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Pl ease provide sumary information on the process by which this report
has been prepared, including information on the types of stakehol ders
who have been actively involved in its preparation and on materi al
whi ch was used as a basis for the report

The practical arrangenents for the drafting of the second national report started in
August 2001. The drafting process was del ayed because of the financing uncertainties.
The Mnistry of the Environnent (ME) had selected the Estonian Institute for
Sust ai nabl e Devel oprent/ St ockhol m Environnent Institute Tallinn Centre (SEl-Tallinn)
to coordinate the drafting process. SEI-Tallinn had involved nine |ocal experts to
coll ect baseline data, contact various sources of information, nake interviews and
provide up-to-date data on the progress of inplenentation of CBD in many of its
sectors and topic areas in Estonia. These contributing experts were:

1. Ms Kaja Peterson, Programme Director, SEl-Tallinn (responsible for overall
coordi nati on)

2. M Mrt Kulvik, Head, Nature Conservation Research Centre, Institute for
Environnental Protection, Estonian Agricultural University

3. M Erkki Truve, Professor, Head of Department, Centre for Gene Technol ogy,
Tal linn Technical University

4. M Henn G aveer — Senior Researcher, Estonian Marine Institute, Tartu
Uni versity

5. Ms Haldja Viinalass — Head, Laboratory of Genetics, Departnment of Animal
Sci ence, Estonian Agricultural University

6. Ms Inmbi Henno — Senior Specialist, Mnistry of Education
7. M Ken Kalling — Director of Science, Hi story Museum Tartu University

8. M Lauri Klein — Expert of European Environmental Agency on nature conservation
and biodiversity, Environnmental Information Centre, Estonian Mnistry of
Envi r onnent

9. Ms Liina Eek — Senior Specialist, Nature Conservation Departnent, Estonian
M ni stry of Environnent

MoE had previously supervised the drafting of six other CBD-rel ated docunents, which
facilitated the conpilation of some chapters of the 2" national report. These
docunents were:

1. Forest Biodiversity (conpiled by M Kilvik, 2001)
2. Traditional Know edge (compiled by K Kalling, 2001)

3. Benefit Sharing (role of intellectual property rights in the inplenmentation of
access and benefit sharing arrangenents) (conpiled by K Truve, 2001)

4. Aien species (conpiled by L. Eek, 2000)

Liability and redress (information on Estonian national, international and
regi onal neasures and agreenents on liability and redress applicable to damage
caused to biological diversity) (conpiled by K Kérm 2001)

6. Information in regard of existing practices, rules and standards relevant to
Article 18 (handling, transport, packaging and identification) of the Cartagena
Protocol and information regarding capacity-building needs, priorities and
existing initiatives on capacity building for the inplenentation of the
Cartagena Protocol. (conplied by L. Eek, 2001)




O her docunents, which have been used as sources of information or reference in this
report are the follow ng:

* National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan (conpiled and edited by T. Kull,
1999, ME, UNEP)

* First National Report to the Convention on Biological Diversity. 1998. Mnistry of
Envi ronnent, SEl-Tallinn.

* National Environnental Action Plan (NEAP) 2001-2003. Mnistry of Environnent,
Tal l'i nn, 2001.

* Environnmental Performance Review. Estonia (draft). UN ECE, Geneva, 2001.
* National Environmental Strategy. Mnistry of Environment, Tallinn, 1997.

* National Environnmental Action Plan (NEAP)1998-2000. Mnistry of Environnent,
Tal linn, 1998.

The following institutions were involved in the drafting process of the 2" nati onal
report:

*M nistry of the Environnment

*Mnistry of Agriculture

*M ni stry of Education

*Tartu University

*Tal | i nn Pedagogi cal University

*Estoni an Agricultural University

*Tal li nn Technical University

*Estoni an Marine Institute

*Estoni an Environnental Information Centre

*Estonian Institute for Sustainable Devel opment (SEl-Tallinn)

M nistry of the Environment had convened a roundtable on 17 Cctober 2001 to discuss
the draft 2" National Report with a wider group of stakeholders, the result of which
was taken into account in the finalisation of the report. The participants of the
round table were representatives of the Mnistry of the Environnent, Mnistry of
Agricul ture, Mnistry of Educati on, Tartu University, Estonian  Agricul tural
University, Estonian Marine Institute, Inspection of Plant Protection, Environnental
Information Centre, and Estonian Environnmental Investnents Centre.

Pl ease provide information on any particular circunstances in your
country that are relevant to understanding the answers to the questions
in this report

The team of experts had followed the CGuidelines for National Reports on drafting the
report, and the proposals nade by experts and the participants of the roundtable
neeting on 17 Cctober 2001.

Fol lowed by that, the answers to and evaluation of the questions on the “relative
priority afforded to the inplenmentation of this article and the associ ated decisions
by the country” correspond to the availability of national |egislation, national
programes or schenes adopted or drafted. Wereas the answers to and eval uation of
“the extent the resources available are adequate for neeting the obligations and
recommendati ons nmade” reflect the specialist and institutional resources, as well as
financial resources nmde available via national or |local governnents’ budgets to
i mpl ement the | egislation, programes and schenes.

