Review of the state of implementation of the Programme of Work on Protected Areas as of August 2007

Federal Republic of Germany
Introductory note:

This report is intended to provide new information which has become available since the submission of the first German report on implementation of the Programme of Work on Protected Areas in 2005. 

In order to structure the information, a set of guiding questions related to each of the goals and targets of the Programme of Work was used, drawing on the questions contained in Annex II of WGPA 1 Rec. I/4 and Annex I of UNEP/CBD/COP/8/INF/27.

Effort was made to focus the reporting on key outputs (progress towards targets), obstacles and success stories.

1.1
Goal: To establish and strengthen national and regional systems of protected areas integrated into a global network as a contribution to globally agreed goals.

Target: Establish a global network of comprehensive, representative and effectively managed national and regional protected area systems (2010 terrestrial, 2012 marine).

a) Background information

The main legal instruments concerning the establishment and strengthening of a comprehensive, representative and effectively managed system of protected areas in the Federal Republic of Germany are the EC Habitats Directive (92/43/EC) and Birds Directive (79/409/EEC, both Directives are transposed into national law by Art. 32 et seqq. of the Federal Nature Conservation Act), which together provide for the establishment of the ecological network Natura 2000, and Art. 3 of the Federal Nature Conservation Act, which provides for the establishment of a biotope network system covering at least 10 % of the area of the country (see also answer to question 1.2 a).

Because of Germany’s federal structure, the establishment and management of protected areas (including large-scale protected areas) is carried out under the responsibility of the federal states (“Länder”). Only in the Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) of the North and Baltic Seas, the responsibility for protected areas lies with the federal government.
The Natura 2000 network is regarded as a comprehensive and representative regional network. However, the EU regulations do not cover the complete set of nationally endangered habitats and species. Concerning additional measures to enhance the comprehensiveness of the national protected areas system, see also the answers to the questions 1.1 c), g) and h) below.

With regard to marine habitats, in addition to the provisions of the Habitats Directive, the regional seas agreements HELCOM (for the Baltic Sea) and OSPAR (for the North-East Atlantic area including the North Sea) have taken resolutions on the establishment of an ecologically coherent and well-managed network of marine protected areas.

For further information about the different categories of protected areas which are established in Germany, please refer to the first national report to the CBD, pp. 43 – 53.
b) Have definitions of the terms "comprehensive", "ecologically representative" and "effectively managed" been developed in your country? If yes, what are they?

In the context of the Habitats Directive, comprehensiveness and ecological representation are implicitly defined on the basis of lists of the priority European habitats and species (Annexes I and II of the Directive). In order to maintain or re-establish these habitats and species in a favourable conservation status, the member states are to establish protected areas in sufficient numbers, of adequate size and under appropriate management. The criteria for selecting the "sites of Community interest" which have to be proposed to the European Commission for inclusion in the Natura 2000 network are laid down in Annex III of the Directive. They follow a purely scientific concept and there has been a legal clarification that in the initial selection of sites, other considerations (such as political or economical factors) are not to be taken into account. For every site, each occurrence of habitats and species listed in Annexes I resp. II has to be evaluated (for details see decision 97/266/EC). After receiving the proposal of sites selected by the Member States, the EU Commission evaluates whether enough areas have been designated to meet the objectives of the Directive.

"Effective management" is implicitly defined by the requirement for Member States to ensure that the Natura 2000 network enables the habitat types and species for which its sites are designated to be maintained or, where appropriate, restored at a favourable conservation status in their natural range (Art. 3 Habitats Directive), and to establish the necessary conservation measures at the level of sites taking into account the ecological requirements of the habitats and species concerned (Art. 6 (1) Habitats Directive).

In the context of the "ecologically coherent and well-managed" network of marine protected areas to be established under OSPAR and HELCOM, the development of relevant definitions has also been addressed.

OSPAR has defined the term "representative" in reference to a protected area as follows: "[an area that] contains a number of habitat/biotope types, habitat complexes, species, ecological processes or other natural characteristics that are typical and representative for the OSPAR-Area as a whole or for its different biogeographic units (ref. 2003-17)".

Neither OSPAR nor HELCOM have as yet adopted a formal definition for "ecological coherence", though both have begun preliminary work on the topic (e.g. HELCOM HABITAT 2005 5.2/7 and OSPAR BDC 06/3/7). During the meeting of OSPAR's working group on Marine Protected Areas and Species & Habitats 2006 (MASH 06/5/3), Germany proposed a working definition for ecological coherence based on the work begun in OSPAR BDC 06/3/7 and also by Laffoley et al (2006)
: A finalised version of this paper was accepted by OSPAR’s Biodiversity Committee (BDC) in March 2007 (BDC 07/03/14).
a. An ecologically coherent network of MPAs:

i) interacts with and supports the wider environment (§5.3 & §6 BDC 06/3/7);

ii) maintains the processes, functions, and structures of the intended protected features across their natural range (Laffoley et al 2006); and

iii) functions synergistically as a whole, such that the individual protected sites benefit from each other in order to achieve the above two objectives (based on § 5.2, BDC 06/3/7).

b. Additionally, an ecologically coherent network of MPAs may:

i) Be designed to be resilient to changing conditions (§5, BDC 06/3/7).
OSPAR has also accepted an ecological coherence self-assessment checklist that was put forward by Germany (BDC 07/3/15-Add.1).
The term "comprehensive" has not been officially defined within HELCOM and OSPAR. For its work concerning the Exclusive Economic Zone of the German sea areas, the marine unit of the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation informally follows the definition used by Australia and New Zealand: "[including] the full range of ecosystems recognised at an appropriate scale within and across each bioregion" (ANZECC TFMPA 1998)
.

Although the term “effectively managed” has not been defined explicitly, its intended meaning is presumed to follow from the guidance document for management of MPAs which has been developed jointly by HELCOM and OSPAR, and the management checklist which has recently been accepted (BDC 07/3/16).

c) What biomes are adequately represented in the national protected areas system? What biomes are underrepresented or not represented?
As explained above, efforts to ensure the establishment of a comprehensive and representative national system of protected areas are at present mainly guided by the EU Habitats and Birds Directives. The Natura 2000 network in its current state includes a large portion of Germany's protected areas, especially with regard to the stricter categories of protection (92 % of the National Parks, 60 % of the Biosphere Reserves (this approximately coincides with the core and the buffer zones) and 80 % of the Nature Conservation Areas). The following observations on the representation of biomes and ecosystems in the Natura 2000 network can therefore give quite a good impression of the representation that will be achieved in the German protected areas system as a whole once the Directives are fully implemented. (Concerning the progress made in implementation and plans for the future see next question.)

In Germany, Natura 2000 focusses on rare and threatened ecosystems as well as on those ecosystems which are typical or representative for central Europe. Annex I of the Habitats Directive lists in total 95 habitat types which have to be protected and included in Natura 2000 sites. Biomes and ecosystems well covered by the Directive include:

· Marine and coastal ecosystems (almost all coastal habitats and a large number of marine habitats fall under the Directive)

· Middle European beech forest ecosystems in all their forms and regional variability (including both beech forests on acidic substrates and on calcareous substrates) as well as across their whole altitudinal range (including mixed mountain forests with Abies and Picea)

· Running water ecosystems with all major river and brook types (as linear systems, but not including the complete series of habitats in the alluvial complex, for example not including associated swamp forests - however, all major typical alluvial forest types are also covered by the Directive (Alno-Ulmion, Salicion albae))

· Pond and lake systems including basically the whole range from dystrophic, oligotrophic and mesotrophic to eutrophic lakes

· Alpine ecosystems: these are only occurring in a small area along the southern border of Germany mainly in the Calcareous Alps with only minor exceptions of acidic alpine habitats; the alpine ecosystems are very well represented, almost fully included in the Natura 2000 site selection and were often already part of large nationally protected areas.

The range of grassland ecosystems to be included in Natura 2000 covers the dry grassland systems completely and the mesic grassland ecosystems to a large extent (focussing on hay meadows with some gaps concerning extensive grazing systems). Larger gaps exist with regard to certain eutrophic but species-rich and endangered wet grassland ecosystems (mainly the Calthion).

Bog and fen ecosystems are for the raised bogs and for the alkaline fen systems completely covered by the Natura 2000 system. Acidic fens do not fall under this regime.

In addition to the Natura 2000 network, the German protected areas system includes further sites which have been designated at the initiative of the federal states themselves (in accordance with their responsibilities under the federal system), following their own analyses and priorities and taking into account habitats of regional or local significance as well. 

The conservation of certain biotope types and geomorphological features is also addressed by Art. 30 of the Federal Nature Conservation Act (BNatschG), which contains a list of biotopes for which a legal protection status is to be assured by the Länder. However, this legal status does not need to be achieved through the designation of protected areas, but is more often realized through general provisions in the relevant conservation legislation.

d) What is the progress made in quantitative and qualitative terms against the national targets relating to “comprehensiveness”, “ecological representation”, and “effective management”?

Germany has fully accomplished the selection of Sites of Community Interest (SCIs) under the Habitats Directive in February 2006 and all sites have been proposed to the EU for inclusion in the Natura 2000 network. The selection of sites for the Natura 2000 network under the Birds Directive has made substantial progress in Germany, but is still incomplete with new sites expected mainly in 2007 and in the beginning of 2008. 

In order to fulfil the requirements of the Habitats Directive, the selected sites have to be formally designated at the national level within a 6-year period from the date when they are accepted at Community level, i. e. included in the official list of SCIs. Until now, only a part of the sites proposed by Germany is registered on the Community list, but the ones recently added are expected to be fully integrated into the list by early 2007. It will then be the responsibility of the German federal states (Länder) to decide on the way in which the sites will be placed under legal protection (if they do not already have a protection status) and on the national protection category to be used.

In the marine and coastal sector, Germany has closed a gap in meeting the requirements of the Habitats and Birds Directives with the designation of 10 protected marine areas in the Exclusive Economic Zone in 2004 (> 30% of the sea area in the EEZ). It has also started to implement the OSPAR and HELCOM resolutions on the establishment of an ecologically coherent and well-managed international network of marine protected areas and intends to complete implementation by 2010.

The Natura 2000 network in Germany currently includes a total of 5,101 sites, covering 13.5 % of the German terrestrial territory and 41 % of the marine areas.

Regarding efforts to ensure the effective management of the Natura 2000 network as well as other types of protected areas in Germany, see answers to question 1.4 a), 4.1 b) and c) and 4.2 below.

As noted under a) and c) above, from a national perspective further habitats and species not covered by the Habitats and Birds Directives may deserve consideration in the protected areas system. In this context it has also to be kept in mind that the provisions regarding the management of the Natura 2000 system focus on the conservation objectives of the target habitats and species present on each individual site. This means that the sites do not necessarily have to be strictly protected in the "classical" sense. 

Another challenge with regard to the German protected areas system can be seen in the fact that many protected sites, as well as many of the proposed Natura 2000 sites, are relatively small and therefore often suffer from fragmentation and relatively high impacts from their margins. More than 2/3 of the Natura 2000 sites are below 500 ha in size, and more than 60 % of the Nature Conservation Areas are smaller than 50 ha, leading to an average size of 151 ha.

Concerning measures taken to address the above-mentioned needs (inter alia through the establishment of new large-scale protected areas), see the answers to questions e), g), and h) below.

Further details on the state of the Natura 2000 network in Germany are given in the following publication: Raths, U., S. Balzer, M. Ersfeld & U. Euler (2006): Deutsche Natura-2000-Gebiete in Zahlen (Figures on the German Natura 2000 sites). Natur und Landschaft 81 (2): 68-80.

e) Do new protected areas established since COP-7 cover underrepresented ecosystems and biomes (number of new protected areas since COP-7, area covered by them, type and percentage of biomes covered by them)?

Since COP 7 (February 2004) the following number of protected areas have been designated under the Federal Nature Conservation Act:

· Nature Conservation Areas: 588; area: 138,039 ha (as of 31.12.2005),

· National Parks: 2 (“Eifel” and “Kellerwald”); area: 16,424 ha (status quo),

· Landscape Reserves: 152; area: 82,453 ha (as of 31.12.2005),

· Nature Parks: 7; area: 536,574 ha (status quo).

