line above.

Elaboration and improvement of monitoring
programme and inventories for not well-known
species.

6. Georgia
Element of Status Gaps Opportunities Priorities
Targets 11 and
12
Quantitative Terrestrial — 8.41% NBSAP Target — Agency of Protected Areas has initiated Adoption of corresponding
elements: Marine — 1.9% Terrestrial 12%, Marine establishment of four new Protected Areas, legislation by 2017, to create
terrestrial and 2% unfortunately area is not known yet, because legislative basis for new categories
marine feasibility study is just being undertaken, of the protected areas, such as

Gap to achieve target 11:

Terrestrial - 8.59%,
Marine — 8.1%

however anyway these territories will
contribute to the target achieving.

Territories which are currently designated as
a candidate Emerald Sites cover more that
10% of the terrestrial area of the country and
totally proposed sites are approximately
covering 20%. At the same time currently
identified IBAs cover approximately 20% of
the country. At the moment there is no legal
basis to provide official status for these
territories, however new draft law on
Biodiversity, to be adopted next year, gives
opportunity to designate new types of
protected areas, such as IBAs and Emerald
Sites. Therefore it will be possible to give
national status to these territories.

IBAs, Emerald Network;
Establishment of new protected
areas (Svaneti, Racha, Erusheti,
Rioni Delta), according to the
feasibility studies;

Full adoption of the Candidate
Emerald Sites;

Establish new protected areas on
the territories identified as IBAS;
Establishment of the new Protected
area at Chorokhi Delta, which
involves marine area as well;
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Element of
Targets 11 and
12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priorities

Of course all these territories have big
overlaps; however considering that IBA sites
cover largest territory with approximately
20%, it means that terrestrial target should be
reached by 2020.

As of marine protected areas, there are
discussions to initiate one more coastal
protected area, with the marine part. The
decision has not been made. However, even
if this site will be established, we won’t be
able to reach 10% target, considering that
half of the marine area is in occupied
territory. Even we formally establish a
protected area; it will not be possible to
manage properly. Rest of the area consists of
two operational and one planned ports.
Therefore at the same time considering
navigation ways, most probably it won’t be
possible to reach 10% target.

Ecological
representation

Limited information is
available on this topic

The information available
up to date is only regarding
the species protected by the
Bern Convention on
Conservation of European
Wildlife and Wild

Habitats. However for rest
of the habitats new survey
should be undertaken

Generally, existing Protected Areas are quite
well distributed geographically. At the same
time in further years Emerald sites will be
adopted. It means that there will be a better
ecological representation. However it is
sensible to research this topic more deeply. In
case of any insufficiencies establishment of
new protected areas should be discussed.

1. Initiate research on distribution of
protected areas considering ecological

representation

2. In case of necessity establishment of

new protected areas should be
initiated
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Element of
Targets 11 and
12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priorities

Areas important
for biodiversity

Areas important

Currently, there are 31
IBAs identified by the
Birdlife International. At
the same time, scientists

The problem is that
identified IBAs do not
have any legal status,
unless they are not inside

We have elaborated new law on Biodiversity,
to be adopted in 2017. The law covers most
of the topics of nature conservation, such as
red list, habitat and species protection,

1. Adoption of corresponding legislation
by 2017, to create legislative basis for
new categories of the protected areas,
such as IBAs, Emerald Network;

for ecosystem are working on of the existing protected international trade in wildlife, Emerald Establish new protected areas on the
services identification of the areas, which are created Network. This law recognizes new types of territories identified as IBAS;
Important Plant Areas. according to the IUCN protected area, such as IBAs and Emerald 2. Finalization of the study on Important
categories. Moreover, Network. Therefore we intend to recognize Plant Areas and establishment of
current legislation does not | legal status of the identified IBAs and Protected Areas if necessary;
recognize those categories | Emerald Network sites. 3. Initiate inventory of ecosystem
of the protected areas. services, it’s distribution and initiate
Unfortunately there is much work to be done establishment of new protected areas
Another challenge is to in terms of inventory of the territories if necessary;
identify territories valuable | valuable for ecosystem services. We should
for ecosystem services, try to cover this direction with donor support.
such an inventory has not
been undertaken. Therefore
we do not have information
how much of the territories
of this type are under
current protection.
Management Management effectiveness | Mid-term review of the This review should be undertaken under the 1. Assessment of PA management
effectiveness was assessed in 2012-2013 | management effectiveness | planned GEF project effectiveness;
assessment(s) in process of NBSAP should be done, in order to 2. ldentification of actions necessary for
updating. generalize the success improving of management
already achieved and and effectiveness;
Improvement(s) Since the last assessment identify gaps still exist.

of PA system management
effectiveness number of
projects were implemented
and are being
implemented, which
should definitely lead to
the improvement of
management effectiveness
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Element of
Targets 11 and
12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priorities

Governance and
equity

All Protected Areas are
state owned. Most of them
are governed by the
Protected Areas Agency
(APA), which is under the
Ministry of Environment
and Natural Resources
Protection of Georgia.
Two of them, Protected
Landscapes, are managed
by the municipalities, even
though they are established
by the APA.

So far Georgian legislation
does not allow governance
types other than state
governed.

The new draft Law on Biodiversity
recognizes privately owned territories as
Emerald sites. However, designation of
privately owned territory as a emerald site,
should be a voluntary action. Therefore
awareness rising activities should be
undertaken. At the same time, some
incentives may also be offered to those land
owners who decide to designate their
territories as protected areas.

. Adoption of corresponding legislation

by 2017, to create legislative basis for
establishment of privately or
community managed protected areas;

. Enhance transboundary cooperation;

Connectivity and
corridors

Some steps have been
taken out to establish new
protected areas in order to
establish connectivity
between the existing
protected areas

Previous efforts were
mostly attached to the
specific regions, therefore
national survey is
necessary to identify all
connectivity areas

New project has started in order to identify
all areas necessary for connectivity of the
protected areas. By next year, all areas will
be identified

. Explore possibilities for

establishment of protected areas at the
territories required for connectivity;

Integration into
wider land and
seascapes

Some activities have
already undertaken. Buffer
zone is set for a 500 m,
Protected Areas are
integrated in some
strategic documents, some
protected areas are
established for restoration
purposes

At this stage it should be
considered that even more
attempts are necessary for
more integration

Negotiations, including high-level, should be
undertaken with the different stakeholder
ministries, for instance, the Ministry of
Agriculture.

. Establishment of buffer zones

according to the needs of specific
protected areas;

. Explore possibilities for effective

management of buffer zones;

. Explore opportunities for integration

into wider land and seascapes;




UNEP/CBD/PAWS/2016/2/3

Page 31
Element of Status Gaps Opportunities Priorities
Targets 11 and
12
Other effective According to the Georgian | Possibility of establishment | Awareness-raising and capacity-building 1. Identification of the actions for
area-based legislation, number of of other area-based activities should be undertaken for hunters improvement of management of
conservation licenses for hunting farms | conservation measures and other stakeholders. It should be hunting farms and increasing of their
measures is issued. Some of them should be explored. While | mentioned that Center for Environmental contribution towards conservation

are inside of managed
nature reserve, while
majority are inside of state
forest fund. Lisence
owners are obliged to carry
out annual monitoring of
species. At the same time,
they are obliged to
implement conservation
activities.

gaps in the management of
hunting farms should be
improved.

Information and Education with the support
of GIZ, is implementing number of capacity
building activities, including biodiversity
issues. However it is more desirable to focus
on these issues. While Biodiversity
Protection Service and Protected Areas
Agency should also explore more
possibilities.

goals;

. Explore opportunities for other
effective-area based conservation
measures;

Extinction of
known threatened
species is
prevented

Last assessment of the
conservation statuses for
most species, except of the
non-timber species, was
undertaken 10 years ago

At the moment new
assessment should be
undertaken. Assessment of
some species (i.e birds, some
mammals) has already been
started, but it is necessary to
carry out assessments for
more species. At the same
time, it is necessary to start
implementation of the
conservation plans already
elaborated. However, these
activities require high
financial recourses

It is obvious that there is necessity to improve
status of implementation of conservation
plans. At the same time the more species
should be assessed. Some of the plans may be
implemented with the small donor projects.
However more effective way would be
implementation of the plans via GEF 7
project.

1. Elaboration and adoption of the
conservation plans for the key
species, such as Turs, Sturgeon,
Salamander, etc;

2. Implementation of the existing
conservation plans;

3. Assessment of conservation status for
as many species as possible;

Conservation
status of species
in decline is
improved

See above

See above

See above

1. Elaboration and implementation of
the conservation plans for the
endangered species;

2. Establishment of nurseries and
facilities for captive breeding of the
endangered species, aiming
reintroduction of those species into
the wild;
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7. Kyrgyzstan

Elements of
Targets 11 and
12

Status

Gap

Opportunities

Quantitative
elements: land

Currently, in order to maintain biodiversity network of specially
protected natural territories are formed and functioning in the republic

Not covered by a network of
special protected natural areas of

Inventory of ecosystem services
provided by the forest ecosystems

representative

by the Interstate Commission for Sustainable Development (ICSD) 16.
11. 2007. The “Econet” Kyrgyzstan, approved by order of SAEPF from
06.07.2006 number 156.

All state reserves and natural parks have land surveying materials made
of the national forest inventory service.

the representativeness of the
special protected areas of the
Kyrgyz Republic was not carried
out. All assessment management
system parameters of protected
areas based either on the
characteristics of the most
protected areas (area, perimeter,
number of cordons), or by
comparing the proportion of
occupied space in the protected
areas of the country-wide.

and sea (PA) with a total area of 1 583,481.5 hectares or 7.9% of the area of the | the republic semi-arid savannahs in the framework of the World
republic. and south of the area of Bank project “Integrated
According to the classification adopted by the International Union for | distribution of gray Varan country | management of forest ecosystems.”
Conservation of Nature (IUCN), the PA of the Republic falls into 4 (IUCN). The development of integrated
categories. So, today in the Kyrgyz Republic are organized and operate | Reserves formed during the management plans.
10 state nature reserves (category 1) (559,650.2 hectares), 13 state parks | SovietUnion in 1975. So far,
(category 2) (724,404.6 ha), 10 forest, 23 botanical, geological 19 2 inventory of state reserves are not
complex and 14 hunting (zoological) reserves (category 4) with a total conducted.
area of 296,426.7 hectares. Methods of management of
Planned organization of state natural park “Alai”” in the Osh region in | specially protected areas,
the territory of about 36,800 hectares. contributing to the protection of
biodiversity and providing eco-
system services are not
implemented.
Ecologically Environmental Network of Central Asia “Econet”, which was approved | Until now, formal assessment of It is proposed to expand the

network of protected areas
including reserves within the
semidesert, steppe landscapes.

Avreas of
importance for
biodiversity
Areas of
importance for
ecosystem

Developed and approved by Decree of the Government on October 11,
2010 Ne 238 programme studying the state of populations of mountain
sheep and mountain goats and their conservation for 2010-2014 on the
territory of the Kyrgyz Republic.

The project of the Priorities of the Kyrgyz Republic for the conservation

There is no agreement network of
protected areas and ecological
corridors ensuring sustainable
management of protected areas.

There are no isolated areas, which

As part of the reform of the forest
sector of the Kyrgyz Republic is
aimed to develop strategies on
conservation of forest species.

Conduct an inventory of ecosystem
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Elements of Status Gap Opportunities
Targets 11 and
12
services of wetlands by 2023 and action plans for their implementation for 2013- | is playing an important role in the | services in biosphere territory of

2017.

In 2008 it issued a Presidential Decree on measures to preserve and
increase fish stocks in the lake Issyk-Kul, Son-Kul lake and other water
bodies. Adopted by the National Forest Programme for 2005-2015,
approved by the Government of the Kyrgyz Republic from November
25,2004 Ne 858. Resolution of the Government of the Kyrgyz Republic
of September 23, 2011 Ne 599 approved the complex to ensure
environmental security in the Kyrgyz Republic for 2011-2015.

Currently, we realized and implemented a number of international
projects aimed at addressing biodiversity, such as the draft GEF-UNDP
project “Strengthening policy and regulatory legal framework for
addressing biodiversity into fishery sector” GEF-UNDP project
“Demonstrating Sustainable Management mountain pastures in Susamyr
Kyrgyzstan UNDP project”, “Recovery of riparian forests of
Kyrgyzstan in the floodplain. Chu KokMoynokskom JSC”; project
KOICA “Strengthening the capacity of conservation of forests in
Kyrgyzstan and others.”

The GEF-5 launched the FAO / GEF project “Sustainable management
of mountain forests and land of Kyrgyzstan in the context of climate
change” and the UNDP / GEF project “Improving coverage and
effective management of protected areas system in the Central Tien
Shan”. Launched a regional project of the European Union
“Management of forests and biodiversity, including the monitoring of
the environment” (FLERMONECA).

provision of ecosystem services,
especially in the Biosphere
territory of Issik-Kul and Sary-
Chelek state reserve.