Estoni a has been classified as a “Party with econony in transition” in this report.
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The COP has established programres of work that respond to a number of
Articles. Please identify the relative priority accorded to each thene
and the adequacy of resources. This wll allow subsequent informtion
on inplenmentation of each Article to be put into context. There are
ot her questions on inplenentation of the progranmmes of work at the end
of these guidelines.

I nl and wat er ecosystens

1. Wiat is the relative priority for inplenentation of this work programe in your
country?

a) High

b) Medi um X

c) Low

d) Not rel evant

2. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recomendat i ons made?

a) Good

b) Adequate

c) Limting X

d) Severely limting

Marine and coastal biological diversity

3. What is the relative priority for inplenmentation of this work programre in your
country?

a) High

b) Medi um X

c) Low

d) Not relevant

4. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
reconmendat i ons nade?

a) Good

b) Adequate

c) Limting X

d) Severely limting

Agricul tural biological diversity

5. What is the relative priority for inplenentation of this work progranmme in your
country?

a) High

b) Medi um

c) Low X

d) Not rel evant




6. To what extent are the resources avail able adequate for neeting the obligations and
recommendat i ons made?

a) Good

b) Adequate

c) Limting X

d) Severely limting

Forest biol ogical diversity

7. What is the relative priority for inplenentation of this work programme in your
country?

a) High X
b) Medi um

c) Low

d) Not rel evant

8. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
reconmendat i ons nade?

a) Good

b) Adequate

c) Limting X

d) Severely limting

Bi ol ogi cal diversity of dry and sub-hum d | ands

9. What is the relative priority for inplenentation of this work programme in your
country?

a) High

b) Medi um

c) Low

d) Not rel evant X

10. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recommendat i ons nade?

a) Good

b) Adequate

c) Limting

d) Severely limting




Further conments on work progranmes and priorities

1-6. The overall priorities for biodiversity conservation in Estonia are set in the
National Environmental Strategy (1997):

This strategy specifies the trends and priority goals of environmental nanagenment and
protection, and sets the main short-term and |ong-term tasks to be achieved by 2000
and 2010 respectively. The National Environnmental Strategy proceeds from the main
traditional goal of environmental protection — which is to provide people with a
healthy environment and natural resources necessary to pronote econom c devel opnent
wi thout causing significant damage to nature, and to preserve the diversity of
| andscapes and biodiversity while taking in into consideration the |level of econonmic
devel opnent. The priorities presented in the strategy are taken into account when
pl anning environnental activities, devel oping international co-operation and
al l ocating national funds.

Estoni an Environnental Strategy contains the following ainms on the naintenance of
bi odi versity and | andscapes.

Goal: to ensure preservation of viable populations of |local plant and ani mal species,
natural and sem -natural comunities and | andscapes typical of Estonia.

Tasks by the year 2000:

e to inprove protection of plant and animal species, their habitats and | andscapes in
accordance with revised legislation, bearing in mnd international agreenents and
Eur opean Uni on requirenents;

e« to inprove the existing network of nature reserves in accordance wth EU
recommendations in order to ensure protection of ecosystens;

e to establish a network of protected forests according to nature conservation
criteria thus ensuring preservation of all natural and seni-natural forest types
and conmmuni ti es.

Tasks by the year 2010:

e to establish a network of nature reserves corresponding to EU recommendati ons where
zones of strict protection (strict nature reserves and special nanagenent zones)
woul d cover up to 5% of the terrestrial area of Estonia.

7. Forest biological diversity attains rather high priority in Estonia. Forest sector
has prepared several through the recent years several policy docunents (Forest policy
(1997), Forest Devel opnent Plan (draft due Nov, 2001) which include substantive
bi odi versity conponent. Several successful projects have been or are in run (Estonian
Forest Devel opment Pl an, Estonian Forest Protected Area Network, Wodl and Key Habitats
Inventory, etc.) The national forest certification systemis just currently starting
to work. The Sustainabl e Forest Standard was conpleted in 2000.




Article 5 Cooperation

11. What is the relative priority afforded to i nplenentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

12. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recomrendat i ons made?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Limting X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

11. Estonia is a Party to Baltic Sea Environment Protection Convention Helsinki
Convention) from 1994, Convention on Fisheries and the Protection of Fish Resources in
the Baltic Sea and Protection of Belts (Gdansk Convention) from 1992, Convention on
Wetl ands of International | nportance Especially as Waterfow Habitat (Ransar
Convention) from 1993, Convention Concerning the Protection of the Wrld Cultural and
Natural Heritage (Paris Convention) from 1992, Convention on Biological Diversity from
1994 and Convention on the Conservation of European WIldlife and Natural Habitats
(Bern Convention) from 1992, and the Washi ngton Convention from 1993.

Estonian Parlianent has ratified the Espoo Convention on Environnental | npact
Assessnment in the Transboundary Context (1991) on 7 Cct 1999. The Arhus Convention
(1998) was ratified by the Estonian Parlianent on 6 June 2001.