Both of the new National Parks “Eifel” and “Kellerwald” are predominantly covered by forests (beech forests, mixed forests and coniferous forests on acidic soils); beech forests on acidic soils were underrepresented in the German National Park system before. The establishment of the Eifel National Park in particular contributes towards closing a gap in the system of large-scale protected areas in the atlantic bioregion of Germany.
The current total numbers of protected areas under the Federal Nature Conservation Act and the area covered by them are (please note that many sites belong to more than one category at the same time):

· Nature Conservation Areas: 7,866; area: 1,185,402 ha (3.3 % of the total area of Germany) (status: 31.12.2005),

· National Parks: 14 (the National Parks “Harz” and “Hochharz” have merged to one “Harz” National Park); area: 962,212 ha (including North Sea and Baltic Sea waters and tidal mudflats) (2.7 % of the total area of Germany) (status quo),

· Biosphere Reserves: 14; area: 1,738,913 ha (including North Sea and Baltic Sea waters and tidal mudflats) (4.9 % of the total area of Germany) (status quo),

· Landscape Reserves: 7,383; area: 10,683,498 ha (29.9 % of the total area of Germany) (status: 31.12.2005),

· Nature Parks: 94; area: 8,522,085 ha (23.9 % of the total area of Germany) (status quo).

In addition to protection under national law, a number of sites have also been awarded protection status under international instruments and are listed as: 

· UNESCO-MAB Biosphere Reserves,

· World Heritage Sites and

· Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar Sites).

f) What IUCN categories of protected areas are included?

In accordance with the information submitted to the WCMC for inclusion in the 2003 UN List of Protected Areas, the categories of protected areas defined by the Federal Nature Conservation Act can generally be related to the IUCN categories as follows:


National Parks: IUCN category II,

Nature Conservation Areas: predominantly IUCN category IV (2 sites were classified as corresponding to category I b),

Landscape Reserves: IUCN category V,

Nature Parks: IUCN category V.

Among the newly created marine protected areas in the EEZ, one of the sites in the North Sea and one in the Baltic Sea have been designated as Nature Conservation Areas, corresponding to IUCN category IV.

g) Are there plans for the establishment of additional protected areas by the year 2010 (terrestrial) and 2012 (marine)?

Yes.

With regard to the selection of further sites for the Natura 2000 network under the Birds Directive, the protection of Natura 2000 sites under national law, and the German contribution to the international network of marine protected areas to be created under HELCOM and OSPAR, see the answer to question d) above.

In addition to their work related to Natura 2000, the federal states are also carrying out further activities concerning the establishment of protected areas as part of their responsibilities for nature conservation under the federal system (see also answer to question c). Plans for new protected areas exist in particular for Nature Conservation Areas. On a larger scale, the establishment of 3 new Biosphere Reserves (BR Bliesgau, BR Schwäbische Alb and BR Karstlandschaft Südharz) and 6 Nature Parks (Eichsfeld-Hainich-Werratal, Kyffhäuser, Thüringisches Schiefergebirge-Obere Saale, Zittauer Gebirge, Vulkaneifel and Allgäu-Bregenzer Wald) is currently in progress.
h) Have plans or actions for the protected area system (incorporating elements for filling ecological gaps, securing financial resources, capacity-building, addressing policy, legislative and institutional barriers) been developed?

On the national level, there are several initiatives which offer support to the extension and management of the protected areas system as well as to the integration of protected areas into the surrounding landscape.

Large-scale model projects for the conservation of nationally important natural areas in need of protection (the so-called "large-scale nature conservation projects") receive financial support by the federal government from a programme which has been operating continuously since 1979. Criteria for the selection of project areas include representativeness, size, integrity and endangerment of the targeted habitats. One of the aims of the programme is to ensure that the core zones of project areas will be permanently protected even after the project ends, preferably through their designation as Nature Conservation Areas. So far, 1,000 km² of core zones have been protected in this way (note however that in some cases the project areas overlap with already existing large-scale protected areas).

In a more recent initiative, the German government has undertaken to ensure a long-term conservation status for large areas of outstanding natural value which are presently owned by the state. To this aim, more than 100,000 ha of federal property will be designated as National Nature Heritage and transferred free of charge to the “Länder” or the German Environmental Foundation (DBU), respectively. These areas will include the federally-owned share of the so-called "Green Belt", i. e. the valuable habitats that have developed along the former border line between East and West Germany. It is intended to safeguard this Green Belt as a backbone for the national ecological network. 

The Federal Agency for Nature Conservation together with IUCN is also promoting the development of a “European Green Belt” along the former East-West divide in Europe (see also answer to question 1.3 a).

In order to identify possibilities to fill ecological gaps in the German protected areas system, the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation has commissioned a study of existing and potential national parks in Germany (FÖNAD (1997): "Studie über bestehende und potentielle Nationalparke in Deutschland", Angewandte Landschaftsökologie, vol. 10) as well as a study on areas of national importance for an ecological network (the project was completed in 2006; see also answer to question 1.2 a) below). In two of the areas highlighted by the FÖNAD study as promising additions to the national parks system (Hainich and Kellerwald), national parks have meanwhile in fact been established.
A compilation about nationally important sites of interest for nature conservation, which was developed between the federal states (Länder) and the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation, will be published in 2007. This compilation may be useful for the federal programme of "large-scale nature conservation projects"
.

As a follow-up to a 2004 screening study on potential Natural World Heritage sites in Germany
, the Federal Agency for Nature conservation commissioned a feasibility study on a UNESCO World Natural Heritage nomination of a selected beech forest cluster in Germany (2006). This study has been carried out in close cooperation with the federal states (Länder) and had a strong European focus. The study resulted in a detailed report on a) the perspectives of such a nomination, b) potential German cluster elements and c) the strategic implications and proposals for a future nomination. The follow-up process to the feasibility study is currently in progress. The first nomination process (Cluster of German Beech forests) has started recently and a special programme for the protection and regeneration of beech forests as the main natural ecosystem in Germany is in preparation.
Several projects initiated by the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation have dealt with the concept of assessing the "responsibility" for the conservation of endangered species which have their centre of distribution in Germany or are represented here by populations with distinctive genetic features. Analyses to identify species which should be given particular attention in German conservation efforts including protected areas have been completed e.g. for vascular plants and many groups of animal species
.

Concerning the creation of an enabling environment, capacity-building and financial resources, see answer to questions 3.1, 3.2 and 3.4 below.

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

Target: By 2015, all protected areas and protected area systems are integrated into the wider land- and seascape, and relevant sectors, by applying the ecosystem approach and taking into account ecological connectivity and the concept, where appropriate, of ecological networks 

a) What measures haven been taken for developing an enabling environment (legislation, policies, tools) for integrating protected areas into broader land- and seascapes and sectoral interests (i.e. agriculture, infrastructure, energy)?

According to Art. 3 of the Federal Nature Conservation Act (BNatSchG) as amended in 2002, at least 10% of the area of the country is to be used for an ecological network system, the so-called biotope network, consisting of core areas, connecting areas and connecting elements. Suitable protected areas, which constitute the basis of the ecological network, are to be integrated into the landscape in such a way that properly functioning ecological interactions can be maintained, restored or developed. Ecological networks are to be realized on the level of the federal states (“Länder”), ensuring sufficient coordination among each other, as well as on a local level.

Detailed concepts for the implementation of Art. 3 BNatSchG are currently being developed by the "Länder". In 2004, a joint working group of the nature conservation agencies of the "Länder" and the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation elaborated recommendations on the creation of the biotope network, including a list of criteria for the identification of suitable sites (Burkhardt et al. (2004) "Empfehlungen zur Umsetzung des § 3 BNatSchG 'Biotopverbund'", Naturschutz und Biologische Vielfalt vol. 2).

On the federal level, areas of national importance for an ecological network have recently (2006) been identified within the framework of an R&D project entitled “Länderübergreifende Achsen des Biotopverbundes” (Axes of a biotope network across the federal states). Furthermore, an international expert meeting was organized in 2004 to identify international linkages for ecological corridors across the German border (Finck et al. (2005), "Europäische Dimension des Biotopverbunds in Deutschland (European dimensions of ecological networks in Germany)", Natur und Landschaft 80 (8), p. 364-369).

The EU Habitats Directive also contains provisions which are relevant for the integration of protected areas into the surrounding landscape. Article 10 calls for appropriate measures to enhance the coherence of the Natura 2000 network. The Federal Agency for Nature Conservation is part of an expert initiative to further promote coordinated European action in this field. In 2005, a European expert meeting was organized in Germany in this context (Ssymank, A., Balzer, S. & Ullrich, K. (2006): "Biotopverbund und Kohärenz nach Artikel 10 der Fauna-Flora-Habitat-Richtlinie" (Ecological networks and coherence according to Article 10 of the Habitats Directive). Naturschutz und Landschaftsplanung 38 (2): 45-49.

In the design of large-scale protected areas such as biosphere reserves or national parks, zoning strategies are often applied in order to protect the core zones against external impacts and allow for a gradual transition to the surrounding landscape.
Concerning sectoral integration, the consideration of protected areas in the documents of regional planning from the national down to the local level is supported by Articles 15 and 16 of the Federal Nature Conservation Act, providing for the elaboration of landscape planning documents describing the spatially relevant requirements and measures for nature conservation (for details see the first German report on implementation of the Protected Areas Work Programme, question 6). In the Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ), regional planning under consideration of the protection of the marine environment in accordance with Art. 18a of the Regional Planning Act has recently started, including priority and conditional areas for the protection of the marine environment by analogy with Art. 7 Sect. 4 of the Regional Planning Act.

Further instruments regulating the consideration of protected areas' needs in plans and projects of other sectors are the EU Directives on Environmental Impact Assessment and Strategic Environmental Assessment and the provisions on impact assessments and management plans for Natura 2000 sites in Article 6 of the Habitats Directive (see also answer to question 1.5 b) below).

Financial support encouraging farmers and forest owners in protected areas to manage their land in a way which is compatible with conservation goals is offered inter alia in the form of agri-environmental and forest-environmental payments and by conservation contracts (see also answer to question 2.1 b) below).

For further comments on harmonization of sectoral policies and laws, see also answers to question 1.5 b) and 3.1 e) below.

b) Has the concept of the “ecosystem approach” been applied while developing the protected area system?

As explained above, the German protected areas system is based on several legal regulations and has evolved over a long period of time. Therefore, the Ecosystem Approach as defined in Dec. V/6 has not been applied explicitly in its development. However, many of the principles of the approach are reflected in the design and management of protected areas from the various protection categories.

A case-study on the degree to which the principles of the Ecosystem Approach are fulfilled in three German biosphere reserves, which also analysed the principles' usefulness as guidance for management of the reserves, was completed in 2005 (Flitner et al. (2006), "The ecosystem approach in forest biosphere reserves: results from three case studies", BfN-Skripten 168; http://www.bfn.de/fileadmin/MDB/documents/skript168.pdf)

1.3
Goal: To establish and strengthen regional networks, transboundary protected areas (TBPAs) and collaboration between neighbouring protected areas across national boundaries.

Target: Establish and strengthen by 2010/2012 transboundary protected areas, other forms of collaboration between neighbouring protected areas across national boundaries and regional networks, to enhance the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity, implementing the ecosystem approach, and improving international cooperation.

a) What collaboration across national boundaries has been implemented in relation to protected areas?
Cross-border cooperation in the field of protected areas is pursued in several ways. For example, Germany takes part in activities under the following international and regional agreements and processes which contain relevant provisions for transboundary coordination in the establishment of protected areas and/or regional protected area networks:

· Convention on the Conservation of Migratory Species of Wild Animals (CMS), including the Regional Agreements AEWA (Agreement on the Conservation of African-Eurasian Migratory Waterbirds), ASCOBANS (Agreement on the Conservation of Small Cetaceans of the Baltic and North Seas) and EUROBATS (Agreement on the Conservation of Populations of European Bats)

· The Alpine Convention. The objective of this convention is the conservation and protection of the natural Alpine environment and the promotion of sustainable development in the region. Germany has ratified all protocols to the Alpine Convention, including the Protocol on Conservation of Nature and the Countryside which inter alia provides for the establishment of the Alpine Network of protected areas (see also answer to question c) below) and obliges Member States to cooperate in the establishment and management of protected areas and in the creation of ecological networks.
At the 9th Conference of the Parties in November 2006, a platform was set up in order to initiate concrete steps to establish such an ecological network in the Alpine Area on the basis of a study on transboundary ecological networks produced by the Alpine Network of protected areas. It is expected that this network will make a significant contribution to the creation of a global network of protected areas under the CBD. The platform is currently chaired by Germany.
· Helsinki Convention on the Protection of the Marine Environment of the Baltic Sea Area (see also answers to question 1.1 b) and d)

· OSPAR Convention for the Protection of the Marine Environment of the North-East Atlantic (see also answers to question 1.1 b) and d)

· Trilateral Cooperation on the Protection of the Wadden Sea

For the Natura 2000 network, coordination among Member States is ensured in the site-selection process (via the seminars for each biogeographical region) and via monitoring and reporting, the results of which also have to be integrated into biogeographical community reports (for the Habitats Directive: reporting every 6 years (Art. 17, Art. 11), for the Birds Directive: reporting every 3 years (Art. 12)).
Large-scale efforts for the creation of transboundary protected areas are also being made within the framework of the European Green Belt initiative. Based on the historical situation, the European Green Belt could develop along the entire former iron curtain, running across the whole of Europe from the Barents Sea in the North to the Adriatic and the Black Sea in the South. Together with IUCN, the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation has initiated a process of cross-border cooperation along the full length of the European Green Belt, which should lead to its development as the backbone of an ecological network. This process may help Europe in overcoming its historical division and will certainly provide an opportunity to intensify cooperation between 'old' EU Member States, newly acceded countries and their neighbours outside of the EU on matters of nature conservation. Importantly, the European Green Belt could also contribute to the Natura 2000 network of protected sites, especially as regards coherence.