Strategy for conservation of natural
forests in Kyrgyzstan is not
developed,; it has a significant
impact on the ecological status,
such as the walnut-fruit forests of
the south, north relic spruce
forestsjuniper forests. Not taken
into account mountain lakes (over
3,000), in the context of the
conservation of aquatic
biodiversity. Not evaluated
important waterways of the
country, as an object of Ramsar
sites.

Issyk-Kul. Study of water bodies
(rivers, mountain lakes) for
inclusion in the list of Ramsar sites.

Evaluation of
management
effectiveness

Improvements

Evaluation of the effectiveness of protected areas management in the
Kyrgyz Republic have not been conducted

The lack of national standards for
evaluating the effectiveness of
protected area management and
biodiversity.

Lack of funds for evaluation

Within the framework of UNDP /
GEF project “Improving the
Coverage and Management
Effectivenessof Protected Areas in
the Central Tien-Shan” is aimed to
develop management
effectivenessevaluation
methodology of Especially
Protected Natural Areas.
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Elements of
Targets 11 and
12

Status

Gap

Opportunities

Guide and justice

Developed in cooperation with the Ministry of Economy of the Kyrgyz
Republic and transferred to officialization documents ““green growth”:
I. Road map of the monitoring and evaluation of “green” growth
indicators;

I1. Guidelines on national indicators of indicators for monitoring and
evaluation of “green” growth in the Kyrgyz Republic;

I11. Monitoring indicators matrix evaluation of “green” growth in the
Kyrgyz Republic “indicators” Indicators guide.

2. Developed indicators of “green growth” are included in a separate
section of the annual statistical list “Environment statistics in the
Kyrgyz Republic”.

No country policy to “green
growth” for Especially Protected
Natural Areas.

The lack of green growth
indicators for protected areas
The lack of specialists in this field.

Train professionals to develop
green growth policy.
Implementation of large-scale
educational programs for a green
economy.

Connectivityand

Active work is underway to establish the "ecological corridors", to

Not covered by the other key areas

Strengthening work with the

broader land- and
seascapes

Alai on 36,800 ga area on the border and Tadzhikistan and Uzbekistan.

the two countries

Corridors ensure favorable conditions for the species diversity of flora and fauna, | for the main indicator species. neighboring countries on the
and the stability of migration routes of large mammals, are under special | No collaboration between the organization of cross-border
state protection. One such activity is the installation of camera traps countries on organization of protected areas.
between protected areas. ecological corridors.
The lack of cross-border protected
Organization of ecological corridors in Kyrgyzstan initiated in the areas, in order to improve the
framework of UNDP / GEF project “Improving the effectiveness of the | management of protected areas and
coverage and management of protected areas in the Central Tien Shan”. | the effectiveness of the coverage
Inclusion into Work is implementing on the organization of cross-border nature park The lack of cooperation between Establishment of a Central Asian

Forum on conservation of
Biodiversity.
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Elements of Status Gap Opportunities
Targets 11 and
12
Other effective Developed and approved PPKR priorities of the Kyrgyz Republic for Lack of funds for implementation Raising funds from donors and

conservation
measures on the
basis of regional
level

the conservation of wetlands by 2023 and the Action Plan for their
implementation in 2013-2017.

In order to preserve the rare crops realized by the development of nut
crops Program in the Kyrgyz Republic until 2025 approved PPKR on
June 2, 2014 Ne 293.

In order to preserve and restore the population of the snow leopard is
developed and approved by the Decree of the Government dated 19
October 2012 National Strategy for conservation of the snow leopard in
the Kyrgyz Republic for 2013-2023 years. Developed and approved by
order of the Prime Minister of the Kyrgyz Republic from 5 August 2013
Plan to implement the Strategy.

Order of the Government KR from 11.07.2014g. Ne 258-p approved by
the Secretariat of the Global Programme on snow leopard conservation
of ecosystems. Work on the implementation of the Global Programme
for the conservation of the snow leopard and its ecosystems to 2020,
adopted at the World Forum on the Protection of the snow leopard
(Bishkek, 2013.). Resolution of the Government of the Kyrgyz Republic
from October 23, 2014 Ne 613 on October 23 is set annually celebrated
the Day of the snow leopard. More details on the Secretariat website -
www.globalsnowleopard.org

of environmental strategies
character.

The low level of preparation of
strategic documents for the
conservation of biodiversity.

international funds for
environmental conservation
activities of the country.

Training and capacity building
management authorities of
Especially Protected Natural Areas.

Preventing the
extinction of
known threatened
species

KR Government Resolution dated April 11, 2016 Ne 189 On Approval
of the Red Book of the Kyrgyz Republic
Issued Inventory of flora and fauna of Kyrgyzstan

There is no developed strategy for
the conservation of species listed
in the Red Book of the Kyrgyz
Republic.

Current state of the main types of
indicators are not studied

To examine of major species of
flora and fauna of Kyrgyzstan in
order to develop preservation
strategies

Improving the
conservation
status of species
with decreasing
population

Annals of nature in especially protected areas were listed, to indicate the
status of species with decreasing population.

Lack of funds for activities on
improving the status of species
with decreasing population.

Raising funds from donors.



http://www.globalsnowleopard.org/

8. Malta

UNEP/CBD/PAWS/2016/2/3
Page 36

Element of Targets 11
and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Focused Action

Ecological representation

Noting the extent of
protected areas, under
various designations,
within the Maltese
Islands, it is believed that
ecological representation
is extensive.

The ongoing Life
BaHAR project
(http://lifebahar.org.mt/)
will aid in selecting sites
for marine habitats which
might not be represented
as yet.

Efforts will be made to
designate relevant sites;
however Malta is on
track.

Should the ecological
representation of sand
banks, reefs and submerged
or partially submerged
caves prove to be outside
areas which are already
designated, new sites may
be designated accordingly.

Elements of Targets
11 and 12

Benefits accrued from the implementation of project: EU Life Bahar — ongoing

The aim is to select further marine sites to form part of the Natura 2000 network to move further towards sufficiency when

uantitative aspects L . . . . . o
Q P considering the marine environment vis-a-vis the EC Habitats Directive.

Improving ecological
representation

The aim is to select and designate sites to allow for the protection of reefs, and submerged or partially submerged caves, and
sandbanks, where relevant.

Areas Important for
Biodiversity

Relevant sites may be identified; surveys are ongoing.
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Management
effectiveness and

equity

The LIFE BaHAR for N2K project is currently mid-way through its implementation. The second set of marine surveys, led by
Fundacion Oceana, is currently underway. In addition, the contract for a bathymetric survey in selected areas has been awarded,
and the surveys are expected to be carried out in the coming weeks. These surveys build on the first expedition that took place
in summer 2015.

The project is due to conclude in June 2018, with the following actions being carried out in the meantime:

Marine habitat surveys and preliminary analysis of raw data (ongoing - 2016);

Data analysis and interpretation, including recommendation of priority habitats for protection (2016/2017);
Identification of proposed Sites of Community Importance (2017);

Designation process for pSCls (2017/2018);

Identification of conservation objectives for each designated site (2017/2018);

Identification of diversification of tasks for stakeholders being impacted by the designated sites (2017/2018).

Development of managment actions would be the next step to be considered in the six years after site designation.
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9. Montenegro

Element of Targets
11 and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Focused actions

Quantitative
elements: terrestrial
and marine

11.57% Terrestrial protected
areas (1599,2536 kmz2)
0% Marine (0 km2)

Without protected marine
areas;

Insufficient percentage of
terrestrial protected areas;

For some Terrestrial
protected areas no studies of
protection as well as the
spatial data, as well as the
border of these areas.

We have finished two Feasibility
studies and agreed plans to
establish marine protected areas
Platamuni and Katici. Now we
are waiting for opinion of our
Ministry for tourism and
sustainable development

In the procedure of protection
there are three new terrestrial
Regional park Dragisnica and
Komarnica Sinjajevina and Orjen,
then Nature Parks such as Cijevna
river canyon, Ulcinjska salina...

In May 2016 we started project
on establishment of Nature 2000
network -1PA funded.

Through this project will receive
numerous data that will be in the
future to provide better protection

Establishment of marine protected areas, make
and adopt management plans for them.
Developing capacity for governance and
equity for marine protected areas,
Capacity-building,

Give technical support

and determine the governing body.

Increase of terrestrial protected areas to 17%
according to the targets of NBSAP through
revision of some protected areas and design
new protected areas;

Digitalization of important information of
protected areas and establish an information
system;

Conservation measures in all areas;

In the coming period, intensive activities will
have to be carried to increase PAs and to
improve the pace of PAs designation and to
ensure their full adequacy in covering
important habitats and species, including those
that are of interest to the European Community
(Natura 2000).

Areas important for
biodiversity

Areas important for
ecosystem services

Indentified

13 IBA sites

32 Emerald sites

22 Important Plant Areas
(IPA)

NP Skadar lake
drinking water for people,
traditional used of land

Some IBAs that have no
protection or having partial
protection under protected
areas.

Only 3 IBA is fully protected
as national parks.

Luck of information

Montenegro has 5 IBAs.

More IBASs are waiting for
official approval from Birdlife
International.

Bringing unprotected IBA PAs under
protection either by expanding existing PAs or
establishing new PAs and improving
management effectiveness through addressing
threats are potential further actions.

Mapping and assessment of ecosystems
service in protected areas NP Skadar lake
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Management
effectiveness
assessment(s)

Improvement(s)

5 National Parks: Durmitor,
Skadar Lake, Biogradska
Gora, Lovéen and Prokletije
have management plans as
well as two Natural
Monuments: Lipska Cave
and City Park Tivat. For
Regional Park Piva
(proclaimed in 2015)
management plan is in
procedure of adoptions.

The rest of protected areas
still missing management
plans. This means 7
management plans there are
in operations.

Implementation of adopted
management plans have not
yet done

Implementation of adopted
management plans.

Assessing management effectiveness of
protected areas and protected area systems

Improvements education on biological
diversity and public participation in decision
making processes.

For other protected areas should make
management plans and adopted them and
implemented

Developing a strategy for the consultation and
participation of different stakeholder groups in
the establishment process.

Developing a strategy to optimize benefits for
local communities from the establishment and
management of protected areas.

Improvement of Rural Livelihoods in protected
areas.

Governance and
equity

Some protected areas or
some categories of
protection do not have
appointed governance and
equity

Lack of capacities and
technical support

Cooperation with NGO and
municipalities, indigenous
peoples and local communities,
private sector

Developing capacity for governance and
equity for protected areas, Capacity
building,

Technical support

Connectivity and
corridors

Without connectivity and
corridors

Luck of information

Project establishment of Nature
2000 network will give certain
data for corridors and
connectivity

Realization of project Nature 2000

Integration into
wider land and
seascapes

Quid lines are in place

No gap at the moment

To be followed effectiveness of
implementation

Implementation of guidelines
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Other effective area-
based conservation
measures

city parks

forests with protective
function (protection of
erosion and protection of
water sources) according to
the Law on forests - forest
management mountain
peaks

No gap at the moment

Extinction of known
threatened species is
prevented

Red lists are not developed
so there is no systematic
information on it

Lack of information

Project support

Project support

Conservation status
of species in decline
is improved

Conservation status of some
species are improved

10. Poland

and 12

Element of Targets 11

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priority Actions

Quantitative elements:
terrestrial and marine

Terrestrial: 32%
Marine: 58%

Ecological
representativeness

23 national parks

987 Natura 2000 sites
1487 nature reserves
122 landscape parks

396 landscape protection sites

Need for national parks
representative for lake region
and Carpathian mountain
region;

Enlargement of at least 4
national parks territory;
Lack of nature reserve’s
ecological evaluation
(database).

Cooperation with local
communities (they agreement is
necessary for establishing the
national park and enlargement as
well);

Removing the valueless reserves
and establishing new ones if
needed;

Establishing the governmental
system of financial support for
communities impacted by being
covered by national park.