Estonia has participated in the preparation and inplenentation of the Action Plan for
Eur opean Protected Areas (Parks for Life, 1994), Pan-European Biol ogi cal and Landscape
Diversity Strategy (1996) and is involved in the establishment of the Pan-European
Ecol ogi cal networKk.

A project “An Integrated Managenent of Lake Peipus Watershed" conducted in 1997-1998
was targeted towards the joint efforts of Estonia and the Russian Federation to nanage
the fifth largest |ake in Europe in a sustainable way.

Cooperation activities have been inplenented or will start in very nearest future on
following topics with the countries listed bel ow

1. Protection and managenment of traditional rural |andscapes in Nordic and Baltic
Countries (lceland, Norway, Denmark, Sweden, Finland, Estonia, Lithuania) — Nordic
Council of Mnisters project, having contribution fromevery participatory country,
started at 1999 and continuing at |east until 2003.

2. Nature Monitoring Scheme for Nordic and Baltic countries (Finland, Russia, Estonia,
Latvia, Lithuania) — Nordic Council of Mnisters project, having contribution from
every participatory country, started at 1997 and ended at 2000.

3. Information exchange in European Environnent Information and Observation Network
(ElI ONET) system for European Environment Agency through European Topic Centre of
Nature Protection and Biodiversity and its Phare Topic Link (all menber states of
EU and all Phare countries) — cooperation through national focal points (NFP)and
national reference centres (NRC) — Estonian NFP and NRC for nature conservation and
bi odi versity are nomi nated at 1998 in Estonian Environnment |Information Centre.

4. Cooperation between National Focal Points of d earinghouse Mechanisns for the
Convention on Biological Diversity (NFP/CHWCBD) of Denmark, Lithuania, Latvia and
Estoni a — Possi bl e DANCEE project planned to start in nearest future.

12. The annual menbership fee of Estonia to CBD is 1000USD, which is allocated fromthe
national budget via M)E. It is usually one representative from Estonia participating
in topic nmeetings, as well as regional and SBSTTA neetings. Estonia has participated
thematic work programres (e.g. forest progranme).




13. I's your country actively cooperating with other Parties in respect of areas beyond
national jurisdiction for the conservation and sustai nabl e use of bi ol ogi cal
diversity?

a) bilateral cooperation (please give details bel ow) X

b) international programes (please give details bel ow)

c) international agreenents (please give details bel ow)

Decision IV/4. Status and trends of the biological diversity of inland
wat er ecosystens and options for conservation and sustai nabl e use

14. Has your country devel oped effective cooperation for the sustai nabl e nmanagenent of
transboundary wat ersheds, catchnments, river basins and migratory species through
bilateral and nultilateral agreenents?

a) no

b) yes - limted extent (please give details bel ow X

c) yes - significant extent (please give details bel ow)

d) not applicable

Decision 1V/15. The relationship of the CBD with the CSD and
bi odi versity-rel ated conventions, other international agreenents,
institutions and processes or rel evance

15. Has your country devel oped managenent practices for transboundary protected areas?

a) no

b) yes - limted extent (please give details bel ow X

c) yes - significant extent (please give details bel ow)

d) not rel evant

Deci sion V/21. Co-operation with other bodies

16. Has your country collaborated with the International Biodiversity Observation Year
of DI VERSI TAS, and ensured conplenentarity with the initiative foreseen to be
undertaken by the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization and
the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity to increase scientific

knowl edge and public awareness of the crucial role of biodiversity for sustainable
devel opnment ?

a) no

b) to alimted extent

c) to a significant extent X




Deci sion V/27. Contribution of the Convention on Biological Diversity
to the ten-year review of progress achieved since the United Nations
Conf erence on Environnment and Devel opnent

17. I's your country planning to highlight and enphasi ze bi ol ogical diversity
considerations in its contribution to the ten-year review of progress since the Earth
Summi t ?

a) no

b) yes X

Further comments on inplementation of this Article

13. Estonia has signed bilateral agreenents in the field of environmental protection
with Denmark (1991), Poland, Sweden and Finland (1992), Gernany (1993), Austria
(1994), Byelorussia (1995), Slovak Republic (1996). Trilateral Agreement between the
Environnental Mnisters of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia was signed in 1995.

14-15. An Estonian-Russian Intergovernnental Transboundary Water Comni ssion was
established in 1998 in accordance with the Estonian - Russian Bilateral Agreenment on
Protection and Use of Transboundary Waters. The process of preparation of the Lake
Pei psi Watershed Managenent Plan is proceeding under the direction of the
Transboundary Water Conmi ssion. Lake Peipus is the fourth |argest |ake in Europe, with
a surface area of 3555 knf and it is the |largest international |ake in Europe.

A transboundary nature reserve —Sookuninga (3847 ha) was established on the Estonian
and Latvian border in 1999. A nanagenent plan has been drafted.

16. DI VERSI TAS and | BOY in Estonia: a special national conmittee has been established
in spring 2001 by Estoni an Acadeny of Sciences. There are nmenbers from governnent al
institutions, scientists and nenbers from NGGs.