In the border area between the Netherlands, Belgium, Luxemburg and the German federal states of North Rhine-Westphalia and Rheinland-Pfalz, a process of cooperation centered around the yearly “Kleve-meetings” (named after the venue of the first meeting in the year 2000) involving conservation experts from the four countries has been established. At these meetings, ideas for joint projects and strategies for transboundary cooperation in nature conservation - with a focus on the enhancement of biotope networks - are discussed and experiences are exchanged.
Under the Trilateral Cooperation on the Protection of the Wadden Sea, Germany and the Netherlands are also preparing a joint nomination dossier for the nomination of the Wadden Sea to the UNESCO World Heritage list.

On the level of individual sites, mechanisms for cooperation have so far been established between the administrations responsible for the following large-scale protected areas and their immediate neighbours along the German border:

National Parks:

· Wadden Sea (adjoining to Wadden Sea Area Biosphere Reserve, Netherlands / Wildlife and Nature Reserve Wadden Sea, Denmark),

· Lower Oder Valley (adjoining to Landscape Protection Areas Cedynia and Lower Oder Valley, Poland),

· Saxon Switzerland (adjoining to Bohemian Switzerland National Park and Labske Piskovce Protected Landscape Area, Czech Republic),

· Bavarian Forest (adjoining to Sumava National Park, Czech Republic),

· Berchtesgaden (adjoining to Kalkhochalpen Nature Reserve, Austria)

Biosphere Reserves:

· Wadden Sea (adjoining to Wadden Sea Area Biosphere Reserve, Netherlands / Wildlife and Nature Reserve Wadden Sea, Denmark),

· Pfälzerwald (forms part of the French-German Transfrontier Biosphere Reserve Vosges du Nord/Pfälzerwald)

Nature Parks:

· Schwalm-Nette (forms part of the German-Dutch Maas-Schwalm-Nette Nature Park),

· Nordeifel (forms part of the German-Belgian Hautes Fagnes-Eifel Nature Park),

· Südeifel (forms part of the German-Luxembourg Nature Park),

· Bourtanger Moor (forms part of the Dutch-German International Nature Park Bourtanger Moor-Bargerveen)

Large-scale Nature Conservation Areas and Landscape Reserves:

· Nature Conservation Area "Karwendel mountains and promontory" (adjoining to Karwendel Alpine Park, Austria),

· Landscape Reserve Zittau mountains (adjoining to Lusatian mountains Protected Landscape Area, Czech Republic).

Although in some cases the protection status is different on either side of the national boundary (for example in the Lower Oder Valley or the Wadden Sea protected areas), in other cases the same protection status is accorded throughout transboundary areas, for example in the Vosges du Nord-Pfälzerwald Transfrontier Biosphere Reserve. The latter is one of six transfrontier Biosphere Reserves worldwide acknowledged by the UNESCO, but is not yet jointly funded or managed.

A consistent protection status is advisable, especially for large protected areas, in order to reinforce cross-border cooperation. This should therefore be an overall objective, as far as the character of the area permits.

The priority fields of cooperation between the transboundary protected areas are biotope protection, tourism and public relations. Very often they make use of the EU support programme „INTERREG”, which promotes cooperation in regional development.

Since 2003, large transboundary protected areas can be awarded a certificate by the EUROPARC Federation if they meet a minimum standard (this implies especially the development of a common vision, a consistent protection status, official cooperation agreements, joint work plans and regular exchange of experiences). So far only the Vosges du Nord/Pfälzerwald Biosphere Reserve has been certified.

b) Has any consultation process been established to identify potential transboundary, including marine, protected areas?

Concerning cooperation under regional agreements and processes and within the framework of the European Green Belt initiative, see a) above. 

Concerning further efforts to identify international linkages for ecological corridors across the German border, see also answer to question 1.2 a).

c) How many protected areas feature in regional networks and how many of these are transboundary?

There is no complete overview on the number of German protected areas contributing to regional networks, nor on the number of sites in all categories adjoining to other protected areas across the border. For a list of large-scale protected areas involved in transboundary cooperation, see answer to question 1.3 a).

For figures on the German Natura 2000 sites, see answer to question 1.1 d).

Up to now, four sites with a total area of 1,192,278 hectares have been reported for inclusion in the OSPAR Network of Marine Protected Areas. These are the Special Protection Area (SPA) Eastern German Bight, the Schleswig-Holstein Wadden Sea and Lower Saxony Wadden Sea National Parks and the Helgoland seabird protection area. Further sites are under consideration for nomination.

11 sites have been nominated by Germany as Baltic Sea Protected Areas within the HELCOM network of marine protected areas. These sites include Natura 2000 sites, National Parks, Biosphere Reserves, Nature Conservation Areas as well as areas which were without any previous protection status. Further sites are under consideration for nomination.
The Alpine Network of Protected Areas promotes cooperation among all protected areas on the territory covered by the Alpine Convention which are larger than 100 ha, employ field workers and carry out management activities. In Germany, in addition to the Berchtesgaden National Park and Biosphere Reserve, 13 Nature Conservation Areas belong to this network.

d) Has the potential for regional cooperation under relevant conventions been utilised for the establishment of migratory corridors?

Although Germany takes part in regional cooperation under several agreements and processes (see 1.3 a) above), this cooperation has not yet been used to establish migratory corridors.

1.4
Goal: To substantially improve site-based protected area planning and management.

Target: All protected areas have effective management using participatory and science-based site planning processes by 2012 that incorporate clear biodiversity objectives, targets, management strategies and monitoring programmes, drawing upon existing methodologies and a long-term management plan with active stakeholder involvement.

a) What percentage of protected areas (area and number) have up-to-date science-based management plans that 

->
Are under development? 

->
Are under effective implementation?
Site-based management planning is completed or ongoing in a major share of the large-scale protected areas in Germany. 

As a rule, all National Parks and Biosphere Reserves have completed or are aiming to complete detailed management plans (often called "Pflege- und Entwicklungsplan", i.e. plan for maintenance and development), which are based on scientific data and drawn up with the involvement of stakeholders and the general public. Depending on the legal framework in the individual federal states (Länder), participatory planning mechanisms are often prescribed by the relevant laws or ordinances setting up the parks and reserves.
Currently about half of all National Parks in Germany have their National Park Plans already in force, and about one fifth of the Biosphere Reserves have established framework concepts in accordance with the UNESCO Seville Strategy in order to coordinate and complement existing management planning documents and align the management of the different zones of the reserve.

In some federal states, a form of management planning is also prescribed for Nature Parks (resulting in the so-called Nature Park Plans). On a voluntary basis, the elaboration of comprehensive and participatory Nature Park Plans is promoted within the framework of the "Quality-improvement campaign for Nature Parks". This initiative by the Association of German Nature Parks and Europarc Germany, which is supported by the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation, awards the designation "Quality Nature Park" to parks which fulfil a certain number of criteria concerning inter alia site management and management planning, cooperation with stakeholders and public awareness-raising. By now, 27 Nature Parks have received this certificate. 
Altogether, slightly more than half of all German Nature Parks currently have a completed Nature Park Plan.

The establishment of "plans for maintenance and development" is also a mandatory element of the "large-scale nature conservation projects" supported by the federal government (see answer to question 1.1 h) above). During the process of planning, a wide consultation of stakeholders normally takes place. Nowadays, the public participation is also supported by moderating procedures.

For Natura 2000 sites, Art. 6(1) of the Habitats Directive recommends that in establishing the conservation measures necessary to achieve the sites' conservation objectives, Member States should, where necessary, make use of appropriate management plans, either specifically designed for the sites or integrated into other development plans. Work on the establishment of such planning documents is ongoing at the level of the German Länder. Because of the large number of sites and the area covered by them, it is currently not possible for the Länder conservation authorities to draw up management plans for all sites and priorities have to be set. Although the approaches to planning vary, public involvement is regularly done and all plans are based on an analysis of scientific facts.

For an overview of approaches and progress in management planning for Natura 2000 sites, see also Ellwanger, Götz & Schröder, Eckhard (2006): “Management of Natura 2000 sites. Experiences from Germany and selected other member states of the European Union.” (In German.) Naturschutz und Biologische Vielfalt 26, Bonn.
b) Have consultations been undertaken involving protected area functionaries, local stakeholders and researchers to identify science-based biodiversity conservation targets?

According to Art. 22 (2) of the Federal Nature Conservation Act, the objectives of protection must already be defined to a certain degree in the legal instruments by which a protected area is designated, irrespective of the protection category involved. The establishment of protected areas generally takes place on the basis of scientific data and participatory mechanisms, which are regulated in the nature conservation or landscape preservation laws of the Länder.

More specific targets for biodiversity conservation may be elaborated in the course of management planning as described under a) above. In the case of Natura 2000 sites, these targets have to conform to the basic requirement to ensure the favourable conservation status of the habitats and species of community interest for which the site has been designated. In addition to allowing for a higher level of detail, the specification of conservation targets through management planning carries the advantage that it provides a good basis for later adaptations made necessary by changing framework conditions (adaptive management).

1.5
Goal: To prevent and mitigate the negative impacts of key threats to protected areas.

Target: By 2008, effective mechanisms for identifying and preventing, and/or mitigating the negative impacts of key threats to protected areas are in place.

a) What measures have been put in place to identify the negative impacts of threats? Have the key threats to protected areas been identified and, if yes, what are they?

An overview on the major processes causing threats to biodiversity at the national level can be gained from studies conducted by the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation on the main causes of decline in endangered habitats and species. Such analyses are carried out on the basis of expert knowledge, literature data and the information collected in the development and updating of Red Lists.

In the context of the National Red Data List of Endangered Habitats
, the following major threats for valuable habitats have been identified:

-
Intensification of land use (agriculture, forestry, fishery…),

-
Eutrophication of soil and water bodies,

-
Alterations of the landscape water balance (e.g. draining of wetlands),

-
Abandonment of land use on high nature value farmland,

-
Infrastructure construction, urbanisation, enlargement of settlements.

A recently concluded analysis of causes of threat to selected groups of animal species in Germany
 provided a similar picture, with threats reflecting the intensification of land use dominating, followed by threats connected to abandonment and lack of management. When looking at the role of various sectors, threats emerging from the agricultural sector turned out to be most important, followed by the complexes water engineering/shipping, forestry, sports/leisure time activities and construction activities/extraction of raw materials.

In the field of agriculture, the additional demand for arable land caused by the growing market for bioenergy crops is seen as an emerging cause of concern (see also answer to question 3.1 e) below).

The degree to which these factors pose a potential threat also to the biodiversity within protected areas varies, depending on the practicability of regulating them and the protection category (see also answer to question b) below regarding the availability of mechanisms for mitigation). 

For some protection categories, there are also specific studies on the relevant factors of threat to areas within the system:

Haarmann/Pretscher (1993): Condition and future of Germany’s Nature Conservation Areas (in German) (Schriftenreihe für Landschaftspflege und Naturschutz Heft 39)

FÖNAD (1997): Study on existing and potential national parks in Germany (in German) (Angewandte Landschaftsökologie Heft 10).

For marine protected areas, the main causes of concern are fisheries, sand and gravel extraction and offshore wind farms.

On the level of individual sites, causes of threat are normally identified already during preparations for the designation of the protected area. They are also analysed in the establishment of management plans and during the ongoing management, where applicable.