Educational efforts and negotiations
with local communities in at least
one region;

Ecological evaluation of all nature
reserves (database).
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Element of Targets 11
and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priority Actions

Areas important for
biodiversity

Areas important for
ecosystem services

Management
effectiveness
assessment(s)

Improvement(s)

3 national parks with protection
plans (13%)

461 of Natura 2000 sites with
management/protection plans
(46.7%)

881 nature reserves with
protection plans (59.2%)

20 national parks without
plans;

526 sites without plans;
606 nature reserves without
plans;

Increase in knowledge concerning
the biodiversity, species and
habitat status

Establishing 370 plans for Natura
2000 sites;

Establishing 200 plans for reserves;
Finance the field studies and
monitorings of Natura 2000 sites
according to existing management
plans assumptions

Governance and equity

Act from 13 October 2008 of
citizen access to information (i.e.
all management plans for Natura
2000 sites and protection plans
for national parks have to be
consulted by local communities,
stakeholders and all people
interested in the process of
establishing the plan)

Lack of the similar
opportunity in the case of
nature reserves’ protection
plans

Connectivity and
corridors

7 main ecological corridors of
international importance;
987 Natura 2000 sites

Lack of data concerning the
effectiveness of existing
corridors

Creation of integrated and
coherent system of ecological
corridors

IAnalysis of 240 green corridors
effectiveness, “hot-spots”
identification and preparation of the
“road map” for subsequent actions

Integration into wider
land and seascapes

Other effective area
based conservation
measures

Extinction of known
threatened species is
prevented

Unstable population of ground
squirrel Spermophilus citellus, the
species known only for two sites

Unclear current population
status and trends

Consecutive and continuous
monitoring of the population
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Element of Targets 11 Status Gaps Opportunities Priority Actions
and 12
Conservation status of Peregrine Falcon Falco peregrinus Increase of Peregrine Falcon Natura 2000 management plans
species in declined is population of about 20 pairs; Falco peregrinus population; realisation at sites where species
improved Greater Spotted Eagle Clanga Increase of Greater Spotted Eagle |occur;
clanga population of 12-20 pairs; Clanga clanga population; Continuous monitoring of the
Aquatic Warbler Acrocephalus Stability of the Aquatic Warbler  [population trends;
paludicola population of about Acrocephalus paludicola
3000 males; population;
11. Republic of Moldova
Element of Status Gaps Opportunities Priority Actions
Targets 11 and
12
Quantitative 5,76 % of terrestrial PAs from the territory In some of the state protected natural areas Ensuring the extension of state | - Establish a wetland area of
elements: of the Republic of Moldova the situation worsens because of the protected natural areas to up to international importance

terrestrial and
marine

The flora of the Republic of Moldova includes
5,568 species of plants, 1,357 species of fungi
and about 15,000 species of animals

In the recently published Red Book
208 — plants and fungi
219 — animals

breaking of the protection regime, the gaps
in the legal and institutional framework in
this respect, as well as because of
insufficient enforcement of the laws on
developing the management plans and
cadastres of natural state protected areas,
plant and animal kingdoms, as well as on
the creation of the national ecologic
network. The main reason is the lack of
administrations and financial resources,
especially of the natural state protected
areas, which are administered by the local
public authorities.

8% of the surface area of the
country

(Ramsar) “Domneasca” in the
Middle Prut area

- Establish the tri-party Biosphere
Reservation “Danube Delta —
Lower Prut” (Romania-Republic
of Moldova-Ukraine)

- Establish the National Park
“Lower Nistru”

- Create the “Emerald” network
as a component part of the Pan-
European Ecological Network

Ecological
representation

Total surface area of the country is 33846
km2=3384600 ha (Wikipedia)

According the national Law on State Protected
Natural Areas, the total surface of protected
areas is — 189385,9 ha (5.6 % from the
territory of the Republic of Moldova)

From which = 45,19% are located in National
Forest Fund, including 26,18% in the forests
administrated by the Forest Agency
“Moldsilva”

The Law on State Protected Natural Areas
is already old (1998), as it is far from the
real situation and a plenty of protected areas
are located in the unrecognised territory
(Transnistria) of the country.

Illegal and irrational biodiversity

exploitation :

- lllegal felling;

- Poaching and irrational use of the
hunting resources;

- lllegal fishing and irrational use of

Ensuring the extension of state
protected natural areas to up to
8% of the surface area of the
country

-//-
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Element of
Targets 11 and
12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priority Actions

Ramsar Sites (3), Scientific Reserves (5) and
the recent created first National Park “Orhei”
(33 792,09 ha) are the biggest protected areas
in the Republic of Moldova

National Park Orhei - 1

Scientific reserve - 5

Nature monument - 130

Natural reserve - 63

Landscape reserve - 41

Resources reserve - 13

Area with multifunctional management 32
Dendrological garden - 2

Zoological garden - 1

Landscape architecture monument - 21
Wetland of international importance - 3

fishery resources;
- lllegal grazing;
- lllegal wildlife trade.

Areas important
for biodiversity

Areas important
for ecosystem
services

Important Bird and Biodiversity Areas

Site Site Name  Area (km2)

Number

837 Codrii -180.26 km2

838 Bazinul Cuciurgan- 14.51

839 Manta flood-plain-Beleu- 83.53

840 Balatina - 64.12

841 Plaiul fagului - 58.37

842 Golf Goeni - 3.75

843 Copanca-Talmaz - 4.31

844 Bazinul Costesti-Stinca -26.91

845 Bazinul Ghidighici - 11.55

846 Otaci-Golosnita (bazinul Dubasari) -
155.80

847 Bazinul Taraclia - 14.36

848 Lacul Salas - 4.05

http://www.birdlife.org/datazone/country/mol
dova/species

A significant part of the population still lives
in rural areas and the everyday life of these
people depends directly or indirectly on the
ecosystem products and services.

Lack of interaction between MoE and the
IBA contact in Moldova, Mr. Vitalie Ajder,
PhD Student: “Al. 1. Cuza” University
www.bio.uaic.ro

It is necessary to increase the areas with
forest vegetation in order to rehabilitate the
areas affected by erosion and landslides, to
ensure ecological stability, to reduce the
impacts of droughts and scorching heats,

The information is going to be
updated.

According to Mr. Vitalie Ajder,
IBA contact in Moldova, who
is at the same time the
Chairman of the Society for the
Protection of Birds and Nature,
the updated information was
sent one year ago, but it was
not published on the official
website of BirdLife. Even so,
according to BirdLife staff, that
information must pass a final
validation phase before it could
be made public. As long as Mr
Ajder has no confirmation from
BirdLife, he refuses to make it
public.

The expansion of
the areas with forest vegetation

will have a positive impact on:
1) ensuring ecological balance
on the territory of the Republic
of Moldova;

In order to extend and create areas
with forest vegetation and to
create the ecological network,
documents and policies have been
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Element of Status Gaps Opportunities Priority Actions
Targets 11 and
12
The biodiversity conservation interests cannot | floods, to create the ecological network etc. | 2) enriching biodiversity and elaborated, the main of which are:
be limited to the state borders, being ensuring a sustainable use of -the National Programme for the
approached in an international context in natural resources; Creation of the National
which the European Union has taken a leading 3) rehabilitation of degraded Ecological Network for 2011-
role for the conservation of wild life and lands; 2018,
natural habitats of interest for society. 4) restoring the protection - the National Plan on Extending
Biodiversity is also important for the country strips of rivers and water of Forest Vegetation Areas for
because the poor population is the most basins; 2013- 2018.
exposed to risks related to biodiversity loss 5) restoring the protection
since it is directly dependent on ecosystem strips of agricultural lands;
goods and services. 6) diminishing the effect of
Conservation of ecosystems is an ethical duty climate changes;
and a practical necessity, both for our 7) increasing the productivity
generation and of agricultural lands adjacent to
For future generations. the national ecological
The forest and agricultural ecosystems can network;
serve as an example of the contribution of 8) increasing the soil fertility;
biodiversity at the well-being of the 9) ensuring a more effective
population. coordination between the
According to the Report on the State of the central and local public
Forest Fund of the Republic of Moldova for administration in the domains
2006-2010, a considerable number of people of environmental protection
find services in forestry activities: exploitation and forestry;
and harvesting of timber, industries on wood 10) developing the National
processing, furniture, cellulose and paper. Ecological Network and the
Pan-European Ecological
Network;
11) reducing the fragmentation
of natural ecosystems.
Management In Moldova the main entities entitled to There are serious impediments to the In the recent years, in the According to the RM NBSAP:
effectiveness manage protected areas are as follows sustainable management of protected areas Republic of Moldova, some - Strengthen management
assessment(s) e ‘Central Authority for the system, which changes have occurred in the capacities of the National Park

Environment/State Body Responsible for
Natural Resources and Environment
Protection’ is the ‘default’ manager of
Scientific Reserves.

e Central Public Administration Authorities.
With respect to Monuments of nature;
Natural reservations; Landscape
reservations and Monuments of landscape
architecture.

stood out during the last years:

- The insufficient institutional capacity to
ensure the management and the protection
of natural protected areas and biodiversity.
- The poor implementation of the
environmental legislation, including in the
field referred to.

- The lack of financial support for the
proper management of natural protected

environmental policy and
management at national and
local level, espectively.
However, some of the
environmental problems and
especially those concerning the
protection of the natural
ecosystems and the natural
resource management remain

“Orhei”;

- Develop 44 management plans
for protected areas;

- Develop management plans for
ecosystems and plant and
animal species of community
interest;

- Develop plans for the
management of Nistru and
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Element of Status Gaps Opportunities Priority Actions
Targets 11 and
12

o The Forestry Central Authority. This areas and biodiversity conservation. unsolved, and the effectiveness Danube-Prut hydrographic
function is fulfilled by Moldsilva which - The lack of database, of records and of of the management is poor. basins and the Black Sea;
may be appointed as management authority | cadaster of natural areas protected by the This situation leads to Develop 2 projects for local
for protected areas within the forest estate state, of plant and animal kingdoms. delaying the promotion of communities based on
and for Scientific Reservations (subject to - The insufficient and inefficient reforms concerning the sustainable management of
agreement with the Central Authority. collaboration of the central and local ecosystem services. plant resources (energy,

e Local Public Administration Authorities. authorities on the creation and effective medicinal, feed, essential and
May be appointed as managers of Natural management of the natural areas protected oleaginous oils etc.);
reservations; Landscape reservations and by the state. Develop programs and
Monuments of landscape architecture. - The regime of the protected areas is continuous professional

partially respected; the protected areas do development courses in the

Several state institutions (e.g. the MoE, the not have management and monitoring public and private sectors on

Agency “Moldsilva”, the Academy of plans. matters related to biodiversity

Sciences) and non-governmental organizations conservation and sustainable

(e.g. the Environmental Movement of management of state protected

Moldova, the ES “Biotica”, the NGO natural areas;

“EcoSpectru”, etc.) actively participated in the

expansion of the surface of the areas protected

by the state.

In order to solve the problems on the

management of protected natural areas and

preparing the legislative and institutional

Improvement(s) framework in the field, the Republic of

Moldova received essential support from the
Global Environment Facility (GEF, UNDP
Moldova) by implementing the Project
“Improving Coverage and Management
Effectiveness of the Protected Areas System in
Moldova”, which was conducted during 2009-
2013. Within the project, were proposed a set
of recommendations regarding the elaboration
of statutes and objectives of management of
natural protected areas according to the IUCN
practices.

There is only one report (http://www.enpi-
fleg.org/site/assets/files/1875/fleg_moldova_le
gal_analysis_report_en.pdf) that was prepared
within the regional program ENPI FLEG 11
(www.enpifleg.org) and under the financial

In the sense of IUCN only 2 Management
plans were approved by the minister order
in December 2014, for wetland sites “Nistru
de Jos” and “Unguri-Holosnita”

Establishing effective, efficient
and consistent management of



http://www.enpi-fleg.org/site/assets/files/1875/fleg_moldova_legal_analysis_report_en.pdf
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Element of Status
Targets 11 and

12

Gaps

Opportunities

Priority Actions

support from the European Union. It contains
only the study on efficient management of
forest resources.

individual protected areas

Governance and
equity

According to national legislation the
National Authority is the ‘Central Authority
for the Environment/State Body Responsible
for Natural Resources and Environment
Protection’. At present the Central Authority
is MoE, acting mainly through the Department
of Policy Analysis, Monitoring and
Assessment, the Department of Natural
Resources and Biodiversity and the State
Ecological Inspectorate.

At the same time, the bodies subordinated to
the central environmental authority have
representatives at district level that directly
engage in the management of local natural
resources, fulfilling thus the decentralization
to the lower level authorities.

The Republic of Moldova has established a

legal basis thorough the following main legal

instruments.

- The Law on State Protected Areas Fund
1998

- Regulations on National Parks,
Monuments of Nature, Resource
Reservations and Biosphere Reserves 2000

- Regulation regarding the procedure for
establishing the protected natural area
regime. 2002

- Law on Ecological Network

The Legal Framework is generally quite
adequate, but does include some elements
that are unclear or that are subject to dispute
or different interpretations (particularly
with respect to management of the 4
existing Scientific Reserves).

There is a lack of secondary legislation to
determine the exact means of implementing
the law.

Improving the Governance
Quality for Protected Areas
Republic of Moldova is now in
the process of
revising/updating the Law on
State Protected Natural Areas.