17. Under supervision of the Estonian Governnment, the progress report to the Earth
Meeting 2002 (Ri 0+10) will be prepared. Biodiversity issues will be discussed in the
chapter on the environment.
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Article 6 General neasures for conservation and sustai nabl e
use

18. What is the relative priority afforded to i nplenentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

19. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recomendat i ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Limting |X d) Severely limting

Further conments on relative priority and on availability of resources

18. Inportant steps in the inplenmentation of this article were the Act on Sustainable
Devel opnent and the National Environnental Strategy adopted by the Estonian Parlianent
in February 1995 and March 1997 respectively. The Act on Sustainable Devel opnent
includes Article 9 which sets the basis for CBD inpl enentation.

Following logically fromthe Environnental Strategy, the National Environnental Action
Pl an has been prepared during the years 1997-1998 to el aborate in detail the actions
necessary to inplenent the ten policy goals of the NES. An equal enphasis has been put
on devel opnent of the NEAP docunment with well fornulated and prioritised actions
supported by financial plan, human resources plan, clear tine-frames, responsibilities
and likely sources of funding, as well as the NEAP process developed in line with the
subsidiarity principle, involving a wide range of stakeholders in active consultation
and participation.

The updated National Environnental Action Plan for years 2001 - 2003, adopted in 5
June 2001, include the obligation to update and adopt the Biodiversity Action Plan
(prepared during 1998- 1999 with UNEP support). The following activities with nedi um
priority are foreseen in NEAP for 2001-2003: 9.1.10. Fulfilling of sustainable
forestry and forest protection part of forestry devel opnent plan; 9.1.11. Fulfilling
of national agri - envi ronnent al programme and its pilot phase; 9.1.12. Make
recommendations for additions into national transportation developnent plan (about
wildlife protection nmeasures); 9.1.13. Conpile fish protection devel opment pl an.

Nati onal Programre “Estonian Natura2000 for the years 2000 — 2007” was adopted by the
Governnent in July 2000. This programme is necessary precondition for joining European
Union. It is related with general nature protection policy and inplenentation of CBD.

Programme on Plant Genetic Resources is currently under preparation by Mnistry of
Agricul ture.

19. Resources are limting: fromthe actions listed in the first version of Estonian
Bi odi versity Action Plan only 40% have secured finances or are likely to have it.
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20. What is the status of your national biodiversity strategy (6a)?

a) none

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) conpl etedl X

e) conpleted and adopt ed2

f) reports on inplementation avail abl e
21. What is the status of your national biodiversity action plan (6a)?

a) none

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) conpl eted2 X

e) conpleted and adopt ed2

f) reports on inplenentation avail abl e
22. Do your national strategies and action plans cover all articles of the Convention
(6a)?

a) sone articles only

b) nobst articles

c) all articles X
23. Do your national strategies and action plans cover integration of other sectoral
activities (6b)?

a) no

b) sone sectors

c) all mmjor sectors X

d) all sectors

1/ Please provide information requested at the end of these guidelines.




Decision |1/7 and Decision Il1/9 Consideration of Articles 6

12

and 8

24. |s action being taken to exchange informati on and share experience
action planning process with other Contracting Parties?

on the national

a) little or no action

X

b) sharing of strategies, plans and/or case-studies

c) regional neetings

25. Do all of your country’s strategies and action plans include an international
cooper ati on conponent ?

a) no

b) yes X

26. Are your country’s strategies and action plans coordinated with those of

nei ghbouring countri es?

a) no

b) bilateral/nultilateral discussions under way

c) coordinated in sone areas/thenes

d) fully coordinated

e) not applicable

27. Has your country set nmeasurable targets within its strategies and action pl ans?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) programme in place

e) reports on inplenentation avail able

If a devel oping country Party or a Party with econony in transition -

28. Has your country received support fromthe financial nmechanismfor
of its national strategy and action plan?

the preparation

a) no
b) yes X
If yes, which was the |nplenenting Agency (UNDP/ UNEP/ Wor| d Bank) ? UNEP
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Decisions I11/21. Relationship of the Convention with the CSD and
bi odi versity-rel ated conventi ons

29. Are the national focal points for the CBD and the conpetent authorities of the
Ranmsar Convention, Bonn Convention and Cl TES cooperating in the inplenentation of
t hese conventions to avoid duplication?

a) no
b) yes — limted extent
c) yes — significant extent X

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

20. Estonian Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan was prepared during 1998 - 1999.
Estoni an NBSAP consists of tw parts: first, textual part is the Strategy and the
second part conprises tables of 13 sectoral action plans. The strategy part gives the
overview about the current situation, identifies the gaps and constraints of
i mpl enrentation of CBD in Estonia, but it also gives recomendations for future
activities. These recomendations are incorporated into the sectoral actions plans
where concrete actions, responsible institutions, tinme schedule, budget and the
possible or existing resources are identified. MoE is planning to submit the Action
Pl an for adoption by the Governnent(see @1).

21 National Biodiversity Action Plan first conpleted in 1999. All sectoral action
pl ans out of 13 will been up-dated and finalised in the beginning of 2002, and the AP
is planned to be adopted during 2002.