As explained under 1.4 a) above, management planning is carried out in all National Parks and Biosphere Reserves. Management plans are also strongly recommended for Natura 2000 sites wherever conflicts or threats occur, and are now in preparation for an increasing number of sites.

b) What measures have been put in place to prevent and/or mitigate the negative impacts of threats? Which of the key threats have been mitigated?

Legal frameworks and incentive schemes have been created and amended for the mitigation of several of the key threats mentioned above. For example, threats arising from agricultural activities have been addressed at the national level through the regulation of good farming practice within the Federal Nature Conservation Act in 2002. Furthermore, the recent reform of the Common Agricultural Policy of the European Union (2003) offers more effective tools to mitigate negative effects of intensive agricultural land use (e.g. the Cross Compliance regulations (which help to ensure that agricultural funding instruments follow minimum standards), amended programmes and financial schemes for agri-enviromental as well as forest-environmental measures). On the level of the federal states (“Länder”), nature conservation contracts are an additional instrument to be pursued especially in order to prevent the abandonment of extensive land use in valuable habitats. 

Another important legal instrument is the EU Water Framework Directive, which demands that the Member States take the necessary measures to achieve by 2015 a good ecological condition of surface water bodies as well as to protect terrestrial ecosystems and wetlands directly depending on aquatic ecosystems with regard to their water needs.

These general measures, which to a large degree also apply to territories outside of protected areas, have so far achieved partial progress in the mitigation of threats. In addition, there are also more specific legal provisions to prevent damage to protected areas.

Art. 22-27 of the Federal Nature Conservation Act provide the legal basis for the prohibition of certain types of activities which would compromise the achievement of the goals of protected areas. These bans are then determined in detail in the respective laws or ordinances by which an area is placed under protection, following consultation with stakeholders. In certain cases, necessary restoration measures may also be defined in these documents.

Assessment procedures for plans or projects which are not a priori precluded by existing legislation, are laid down by the EU Habitats and Environmental Impact Assessment Directives. According to Art. 6 (3, 4) of the Habitats Directive, which is transposed into national law by Art. 34 and 35 of the Federal Nature Conservation Act, an appropriate impact assessment has to be carried out for all plans and projects which may lead to significant effects on any element of the Natura 2000 network. The Directive demands a full check of alternative solutions and allows only in certain restricted cases that a project or plan with significant negative impacts on the protected habitats and species is approved. In these cases of exception, a full compensation is required in order to ensure that the overall coherence of the Natura 2000 system remains intact. For other types of protected areas, assessment procedures for plans and projects are determined by the provisions of the Environmental Impact Assessment and Strategic Environmental Assessment Directives.

Activities which are not accessible to regulation in the designation documents of protected areas and do not correspond to the definition of a project or plan, such as certain types of agricultural or forestry management on private land, may be addressed through the elaboration of management plans, including use of voluntary arrangements (see also answers to questions 2.1 b) and 3.4 b) below). These are also an appropriate means to address threats arising from land abandonment.

Voluntary agreements, public awareness measures and participatory management planning are also a valuable approach in order to minimize threats to protected areas arising from tourism and sports activities, particularly because of the large number of individual stakeholders involved and the potential for increasing public appreciation of and support for protected areas, as well as for enhancing benefits to local stakeholders, by finding ways to allow people to enjoy nature without compromising conservation goals (see also answers to questions 2.1 b) and 3.5 a) below). Conversely, unresolved conflicts between recreational uses and restrictions which are necessary from the perspective of nature conservation may place a severe strain on the relationship between protected area administrations and the local population.
The Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety has supported model projects for the implementation of the “European Charter for Sustainable Tourism in Protected Areas”
 in three German Nature Parks (Steinhuder Meer, Frankenwald and Insel Usedom) as well as in the Harz National Park and the Biosphere Reserve Pfälzer Wald. The Charter promotes the cooperative development of nature-friendly tourism concepts in line with the CBD Guidelines on Biodiversity and Tourism Development.
Recommendations concerning the management of tourism at Natura 2000 sites have been elaborated in the course of a project supported by the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation
. The development of a framework for management planning for Natura 2000 sites with substantial tourism activity has also been addressed in the Interreg IIIb-project “AlpNaTour” (see http://www.alpnatour.info), which involved contributions by German scientists.
Besides, requirements as to the consideration of sensitive nature areas in tourism concepts have been included among the criteria for awarding the “Viabono” certification to a destination or tour operator (for further information about the environmental umbrella brand Viabono in Germany, see also http://www.oete.de/eng/viabono1.htm).
Concerning the management of sports activities in protected areas, a number of general or site-specific cooperation agreements have been concluded between conservation authorities at the federal, federal state (Länder) or local level and sports associations, such as the German Alpine Club (DAV), the Association of German Sport Divers (DVST)
 or the umbrella organisation of German aerial sports associations (DAeC). Recently, the Federal Agency has supported the development of an information manual focussing on Natura 2000 sites in collaboration with the German Sports Association
. 
There is a special situation in the marine sector, because a coastal state has only limited sovereignty in its Exclusive Economic Zone. Therefore, national management plans cannot regulate uses which fall under international or EU competence like shipping and fisheries. For example, fisheries activities in the Exclusive Economic Zone of the North and Baltic Seas can only be regulated through the EU Common Fisheries Policy.

With the transposition of the EU Directive on Environmental Liability (2004/35/CE) into national law (“Umweltschadensgesetz”, i.e. Environmental Damages Act, entering into force on 14 November 2007), the enforcement of existing legal restrictions concerning activities with the potential to cause damage to protected areas will be strengthened and an additional incentive for precautionary measures will be set.

In spite of the above-mentioned efforts, obstacles to the mitigation of threats often persist, for example in cases of highly conflicting interests or where desirable forms of land use cannot be made economically viable. Another problem is that of diffuse inputs of nutrients or pollutants originating outside the protected area, which often require large efforts for their control.

A newly emerging issue which has attracted increasing attention in recent years is the potential impact of climate change on the protected areas system. The Federal Agency for Nature Conservation is currently supporting a research and development project on this subject in order to assess the scope of the problem and identify possible options for adaptation. In some cases (individual large-scale nature conservation projects), climate change is already being taken into account in management planning.

c) What measures have been taken to restore and rehabilitate the ecological integrity of protected areas?
A large number of projects to restore and rehabilitate habitats of high conservation value are carried out with support from the federal government (e.g. within the framework of "large-scale nature conservation projects"), the governments of the federal states (e.g. through support programmes for contractual nature conservation) and the EU (e.g. within the framework of LIFE-projects).

Examples of the activities carried out include:

· measures to restore rivers to a more natural state,

· conversion of intensively managed forests towards a more natural species composition,

· restoration of the water balance in bogs and fens,

· removal of shrubs and trees from high nature value grassland, bogs and fens,

· establishment of extensive grazing systems in grasslands.

d) Has your country strengthened international and regional cooperation to eliminate illegal trade in resources from protected areas, taking into account sustainable customary resource use of indigenous and local communities in accordance with article 10(c) of the Convention?
Germany is actively taking part in ongoing efforts under CITES to eliminate trade in species covered by the agreement if they are obtained by illegal harvesting, which often takes place in protected areas. For example, as part of its tasks as a member of the CITES Standing Committee (until June 2007), Germany supported stringent actions against international trade in illegally logged timber of Bigleaf Mahogany (Swietenia macrophylla) and Ramin (Gonystylus spp.).

Besides, the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation has facilitated capacity-building activities concerning the implementation of EU regulations on trade in endangered species in several countries of Central and Eastern Europe, e. g. by organizing workshops and by contributing to twinning programmes.
The German government also actively supports the ongoing processes on forest law enforcement and governance / forest law enforcement, governance and trade (FLEG/FLEGT) at the EU and regional level. These processes mainly focus on the reduction of illegal logging and related trade and only to a lesser extent on other biological resources. They have direct relevance for protected areas in cases where the illegally harvested timber is sourced from there. Within the framework of the EU FLEGT process, Germany takes part in the elaboration of Voluntary Partnership Agreements (VPA) with timber-exporting countries, e. g. Cameroon. As no VPA has yet entered into force, it is still too early to evaluate their impact.

In January 2007, the German government approved an instruction on the procurement of wood products which is binding for all parts of the federal administration. The instruction states that wood products may only be bought if their provenance from legal and sustainable forest management is demonstrated by certification under FSC, PEFC or other comparable standards. It is expected that this measure will provide tangible support to voluntary international certification schemes.

In the marine sphere, protected areas are currently not much focused upon in efforts to curb illegal trade in resources at the international level because of their insignificant extent. However, Germany supports initiatives within the framework of regional fisheries organisations to address illegal fishing practices in general, such as the recently agreed Scheme of Control and Enforcement under the North-East Atlantic Fisheries Commission, which includes new port state control procedures. 

2.1
Goal: To promote equity and benefit sharing.

Target: Establish by 2008 mechanisms for the equitable sharing of both costs and benefits arising from the establishment and management of protected areas.

a) Background

There are no population groups in Germany that could be identified as “indigenous and local communities embodying traditional lifestyles” in the sense of the Convention. Therefore, the following questions can be answered only in as much as they concern relations with local stakeholders in general, or with regard to German development cooperation.

b) What legislative or policy frameworks are in place to establish frameworks for the equitable sharing of costs and benefits arising from the establishment and management of protected areas?
While studies on the economic effects of protected areas have shown that there are often significant benefits created also at the local level (see answer to question c) below), it is recognized that the costs and benefits are not always equally distributed among stakeholders. In order to ensure acceptance for protected areas, it is therefore important to provide mechanisms of compensation to land users for use restrictions and voluntary commitments. There are currently several ways in which such compensation can be achieved.

Payments to remunerate European farmers and forest holders for voluntary measures or application of certain management methods are made available with co-funding from the European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development (EAFRD) in the form of agri-environmental payments and, from 2007 onwards, forest-environment payments (see also answer to questions 1.5 b) above and 3.4 b) below). These instruments play a prominent role in supporting the sustainable development of rural areas and in responding to society’s increasing demand for environmental services. They should further encourage farmers and other land managers to serve society as a whole by introducing or continuing to apply agricultural and forest production methods compatible with the protection and improvement of the environment, the landscape and its features, natural resources, the soil and genetic diversity. A large share of the money spent on these payments goes to protected areas.

Another possibility for support from the EAFRD are compensation payments to farmers and forest holders to help redress specific disadvantages resulting from the implementation of the EU Habitats and Bird Directives in order to contribute to the effective management of Natura 2000 sites. Such support can be granted from 2007 onwards and should also be made available to land users in river basin areas affected by certain disadvantages resulting from the implementation of the EU Water Framework Directive.

According to the German "National Strategy Plan for Rural Development", which is the national programming document for the application of the EAFRD, 8,112,517,055 € will be spent on rural development in 2007-2013. Between 38 and 44% of this money will go into financial support contributing to objective 2 of the EAFRD ("Improving the environment and the countryside by supporting land management"), which includes the support and compensation schemes explained above.

Further assistance for conservation measures and nature-friendly management is provided to land users on the basis of specific regional programmes offered by the federal states (Länder).
Support to sustainable regional development processes based on the benefits created by protected areas is another possibility to make up for any disadvantages incurred by local stakeholders. Such measures, e.g. in the field of sustainable tourism, can be financed through the Structural Funds of the EU, in particular the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF). They are also supported by national schemes such as the model project "Active Regions" (Regionen aktiv), which has been initiated by the Federal Ministry for Food, Agriculture and Consumer Protection (see http://www.bmelv.de/nn_757142/EN/09-RuralDevelopment/ActivelyShapingRuralDevelopment.html__nnn=true). An example for a funding scheme in this field at the federal state (Länder) level is the PLENUM project in Baden-Württemberg (Projekt des Landes zur Erhaltung und Entwicklung von Natur und UMwelt in enger Zusammenarbeit mit der Bevölkerung, i.e. Baden-Württemberg project for the conservation and development of nature and the environment in close cooperation with the regional population), which is implemented in priority areas including both nature reserves and typical cultural landscapes and provides support to a range of measures contributing inter alia to the marketing of regional products which are produced in an environment-friendly way, to sustainable tourism development and to environmental education (see http://www.plenum-bw.de).
Finally, one of the most direct ways to compensate disadvantages to landowners are schemes offering them the possibility to sell their parcels of land or exchange them for suitable plots situated outside the protected area. Such schemes are funded for example at the federal level under the programme supporting the so-called "large-scale nature conservation projects".

c) Have assessments been made of the economic and socio-cultural costs and benefits of protected areas, particularly for indigenous and local communities?