- Develop and promote new
language for the Law on state
protected natural areas adjusted to
the provisions of international
treaties

- Develop and promote the draft
Law on habitats (by harmonizing
it with the Council Directive
92/43/CEE of 21 May 1992 on the
conservation of natural habitats
and of wild fauna and flora)

- Establish administrative units for
some categories of state protected
natural areas

- Establish a Biodiversity,
Biosafety and Protected Areas
Department as part of the central
environmental protection authority

Connectivity and
corridors

The second phase of the Project related to
creation of the “Emerald” network as a
component part of the Pan-European
Ecological Network is now in process.

So far it is still a lack of connectivity
between biodiversity components with
those of the social landscape and structures
which have the natural protected areas as
central components which establish liaison
ecological corridors.

Creation of the “Emerald”
network as a component part of
the Pan-European Ecological
Network

The ecologic network “Emerald”
(a European ecologic network
launched in 1998 by the Council
of Europe), which is in the process
of establishment, shall include 18
sites that will cover state protected
natural areas and other land with
valuable habitats, with an
approximate area of about 1096 of
the territory of the country.
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Element of
Targets 11 and
12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priority Actions

Integration into
wider land and

Quite good legal framework

Lack of an analysis of existing system of
planning given cadaster data on land- and

Sectorial integration: Creation
of a mechanism for economic

Step 1: Analysis of existing
system of incentives and

seascapes PAs-systems. stimulation using restrictions.
- Old cadastral data environmental-friendly Step 2: Development of a
approaches to strengthen mechanism for economic
climate resilience through stimulation given a need to
mainstreaming into protected involve a spatial planning
areas activity. mechanism into sectorial
planning.
Step 3: Public hearings (also to
increase public awareness).
Step 4: Development of relevant
recommendations for legislation.
Step 5: Infrastructure development
given above mentioned.
Other effective - The first national workshop in the frame of | Some encountered difficulties to identify Integration of Emerald and - Evaluation of species
area-based the JP Emerald Network phase 11 for the Republic possible presence of certain species or Ecological Networks in the and habitats proposed to be
conservation of Moldova took place in Chisinau, on 13-14 May habitats were face: national environmental policy included in Emerald Network;
measures 2013. - Insufficient published data on species - Creation of the database

2013 has been a busy year for the national Emerald
team in Moldova. Aside from working hard on the
finalisation of the country database and identifying
and gatering ecological information on a new
potential Emerald site in the country (1 additional
site to the 17 identified already in 2012 and are
officially nominated as candidate Emerald sites by
the Standing Committee to the Bern Convention),
the team engaged in various dissemiantion and
vishility activities. http:/pjp-
eu.coe.int/documents/1461016/3828642/Moldova
Emerald_Narrative_Report _2013.pdf/7eb210f3-
2c47-4496-b08e-f9e8abf16f50

- The revised and finalized database and GIS
maps (total Five categories of information from
Moldova Emerald

Network) were uploaded and available at the
EUNIS European information system
(http://eunis.eea.europa.eu/gistool.jsp)

and the EIONET European database
(http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/)

and its population and biogeographical
distribution, boundaries, mapping
Limited resources to organize field trips
and monitoring of status of some
Emerald species and habitats

No classification of natural habitats
done yet

on species and habitats,
according to the Bern
Convention;

- Improving the legal
framework by harmonizing it to
the international practice
(especially to the neighbouring
European Union countries —
Habitat and Birds Directives)
according to the Association
agreement between the Republic
of Moldova and the European
Union.



http://pjp-eu.coe.int/documents/1461016/3828642/Moldova_Emerald_Narrative_Report_2013.pdf/7eb210f3-2c47-4496-b08e-f9e8abf16f50
http://pjp-eu.coe.int/documents/1461016/3828642/Moldova_Emerald_Narrative_Report_2013.pdf/7eb210f3-2c47-4496-b08e-f9e8abf16f50
http://pjp-eu.coe.int/documents/1461016/3828642/Moldova_Emerald_Narrative_Report_2013.pdf/7eb210f3-2c47-4496-b08e-f9e8abf16f50
http://pjp-eu.coe.int/documents/1461016/3828642/Moldova_Emerald_Narrative_Report_2013.pdf/7eb210f3-2c47-4496-b08e-f9e8abf16f50
http://eunis.eea.europa.eu/gistool.jsp
http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/
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Element of
Targets 11 and
12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priority Actions

Extinction of
known threatened
species is
prevented

82 species of plants were recently included in
the last Red Book. Number of species
increased from 126 (2001) to 208 (2015)

103 species of animals were recently included
in the last Red Book. Number of species
increased from 116 (2001) to 219 (2015)

Lack of interconnection between
Researches Institutes (who deals with rarity
status establishment) and the Ministry of
Environment

Develop plans for the
conservation of certain species
included in the Red Book of
Republic of Moldova and
international conventions

By 2018, at least 10 plans for the
conservation of species approved;
measures implemented

Conservation
status of species in
decline is
improved

The conservation status of 25 species* of
animals and plants has been improved in the
las 14 years.

N.B. One of this 25 was Critically Endangered

Lack of interconnection between
Researches Institutes (who deals with rarity
status establishment) and the Ministry of
Environment

Develop plans for the
conservation of certain species
included in the Red Book of
Republic of Moldova and
international conventions

In order to implement the
RM NBSAP, MoE approved
already a list of species of plants
and animals listed in the 3" Red
Book, which requires the
development of a plan of
conservation, that are supposed to
be issued in 2016-2017 years:

Plants
1. Colchicum arenarium Waldst et
Kit (Melanthiaceae)

2. Trapa natans (Trapacea)

3. Genista tetragona Bess
(Fabaceae)

4. Salvinia natans (L) All.
(Salvinaceae)

Animals

Mammals

1. Mustela lutreola (Linnaeus,
1761)

Birds

1. Falco cherrurg (J.E. Gray,
1834)

2. Haliaeetus albicilla (Linnaeus,
1758)

Fishes

3. Acipenser ruthenus (Linnaeus,
1758)

Insects

4. Cerambyx cerdo (Linnaeus,
1758)

5. Saga pedo (Pallas, 1771)

6. Bombus fragrans (Pallas, 1771)
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RM NBSAP —Republic of Moldova Action Plan of the Strategy on Biodiversity of the Republic of Moldova for 2015-2020, approved by Government Decision No. 274 of 18.05.2015.
MoE — Ministry of Environment.

12. Serbia

Element of Targets
11 and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Focused Actions

Quantitative elements:
terrestrial and marine

6,53 % of terrestrial Protected Areas
(PAS);

approx. 20% of protection under the
ecological network;

Marine—Not applicable

Low capacities of
managers;
Insufficient
financing and data
gathering and
updating

IUCN categories
have not been fully
harmonized

Gap analysis of the management
system of PAs to be done including
affective management of the
ecological important sites national
and international importance (Natura
2000)

(Draft revised NBSAP - Action Plan)

To conduct financial analyses and establish a system for
tracking the financing of PAs and Action Plan on
PoWPA/CBD

IUCN categorization will be implemented

Ecological
representation

Key habitats and species represented in
Pas.

The diversity of the ecosystems in
Serbia is reflected in the diversity and
specific character of vegetation: 1,339
associations and 59 vegetation classes
have been registered in Serbia. The
most important centers of ecosystem
diversity with a large number of
endemic, relict and endemic-relict
communities are: high mountain
regions (Kopaonik, Tara, Sarplanina,
Prokletije, Stara planina and Suva
planina), sand and steppe habitats
(Deliblato and Subotica-Horgo$ sands)
and refugial areas (the Perdap gorge,
the canyon of the Drina River, the
Si¢evacka gorge, the valley of the
Pcinja River).

Data on some
priority habitats
and species and
landscapes are not
fully in place

To improve ecological network and
establish Natura 2000 as its part and
identification of the Key biodiversity
areas

(Draft revised NBSAP - Action Plan)

To improve ecological network in the Republic of Serbia
(Serbia’s PowPA Action Plan)

4.4: To ensure that scientific knowledge contributes to the
establishment and effectiveness of protected areas and
protected area systems
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Element of Targets
11 and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Focused Actions

Areas important for
biodiversity

Areas important for
ecosystem services

Ecologically important areas of
national importance (certain PAs) and
ecologically important areas of
international importance (IPA,
IBA,PBA, Ramsar, Emerald) -
Ecological network

Studies done for certain PAs
(Koviljsko-Petrovaradinski Rit, NP
Djerdap)

Some degraded
habitats and
vulnerable
ecosystems are not
jet identified

Mapping and
assessment of ESS
on national bases

To integrate areas for restoration as a
part of ecological important areas

ESS valuation and including in
national planning documents and
processes of the relevant sectors;
promote research in this field

(Draft revised NBSAP - Action Plan)

To improve criteria for establishing the ecological network;
To collect distribution data on habitats and species;

To evaluate ecologically important areas of national and
international importance

(Serbia’s PowPA Action Plan)

3.1: Progress in assessing the contribution of protected areas
to local and national economies

(Draft revised NBSAP - Action Plan)

ESS valuation and including in national planning documents
and processes of the relevant sectors

is lacking
Management RAPPAM, New assessment Good platform for improving (Serbia’s PowPA Action Plan)
effectiveness UNDP - Management Effectiveness have to be governance of PA’s and Ecological 3.2: To build capacity for the planning, establishment and
assessment(s) Tracking Tool preformed Networks management of protected areas
3.4: To ensure financial sustainability of protected areas and
national and regional systems of protected areas
Improvement(s) 4.2: To evaluate and improve the effectiveness of protected

areas management

Governance and equity

Different types of governance : Public
enterprises, private enterprises, NGOs;
Regimes of protection;

EQUITY - Public hearing procedures
during establishing new Pas as well as
validation process is the way to include
all and local stakeholders;

PAs work to promote inclusion of local
communities and benefits of PAs
mainly in tourism or agriculture sector
but

- further improvement needed

Governance has
not been jet
recognized in each
PA.

To promote more equitable
management; To promote equity and
benefit-sharing; local participation in
decision-making

(Serbia’s PowPA Action Plan)

2.1: To promote equity and benefit-sharing

3.1. Progress in assessing protected area governance

3.2: To build capacity for the planning, establishment and
management of protected areas

Development Guide or Criteria for effective governance
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Element of Targets

11 and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Focused Actions

Connectivity and
corridors

Ecological network of the Republic of
Serbia established (2010) determines
the manner of protection, management
and financing of ecological network,
i.e. areas of ecological importance and
ecological corridors of national and
international importance

Ecological corridor
have not been jet
identified at all
country

Better collaboration with spatial
planners

(Draft revised NBSAP - Action Plan)

To improve criteria for establishing the ecological network;
To collect distribution data on habitats and species;

To evaluate ecologically important areas of national and
international importance

Integration into wider
land and seascapes

Ecological network and ecological
corridor

Collaboration with
other sectors
within the spatial
planning process

Implementation of the ecosystem
approach and ESS

(Serbia’s PowPA Action Plan)

1.2: To integrate protected areas into broader land- and
seascapes and sectors so as to maintain ecological structure
and function

Other effective area-
based conservation
measures

Ecological network and Appropriate
Assessment;

Adopt the Decree
on AA

To complete identification of
ecologically representative areas

Legislative and institutional framework is established

Extinction of known
threatened species is
prevented

Some protection measures were
implemented for threatened species
and their habitats

Not all red lists
exist in Serbia; the
status of all species
not known
Including partially
IUCN categories
implementation

To establish all red lists;
Ex situ and in situ protection; re-
introduction of species

(Draft revised NBSAP - Action Plan) To improve monitoring
system for protected species and habitats; to develop and
implements action plans for certain species; To establish all
red lists; To plan and implement protection measures ; To
coordinate activities for implementation of Tunis Action Plan
2013-2020 (Bern Conv.); To develop system for monitoring
of migratory species

Conservation status of
species in decline is
improved

Several projects are ongoing on
protection species and monitoring of
birds

Monitoring system
is not established

To establish monitoring system of
species in decline

(Draft revised NBSAP Action Plan) To improve monitoring
system for protected species and habitats; to develop and
implements action plans for certain species; To establish all
red lists; To plan and implement protection measures ; To
coordinate activities for implementation of Tunis Action Plan
2013-2020 (Bern Conv.); To develop system for monitoring
of migratory species

13. Slovakia
Element of Targets 11 Status Gaps Opportunities Focused Actions
and 12
Quantitative elements: Target 11: Target 11: Target 11,12: Target 11:
terrestrial and marine
T-36,76 % For 97 small scale sites ERDF funds and state budget Designation of the 97 areas. Increase of
M-0% (covering 0.36%) there is protected area coverage by 0.36 %

a need to elaborate projects

Designation of new Natura 2000

Prepare for designation xxx areas
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Element of Targets 11
and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Focused Actions

Target 12:

Assessment of Natura 2000
habitats and species resulted in
following status of species:

63 with favourable status
(19.9%)

130 with unfavourable status
(41.14%)

63 with bad status
(19.93%)

60 data unknown
(18.98%)

of protection based on which
they will be designated as
PAs belonging to the
national network. These
sites are currently designated
as Natura 2000 only
(designation phase A, B)

177.6193 km’
Target 12:

Insufficient management of
species and their habitats

sites planned. Designation of new
Ramsar site.