22-23. Estonian NBSAP covers all the articles of CBD. However, the structure of NBSAP
does not follow exactly the structure of the convention. NBSAP is divided into
different thematic sectors: nature protection, genetic resources and biotechnol ogy,
education, transport, industry, |andscape aspects in planning and |and managenent,
agriculture, forestry, hunting, fishery, national defence, border control, tourism
The main objective of the AP was to bridge different sectors in the inplenentation of
CBD.

24. It has becone a tradition that periodically specialists of three Baltic ministries
and research institutes gather to the Baltic Conference on Environnental Conventions
where the progress of inplenmentation of CBD is being discussed. Such conferences were
first held in 1993, and in 2001 the fourth meeting took place in Estonia.

25. Many of the strategies and action plans include an international cooperation
conponent, but the extent of this varies in different sectors.

26. Joint preparation of managenent plans for cross-border nature protection areas
(e.g. Sookuninga NR) with Latvia is in progress.

27. Biodiversity Action Plan has set neasurable targets for each of the 13 sectors
i nvol ved. Each of the sectoral action plans conprises 2-6 targets to be net.

28. Estonia has received two grants from UNEP/ GEF, such as: GF/0313-94-67 "Assistance
for the Preparation of Biodiversity Country Study in the Republic of Estonia” and
GF/ 1200/ 96/ 51 "National Biodiversity Strategy, Action Plan and First National Report
on the Convention on Biological Diversity”. The |ast project has al so received funding
for followup of the project titled "Assessnent of Capacity-building Needs for
Bi odi versity and Participation in C earing-House Mechanismin Estonia”.

29. The contact persons of CBD, Ransar, Bonn Convention and CI TES are specialists all
working in the Department of Nature Conservation of ME. The contact persons have good
cooperation and nutual information exchange, thus and duplication should be
ef fectively avoi ded.
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Article 7 Identification and nonitoring

30. What is the relative priority afforded to inplementation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

31. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recomrendat i ons made?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Limting |[X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

30. ldentification of priority conponents of biological diversity has nostly been
carried out by conmpiling and up-dating of lists of protected species for the annexes
of the Act on Protected Nature Ohjects (1994), and also by setting up Red Data Lists
for National Red Data Books published in 1979, 1988, 1998. Wereas endangered species
have been covered relatively well, there is a lack of nationally approved lists for
threatened habitat types. However, several projects financed by international donors
have been launched to identify sone of those habitat types which are in need of
protection. The availability of financial resources for identification of spatial
conponents of biological diversity (e.g. habitats, |andscapes) have been severely
limted, conpared to those for species.

National Biological Diversity Mnitoring Programe gained |legal status in Estonia in
1994. After 4 years of inplenentation, a need for inprovenents becane obvious. In
1998, a PHARE Project: “Establishment of GS based Biodiversity Mnitoring System for
Estonia” was carried out. This project also included identification of biological
diversity conponents for further nonitoring. The main efforts were put into the
nonitoring of habitats, but also |andscape and species |evel conponents were
nonitored. Genone |level nmonitoring was not planned at that stage, since the national
financial resources were limted. Only mnmininum requirements for 47 nonitoring
programes, addressing the npbst inportant conponents of biological diversity, were
set. As a result of this project, a Biodiversity Mnitoring Master Plan for Estonia
was conpl eted and planned to be approved by the Governnent. That approval is, however,
still m ssing.

31.1n the Estonian National Environmental Action Plan for 2001-2003 it is foreseen
that certain nonitoring activities have be carried, such as “9.1.28. Detect juridical
status of national biological and | andscape diversity nonitoring progranmre and approve
that programme legally” (financial resources expected); “9.2. 1. Eval uate the
fulfilment of national biological and |andscape diversity programme and introduce
amendnents into the programe” (financial resources not available); “9.2.2. Integrate
nonitoring data with general national information system on nature” (50% of financi al
resources are available); “9.2.3. Elaborate and nake state system of indicators for
bi ol ogi cal and |andscape diversity operational, integrate those indicators into
nonitoring systenf (financial resources not available). Conpared to the financing of
ot her progranmes of environnental monitoring, the financing of biodiversity nonitoring
schene has shown a slight increase since 1994, but it is far fromsatisfactory to neet
the obligations set by the CBD (art.7)