Concerning the question of indigenous and local communities in Germany, see also a) above.

The following are examples of studies which have been undertaken to assess economic effects of protected areas, particularly for regional stakeholders:

· Gehrlein, Ulrich; Grunzke, Beate; Steimel, Kirsten; Klinkhart, Henriette (2007): “Strategies to promote sustainable economic activities in biosphere reserves” (In German). Federal Agency for Nature Conservation (ed.), Bonn (BfN-Skripten 202)
· Kullmann, Armin, in cooperation with Ludwig, Julia; Steimel, Kirsten and Martsch, Anke (2007): „Regionalvermarktung in den deutschen Biosphärenreservaten: Status Quo-Analyse und Optimierungspotentiale“ (Regional marketing in the German Biosphere Reserves: analysis of the status quo and potentials for optimisation). Bonn (Bundesamt für Naturschutz), BfN-Skripten 175.

· Job, Hubert; Harrer, Bernhard; Metzler, Daniel; Hajizadeh-Alamdary, David (2005): "Economic effects of large-scale protected areas. An assessment of the importance of large-scale protected areas for tourism and economic development of the region." (In German). Federal Agency for Nature Conservation (ed.), Bonn (BfN-Skripten 135).
A follow-up project to this study is currently under way and is due for completion in early 2008.
· Petermann, Cord (2002): "Nature conservation as a stimulus for socio-economic developments." (In German). Federal Agency for Nature Conservation (ed.), Bonn (Landwirtschaftsverlag), Angewandte Landschaftsökologie 47.

· Kächele, Harald (1999): „Auswirkungen großflächiger Naturschutzprojekte auf die Landwirtschaft: Ökonomische Bewertung der einzelbetrieblichen Konsequenzen am Beispiel des Nationalparks Unteres Odertal“ (Impacts of large-scale nature conservation projects on agriculture: an economic assessment of the consequences at the level of individual enterprises at the example of the Lower Oder Valley National Park), in: Agrarwirtschaft, Zeitschrift für Betriebswirtschaft, Marktforschung und Agrarpolitik, Sonderheft 163, Bergen/Dumme.

· Rommel, Kai (1998): "Methodology of environmental-economic assessment procedures. Costs and benefits of the Biosphere Reserve Schorfheide-Chorin." (In German). Regensburg (transfer Verlag), Volkswirtschaftliche Schriften Universität Kaiserslautern, vol. 16

· Feige, Mathias; Feil, Thomas (1997): „ Sozioökonomie unter besonderer Berücksichtigung des Tourismus in den Großschutzgebieten Mecklenburg-Vorpommerns und ihren Randbereichen. Das Sozioökonomieprojekt im Überblick: Aufgaben und Ergebnisse” (Socio-economics with a special focus on tourism in the large-scale protected areas of Mecklenburg-Vorpommern and areas along their margins. An overview of the socio-economics project: tasks and results). Umweltbundesamt Texte 47/97, Berlin.
· Scherer, Roland; Schultz, Barbara (1997): "Regional economic effects of large-scale protected areas – an incidence analysis at the example of the Biosphere Reserve Oberlausitzer Heide- und Teichlandschaft." (In German). EURES-discussion paper 61, Freiburg

Several large-scale protected areas have introduced socio-economical monitoring programmes which provide information on certain aspects of regional development, often with a focus on tourism and recreational use. Examples are:
· Sociological and economical monitoring in the National Parks Schleswig-Holstein Wadden Sea, Eifel, Müritz and Harz

· Monitoring of recreational use in Berchtesgaden National Park

· Visitors’ monitoring in the Biosphere Reserve Vessertal-Thuringian Forest

In German development cooperation, joint measures which support i.a. the elaboration of business plans for protected areas are carried out with counterpart organisations. These measures include an evaluation of the costs and benefits arising from the management of the protected area, which is undertaken together with all relevant actors. Due to the considerable number of countries and highly different contexts, no complete listing of such measures can be given here. For a list of partner countries please refer to the publication “Biodiversity in German Development Cooperation” published for COP-8 in Brazil.

German development cooperation has also supported full or partial reviews of existing and potential forms of conservation and their suitability for achieving biodiversity conservation goals. These reviews have been undertaken on a case to case basis in accordance with demands from partner countries, for example in Honduras, Nicaragua, Bolivia, Brazil, Vietnam, Namibia, Cameroon and Benin. They took place within a variety of contexts, e.g. revision of the national poverty reduction strategy paper, establishment of the national protected areas system or regional planning processes. The results were integrated by the national organisations into the corresponding policies, planning processes and programmes. The implications of the examined approaches to conservation for local communities were considered in the course of the assessments, given the fact that successful protected area management will eventually depend on true participation by local people in decision-making and on tangible benefits for those people.
d) What measures have been taken to avoid and mitigate negative impacts on indigenous and local communities?

Concerning the question of indigenous and local communities in Germany, see also a) above.

Negative impacts for local stakeholders resulting from the establishment and management of protected areas are identified and, if possible, minimized through public consultation processes (see also answers to question 1.4 a) and b) above concerning stakeholder participation in the establishment of protected areas and the elaboration of management plans). In certain cases, socio-economic assessments are also carried out before decisions on the location and management of protected areas are taken, for example in the context of the so-called "large-scale nature conservation projects".

Concerning measures to compensate land users for economic losses caused by use restrictions in protected areas and to provide incentives for additional efforts in conservation-friendly management, see answer to question b) above.

2.2
Goal: To enhance and secure involvement of indigenous and local communities, and relevant stakeholders.

Target: Full and effective participation by 2008 of indigenous and local communities, in full respect of their rights and recognition of their responsibilities, consistent with national law and applicable international obligations, and the participation of relevant stakeholders, in the management of existing, and the establishment and management of new, protected areas
a) What mechanisms have been implemented to ensure full and effective participation of indigenous and local communities, in full respect of their rights and recognition of their responsibilities, consistent with national law and applicable international obligations, in the management of existing, and the establishment and management of new, protected areas?

Concerning the question of indigenous and local communities in Germany, see answer to question 2.1 a) above.

Concerning the consideration of local stakeholder participation in protected areas management within the framework of German development cooperation, see d) below.

b) What measures have been taken to support areas conserved by indigenous and local communities?

This question is not relevant with regard to the German protected areas system because of the absence of indigenous and local communities in the sense of the Convention (see answer to question 2.1 a) above).

Concerning support to conservation initiatives by non-governmental and private actors, see d) below.
c) What mechanisms have been put in place to identify and recognize community conserved areas and how many such areas have been integrated into the national protected areas system?

See b) above.

d) What mechanisms have been put in place to ensure the participation of relevant stakeholders in the management of existing, and the establishment and management of new, protected areas?

In Germany, the responsibility for establishment and management of protected areas lies largely with government agencies at the local or regional (federal state) level, and in the case of the German Exclusive Economic Zone at the federal level. The nature conservation or landscape preservation laws of the federal states as well as the Federal Nature Conservation Act contain far-reaching regulations on public participation in the establishment of protected areas. Participatory mechanisms are also the rule for management planning. (See also the answers to question 1.4 a) and b), 1.5 b) and 2.1 d) above.) For the Natura 2000 sites in the EEZ, a dialogue with stakeholders about voluntary agreements has begun.

In addition to being consulted in planning processes, stakeholders are often directly involved in protected area management itself. Contractual nature conservation offers an instrument by which land users can maintain and manage parts of protected areas in cooperation with the public authorities (see also answer to question 2.1 b) above). Nature conservation organisations are also playing an active role in the management of protected areas. In some cases, protected areas are even managed privately (by NGOs and foundations). The Federal Agency for Nature Conservation has taken an initiative in 2005 to examine possibilities for increasing private commitment in protected areas.

Within the framework of German development cooperation, a focus of activities is on the consolidation of established protected areas in partner countries. The participation of all relevant stakeholders in the management of the respective areas was a prerequisite for giving this support. Mechanisms included inter alia participatory planning, stakeholder analysis and dialogues, establishment of capabilities for mediation and conflict prevention and securing land tenure.

3.1
Goal: To provide an enabling policy, institutional and socio-economic environment for protected areas. 

Target: By 2008 review and revise policies as appropriate, including use of social and economic valuation and incentives, to provide a supportive enabling environment for more effective establishment and management of protected areas and protected area systems.
a) What are the main impediments to effective establishment and management of protected areas? Have measures been taken to overcome these? 

Impediments for effective establishment and management of protected areas arise mainly from disagreements with current landusers (such as farmers, fishermen, forest enterprises and persons visiting the area in search of recreation) and with stakeholders wishing to pursue conflicting projects in regional development (such as construction of infrastructure for transport, housing or tourism). Another source of impediments are capacity constraints on the side of the authorities responsible for protected areas.

There are continuous efforts to mitigate these impediments, e.g. through the integration of spatially relevant conservation requirements into regional planning documents (see question 1.2 a) above), through financial compensation and incentive schemes (see question 2.1 b) above), through public awareness raising about the values of protected areas (see question 3.5 a) below) and through stakeholder participation and moderation procedures in planning processses (see questions 1.4 a), 1.5 b) and 2.2 d) above).

An analysis of past conflicts concerning establishment and management of Natura 2000 areas and possible strategies to minimize such conflicts in future, inter alia by reinforcing elements of cooperative management, has been carried out at the request of the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation (see Sauer, Alexandra, Luz, Frieder, Suda, Michael & Weiland, Ulrike (2005): Increasing the acceptance of Natura 2000 areas. (In German.) BfN-Skripten 144, Bonn.)

Concerning efforts to increase the personal, institutional and financial capacities of protected area managing authorities, see also questions 3.2 b) and 3.4 b) below. In order to provide useful information and suggestions to persons and institutions involved in planning and implementation of the management of Natura 2000 sites, the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation has published the results of a workshop held in the framework of the ongoing experience exchange between national and regional level conservation authorities (see Ellwanger, Götz & Schröder, Eckhard (2006): “Management of Natura 2000 sites. Experiences from Germany and selected other member states of the European Union.” (In German.) Naturschutz und Biologische Vielfalt 26, Bonn.).
Another issue concerning the coordination of protected area planning and management across Germany is the fact that because of the federal structure, statutory regulations, competences, ordinances and implementation orders concerning the establishment, management and monitoring of protected areas vary among the individual Länder. This results in a greater need for harmonization which is addressed inter alia through common working groups and information exchange. 

In the special case of the German Exclusive Economic Zone of the North and Baltic Seas, the requirements for implementing proper management of the recently established protected areas are currently being analyzed in research projects and workshops, dealing for example with the legal basis for managing human activities within the sites.

b) What kind of social and economic valuation methods and incentives for more effective establishment and management of protected areas are developed and incorporated into national policies, institutional and socio-economic structures? 

Social and economic valuation methods concerning the effects of protected areas for regional development are developed and tested within the framework of specific studies and monitoring programmes. For examples, see also answer to question 2.1 c) and d) above.
Other studies and projects are also relevant in this context, such as studies on methods for the valuation of certain biotope types (e.g. Schweppe-Kraft, Burkhard (1998): “Monetary valuation of biotopes.” (In German.) Angewandte Landschaftsökologie 24, Bonn.), or the studies on the monetary valuation of ecological services and recreational values in river basins which were carried out within the framework of the research programmes GLOWA-ELBE (http://www.glowa-elbe.de/german/index-en.htm) and Elbe Ecology (see http://elise.bafg.de/) supported by the Federal Ministry of Education and Research, as well as the project on the development of a regional reporting system for monitoring and assessment of recreational activities and tourism development in the Biosphere Reserve Elbe River Landscape, also funded by the Federal Ministry of Education and Research (see http://www.prignitzforum.de/).
Possibilities for a nation-wide assessment of the values of ecosystem services in monetary terms have been discussed at a workshop organized by the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation at its seminar centre on the isle of Vilm, 13th–16th May 2007.

Although there are no legal requirements directing the application of valuation methods and the integration of results into decision-making concerning the establishment and management of protected areas, the results are regularly taken into account by relevant institutions.
Concerning the use of incentives to support the effective establishment and management of protected areas, see answers to questions 2.1 b) and 3.1 a) above.

c) Have national incentive mechanisms and institutions and legislative frameworks been developed to support the establishment of the full range of protected areas that achieve biodiversity conservation objectives including on private lands and private reserves where appropriate?
A wide range of protected area categories is recognized under German law in order to fit various combinations of conservation requirements and socio-economic settings. (For more detailed information about protected area categories in Germany, see pp. 43 – 53 of the first national report under the CBD.) Concerning institutional arrangements for the establishment and management of protected areas as well as support to conservation initiatives by non-governmental and private actors, see question 2.2 d) above.
d) Does your country cooperate with neighbouring countries to establish an enabling environment for transboundary protected areas and for neighbouring protected areas across national boundaries and other similar approaches including regional networks?