Target 12:

Take measures to:

Increase of species in favourable status to 65
species (20.57%).

Increase of species assessed as in
unfavourable status from lower categories -
188 species (59.5%).

Decrease of number of species with bad
status to 53 species (16.78%).

Decrease the number of species in data
unknown category to 10 species (3.16%).
Target 12:

Elaboration of Rescue projects and
management plans for selected species and
their implementation.

Ecological representation

Good and improving with
designation of new Natura 2000
sites in accordance with EC
requirements.

Habitats not sufficiently
covered by Natura 2000
network yet.

ERDF funds and state budget

New phase of designation of Natura

2000 sites

The procedure leading to designation of
Natura 2000 sites.

Areas important for
biodiversity

Areas important for
ecosystem services

Special Protection Areas (SPAS)
as well as Special areas of
Conservation (SACs) within
Natura 2000 network (41 sites
covering 28 % of area)

Ramsar Sites network (14 sites)
and Critical Sites Network for
waterbirds

Map of Ecosystems of Slovakia
created

Some management plans
need more time to be
finalized

Assessment of ecosystems

Finalizing the management plans for all
SPAs.

Carry out the assessment of ecosystem
services and creation of ES catalogue.

Management effectiveness
assessment(s)

Improvement(s)

Not carried out regularly.

Lack of motivation to use
the tool.

CCPAMETT

Encourage the use of the CCPAMETT.
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Element of Targets 11
and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Focused Actions

Governance and equity

Majority of protected areas with
governmental governance. Two
private PAs and several
community protected areas.

Should be more balanced
and diversified.

Act on Nature and Landscape
Protection

Communication of PA managers with the
stakeholders, better involvement of local
people, raising responsibility of stakeholders
for the protection of the areas (support of
participatory management.) BfN and Propark
study on Governance in EE.

Connectivity and corridors

Good due to Spatial System of
Ecological Stability (SSES),
however greater awareness of the
concept of ecological
connectivity needed among
stakeholders and decision
making bodies.

Decision making body is not
obliged to take SSES into
consideration.

Communication.
Projects within the Danube
Transnational Programme

Implementation of two Danube Transnational
Programme projects aimed to support the
concept of ecological connectivity
(Transgreen, Connectgreen)

Integration into wider land
and seascapes

As above,+ communication with
stakeholders still weak.

Communication abilities.
Spatial System of Ecological
Stability has only
recommendatory status and
need to have more
enforcement.

Update of Spatial System of

Ecological Stability documents at

different levels.

Learn from existing positive
examples (BR Polana, NGOs,
examples from abroad), training
courses for PA practitioners in
stakeholders involvement and
communication.

Finding resources for trainings. Learning
from countries abroad and sharing the
information with PA practitioners at various
occasions.

Other effective area-based
conservation measures

Data missing, but still might be
happening on local level.

Collection of information on
this topic.

Practitioners on local level, better
information exchange with NGOs.

Collection of data.

Extinction of known
threatened species is
prevented

Information from Natura 2000
reporting on status of habitats
and species (see quantitative
elements of Target 12)

Red Lists of species
Management / Rescue plans for
certain threatened species

Certain habitats and species
in bad and unfavourable
status.

Species Red lists incomplete
and mostly outdated

ERDF projects, bilateral
crossborder projects
Monitoring system

Elaboration and/or update and
implementation of management plans for
habitats and species.

Update and elaboration of Red Lists

Conservation status of
species in decline is
improved

As above

As above

As above

As above
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14. The Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia

Element of Targets 11
and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priority Actions

Quantitative elements:
terrestrial and marine

Current national PAs 230083 ha or
about 9% of country territory
(overlapping of several PAs are not
considered, real % is lower)

-National Spatial Plan target is
12% of PAs (gap about 3%)
-Draft revised NBSAP target is
15% of PAs (gap about 6%)

Proclamation of new PAs form 8-
12% (included in approved GEF 5
project)

-Finalize revision of existing PAs
-Proclamation of new protected areas

Ecological
representativeness

Current PAs network is inefficient;
there is a big disparity of
distribution of PAS in Eastern and
western part of the country and
coverage of different ecoregions.

Not only Balkan mixed forest
but also other habitats (e.qg.
wetlands, grasslands) are not
enough covered by PAS

Representative PAs network was
developed in 2010-2011
(UNDP/GEF project on PAS)
however not approved by the
Government. It can be used for
prioritization in the process of
proclamation of PAs

Prioritization of proclamation of PAs

Areas important for
biodiversity

Areas important for
ecosystem services

Identified IBAs, IPAs, PBAS,
KBAs.

Areas important for ecosystem
services are not identified yet.

24 IBAs are covering about
27% of country territory but
only 10% of these areas are
protected.

Areas important for ecosystem
services need to be identified

IBA and IPA core areas to be used
in prioritization and proclamation of
new PAs (included in the GEF 5
project).

GIZ biodiversity project component
for ecosystem services?

Identification of areas important for
ecosystem services.

Management effectiveness
assessment(s)

Improvement(s)

Some initial steps started in 2010
(as part of the UNDP/GEF project
on protected areas). Several PAs
were assessed using METT tool.

Most of the PAs have no
management body. For PAs
with management authorities
METT assessment was not
repeated.

Capacities of existing PAs
(even for national parks) are
very low)

Strengthening the capacities of
management bodies (included in
GEF 5 project)

Conduct assessment of management
effectiveness of all PAs in the country.
Strengthening the capacities of existing

PAs
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Element of Targets 11
and 12

Status

Gaps

Opportunities

Priority Actions

Governance and equity

National parks (3) and several other
protected areas have operational
management bodies. (details in 5"
National report)

Management bodies of all PAs
should be appointed. Law on
nature protection gives only
general framework about
management of each PA
category. Details should be
prescribed in secondary
legislation.

Preparation of secondary legislation and
adoption.

Appointment of management bodies for
at least 10 existing PAs.

Connectivity and
corridors

Developed national ecological
network (MAK-NEN) based on
requirements of large carnivores in
particular brown bear.

MAK-NEN is not approved by
the Government; core areas are
not protected; proposed
management measures for
corridors are not implemented.

Testing of management measures in
at least 2 corridors (included in the
GEF 5 project).

Approval of MAK-NEN by the
Government.

Integration into wider land
and seascapes

Other effective area-based
conservation measures

Trilateral Prespa Park designated in
2010.

The Park is not functional
because the Declaration is not
ratified by Greece.

Established platform ‘Prespa Net’
by NGOs from the 3 countries
(MES, PPNEA and SPP) and draft
Strategy developed to be used for
joint trans-boundary activities.
PONT trust fund to be opened soon.

Extinction of known
threatened species is
prevented

Threatened species are not well
known in the country.

Balkan Lynx was assessed as
critically endangered; conservation
action plan was prepared.

National red lists are not
prepared yet. Red list index is
not developed.

CAP for Balkan lynx is not
implemented.

Development of Red list index for
several species groups (included in
GEF 5 project).

The on-going transboundary Balkan
Lynx Recovery Programme
(Macedonia and Albania) is in the
planning phase for the next 3-5
years period, financed by MAVA
foundation.

Preparation of national red lists.

Implementation of conservation
measures for Balkan lynx to prevent
extinction.

Conservation status of
species in declined is
improved
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15. Ukraine

JJIeMEeHT 1eJeBhIX 3aga4 11
ul2

ITono:kenue gea

IIpodenst

Bo3mokHOCTH

IIpnopureTHbICe AelicTBUS

KonnyecTBeHHEIE 2JI€MEHTHI:
Ha3€MHBbIC U MOPCKHE

Cremnenn 3aIllOBCIHOCTH

Ha3eMHBIX HKOCUCTEM —
6,84%,

MOPCKHUX dKocucTeM — 2,98
(T10 COCTOSIHMIO Ha
01.01.2016)

He nocturayra ness o
HAa3eMHBIM TEPPUTOPHIM
(17%) u MmopckuM
tepputopusm (10%)

CornacHo yTBepKIEeHHOU
HaIlMOHAJBLHOMN YKOJIOTMYECKOMN
CTpaTeruu 3ariaHupPOBaHO
noctuyb k 2020 roxy
3a1roBeTHOCTH B 15%

Joctnusb x 2020 rogy creneHu
3anoBefHOCTH 15%

DKoIoruYecKas
peTnpe3eHTaTHBHOCTh

Jlonst ipUpOI0OXPaHHBIX
TEPPUTOPUI IO (PH3UKO-
reorpapuuecKuM
TEPPUTOPHSIM :

1. 30Ha XBOIiHO-
IIMPOKOJIMCTBEHHBIX JIGCOB —
7,4%;

2. 30Ha NIMPOKOJIMCTBEHHBIX
j1ecoB — 9%;

3. JIecocremnnas 3oHa — 2,9%;
4. Crennas 30Ha — 3,5%);

5. Kpemvmckue ropsr — 11,1%;
6. Kapnatsr — 12,2%

7. Mopckast TeppuTopust
(Uepuoe mope) — 2,98%.

CreneHs 3aoBeIHOCTH
HEIOCTATOYHA.
Heo0xoanMo mpogomKuTh
paboty mo
UICHTU(DHUKAIINN U
CO3JaHMIO TEPPUTOPUN U
00BEKTOB TIPUPOTHO-
3amoBeHOrO (hOHIIA

CornacHo yTBep:KICHHOMN
TIPaBUTEIHCTBOM
9KOJIOTMYECKON CTpaTEruu
3allJTaHUPOBAHO YBCIIMYUTH Ha
nepuon 1o 2020 rona
KOJIMYECTBO TEPPUTOPUI U
00BEKTOB IPUPOTHO-
3amoBeHOTO (hoHMa 1o 15%, B
TOM YHCIIE YBEIHIHTh
JKOJIOTUYECKYIO
penpe3eHTaTUBHOCTH (PH3HKO-
reorpauuecKux
(9KOJIOTHYECKIX ) PETHOHOB.

IIpoBecTu aHanu3 3KOJOTUUECKON
penpe3eHTaTHBHOCTH
MIPUPOJOOXPAHHBIX TEPPUTOPUI H
00€eCTIeYnTh UX aJeKBATHOE
YBEJIMYCHHUE MPH TUTAHUPOBAHUU
paboT 1o pacIIMPEeHHIO TUIOIATH
TEPPUTOPUI 1 00BEKTOB IPUPOTHO-
3armoBegHOro (oH/a-

Paiionsl, nMmeronine BayKHOE
3HAYEHHE IS
O6uopazHooOpasus

Paiionbl, uMeronue BaxxHOE
3HAYEHUE 151 IKOCUCTEMHBIX

ycayr

Unentudpunuposano 123
TEPPUTOPHH, BAXKHBIE JUIS
nrun (IBA teppuropun).
OmpeneneHo 53 BoAHO-
OOJIOTHBIX YTO/Ibsl, UMEFOIIHE
MEXAYHApOIHOE 3HAYCHUE
JUISL BOAOTUIABAIOIIMX MITHI
(Pamcapckue yroupsi).

AHanu3 pailoHOB, BaXKHBIX AJIS
9KOCUCTEMHBIX PallOHOB
CHCTEMHO HE ITPOBOIUIICS

Jannsre o IBA
TeppHUTOpHUsIM B Oaze
nanaeix BirdLife
International cunsHO
yCTapesu.

He Bce mpenoxeHHbIe
Pamcapckue yrogps
TIPOTILTH BePU(PHUKALIUIO B
Cekperapuare
Pamcapckoit KoHBEHIIMH

HenocratouHo maHHBIX MO

B pamkax bepHckoil KOHBEHIIMU
uner padora 1mo
HUACHTU(HUKAIIMNA 00HEKTOB
NzympynHoit cetn (Emerald
Network), koTopas siBisieTcs
pacmmpenuem cetu Natura 2000
3a npenensl EC. Kputepuu,
HCTIOJIb3yEMBIE JUIs
AACHTH(UKAINHT SIEMEHTOB
W3ympynHO# ceTH, MOXKHO
paccMarpuBaTh, Kak KPUTEPUH
B)XHOCTH TOTO WJIN HHOTO
00BEKTa C TOUKH 3PEHHS

ObecrneunTh POIOIDKEHIE PadoT 10
UICHTH()UKAIUH TOTEHIMATEHBIX
00bekToB M3ympyaHoii ceTu.

ITepecmotpets peBusnto IBA
TEePPUTOPUIL.