For maintaining and analysis of monitoring and identification data, ME has
established a general national information system on data on nature — Estonian Nature
Information System (EELIS). This information system is a database containing data
obtained via biological diversity inventories and nonitoring programes. Data in
national nature conservation register is also available via EELIS. The Estonian
National Environmental Action Plan for 2001-2003 foresees the following activities
(specified as of nedium priority): “9.2.18. Develop and operate Estonian Nature
Information System at all administrative levels (33% of financial resources are
avail able); “9.2.17. Educate regularly environmentalists and planners to use Estonian
Nature Information Systeni (33% of financial resources are avail able).
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32. Does your country have an ongoi ng i nventory progranmre at species |evel (7a)?
a) mnimal activity
b) for key groups (such as threatened or endem c species) or X
i ndi cators
c) for a range of mmjor groups X
d) for a conprehensive range of species
33. Does your country have an ongoi ng i nventory progranme at ecosystem|level (7a)?
a) miniml activity
b) for ecosystens of particular interest only X
c) for mmjor ecosystens
d) for a conprehensive range of ecosystens
34. Does your country have an ongoi ng i nventory progranmme at genetic |level (7a)?
a) mnimal activity
b) m nor programe in sone sectors X
C) nmmjor programe in sonme sectors
d) mgjor programme in all relevant sectors
35. Does your country have ongoi ng nonitoring programes at species |level (7a)?
a) mninmal activity
b) for key groups (such as threatened or endenic species) or X
i ndi cators
c) for a range of mmjor groups
d) for a conprehensive range of species
36. Does your country have ongoi ng nonitoring programes at ecosystem|evel (7b)?
a) mniml activity
b) for ecosystens of particular interest only X
c) for mmjor ecosystens
d) for a conprehensive range of ecosystens
37. Does your country have ongoi ng nonitoring programes at genetic |evel (7b)?
a) mniml activity X

b) m nor programe in sone sectors

C) nmmjor programe in sone sectors

d) mmjor programme in all relevant sectors
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38. Has your country identified activities with adverse affects on biodiversity (7c)?

a) |limted understanding X
b) threats well known in sone areas, not in others X
c) nost threats known, sone gaps in know edge
d) conprehensive under st andi ng
e) reports avail able
39. I's your country nonitoring these activities and their effects (7c)?
a) no
b) early stages of progranme devel opnent X
c) advanced stages of programme devel opnment
d) progranmme in place
e) reports on inplenentation avail able
40. Does your country coordinate information collection and managenent at the nati onal
| evel (7d)~?
a) no
b) early stages of programre devel opnment
c) advanced stages of programme devel opnment
d) progranmme in place

e)

reports on inplenentation avail abl e
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41. Has your country identified national indicators of biodiversity?

a) no
b) assessnent of potential indicators underway X
c) indicators identified (if so, please describe bel ow)
42. |'s your country using rapid assessnent and renote sensing techni ques?
a) no
b) assessing opportunities
c) yes, to alimted extent X

d) yes, to a nmjor extent

e) reports on inplenentation avail able

43. Has your country adopted a “step-by-step” approach to inplenenting Article 7 with
initial enphasis on identification of biodiversity conponents (7a) and activities

havi ng adverse effects on them (7c)?

a) no

X

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes

44. | s your country cooperating with other Contracting Parties on pil ot
denonstrate the use of assessment and indi cator met hodol ogi es?

projects to

a) no

b) yes (if so give details bel ow

X

45. Has your country prepared any reports of experience with application of assessment

net hodol ogi es and nade these avail able to other Contracting Parties?

a) no

b) yes

X

46. | s your country seeking to make taxonomi c information held in its collections nore

wi del y avail abl e?

a) no relevant collections

b) no action

c) yes (if so, please give details bel ow)




Decision V/7. ldentification
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and i ndi cators

47. 1s your country actively involved in co-operating with other countries in your

region in the field of indicators, nonitoring and assessnent ?
a) no
b) limted co-operation

c) extensive co-operation on sone issues

d) extensive co-operation on a wi de range of

i ssues

48. Has your country nmde avail abl e case studi es concerning the devel opnent and

i mpl ement ati on of assessnent,

noni toring and indi cator progranmes?

a) no

b) yes - sent to the Secretariat

c) yes — through the national CHM

d) yes — other neans (please specify)

49. | s your country assisting other
i ndi cator and nonitoring programes?

Parties to increase their capacity to devel op

a) no

b) providing training

c) providing direct support

d) sharing experience

e) other (please describe)
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Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

32. A few specialised, but large-scale inventories have been carried out recently,
e.g.: “Internationally Inportant Species in Estonia. Nat i onal Inventories of
Internationally Inportant Species and Habitats in relation to International
Conventions and Directives. 1998-2000. Estonia”, conpiled by Estonian Fund for Nature
and financed by Danish Cooperation for Environnent in Eastern Europe (DANCEE). There
are ongoing inventories for mammals (conpilation of Distribution Atlas of Manmals in
Estonia), vascular plants (Distribution maps of vascular plants in Estonia) and sone
groups of invertebrates. Inventories are carried out by non-governnental specialised
organi sations. Distribution Atlas of Breeding Birds was conpiled by Estonian
O nithol ogical Society in 1977-1988 and published at 1993.

33. Recently the following ecosystem level inventories have been carried out:
Inventory of alvars (by universities of Uppsala (Sweden) and Tartu, in 1992-1994);
Inventory of old forest types (by Estonian Fund for Nature, in 1993-1996); |nventory
of coastal and floodplain neadows (by Estonian Fund for Nature, in 1993-1996);
Inventory of wooded neadows (by Estonian Fund for Nature, in 1995-1996); Inventory of
wetl and types (by Mnistry of Environnent, in 1997-1998); Inventory of all grassland
types (by Estonian Fund for Nature, in 1998-2000); Inventory of valuable forest sites
and establishnment of forest conservation area network in Estonia (by Estonian Forest
Centre, 1996-2000); Inventory of traditional rural biotopes in L&aane County (by
Estoni an Sem -natural Communities Conservation Association, 1999-2000).