Concerning collaboration between Germany and its neighbouring countries in the field of protected areas, see answers to questions 1.3 a) and b) above.
Germany also provides support to initiatives for the creation of transboundary protected areas in other regions of the world, e.g. in the Altai Region and in the southern Caucasus region.

e) Have sectoral policies and laws been harmonized and perverse incentives and inconsistencies been removed or mitigated to ensure that these policies and laws support the conservation and effective management of the protected areas system?

Concerning the consideration of protected areas in funding schemes under the second pillar of the EU Common Agricultural Policy and regulations on good farming practice, environmental impact assessments and consideration of nature conservation requirements in regional planning documents, see answers to questions 1.2 a), 1.5 b) and 2.1 b) above.
The integration of protected area concerns into the policy and practice of water management is currently being promoted through efforts to harmonize proceedings and guidelines for the implementation of the EU Water Framework Directive and the Habitats and Birds Directives. For example, the working groups on nature conservation and on water management of the responsible authorities at the level of the federal states and the national level (LANA and LAWA, respectively) have elaborated joint proposals for improving the cooperation between local conservation and water management authorities on Natura 2000 sites, inter alia in the field of monitoring. A research and development project dealing with the integrated cross-border implementation of the Water Framework and Habitats Directives at the example of a German-Austrian study area along the rivers Salzach and Unterer Inn is currently supervised by the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation with financial support from the Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety.
Germany has also taken first steps in the direction of an ecological reform of public finances, some of which, e.g. the reduction of subsidies for housing construction and for commuting to and from work, may also reduce pressure on protected areas in urbanized regions.
An emerging potential source of conflicts has recently become apparent between incentive schemes for the cultivation of bioenergy crops and the conservation aims of protected areas. A discussion process on ways to prevent or mitigate such conflicts, e.g. by adopting suitable standards and criteria for the application of incentives, is currently going on.
3.2
Goal: To build capacity for the planning, establishment and management of protected areas.

Target: By 2010, comprehensive capacity-building programmes and initiatives are implemented to develop knowledge and skills at individual, community and institutional levels, and raise professional standards.

a) Has a comprehensive capacity-needs assessment for protected areas management been carried out?

Meeting the capacity needs of individuals and institutions for management of protected areas is part of the responsibilities of the federal states (“Länder”) in nature conservation. There are therefore no nation-wide assessments in this regard. However, the requirements are assessed by the “Länder” in their respective policies for protected area development.
b) What capacity-building programmes have been undertaken or are being undertaken. How successful have the completed programmes been?

Individual knowledge and skills relevant for protected area management can be obtained within the framework of various branches of higher education and vocational training. For example, a large number of degree courses at German universities include lectures and courses on protected area issues.
Measures of further education for persons already employed in protected areas are provided by the federal states (“Länder”).
A nation-wide programme of ongoing education leading to the qualification “Nature and Landscape Warden” (zertifizierter Natur- und Landschaftsführer) has been introduced in 1998. Employees of large-scale protected areas are among the main target groups of this programme. The quality and effectiveness of the offered courses has been evaluated positively by the Federal Institute for Vocational Education and Training.
Since 2002, a number of training courses for protected area staff have been carried out at the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation’s International Nature Conservation Academy on the island of Vilm in cooperation with EUROPARC-Germany and WCPA Europe.
In 2004, a project on building up cooperation programmes with volunteers in large scale protected areas was started by EUROPARC-Germany. In 15 protected areas, members of staff received training as ‘coordinators for volunteers’. Since 2006, this project is co-funded by the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation in the framework of the funding scheme for projects by associations in the field of environmental protection and nature conservation. It now includes more than 30 protected areas.
c) Does your country consider a multidisciplinary approach to protected areas management?

In addition to data and information from the natural sciences (e.g. biology, geography, hydrology, geology), results of studies from the social, political and economic sciences are also integrated into protected area policy, planning and management.
Although professionals from nature-oriented fields (such as foresters or gardeners) and natural scientists (such as biologists, landscape planners, geographers, forestry and agricultural engineers) often make up the majority of protected area staff, other educational backgrounds (such as pedagogics, graphic design, administration) are represented as well.
3.3
Goal: To develop, apply and transfer appropriate technologies for protected areas.

Target: By 2010, the development, validation, and transfer of appropriate technologies and innovative approaches for the effective management of protected areas is substantially improved, taking into account decisions of the Conference of the Parties on technology transfer and cooperation.
a) What new innovative approaches and technologies have been identified, developed and implemented for protected areas establishment and management on the national and regional level?

New concepts and technologies have been developed for example in the field of biotope network planning, where several federal states (“Länder”) have elaborated criteria and approaches based on the use of geographical information systems for the identification of suitable areas for inclusion in ecological networks.
In the field of biotope management, an important area of research in recent years has been the development of methods to prevent the loss of valuable grassland biotopes due to the abandonment of agricultural use in marginal areas. Experimental research has been carried out on the establishment of low-intensity grazing systems which can help to maintain a diverse, highly structured pasture landscape (see e.g. von Oheimb et al. 2006
).
A research project supported by the German Environmental Foundation (DBU) is currently developing methods which can facilitate the transition from spruce monocultures towards more natural forest communities without substantial silvicultural interventions. The project is carried out in the Harz National Park and is expected to identify appropriate ways to enhance the conservation values of formerly managed forests in National Parks without interfering significantly with natural ecosystem processes and dynamics.
b) Has there been collaboration within the country and/or with other countries to share information and technologies?

Information and technologies are shared for example through publications as well as through national and international conferences (see also answer to question 4.4).

3.4
Goal: To ensure financial sustainability of protected areas, and national and regional systems of protected areas.

Target: By 2008, sufficient financial, technical and other resources to meet the costs to effectively implement and manage national and regional systems of protected areas are secured, including both from national and international sources, particularly to support the needs of developing countries and countries with economies in transition and small island developing States.

a) Have financial needs been identified? What are the results of this needs assessment (quantitative and qualitative)? How has the financial sustainability, in terms of ecological and financial costs and benefits of protected areas, been calculated?
Because of Germany’s federal structure, it is the Länder that are responsible for managing and financing protected areas (including large scale protected areas). They calculate the financial needs and provide financing from their budgetary resources, in certain cases with co-funding from the EU and the federal government (see also b) below). There is therefore no nation-wide assessment of financial needs covering all types of protected areas.
For the Natura 2000 network, estimates of the overall costs that will need to be met for an efficient management of the sites have been prepared and compiled from Member States submissions by the European Commission as a basis for discussion on appropriate financing options. In making the calculations, information on the costs of management measures for different habitat types as well as costs for planning and administration was used. The official estimate of financial needs for the Natura 2000 network in Germany is 620,000,000 € per year.
b) What strategies are in place to meet these needs, and in particular to secure long-term funding for the national protected areas system?

Core funding for the protected areas system is covered mainly from the state budget of the federal states (see a) above), and, in the case of the EEZ of the North and Baltic Seas, the federal government. On a project basis, additional support is provided by the federal government inter alia within the framework of the programme for the conservation of nationally important natural areas in need of protection (see answer to question 1.1 h) above). Voluntary contributions from private persons and companies are also used to a certain extent and are often provided in the form of donations to nature conservation foundations established by the German government, the federal states or by private actors, to conservation NGOs or to charitable societies supporting a particular protected area.
In addition to these national sources, several sectoral funding schemes offered by the EU (normally requiring co-funding from the national or regional level) contain programming areas under which certain measures for the establishment and management of protected areas can be supported. For the period 2007-2013, it is envisaged that these funds should increasingly be used in order to meet the necessary costs of implementing the Natura 2000 network. 
Among the relevant funding schemes, the EU LIFE+ programme is designed inter alia to support concrete conservation actions demonstrating best practice or innovative projects which promote the implementation of the Habitats and Birds Directives and of the 2006 Commission Communication on halting the loss of biodiversity.
The European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development (EAFRD) under its objective 2 ‘Improving the environment and the countryside’ offers possibilities to support environment-friendly management methods in agriculture and forestry and to compensate for economic disadvantages resulting from the application of particular environmental standards (see also answer to question 2.1 b) above). Under objective 3 (‘Quality of life in rural areas and diversification of the rural economy’), the creation of alternative sources of income for rural populations within the framework of sustainable rural development can be supported. EAFRD funds can also be used to promote the elaboration of integrated rural development strategies that combine nature conservation and land use in a sustainable way following the so-called Leader concept.
Further measures for the establishment and management of the Natura 2000 network can be financed through the Structural Funds of the EU, in particular the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF) (see also answer to question 2.1 b) above), but also the European Social Fund.
Financing from the European Fisheries Fund (EFF) can contribute to the reduction or elimination of harmful fishing or aquaculture practices in Natura 2000 areas.
The extent to which these funding opportunities for activities benefiting protected areas will actually be used depends on the strategic priorities determined for each of the schemes at the national level and the level of the federal states as well as on the state of knowledge and political will of regional actors. NGOs can play an important role in the development of project proposals and in participative regional management processes provided that they will get all relevant information. More technical support for NGOs and other regional actors is therefore needed.
In this context, several initiatives have been taken by the European Commission and the German government in order to increase awareness of the existing funding opportunities among conservation actors and to facilitate their utilization. These activities, many of which are carried out in cooperation with NGOs such as WWF and DVL (the German Association for Landscape Conservation), include the publication of newsletters, information brochures (see for example http://assets.panda.org/downloads/n2k_tender_guidance_onlineversion.pdf or http://www.wwf.de/imperia/md/content/politik/strukturfonds/EU-F_rderung_Handbuch__2007_20131.pdf) and websites (e.g. http://www.eu-natur.de/) as well as the organisation of workshops.
Long-term financing of the Natura 2000 network is only partly secured by the above-mentioned programmes, as most EU co-funding possibilities are either for individual projects or short-term only (e.g. Life+) or work on the basis of usually 5- to 7-year contracts (agri-environment funds), and there are no sufficient or fixed quotas of the funds reserved specifically for conservation purposes. Continued attention to financing issues will therefore be necessary.

Although the increased potential for allocation of funds provided under the Common Agricultural Policy to agri-environmental programmes has not been used to its full extent, some progress in the integration of conservation concerns into the funding schemes has indeed been achieved in recent years. For example, the National Strategy Plan for EAFRD spending on rural development in 2007-2013 for the first time includes conservation indicators (namely, the Farmland Bird Index and the High Nature Value Farmland Index), which will allow for an assessment of the impacts of agricultural subsidies on biodiversity.
c) What proportion of the budget is dedicated to supporting the national protected areas system (What proportion of the total funding for the national protected areas comes from private and public funding sources, and how much from the state budget?)

Because of the varied character (see b) above) and modalities of the different sources of funding used (e.g. some funding schemes are also applied to land outside of protected areas and the sums disbursed are not always differentiated in the statistics) and the allocation of responsibilities, there are currently no figures from which these proportional shares could be calculated at the national level.

d) Have studies been made on the efficient use of the resources in contribution to financial sustainability of protected areas?
There are no specific studies covering all aspects of the use of financial resources in protected areas at the national level. However, there are various procedures by which the use of certain types of resources is regulated and controlled, such as the routines for public spending which are applied by protected area administrations and government agencies or the standards of financial control prescribed by the EU for the administration of funding schemes.
While these procedures are designed to ensure that planned conservation measures are carried out in a cost-efficient way, the identification of appropriate and efficient types of measures to achieve conservation goals is informed by the results of scientific studies, long-term conservation monitoring programmes and monitoring activities to control the success of individual measures or projects.
The efficiency of measures supported under agri-environmental programmes for reaching nature conservation goals has been the subject of several studies, see also http://www.bfn.de/fileadmin/MDB/documents/skript31.pdf, http://www.bfn.de/fileadmin/MDB/documents/skript124.pdf, http://www.bfn.de/fileadmin/MDB/documents/skript89.pdf and http://www.bfn.de/fileadmin/MDB/documents/skript161.pdf.
e) Have protected areas needs been integrated into national and/or regional development and financing strategies and development cooperation programmes?