[TporomKxuTh paboThI 1O BBISIBICHHUIO
Pamcapckux yronuit

IIpoBectu cuctemMHbIN aHAIN3 110
TEPPUTOPHUIM U 0OBEKTaM,
HMMEOIINX BXKHOE 3HAYCHUE IS
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JJIeMeHT 1eJeBbIxX 3axay 11
nl2

ITono:kenue aena

IIpoGeant

Bo3moskHOCTH

IIpuopureTHbIe AeliCTBUSA

paiioHaMm, UMEIOIINM
3HA4YEHHE JUIA
9KOCHUCTEMHBIX YCIyT

omopazHooOpazus. Ha ceromas
B KaUeCTBE KaHIUIATOB
M3ympynHO# ceTu npeyIoKEHO
yxe okoio 200 00BeKTOB.

B pamkax ummiiemeHTanuu
Hupextussl EC o oxpane
JUKUX NTUL 3alJITaHUPOBAHO
MIPOBEICHUE OLIEHKU MECT,
B)KHBIX JJISl 9TOH IPYIIIBI
JKHUBOTHBIX.

[Iponomxkaercs pabora mo
AAEHTH(UKAINT 1
Bepudukanum Pamcapckux
MecT.

OKOCHUCTCMHBIX YCIIyT

Ornenka 3¢ ¢eKTHBHOCTH
YIIpaBJICHUS

VYayumenus

Ornenka 3¢ ¢HeKTHBHOCTH
YIIpaBJICHHS NTPOBEAEHA
4aCTUIHO

Pacumpurs oxBat
COOTBETCTBYIOIINX OLICHOK

B npemioxxennom YkpanHoit
IInane nelicTBuii o
BeITIOHEHIIO POWPA
3aMIaHUPOBaHbl PaOOTH! BIUIOTh
10 2020 roza mo oreHKe

3¢ PEKTUBHOCTH yIpaBICHUS

Pa3paboTka 1 BHEAPEHUE KPUTEPUEB
1 CTaHAApPTOB 3PPEKTUBHOCTH
YTIpaBIEHUS IPUPOLOOXPAHHBIMU
TEPPUTOPUAMU

Brimonaute 3alIaHUPOBAHHBIC B
PoWPA paboTsl 1o orieHke

5 PEKTUBHOCTH yIpaBIICHUS

PykoBoxnctBo u
CIPaBEIJIMBOCTh

ITo 3axony Ykpaunsr «O
MIPUPOJTHO-3arI0BeJHOM (OHE
YKpauHb» JUIs psiaa
TEPPUTOPHUI U OOBEKTOB
MIPUPOJTHO-3aITOBETHOTO
(oHma peryCMOTpEHO
CO3JIaHNE CIIeNAIBHBIX
aJIMUHHUCTpaUi (IPUPOAHBIE
3aIoBeTHUKH, OMOC(hEpHBIC
3aII0BEJJHUKH, HAlIHOHAJIbHBIC
NIPUPOJHBIE NTAPKH,
PETrUOHAIBHBIC HaH}IIHad)THBIe
napku, OOTaHUYECKHE,
JICHPOJIOTMYECKUE U
300JIOTUYECKHE TTapKH
00IIeroCy TapCTBEHHOTO

PyKoBOJCTBO OTIEIBHBIMU
TEPPUTOPUSAMH U
00bEeKTaM1 MPUPOIHO-
3aroBeAHOro oHIa
OCYIIECTBIISICTCS
HEI0CTaTOYHO
a¢dexTusHO. B
HEKOTOPBIX 00BEKTaxX
OTCYTCTBYET CIICIHaIbHAS
aJIMIHNCTpANHsL.
Henocrarox yuactust
MECTHBIX OOIIMH B
YIPaBJICHUH 3alI0BEHBIMU
TEPPUTOPUSMH U B
TIPUHSATHY PELICHUH

Co3ganne crennaibHbIX
aJIMUHHUCTpAIUii, /1€ 9TO
HEOOX0UMO 10
3aKOHOJIATEILCTBY. BoBneucHue
MECTHBIX OOIINH B PYKOBOJICTBO
3aIOBETHBIMU TEPPUTOPHIMHA 1
B MIPOIIECC MPUHATHS PCIICHHM.

CoBepIIIeHCTBOBAHUE CTPYKTYPHI
aJIMUHUCTPALIUK TEPPUTOPHIL U
00BEKTOB IIPHUPOAHO-3aIIOBETHOTO
¢donpa.

Pa3paboTarh 1 BBHIIOIHUTE
MUIOTHBIE IPOEKTHI 10 BOBJICUECHHUIO
MECTHBIX OOIIVMH B YIPaBICHUT
3aM0BEAHBIMHU TEPPUTOPHUSIMH.
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3HaueHus. Takne
aIMUHUCTPAINX MOTYT OBITH
CO37aHbI Il 00TAaHUYECKHX,
JIEHIPOIOTHIECKUX U
300JIOTHYECKUX MTAPKOB
MECTHOI'0 3HAUYEHHS 110
PElIeHHIO OPTraHOB BJIACTH,
KOTOpBIE UX OIEKAIOT.
PykxoBoaCTBO 00BEKTOB
MIPUPOJAHO-3ATIOBETHOTO
(doHa, A1 KOTOPBIX HE
MIPEeyCMOTPEHO CO3TaHUE
CHEHAIBHBIX
aJMUHUCTpALUH,
OCYIIECTBIIAETCS
OpraHU3aIUSIMH U
MPEIIPUATHIMU, KOTOPBIC
OTIEKaIOT COOTBETCTBYIOIINE
TEPPUTOPHHU.

VuacTue MeCTHBIX OOILKH B
MpoIeccax MPUHATHS
pEIIeHNsI HEAOCTATOYHO

CBSI3HOCTB U KOPUAOPHI B Vkpaune npunsar 3akoH Pabota o co3nanuio 3annaHupOBaHbl JalbHEHIITHE K 2020 roxy 3aBepmuTh padboThI 1O
Yxpanne «O0 3KOJIOTHUECKOH | perHOHAIBHBIX YKOCETEH paboTHI IO CO3/IaHMIO KOCETH U |CO3/1aHHIO PErMOHANIBHBIX 3KOCETeH
cetw». Bo ucnonHeHKe 3TOro | 3aBepILEHBI HE O BCEM TPAHCTPaHUYHBIX TEPPUTOPUIL B
3aKOHa HJIeT paboTa 1o obactsm COOTBETCTBUU C YTBEPKIACHHON
CO3JaHUIO YKOJIOTUUECKOUN 9KOJIOTMYECKOM CTpaTEernue.

CeTH.

Brurtouenne B 6omnee mmpokue | [Iporece co3nanust nim OreHka cTereHu IIpoBectu ananu3 no obmactsim  |[IpoBecTH pernoHaIbHBIA aHATN3
Ha3€MHBIC U MOPCKHE pacHInpCHUs OXPaHACMbIX BKJIFOYCHUS B 60)’[66 OTHOCHUTCIIBHO BKIFOUCHUS B OTHOCHTENIHLHO BKJIIOUEHMS B Oosiee
J'[aH]lHIa(bTBI TeppI/ITOpI/Iﬁ HC BCCraa IIUPOKHUEC HA3EMHBIC U Ooiee IMUPOKHEC HA3EMHBIC U HIUMPOKUEC HA3EMHBIC 1 MOPCKUEC
BKJIFOYEH B HA3EMHBIE U MOpcKue JanamadTsl MOpCKHe JaHmadThl ¥ Ha nmaHamadTel

MOpCKHeE JaH madThI MPOBE/ICHA HEJJOCTATOUYHO | OCHOBE MOJIy4YEHHBIX
pe3yNbTaToB pa3padoTaTh
COOTBETCTBYIOIINIA MJIaH
JICHCTBUI
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Hpyrue 3¢ dekTuBHBIC
IPUPOTOOXPAHHBIE MEPHI Ha
[IOpalilOHHON OCHOBE

Co3znaHa ceTb OXpaHsAEMbIX
TEPPUTOPUN MECTHOTO
3HAYEHHS

OTCyTCTBYET aHAIN3
CTENEHH IKOJIOTMYECKON
perpe3eHTaTHBHOCTH
TeppUTOpUi 1 OOBEKTOB
MIPUPOHO-3ATIOBEIHOTO
(hoH1a MECTHOTO 3HAUCHHS

[IpoBecTH COOTBETCTBYIONIYIO
OLIEHKY M MOATOTOBUTH
PEKOMEHAAINH MECTHBIM
OpTaHaM BJIACTH OTHOCHUTEIBHO
HarfpaBieHui paboThl 1o
CO3JaHMIO TEPPUTOPUN U
00BEKTOB IPUPOTHO-
3aroBeHOr0 ()OH/Ia MECTHOTO
3HAYCHUS

Pa3paboTka pexoMeHaanuii s
MECTHBIX BJIACTEH 10 00ECIIEYEHHIO
9KOJIOTHIECKOH PeTpe3eHTaTHBHOCTH
BO BpeMs POBEICHUS paboT 1Mo
CO3IaHUIO CETH 3aII0BEIHBIX
TEPPUTOPUN MECTHOTO 3HAYECHHUSI

[IpenoTBpaienue
HCYE3HOBEHHS U3BECTHBIX
YTPOXKAEMBIX BUIOB

B Kpacnyto kHury YxpauHsl
BHECEHO 542 BHUa )KUBOTHBIX
1 826 BUIOB pacTeHUH 1
rpu6os. I1o psmy BumoB B
paMkax bepHCKoll KOHBEHLIUH,
CormnameHus 1Mo oxpane agpo-
€BPa3UiCKUX MUTPUPYIOLIUX
BOJIHO-OOJIOTHBIX IITHI
(AEWA), Cornamenus mo
oXpaHe KHTOOOPa3HbIX
YepHoro mops,
CpenuzeMHOro Mopst 1
Ipuseraroiei aTIaHTH4IeCKo
akBatopun (ACCOBAMS)
pa3paboTaHbI MIIAHBI
nevicteuii. Ha HanmoHansHOM
YPOBHE YTBEPKJIEHO TONBKO
JIBa TJIaHA IEHCTBHH (11O
3yOpy M MEIBEIO).

IInane! gelicTBUI IO
BH/IaM, BXOJSIINM B
¢ayny u ¢nopy YKpauHsl,
YTBEPK/ICHHBIE B paMKax
MEXIYHAPOIHBIX
JIOTOBOPOB HE
BBINOJTHSIOTCS HA
HaIlOHAJIFHOM yPOBHE

IIpoBecTr aHaTN3 TOTPEOHOCTH
B IIJIaHAX JEHCTBUH IO
coxpaHeHHI0 BUI0B. COCTaBUTH
CIIFICOK TIPUOPUTETHBIX BHJIOB.
Pa3paboTath HaMOHAIHHEIC
IJIaHBI IEWCTBUM 1O
TIPHOPUTETHBIM BHIAM.

CocTaBUTh CIIMCOK MPUOPUTETHBIX
BHJIOB )KUBOTHBIX M PACTEHHM, AJIs
KOTOPBIX HEOOXOIUMO pa3paboTaTh
IJIaHBI IEUCTBUM KaK Ha
HAIIMOHAJILHOM, TaK M Ha
pEeTHOHAIBHOM YPOBHE

BhINONIHUTE NPOEKTHI 11O
BBITIOJTHEHUIO 3JIEMEHTOB
MEKyHapOHBIX MJIAHOB ACHCTBUN
JUUISl BUJIOB AKUBOTHBIX U PaCTEHUH,
YTBEPKIAECHHBIX B paMKax
MEXIyHapOJIHBIX IOTOBOPOB

VYayuiieHue craTyca
COXPaHHOCTH BHJIOB C
COKpallaroencs
YHCJICHHOCTBIO

CoxpansieTcsi TCHICHIUS K
YMEHBIICHHUIO YHCICHHOCTH
TIOTTYJISAIIAM Psiia BUIOB

HenocraTtouno
BOBJICUCHHE MECTHBIX
OpTaHOB BIIACTH B
JeITEILHOCTD 110
BOCCTAHOBJICHUIO BUIOB.
Henocrarox
METOAUYCCKUX
peKOMeHaIHii O TaHHOM
TeMaTHKE

CocTaBuTh TIEpeUCHB
MEXIyHApOJHBIX PYKOBOJCTB
10 BOCCTaHOBIIEHHIO BHJIOB,
NIEPEBECTU UX HA YKPAUHCKUI
S3BIK U PaCIPOCTPAHUTH CPEIH
3aMHTEPECOBAHHBIX
YUPEKIACHUIN U OpraHu3aIuiil.
BreImonHuTs miansl JeHCTBUR
110 IPHOPUTETHBIM BUJAM.