34,37. No inventories of genetic level currently take place. Inventory progranmres on
sone genera of fungi (by U Kd&ljalg), higher plants (by S. Sepp) and mammals (By A
Karis) have been initiated.

35. Estonian National Biodiversity Mnitoring Programme (NBMP) contains the follow ng
species | evel nonitoring programres (total of 22 projects): Threatened vascul ar plants
(ca 100 species in ca 300 sites); Protected vascular plants and habitat directive
species (ca 100 species in ca 200 sites); Threatened nosses (12 species); Protected
nosses and habitat directive species (19 species); WIldlife species (23 species in ca
20 sites); Ungulates (4 species in 7 sites); Seals (2 species in 12 sites); Oter (in
20 sites); European beaver (in 20 sites); Flying squirrel (in 5+15 sites); Bat species
(11 species in 25+5 sites); Birds of prey (23 species in 10 sites); Eagles and bl ack
stork (7 species in ca 780 sites); Tetraonid birds (3 species in 10 sites); GCeese,
swans and common crane (12 species in ca 100 sites); Wite stork (in ca 70 sites);
Woodpeckers (7 species in 3 sites); Md-winter waterfow census (all bird species in
ca 100 sites); Amphibians (8 species in 12 sites); Threatened insects (23 species in
ca 30 sites); Freshwater pearl-mussel (in one only site of occurrence) and Crayfish
(in 20 sites).

36. NBMP contains follow ng ecosystem nonitoring projects (: Coastal |andscapes (26
sites); Mre and forest |andscapes (5 sites); Rural I|andscapes (18 sites); Plant
communities of alvars (20 sites); Plant conmunities of heathlands (10 sites); Plant
communities of boreo-nenoral grasslands incl. wooded neadows (20 sites); Bee
communities of wooded neadows (20 sites); Gound-living insect and snall namal
communities of grasslands (4 sites); Plant communities of floodplain grasslands (10
sites); Plant conmunities of coastal nmeadows (20 sites); Butterfly conmunities of
coastal neadows (4 sites); Bird comunities of coastal and floodplain nmeadows (26
sites); Plant comunities of field borders (10 sites); Pollinator communities of
cultivated grasslands (8 sites); Bird communities of cultivated grasslands and fields
(20 sites); Plant comunities of raised bogs (20 sites); Plant comunities of fens (10
sites); Bird comunities of nmires (16 sites); Dead wood and saproxylic fungi of old
forests (20 sites); Plant communities of dry and fresh forests (15 sites); Plant
communities of floodplain forests (5 sites); Bird comunities of selected forest types
— dry, fresh and floodplain forests (40 sites); Mth comunities of selected forest
types — coniferous and nixed forests (12 sites); Mdllusc comunities of selected
forest types — dry boreal pine forests, fresh boreal spruce forests and fresh
boreonenoral deciduous/ m xed forests (40 sites); Ant communities of selected forest
types (8 sites); Saproxyl ophagous insects of selected forests (20 sites).

38,39. The activities with adverse affects on biodiversity have been identified in
NBSAP (1999). In NEAP for 2001-2003 the following activities have been foreseen
(identified as of low priority activity): “9.4.14. Determi nation of negative inpact of
human activities to biological diversity in Estonia (assessnent of inpact on
vertebrate species and their habitats, in the first phase) (financial resources not
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avai | abl e, however).

40. Since 1994 nmonitoring data has been collected and stored in the central national
dat abase managed by the Estonian Environnent Information Centre (EEIC). Until recently
this data was not organised into one database, but kept in paper form in different
folders and sone in electronic form Data on inventories of several habitat types was
stored electronically in different responsible institutions, mainly in the Estonian
Fund for Nature. Establishment of a general national level information system of all
data on nature was started in 1999. The database includes data on nonitoring,
inventories, nature conservation register etc. This information system is called
Estonian Nature Information System (EELIS). In addition to the data on nature
conservation areas and protected species, it wll also include nonitoring data and
data obtained from inventories. The database is d S-based (built into Maplnfo
software) and provides the user with nmulti-level data. A part of the database is also
publicly accessible via internet at ww. eelis.ee

41. The first, prelimnary set of biodiversity indicators (included in whole set of
environmental indicators as sub-indicators) for all three Baltic States (incl.
Estonia) was developed in 1996-1998 and published in “Baltic State of Environnent
Report” by the Baltic Environmental Forum (BEF). The report includes a separate
chapter on biological diversity and the data provided is based on indicators,
descri bed by Pressure-Status-Response (PSR) nodel. The next report was conpiled in
1998- 2000, and already an updated set of indicators (Driving force-Pressure-Status-
| npact - Response (DPSIR) nodel) was applied there. Further to the BEF initiative, also

a national initiative was brought up to work out national set of environnental
i ndicators for Estonia (incl. biodiversity indicators). In NEAP for 2001-2003 it has
been foreseen an activity (classified as of medium priority): “9.2.3. El aborate and

nake operational the national system of indicators for biological and |andscape
diversity, and integrating those indicators into nonitoring systenf (no financial
resources, however, have not been made avail able yet).