As described under b) above, the European Community has decided to take an integrated approach to the financing of Natura 2000 in the coming budgetary period, which means that financing opportunities for the establishment and management of the Natura 2000 network have been incorporated in the respective financial instruments for agricultural support and rural and regional development. One of the arguments taken into account in opting for such an approach rather than the creation of a separate fund for protected areas was that this would ensure that the management of Natura 2000 sites is seen as an integral part of the wider land management policies of the EU. The chosen solution also promotes integrated planning at the level of the Member States through the consideration of protected areas needs in the national and regional programming documents for rural and regional development which have to be drawn up as part of the procedure for accessing the funds.
Concerning German regulations on the consideration of protected areas in the documents of regional planning, see also answer to question 1.2 a) above.

German development cooperation actively supports integrated planning in various countries through initiatives for the “Greening” of Poverty Reduction Strategy Papers and the implementation of Strategic Environmental Assessments. Any support for the integration of protected areas needs into national development and financing strategies of the countries concerned would have occurred under this approach. Successful examples are the revision of the Poverty Reduction Strategy Paper in Benin and the application of Strategic Environmental Assessment to regional planning in Vietnam. Since Strategic Environmental Assessments have been recognized in the Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness as an important instrument for integrating environmental concerns into development cooperation programmes, the CBD Guidelines for Biodiversity-inclusive Environmental Impact Asssessment can play an important role in promoting the consideration of protected areas in these programmes. 
Concerning further support to protected areas within the framework of German development cooperation, see answers to questions 2.1 c) and 2.2 d) above and 3.4 f) below.
Protected areas needs are also a key issue in the international activities of the Federal Environment Ministry related to nature conservation in developing countries and countries with economies in transition (Russia, Caucasus, Africa).

f) What financial support has been given to developing countries and countries with economies in transition and small island developing States?

The German Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation and Development is supporting more than 35 protected areas or systems of protected areas around the world, many of which are globally recognized as UNESCO World Heritage sites or Biosphere Reserves. The annual amount spent on bilateral technical and financial aid is around 40 Mio. € (for a complete list and figures see the publication “Biodiversity in German Development Cooperation” from 2006, which was presented at COP-8 in Curitiba). In addition to that, substantial support is given to the Global Environment Facility, corresponding to 23 Mio. €/a for the area of biodiversity.

Several of the projects of international cooperation in the field of protected areas funded by the Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation and Development and the Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety also include a component aiming to assist countries in the development of long-term financing mechanisms, thus contributing to protected area funding beyond the means of the project itself. For example, within the framework of the Caucasus Initiative, the German government has provided substantial logistic and financial support to the establishment of the Caucasus Protected Area Trust Fund, a trust fund for protected areas in Georgia, Armenia and Azerbaijan.
Between April 2005 and June 2007, a series of five training courses on financing mechanisms for nature conservation for participants from CEE and CIS countries was organized by the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation on the Isle of Vilm in collaboration with the Conservation Finance Alliance and UNEP.
Aspects of protected area management and financing were also dealt with at the workshop on “Biodiversity conservation and poverty reduction in human-transformed landscapes in Ethiopia” (Addis Ababa, October 2006) and the conference “10 years of German-Russian collaboration in the World Heritage Convention” (Irkutsk, August 2006), both of which were supported by the Federal Environment Ministry.

In 2004, the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation with funding from the Federal Environment Ministry commissioned a study on sustainable financing options for protected areas, which was carried out by IUCN and is available for download at http://www.iucn.org/dbtw-wpd/edocs/PAG-013.pdf. A further study on innovative international financing instruments for biodiversity conservation is currently in preparation.
3.5
Goal: To strengthen communication, education and public awareness.

Target: By 2008, public awareness, understanding and appreciation of the importance and benefits of protected areas is significantly increased.
a) What education measures and programmes have been developed and implemented regarding protected areas, including for raising public awareness? Are specific education, awareness-raising and communication programmes regarding protected areas targeted towards relevant groups of stakeholders such as the private sector, policy makers, development institutions, the media, youth and the general public?
A significant amount of education, awareness-raising and communication activities are undertaken by the administrations of Germany’s large-scale protected areas, often complemented by the initiatives of nature conservation associations, foundations and charitable societies. These activities include the publication of brochures, websites and press releases, the organisation of guided tours, lectures, competitions, festivals and other events as well as the operation of information centres for visitors. In some cases, the establishment of visitors’ centres is financially supported by the federal government. 
Most of the activities carried out by protected area administrations are directed towards the general public. However, more targeted offers are also provided, such as environmental education programmes for schoolchildren or information meetings for local stakeholders and decision makers.
A promising approach in order to promote a positive attitude towards protected areas both among the general public and among the local population is the cooperation with stakeholders in the field of tourism development and with sports associations (see also answers to questions 1.5 b) and 2.1 b) above). By providing information about the nature conservation values and unique features of the protected areas, the attractiveness of protected areas for visitors can be increased at the same time as their understanding for necessary restrictions, leading to more responsible forms of behaviour. 
As studies carried out within the framework of a research project on tourism management at Natura 2000 sites (see answer to question 1.5 b) above) have shown, the state of knowledge among the relevant stakeholders about the protected areas and their potential benefits for a sustainable tourism development could still be improved in many cases. A manual and best-practice compilation for the development and marketing of nature-oriented sustainable tourism offers based on the unique qualities of each destination has been elaborated by the German Tourism Association with financial support from the Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety (see http://www.naturerlebnisangebote.de/download/leitfaden.pdf).
By publishing the results of studies on the benefits created by protected areas (see also answer to question 2.1 c) above), the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation aims to make a further contribution to a positive attitude towards protected areas among actors at the local and regional level.
In order to increase the awareness of large-scale protected areas and their benefits across the different protection categories among the German public as a whole, Europarc Germany and the Association of German Nature Parks established the family brand “National Nature Landscapes” in 2005 as a form of common corporate design. This brand is now used to promote all of the 125 large-scale protected areas in Germany (including National Parks, Biosphere Reserves and Nature Parks). In combination with campaigns like the “Year of German Nature Parks”, which was proclaimed in 2006 under the patronage of the Federal President and marked by numerous exhibitions and events, the introduction of the brand is expected to promote the visibility and public appreciation of large-scale protected areas in general. The project was funded by the Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety, the German Environmental Foundation (DBU) and several of the federal states (Länder).
With regard to the Natura 2000 network, an increasing number of public awareness and education activities are being undertaken both at the national level and at the level of the federal states (Länder). These include the publication of books, brochures and websites as well as media campaigns.
For example, the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation has published a CD-ROM providing information about the state of implementation of the Natura 2000 network as well as descriptions of all sites, species and habitats occurring in Germany. It has also produced a website (see http://www.habitatmare.de/en/intro.php), a DVD/ video film and an interactive CD-ROM presenting information about the implementation of Natura 2000 in the Exclusive Economic Zone of the North and Baltic Seas. In spring 2006, an international conference on Marine Nature Conservation in Europe was held in Stralsund, and a scientific compendium on Natura 2000 in the marine environment was published.
b) What techniques have been used to raise public awareness, and how successful have these been? Is there a review mechanism for public education programmes to measure if they have been effective in communicating the basic biodiversity values of protected areas?

Concerning the methods which have been used in order to raise public awareness, see a) above. There is no general mechanism to evaluate the effectiveness of public education programmes on the subject of protected areas. However, relevant studies are undertaken on a limited scale within the framework of research projects carried out by German universities and in the form of results monitoring by the institutions involved in education and awareness activities themselves.
c) Has the subject of protected areas been incorporated into school curricula?
Protected areas are not an obligatory topic in German school curricula. However, protected area issues may be dealt with as part of the non-binding part of the curriculum, for example in the course of project weeks or excursions. The Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety has recently supported the development of instruction materials for secondary schools about sustainable development in protected areas and the protection categories Biosphere Reserve and National Park at the example of the Biosphere Reserve Rhön. These materials will be distributed to schools and other educational institutions. They are also available for download on the Ministry’s website at http://www.bmu.de/publikationen/bildungsservice/bio_vielfalt/biosphaerenreservate_und_nationalparks/doc/39360.php. 
4.1
Goal: To develop and adopt minimum standards and best practices for national and regional protected area systems.

Target: By 2008, standards, criteria, and best practices for planning, selecting, establishing, managing and governance of national and regional systems of protected areas are developed and adopted.

Have standards, criteria and best practices for a) site selection, b) management, c) governance, and d) long-term monitoring of achieved outcomes of protected area systems been developed, applied and documented? (Please provide references).

a) Selection of sites: 
The standards and criteria for selecting the “sites of Community interest” to be proposed to the European Commission for inclusion in the Natura 2000 network have been determined at the European level and are described under 1.1 b) above.
For the marine environment, HELCOM and OSPAR have also developed respective guidelines (see also 1.1a) and b) above). Criteria for the selection of sites are contained in the HELCOM guidelines for designating marine and coastal Baltic Sea protected areas, based on HELCOM Rec. 15/5 (see http://www.helcom.fi/Recommendations/en_GB/rec15_5/), and in OSPAR Agreement 2003/17 based on OSPAR Rec. 2003/3. The checklist for marine protected area self-assessment, which was put forward to OSPAR (ICG-MPA 07) by Germany and has been accepted as guidance for Parties, inter alia provides assistance in assessing the degree of ecological coherence which has been achieved in marine protected area networks (OSPAR BDC 07/3/15-Add.1).
Concerning the extent to which these standards and criteria have already been fulfilled in the development of the German protected areas network, see answer to question 1.1 d) above.

b) and c) Management and governance of protected areas:
For the German Biosphere Reserves, standards regarding management and governance are included in the national quality criteria for recognition and evaluation of Biosphere Reserves which have been developed on the basis of the Statutory Framework of the World Network of Biosphere Reserves (see http://www.bfn.de/fileadmin/MDB/documents/0506_kriterien.pdf for the list of national criteria). These criteria are applied both in the assessment of proposals for awarding the status of Biosphere Reserve to an area and in the periodic evaluation of existing Biosphere Reserves. Further recommendations and guidelines concerning conservation, maintenance and development of the reserves have been agreed by the administrations of the German Biosphere Reserves in the course of their half-yearly coordination meetings
.
The voluntary quality criteria for Nature Parks which have been developed within the framework of the “Quality-improvement campaign for Nature Parks” (see also answer to question 1.4 a) above) cover various aspects of site management and governance. They have been published by the Association of German Nature Parks (see http://www.naturparke.de/download/kriterienkatalog_06.pdf) and have so far been applied by 27 Nature Parks.

A project for the development of quality criteria and standards for the German National Parks has started in 2006 and is carried out by Europarc Germany with financial support from the Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety. The criteria and standards being developed are intended to form the basis of an evaluation system for National Parks. It is envisaged that by 2010, 30 % of the German National Parks should have been evaluated according to this new system.
With regard to the Natura 2000 network, a number of guidelines for site management have been developed at the level of the EU. There are also compilations of best practice examples, e. g. http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/nature_conservation/natura_2000_network/managing_natura_2000/exchange_of_good_practice/index.html and http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/nature_conservation/useful_info/documents_publications/pdf/sust_tourism.pdf. 
Specific guidelines for the management of marine protected areas have been developed under HELCOM (HELCOM Guidelines for Management of Baltic Sea Protected Areas, see http://www.helcom.fi/Recommendations/guidelines/en_GB/guidel_15_5_mgt/) and OSPAR (Guidelines for the Management of Marine Protected Areas in the OSPAR Maritime Area, see OSPAR Agreement 2003/18).
Also relevant in this context are the provisions concerning the management and governance of sites which are included in the project area of the “large-scale nature conservation projects” supported by the federal government (see also answer to question 1.1 h) above). The results of a workshop on best practice for management planning in the “large-scale nature conservation projects” have been published in 1999
.
A conference about the evaluation of management effectiveness in large-scale protected areas, which also dealt with the issue of standard and criteria setting, was organized by the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation in November 2005
. 
d) Long-term monitoring of achieved outcomes of protected areas:
Minimum standards for monitoring and reporting on the conservation status of species and habitats protected under the Habitats Directive have been adopted at EU level (DocHab 04/03/03 rev.3 and guidance documents). Since the species and habitat types will be monitored within as well as outside of Natura 2000 areas, these data can not only be used to analyze and interpolate trends on the individual sites covered by the sampling areas, but also to assess the effect and success of the Natura 2000 system as a whole. (See also answer to question 4.2 below concerning the provisions on monitoring activities and the current state of implementation.)
At national level, technical implementation handbooks and data specifications for monitoring and assessment under the Habitats Directive have been issued by the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation and are regularly updated and discussed in working groups with the representatives of the federal states (Länder)
. Further recommendations concerning sampling design, sample size and field methods are currently being elaborated within the framework of a research and development project.
Monitoring under the Habitats Directive will collect representative data (including population size, population structure and derogation for the species and appropriate parameters for the habitats) to evaluate the conservation status of the 91 habitat types and 258 species listed for the Directive in Germany. The spatial reference for these evaluations will be the biogeographic regions, which cover territories stretching across several federal states.