ObecrneunTh BHEPEHNE HA MECTHOM
YPOBHE MEXIYHAPOHO MPU3HAHHBIX
PYKOBOJICTB U TIPAKTHK,
Hal'lpaBJ'[eHHbIX Ha COXpaHeHI/Ie u
BOCCTAHOBJICHUC PEAKHX U
HMCYE3AI0IINX BUIOB KUBOTHBIX U
pacTeHUi, yMEHBIIICHUC JICHCTBUS Ha
HUX HETaTHUBHBIX (haKTOPOB
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KOHTpOHL WHBA3WBHEBEIX BUJI0B

[TpoBeneH 0030p COCTOSIHUSA
mpobieMsl B YKpanHe

OtcyTcTBYeT
HaIlMOHAJIbHAs CTPaTEeTUs
KOHTpOJIA 3a
qyKE€POJHBIMH
WHBa3UBHBIMHU BHIAMU

PazpaboTats cTpareruto
KOHTPOJIS 33 NHBA3UBHBIMHU
qy’KE€POAHBIMH BUIAMH U
Ha4daTh BBIIIOJHEHHE €€
3JIEMEHTOB

CocTaBuTh CIIMCOK Hanboee
OITAaCHBIX MHBA3UBHBIX TYXXEPOIHBIX
BHUJIOB JKUBOTHBIX U paCTCHHfI.

Pa3paboTarh OCHOBBI CTpaTeruu
KOHTPOJIAA 3a MHBa3UBHBIMU
YYKEPOAHBIMU BUJIaMU

Hpyrue mepsl

BrinonaHuTh naH AecTBUi 1O
OXPaHSAEMBIM TEPPUTOPUSIM,
MOJaHHbBIN YKpauHO B
Cexkperapuar KBP (Action Plan
for Implementing the
Programme of Work on
Protected Areas of the CBD).

O0ecreynTs BBIMOIHEHHE IIaHa
JEHCTBUH MO OXPaHSIEMbBIM
TEPPUTOPUSIM
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KomamuecTBeHHEBIC 37IEMEHTEI:
HAa3¢MHBIC U MOPCKHUE

B Hacrosmee BpeMs 115 ofiepkanns OnopasHoobpasus B
pecmyOrke 0Opa3oBaHbl U (PYHKIMOHUPYET CETh OXPaHAEMbIX
npupoubix Tepputopuit (OI1T) obmeit mnomansio 2461709,8ra

(1-5 kateropun) v 5.5 % ot mwiomamm pecny6nuku. B Hamreit
crpane HeT Mopckux OIIT, mMeroTcs TOIBKO Ha3eMHBIE.

B cootBetcTBIE ¢ 3aK0HOM PecryOmuku Y30ekucran «O0
OXpaHAeMbIX HpUPOAHBIX TeppuTopusix» OIIT B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT HX
IIEIEBOT0 HAa3HAYCHHUS U PEXHUMA MOPa3/IeNIOTCS Ha CIeIyIoLHe
KaTeropHH:

TOCY/IapCTBEHHBIE 3aII0BE/IHHKH;

KOMIUIEKCHbIE (JTaHAmadTHBIE) 3aKa3HUKH;

TPUPOHBIC TIAPKH;

TOCY/apCTBEHHBIE TAMATHUKH IPHPOJIBL;

TEPPUTOPHH [T COXPAHCHNS, BOCIPOM3BOACTBA U BOCCTAHOBICHHUS
OTZENBHBIX IPHPOHBIX 00BEKTOB M KOMIUIEKCOB;

OXpaHseMbIe JaHIIa(TH;

TEPPUTOPHH TS YIPABICHUS OTIEIbHBIMU IPHPOTHEIMH PECYPCAMH.

Kpome toro, k OIIT BritoueH buocdepHbie pe3epBarhl.

Tak, Ha ceroausmHuit 1eHs B Pecy6imke opraHn3oBaHbl 1
(YHKIMOHUPYIOT: 8 TOCYIapCTBEHHBIX 3aMOBeAHUKOB (1 KaTeropus)
(201705,3ra), 3 rocyapCTBEHHBIX IPUPOIHBIX NIAPKOB (3 KaTeropus)
(598732,4ra), 10 mamsTHiKH puposst (4 kateropun) (3680,6 ra), 13
3aKa3HUKOB U 3 MUTOMHHUKA 10 Pa3BEJICHHUIO PENKUX U MCUE3aI0INX
BH/I0B XHUBOTHEIX (5 Kareropus) (1588874 ra) u onun rocyapcTBeHHBINH
ouocdepHsIi pezepsat (BHe kareropuu) (68717,8 ra).

K oxpansembiv nmanamadram (6 KaTeropus) OTHOCATCS BOZOOXPAHHEIE
30HBI, IPHOPEKHBIE TIOJIOCH BOAHBIX 00BEKTOB, 30HBI (POPMUPOBAHNUS
TIOBEPXHOCTHBIX 1 T10/13¢MHbIX BoJ. Ha ceropusImHuii 1eHb nx
TeppuTopHs coctasnser 6onee 200 ThIC. ra.

JIecx03bI 1 IECOOXOTHUYBY X03IHMCTBA BKIFOUCHBI KaK ceapmas
kareropust OIIT. Ux teppuropus cocrapmuser 8896983, 1ra

Teppuropun Beex kateropuii OIIT cocraBnser Oonee 28% TepputopHit
Y30ekucTaHa.

11,5%

ITocranoBnennem Kabunera
MununctpoB Pecrryommiku
V36ekuctan Ne255 ot 29 aprycra
2015 roga «O KOMIIIEKCHOM
IIporpaMMe Mep 0 CMATICHUIO
MOCTIeICTBUM ApajbCKoi
KaTacTpo(dbl, BOCCTAHOBJICHUIO U
COLUATBEHO- IKOHOMUYECKOMY
pa3BuTHIO peruoHa [Ipuapanbs Ha
2015-2018roap» mpeyCMOTPEHO
coznanue 10 HoBEIX OIIT ¢ oOmiei
IUIOIAABIO 3.7 MIIH. ra.
Heo6xoanMo npusJjeyb
(¢duHAHCHpPOBaHHE CO CTOPOHBI
I'9® nan npyrux
MEKTYHAPOTHBIX (PHHAHCOBBIX
HHCTUTYTOB JIJIl peaju3anun
HMEIOIUXCH MPOEKTHBIX
NpeNJI0sKeHU .
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PEOPE3CHTATUBHOCTD paﬁonax, Ha paBHHUHAX € 3allOBEIHUKN OPTaHU30BaHbI IMOKa3bIBACT, YTO 061>6M u IMYCTBIHHBIX 30HaX

NPEUMYIICCTBECHHO B/I0JIb PCK HA YYaCTKaX TyTracsB.

Pempe3eHTaTHBHOCTD MPUPOIHBIX
TEPPUTOPHIl HEJOCTATOYHBI IS
COXpaHeHHs TaHAaPTOB U
OHMOIOTMYECKUX 00BEKTOB,
MIPE/ICTABICHHBIX Ha dTHX
Tepputopusax. OTCYTCTBHE CTPOTO
OXpaHsIEMBIX 3aIIOBEIHBIX 30H B
IIyCTHIHHBIX pailoHaX IOpPOXKIaeT
MIPpOOJIEMBI B COXPaHEHHH MHOTUX
BHUJIOB KPYITHBIX MICKOTIUTAOIIIX
(mxeiipaH, caifrak, MaHyJI, Kapaxa
U 1Ip.) ¥ rtui (cokoun 6anaba,
npoda xpacoTka (JuKEK),
4epHOOPIOXUit U OET00PIOX A
ps0KHM U Ap.), a TaKXKE HEKOTOPBIX
YHUKaJBbHBIX MECTHBIX BUIOB U
MOZBHIOB PENTIHIIHH.

ITocranosnenueM Kabunera
MunucrpoB Pecryonukn
V36ekucran Ne255 ot 29 aBrycra
2015 roga «O KOMILIEKCHOK
MporpaMMe Mep 0 CMATICHUIO
MOCJIEACTBUI ApanbCKOi
KaTacTpo(bl, BOCCTAHOBJICHUIO U
COLIMABHO- KOHOMUYIECKOMY
pas3BuTHIO pernoHa [Ipuapanbs Ha
2015-2018rombr» mpeaycMOTPEHBI
cosnanus 10 soBeIx OIIT ¢ o6mei
IIOIIAab0 3.7 MIIH. Ta.
Heo6xoaumo npusBJjieyb
(¢uHaHCHpPOBaHHE CO CTOPOHBI
I'9® nau npyrux
MEKIYHAPOTHBIX (PMHAHCOBBIX
HHCTUTYTOB /ISl pean3anun
HMEIOIIHXCS MPOEKTHBIX
TpeJIoOKeHU.

Paiionsl, nMerompe BaKHOE
3HaYCHUE JIJIS
6mopazHo0Opazus

PaiioHbl, nMeroIIe BaKHOE
3HAYCHHUE JJII SKOCHCTEMHBIX

ycIyT

B HacTosmiee Bpemst o3epa «JleHrn3kynb» u Aiinap-ApHacaiickas
cucTeMa 03ep BKIIIOUEHBI B PaMcapckuil cicok, Kak BOJHO-
0O0JIOTHBIC YTO/bs, IMEIOIINE Ba)KHOE 3HAUECHHE /IS IEPENETHBIX
TITHIL.

PaboTbl B 0051aCTH OLIEHKH SKOCUCTEMHBIX YCIYT HaXOJSTCS B
HavyaJIbHOM ctaguu. [IpoBeneHa yacTuyHas OLEHKa CEpBUCA
skocucteMHBIX yeiyr ogHoit OIIT crpansl (Yram — YaTkambckom
HaronansHoM [lapke, Flermonica 2015 GIZ ).

OmnpeneneHbl U BKIIIOYEHBI B MEKAYHApOIHBIN cricok 51
Ba)XHEHIIIMX OpHHUTOJOTHYECKUX Tepputopuu (IBA).

OTcyTCTBHE HAIMOHATIBHOM
METOJMKH OLIEHKH DKOCHUCTEMHBIX

ycIyr

PaspaboTano nmpoextHOE
MPEAIOKEHUE «Y CTONUMBOE
YIpaBJICHUE IPHPOTHBIMHU U
JICCHBIMH PECYypCaMH B KJITFOUEBBIX
FOpHBIX peFI/IOHaX, Ba>XHBbIC IJIs
ri00abHO 3HAYMMBIX BHJIOB
Oropa3HOOOpa3us» IS
(hMHAHCHUPOBAHUS CO CTOPOHBI
I[TPOOH-THO .

[TonroTOBICHBI MPEUTOKEHUS TS
BKJIIOUEHUs B PaMcapckuil ciucok
2 BOJHBIX OOBEKTOB W HAIIPABIICHBI
B cekpeTapuar KoHBeHIIUH.

Omnenka 3¢ EeKTHBHOCTH
yIIpaBJICHUS

Onenka > ¢pexruBHOcTH yrpaBineHUSOIIT B PecryOnmke
Y36eKucTaH MPOBOAMIICS B PAMKaX pealm30BaHHBIX
MexayHapoaabix mpoekToB [TIPOOH-I'D® (o meroauke METT,
UNDP Scorecard assessment Ha JBYX YPOBHSX: HAIIMOHATBHOM U
Ha ypoBHe otaenbHbIx OIIT).

[TpoBeneHa orieHKa 3aoBeJHUKOB U OMOC(epHOro pe3epBarta -

OtcyTcTBHE HAIMOHATIBHBIX
CTAHJAaPTOB OLICHKH
a¢dexruBHOCcTH ynpasueHus OIIT.
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cpemHsis orieHka konebanach 40-60 6ayios.

Bce 3anoBenuuku u 6uocepHslii pesepar umerot [1nansr
VYupasnenus (ITY). Ctpykrypa u nporenypa cornacoanus [1Y
YTBEPXKIEHBI Ha TOCYAapPCTBEHHOM YPOBHE.

HaunoHansHBIM 3aKOHOIATEIBCTBOM OIIPE/IENICHBI BUABI KOHTPOJIS
Hax yrnpasienuem OIIT. JletictByeT 6onee 40 3aK0OHOB U
0JI3aKOHHBIX aKTOB.

PykoBoactBo u
CIPaBEIITUBOCTh

Nmeetcst cOOTBETCTBYIOIIAs HOPMAaTUBHO-ITPAaBOBas 0a3a Juis
Y4acTusi MECTHBIX OPTAHOB BJIACTH B BOIIPOCAX KOHTPOJIS
coxpaHeHneM OnopazHooOpasus u aestensHocTH OINT.

Ha npakrtuke y4actue opraHoB
CaMOyTIpaBJICHUS TPaXIaH,
HEroCyJapCTBEHHBIX
HEKOMMEPUYECKUX OpraHU3aluil 1
TpaXkIaH B OpPraHU3aluH, OXPaHe U
HCIIOJIb30BaHUU OXPAHSIEMBIX
IIPUPOJHBIX TEPPUTOPUH B
Ha4aJIbHOM CTauMu.