Since the responsibility for nature conservation-oriented monitoring lies with the federal states, methodological harmonisation is a prerequisite for a comprehensive country-wide monitoring. Also, for a sound design of sampling areas for monitoring in the framework of the Directive, existing data on species and habitat distribution and frequency have to be compiled. Consultations and coordination among the federal states and between them and the national level administration take a lot of time and are sometimes difficult, since data and methods from existing monitoring schemes of the federal states should be adapted to the national standards and problems.
In addition to monitoring within the framework of the Habitats Directive, there are also monitoring schemes at the level of individual protected areas, especially in the case of Biosphere Reserves and National Parks. Some common standards for the monitoring activities carried out in Biosphere Reserves are included in the national quality criteria for recognition and evaluation of Biosphere Reserves (see answer to questions b) and c) above). Further guidelines and standards concerning long-term monitoring have been agreed by the regular meetings of the administrations of German Biosphere Reserves (see also answer to questions b) and c) above).
For Nature Parks, the voluntary quality criteria which have been developed within the framework of the “Quality-improvement campaign for Nature Parks” (see also answers to question 1.4 a) and 4.1 b) and c) above) call for status assessments of components of nature and landscape to be carried out as part of management planning, as well as for the identification of procedures for controlling progress towards conservation targets. (The respective standards and tools for monitoring are however left to be determined at the level of each individual park.)
Further, there are some other large-scale monitoring programmes which partly cover protected areas and thus allow for a comparison of biodiversity developments outside and within these areas:

· The national monitoring of common breeding birds (Mitschke et al. 2005
, Dachverband Deutscher Avifaunisten
) is a volunteer monitoring scheme that currently uses a set of approximately 1,150 sampling areas (each of them 1 km² in size) to estimate the abundance of breeding birds on a yearly basis. This project was set up in 2003 within the framework of a research and development project and will now become a permanent monitoring programme.

· A representative set of sampling areas (1 km² each) is also used within the framework of the “Ecological area sampling” (Ökologische Flächenstichprobe, Dröschmeister 2001
), which is currently applied only in the state of North Rhine-Westphalia (since 1997, König & Bouvron 2005
). Within each plot, habitat types, vascular plants and breeding birds are monitored and mapped. Methods and sampling design are well prepared to expand this approach to other federal states (Länder).

· Monitoring in the context of the EU Water Framework Directive, which also falls within the responsibility of the federal states (Länder), can provide additional data on the biotic and abiotic components of wetland ecosystems inside and outside of protected areas (Korn et al. 2005
). (Concerning cooperation between the responsible authorities for nature conservation and water management in the field of monitoring, see also answer to question 3.1 e) above.)
All three described approaches are designed for a long-term time scale, but they apply different time intervals for field recording and reporting.
For the marine environment, the checklist for marine protected area self-assessment which was put forward to OSPAR by Germany (see 4.1 a) above) and was accepted in March 2007 (BDC 07/3/15-Add.1) also provides criteria for monitoring the effectiveness of protected area networks.
Requirements about monitoring the success of measures carried out within the framework of the “large-scale nature conservation projects” supported by the federal government (see also answer to question 1.1 h) above) are laid down in the funding guidelines.
Major challenges within the near future will be to secure long-term financing for some of the monitoring efforts described above and to identify synergy effects for data from different monitoring duties, e.g. under the Water Framework Directive and the Habitats Directive.

4.2
Goal: To evaluate and improve the effectiveness of protected area management.

Target: By 2010, frameworks for monitoring, evaluating and reporting protected areas management effectiveness at sites, national and regional systems, and transboundary protected area levels adopted and implemented by Parties.

Has your country evaluated management effectiveness of protected areas in a systematic way? If yes, 

(a)
What percentage of national protected area system surface area has been evaluated? 

(b)
What are the conclusions for the national protected areas system, and to what extent were results incorporated into management plans and strategies?

Information on management effectiveness and the results of monitoring activities are taken into account in the periodic evaluation of Biosphere Reserves, which has to be carried out every ten years according to the Statutory Framework of the World Network of Biosphere Reserves. Between 2001 and 2006, 12 out of 14 Biosphere Reserves in Germany have been evaluated by the MAB National Committee on the basis of the national quality criteria for recognition and evaluation of Biosphere Reserves (see also answer to questions 4.1 b) and c) above). The Biosphere Reserve Elbe River Landscape is being evaluated in 2007. The conclusions from the completed evaluations concerning progress in meeting the criteria were generally positive. Recommendations for further improvement were made especially with regard to communicating the Biosphere Reserve concept and linking up to the sense of identity among local residents, increasing support to sustainable regional development and promoting and coordinating research.

In National Parks, evaluations of progress towards management goals on the basis of monitoring data and the results of research projects have in the past been carried out mainly under the responsibility of the respective park administrations. The necessary elements of a national evaluation system for National Parks are currently being developed (see answer to questions 4.1 b) and c) above).

Assessments of the results of management in Nature Parks are promoted on a voluntary basis through the “Quality-improvement campaign for Nature Parks” (see also answers to the questions 1.4 a) and 4.1 b), c) and d) above).

In addition to these assessments focussing on the level of individual large-scale protected areas, some overview studies examining the performance of protected areas in certain protection categories have been undertaken in the past on an irregular basis by the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation as well as other organisations, see e.g. Haarmann/Pretscher (1993): Condition and future of Germany’s Nature Conservation Areas (in German) (Schriftenreihe für Landschaftspflege und Naturschutz Heft 39).

A review of the success of measures carried out under the programme for the conservation of nationally important natural areas in need of protection (i. e. within the framework of the so-called “large-scale nature conservation projects”, see also answer to question 1.1 h) above) on the basis of the results of the obligatory monitoring of project outcomes (see also answer to question 4.1 d) above) is currently being elaborated in a series of workshops convened by the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation
.
The most important recent effort in the field of systematic evaluation is the establishment of a comprehensive framework for monitoring and assessment of management effectiveness with regard to the goals of the Natura 2000 network, which is currently underway.

According to the Habitats Directive, the conservation status of the species and habitats of Community interest has to be monitored on a regular basis (for details on the monitoring standards, see 4.1 d) above). Starting from the results of these monitoring activities, national reports have to be prepared every six years. The reports are to include the main figures about the observed developments as well as information on the measures which have been undertaken in order to reach the conservation goals of the Natura 2000 sites and an evaluation of their success.
As explained under 4.1 d) above, relevant monitoring frameworks for Germany have been set up and preparations for their future refinement are ongoing. Guidelines on how to interpret the findings with regard to the conservation status of species and habitats have been elaborated in cooperation between the federal states (Länder) and the federal government. The collection and compilation of data has started, and the first national report based on the monitoring results is due to be completed in 2007.
An indicator reflecting the conservation status of the species and habitats protected under the Habitats Directive will be part of the set of indicators to be included in the national strategy on biological diversity, which currently is being developed.
4.3
Goal: To assess and monitor protected area status and trends

Target: By 2010, national and regional systems are established to enable effective monitoring of protected area coverage, status and trends at national, regional and global scales, and to assist in evaluating progress in meeting global biodiversity targets

a) Have you established systems for enabling effective monitoring of protected area coverage, status and trends at national, regional and global scales?

Data on the size, names and location of all protected areas of the different protection categories (National Parks, Biosphere Reserves, Nature Parks, Nature Conservation Areas and Landscape Reserves) are recorded by the federal states (Länder) and communicated on a yearly basis to the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation, where they are integrated into a central database. Descriptions, figures and links to further information on the large-scale protected areas (National Parks, Biosphere Reserves and Nature Parks) as well as statistic information on the coverage and situation of Nature Conservation Areas and Landscape Reserves are published on the Federal Agency’s website.
The Federal Agency also keeps a central register of the Sites of Community Interest in Germany which have been proposed to the European Commission for inclusion in the Natura 2000 network.
At the level of the EU, a regional system for monitoring the coverage, status and trends of protected areas has been set up with regard to the Natura 2000 network, based on the data provided by the Member States when submitting the lists of potential sites and later in the periodic national reports. A Natura 2000 database has been developed and is managed by the European Commission with support from the European Environment Agency. (See also http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/nature_conservation/useful_info/barometer/barometer.htm.).
The European inventory of nationally designated areas, which is maintained by the Topic Centre on Biological Diversity of the European Environment Agency on the basis of country submissions, holds information about protected sites of all categories in Europe and about the national legislative instruments by which protected areas are directly or indirectly created. The data contained in the inventory are also provided to the World Database of Protected Areas (WDPA) and fed into the European Common Database on Designated Areas (CDDA), which has been set up in a joint effort by the European Environment Agency, UNEP-WCMC and the Council of Europe. The CDDA combines the information about protected areas designated under national frameworks with information about areas protected under international and regional frameworks.

Germany regularly submits data for inclusion in the inventories and databases described above.
b) Did you provide data on protected-area coverage, status and trends to the UNEP-WCMC List?

Yes, by contributing to the joint European submission of data which is taken care of by the European Environment Agency (see a) above).
c) Have you established a harmonized reporting system on protected areas covering inter alia WHC, Ramsar, CBD, UNEP-WCMC?

No, because the reporting requirements and modalities of the various relevant processes and conventions are too different. However, the databases and inventories described under 4.3 a) above provide some help in avoiding duplication of efforts as far as data collection is concerned.
4.4
Goal: To ensure that scientific knowledge contributes to the establishment and effectiveness of protected areas and protected area systems
Target: Scientific knowledge relevant to protected areas is further developed as a contribution to their establishment, effectiveness and management

Are scientific results (in particular on interdisciplinary research on ecological, social and economic aspects of protected areas) disseminated and shared (e.g. to the clearing house mechanism)?
Research on ecological, social and economic issues relevant to the establishment and effective management of protected areas is supported by various institutions of the federal government and the federal states as well as by the EU. (Cf. also the examples cited in the answers to questions 1.1 h), 1.2 a), 1.2 b), 1.4 a), 1.5 a), 2.1 c), 3.1 a), 3.1 b), 3.1 e), 3.3 a), 3.4 a), 3.4 d), 3.4 f), 4.1 d) and 4.2 of this report.)
The most important means which are employed for communicating the results of research to other stakeholders are publications and presentations at conferences and workshops.

For example, the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation disseminates the outcomes of studies carried out under its responsibility (either in-house or by contracts with other institutions) through the publication series “Naturschutz und Biologische Vielfalt” (i. e. Nature Conservation and Biological Diversity, see http://www.buchweltshop.de/bfnen/index.jsp) and through the series “BfN-Skripten”.

The latter is produced with a low print run, but most volumes are made freely available for download at the Agency’s web site (see http://www.bfn.de/0502_skriptliste.html?&no_cache=1). The language of publishing is normally German and/or English, depending on the main target audience.
Where it seems appropriate, new publications will also be brought to the attention of potential users and information hubs, including CBD focal points and the CBD Secretariat.

Research results are also shared and exchanged at workshops organized for national and international audiences. Examples from the 2007 calendar of events of the Federal Agency’s seminar centre on the Isle of Vilm (see http://www.bfn.de/0603_kalender+M52087573ab0.html) include workshops on:

· Best practise in tourism management in protected areas in the Baltic region (20-23 April),
· Harmonisation of tentative lists of the World Natural Heritage in the European Region (9-13 May),

· Best practise in the management of German National Parks and Nature Parks (11-13 June and 27-30 August, respectively),

· Regional implementation of the CBD Programme of Work on Protected Areas in the Central and Eastern European region (17-21 June and 19-26 August),

· Functional coherence of Natura 2000 sites (10-14 September),

· Application of Geographical Information Systems in protected areas (3-6 October),

· Management planning and implementation at Ramsar sites in Central and Eastern Europe and the Commonwealth of Independent States (18-22 October),

· Tourism planning and management for Natural World Heritage Sites in Central and Eastern Europe (31 October – 4 November), and

· Linking nature conservation and poverty reduction (5-8 November).
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