3akoH «O0 3KOJIOTHYECKOM
KOHTPOJIE) TIPETyCMaTPUBACT
CO3/1aHUEe WHCTUTYTA
HWHCIIEKTOPOB OOIIECTBEHHOTO
HKOJIOTHYECKOTO KOHTPOJIS

CBSI3HOCTH U KOPUAOPHI

Benertcs pabora o obecreueHno 01aronpusTHRIX YCIOBUN IS
BUIOBOTO pa3HOo00pa3us (IIopsl U (hayHbl U YCTOHYMBOCTH
MUTPAIMOHHBIX TYTeH KPYITHBIX MICKOMUTAONIUX (XUIIHBIX U
KOTIBITHBIX ), OJTHAKO B HEIOCTATOYHOI cTeneHu. Mimeercs
CypxaHCKHH 3aTIOBEIHUK HA TPAHUIIC MEXKITY Y30CKICTaHOM 1
TypkmenucranoM (rpaHudamuii ¢ KyrutaHrckum 3amoBe THUKOM
B TypkMeHHCTaHe), 00eCTICUNBAIONINN TPAaHCTPAaHUYHBIC
TepPeX0 bl KOTIBITHBIX (BUHTOPOTHH KO3ell, OyXapckuii OapaH).
Co3znaeTcst KOMIUIEKCHBIN (JTanamaTHBIN) 3aKa3HUK Ha TPAHUIIC C
Kazaxcranom st obecrieueHust TeppUTOPUATLHON OXpaHbl Ha
MUTPAIMOHHOM ITyTH cairaka. Ha Tepputopun Kazaxcrana takxe
coznaercst OIIT. Dto obseryaeT MUrpaIMio CairakoB.
CyliiecTByeT oXpaHa Ha MyTsSIX CE30HHOTO MepeMeIICHHs
Oyxapckoro oneHst (KbI3bUTKYMCKHIA 3aTIOBETHIK CO CTOPOHBI
VY36eknucrana u AMyJapbHHCKHI 3aII0BETHIK CO CTOPOHBI
Typkmenucrana). Pacnonoxenne Yram-YarkanabCckoro
Harmmonaneroro [lapka Takke IMeeT TpaHCTPAaHIUYHBIN XapaKTep
MIPU3BAHHBIA COXPAHATh BO BPEMS CE30HHBIX MUTPAILIAI TaKHe
BHJIBI KaK CHEXKHBIN 0apc, CHOMPCKHA TOPHBINA KO3€T,
TAHBIIAHCKUHN apXap, epeMemaronxcs Yepe3 TPAHUIIBI
V36ekucrana, Kazaxcrana u Kupruzcrana. OgHaKo B CBSI3U CO
cJ1ab0CThIO PEKMMA TEPPUTOPHUATLHON OXPaHbI U
HEJI0OCTATOYHOCTBHIO (PMHAHCOBBIX M YEJIOBEYECKUX PECYPCOB
nMaHHas (GYHKIUS BBIOJTHACTCS HE B IOJTHOM Mepe.

B 3akoHOIATENBECTBE OTCYTCTBYET
Takas (hopMa TEppUTOPHATIBHON
OXPpaHbI KaK IKOJIOTUIECKHH
KOPHJIOP.

He oxBauens! kopumopamu
3aIl0BEHNKH, KOTOPBIE NMEIOT 2 U
Ooyee y4yacTKOB

(mammprmep YaTkanbckuit
OmocdepHBIi 3aTI0BEIHHK).

He oxBaueHsl TeppuTOpUATBHON
OXpaHOil B)KHBIE C TOUKU 3PEHHS
Hepa3pbIBHOCTH JaHAadTa U
o0ecrieueHHs CTPOToi OXPaHOU BO
BpeMsi MUTpaluu B 3anagHoM TsHb-
lane (Hanpumep, GacceiiH p.
AxOymnak, BepxoBbs p. [Ickem),
[Tamupo-Amnae (HarpuMep BEepXOBbs
p- Tymananr), FOxxaoM YcTrOpTE.

PazpaboTtaHbl mpe1oKeHus B
paMKax IUIaHUPYEMOTro
KPYIHOMACIITaOHOTO ITPOEKTa
[MPOOH-I'2® no pacupeHuto
YaTkanbCcKoro 3anoBeIHUKA:

3a CYET MPUCOCTUHEHUS
Gaccelina p. AkOyJak Ha rpaHuIe
¢ Kupruscranowm,

CO3JaHUs KOPUAOPA MEKAY
Bamks13puicalickum u
MaiiilaHTanbCKUM yuyacTKaMu
YaTkaabCKOro 3aloBeTHUKA

CO3J]aHUsl CTPOr0 OXPaHIEMOU
30HBI B Bepx0Bb4 p. IIckem Ha
TeppuTopun Yram_ YaTkalbckoro
Hanumonansnoro Ilapka Ha
rpanutie ¢ Kazaxcranowm,

paciupeHue TeppUTOPUN
T'uccapckoro 3amnoBegHMKa B
BEpXOBbs p. TynajnaHr Ha rpaHULE
¢ TamxukuctanoM. IToagrorosien
npoekt [Iporpamma o
pacmmpenuto OIIT, B pamkax
KOTOpOii, B TOM 4HUCIIE,
IUTAHUPYETCs CO3/IaHKe
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HarnuonaneHoro napka xHa FOxHoM
YcTropTe Ha rpaHulEe MEXIy
VY36ekucranom, TypkMeHHCTaHOM
u Kazaxcranom.

BrroueHue B OoJiee MUPOKUE
Ha3eMHBIC 1 MOPCKHUE
JMaHamadTel

IToaroToBIEH U COTNIACOBAH C 3aUHTEPECOBAHHBIMU
MHUHHCTEPCTBaMHU M BeIOMCTBaM 1poekT [locTanoBneHus
[pesnnenta PecriyOmuku Y30ekucTaH uist yTBEpP>KAECHHSI HOBOH
Hauunonanenoit Ctpareruu u [1nana nqeiicTBuil o coxpaHeHUIo
6unopazHooOpaszus Ha 2016-2025 Tombl, KOTOPEI BHECEH B
Kabunetr Munnctpos PecrryOnuku Y36eknucran. B Hem
IIPeayCMOTpEHa pa3paboTka MpoeKTa mocraHoBieHns Kabunera
MunnctpoB «O06 yrBepxxaerne IIporpammsr passutus cetu OIIT
Ha 2016-2025 roasn».Pa3zpaboTaHHbIe HAIIMOHATBHBIC
CTpaTern4eckue el COOTBETCTBYIOT pemennto Kondepenuun
Cropon Konseniuu 2010 rona. OmnpeneneHs! YeTspe
CTpaTern4yeckue 1elibl, aKTyaJIbHbIe 17151 Y30eKHuCcTaHa.

JloBecTH miomanas TeppUTOPHUI
HazemHbIx OIIT o 2020 roga no
12% oT TeppuUTOpUH CTPAHBI.

Hpyrue a¢dexTrBHBIE
MIPUPOIOOXPAaHHEBIE MEPHI HA
NOpaliloHHON OCHOBE

B HacTosmmee BpeMs o3epa «JleHruskyns» u Aiinap-ApHacaiickast
CHUCTeMa 03€ep BKJIIOUEHBI B PaMcapckuil ciucok, Kak BOAHO-
00JIOTHBIE YTOJIbsl, IMEIOIINE BAXKHOE 3HAYECHHS JJISl [TEPENICTHBIX
TITHII.

Wmeercst ps BOTHBIX 0OBEKTOB B
CTpaHe COOTBETCTBYIOIIUX
KPUTEPHSIM JJIs1 BKIIOUEHUS B
Pamcapckuii cnucok.

Mo AByM BOAOXpaHUIUIIAM
[IOJrOTOBJIEHBI BCE HEOOXOAUMEBIE
JIOKyMEHTBI 1 HaIlpaBJICHbI [
paccmotpenus B Cekperapuat
Pamcapckuit KonBenuuu.

IIpenoTBpaienue
NCUYC3HOBCHHUA N3BCCTHBIX
YIPOXKaeMbIX BUJIOB

Kaxnpie 5 net uznaercs Kpacnas Kanra Pecriyonuku
V36ekucrad. [ToarorosiieHo U coriiacoBaHo HoBoe [TosioxkeHue o
Kpacuoit Kaure. Benercs Kamactp penkux, ncuesaromux BUI0B
(opb! 1 GayHsl Y30eKHCTaHA.

Co3naHne ycIoBHUi B MeCTax
OOMTaHUS ITHX KUBOTHBIX U
MPOU3PACTAHMS ITUX PACTCHHUM, BHE
Teppuropuii neiictpyrommx OIIT.

st coxpaHeHus MOy JISLIH
CHEeXHOTo Oapca pa3paboTaHo
MPOEKTHOE MPE/JIOKECHUE
«YCcTOM4MBOE yIIpaBICHUE
MPUPOTHBIMH U JIECHBIMH
pecypcaMu B KIFOUEBBIX TOPHBIX
perroHax, BaKHbIE JUIs II100aIbHO
3HAYMMBIX BHJIOB
6uropasHooOpass» s
(huHAHCHPOBAHUS CO CTOPOHBI
I[TPOOH-TD®.
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VYydiienue craryca
COXpaHHOCTH BUIOB C
COKpaujarouencs
YUCJIEHHOCTBIO

11 coxpaHeHMs COKpAILAIOIIEHCsl YMCIEHHOCTU YCTIOPTCKOM
nonyssiuny Caiiraka, CyIecTBy O MECTHBIN 3aKa3HUK (0e3
00pazoBaHusl IOPUIMYECKOTO JINIA), PEOPraHU3yETCs B
KOMIIIEKCHBIH (JlaHImadTHBIN) 3aKa3HUK ¢ 00pa3oBaHHEM
IOPUMYECKOTO JINIA, CO IITaTaMH YIPaBICHUS U OXPaHBI, a TaKKe
nepesaveii 3emiu B roctosiHaoe noskzoBanue (MCOII kateropus
Ib).

Pa3paboTano mpoeKkTHOE MpeATIoKeHHEe « Y CTONYHBOE YIIPABICHHUE
TIPUPOTHBIMH U JIECHBIMH PECYPCAMH B KJIIOUEBBIX TOPHBIX
pETHOHAaX, BaXKHBIC IS TII00AIbHO 3HAYUMBIX BU/IOB
6ropazHoobpazus» s puHAHCHpOBaHUsA co cToponsl [IPOOH-
I20.

HeobOxoanmo yiyulieHue craryca
COXPaHHOCTH BUJIOB C
COKpAIIAOLIEHCS YHCIEHHOCTBIO.

Cosnanue
KOMILTEKCHOTO(JIaHAIadTHOrO)
3aka3HuKa «Cairauniiy.
Peanuzanun npoexra [IPOOH-
I'D® «YcroitunBoe ymnpaBieHue
MPUPOIHBIMH U JIECHBIMH
pecypcaMu B KIFOUEBBIX TOPHBIX
pETHOHAaX, BaKHBIE IS TII00AIEHO
3HAYMMBIX BHJIOB
6mopazHooOpazus» (s
COXpaHEHMs CHEXXHOTO Oapca n
JPYTHX 0OUTaTeNeil BBICOKOTOPHIA
3anansoro Tsub-1llans u [Tamupo-
Anas)
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Annex 1V
NEEDS FOR ACHIEVING AICHI BIODIVERSITY TARGETS 11 AND 12
Capacity
Equity Regional Technical Le.ngla' Financial Effectiveness Develop_ment Communication and
Research . . tion/ (management/ (professional/
Governance Cooperation Guidance . Resources . awareness
Policy performance) skills/
competency)
Develop pilot Complete the inventory Align national Encourage usage Management | Develop projects for | Capacity building | Environmental
projects for good of flora, fauna, fungi, and | PAs accordingto | of Standard for the Funding effective for data Education for Primary
governance and ecosystems and types of IUCN categories | identification of (Stable and management of PAs management and | School Children (with
drive technical habitats in BiH, and —including trans- | Key Biodiversity Long-term) and share best use in decision an outdoor component)
guidance update Red Lists boundary context | Areas (KBAS), practices making - in PAs = on topics
develop relevant of PAs and species
guidelines (overlap with other
targets)
Maximum Explore opportunities for | Transboundary Establish a global Good To conduct To establish a Increase public
interaction with the | improving information cooperation register of species practice of management team for project awareness level related
local population exchange between action plans, ecosystem effectiveness applications to biodiversity
countries on species developed under services assessments towards IPA and protection securing
status and measures taken various treaties or market (developing the other financial resources for
for the conservation of by individual methodologies) international projects in BiH
threatened species countries (BiH) funds (BiH)
Develop Facilitate updating of data Guidance needed
mechanisms to on IBAs, implementing for testing use of
integrate relevant projects or action the IUCN Green
environmental plans List of Protected
responsibility of Areas
stakeholders
Urge countries to To develop an ecological Guidance
explore variety of network (BiH) developed for the
governance types use of the Standard
for identifying
KBAs
Drivers of population
decline