42. Rapid assessnent of renote sensing techniques has not been systematically used.

43. The Biodiversity Country Study (1996-1998) identified the biodiversity conponents,
whereas the NBSAP (1999) provided the overview of inpacts having adverse effect on
bi odi versity conponents. Adverse inpacts have also been dealt wth in specific
docunents, such as the draft Estonian Forest Devel opnent Pl an.

44. Estonia has been participating in the elaboration of combn set of environnental
indicators (incl. biodiversity indicators) for the Baltic States under the auspices of
BEF since 1996. In cooperation with Finland, the Baltic Nature Mbnitoring Scheme has
been el abor at ed.

45. The two reports on indicators published by BEF (nentioned in 41) have been
published in 1998 and 2000 (in English) and also been nade available for other
countries. Also bilingual (Estonian and English) annual report about the results of
state environnental nonitoring during 1994-1998 has been published. Results of all
inventory activities mentioned above have also been published in English and made
avai |l abl e through key-libraries. |Indicator-based data in Estonian State of Environnment
Report (including biodiversity chapter) is made available to the public also via
I nternet.

46. Once the project on establishnent of CHM has been | aunched and the CHM has becone
operational, the taxonomic information held in collections may become nore readily
avai | abl e.

47. QI3, Q4.
48. Q5.

49. After the establishment of national biodiversity nonitoring progranme in 1998 (QL3
and (B5-37,41) Estonian experts had consulted Lithuanian coll eagues to el aborate their
common set of environmental indicators (incl. biodiversity indicators) in 1996-2000
and this work is continuing. In cooperation with Finland elaboration work of the
Baltic Nature Mnitoring Scheme has been carried out. Estonian experts have
contributed to the devel opment of environmental indicators for the Baltic States in
the framework of BEF activities (see ww. bef.lv)
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Decision IV/1 Report and recommendati ons of the third nmeeting of SBSTTA

[part]

50.

wor kshops to determ ne nationa

Has your country carried out a national taxononm c needs assessnent,
taxonom c priorities?

and/ or hel d

a) no

b) early stages of assessnent

c) advanced stages of assessment

d) assessnent conpl eted

51.

Has your country devel oped a national taxononm c action plan?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c)

advanced stages of devel opnent

d) action plan in place

e) reports on inplenentation avail able

52. I's your country nmaki ng avail abl e appropriate resources to enhance the availability
of taxonom c information?

a) no X

b) yes, but this does not cover all known needs adequately

c) yes, covering all known needs

53.

opportunities for taxonom sts,

I's your country encouraging bilateral and nmultilatera
particularly those dealing with poorly

trai ni ng and enpl oynent

known or gani sns?

a) no

X

b) sonme opportunities

c) significant opportunities

54. I's your country investing on a long-termbasis in the devel opnent of appropriate

infrastructure for your national taxonom c collections?
a) no
b) sone investnent X
c) significant investment
55. I's your country encouragi ng partnershi ps between taxonom c institutions in
devel oped and devel opi ng countries?
a) no X

b) yes — stated policy

c) yes — systemmtic national progranme

56. Has your country adopted any international agreed |evels of collection housing?
a) no X
b) under review
c) being inplenmented by sone collections

d) being inplemented by all major collections
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57. Has your country provided training progranmes in taxonomny?

a) no
b) sone X
c) nmany

58. Has your country reported on neasures adopted to strengthen national capacity in
t axonony, to designate national reference centres, and to nake i nformati on housed in
col | ections available to countries of origin?

a) no X

b) yes — in the previous national report

c) yes — via the clearing-house nmechani sm

d) yes - other nmeans (please give details bel ow)

59. Has your country taken steps to ensure that institutions responsible for biologica
di versity inventories and taxononm c activities are financially and adm nistratively
st abl e?

a) no X

b) under review

c) yes for sone institutions

d) yes for all major institutions

60. Has your country assisted taxononmic institutions to establish consortia to conduct
regi onal projects?

a) no X

b) under review

c) yes — limted extent

d) yes — significant extent

61. Has your country given special attention to international funding of fellowships
for specialist training abroad or for attracting international experts to national or
regi onal courses?

a) no

b) under review

c) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

62. Has your country provided progranmmes for re-training of qualified professionals
novi ng i nto taxonony-related fields?

a) no X

b) sone

c) many
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| mpl enent ati on and further

advance of the Suggestions for Action

63. Has your country identified its information requirenents in the area of taxonony,

and assessed its national

capacity to neet these requirenents?

a) no

X

b) basic assessnent

c) thorough assessnent
64. Has your country established or consolidated taxonom c reference centres?
a) no
b) vyes X
65. Has your country worked to increase its capacity in the area of taxonom c research?
a) no
b) yes X

66. Has your country comuni cated information on programes,
for consideration as pilot projects under the d obal
Executi ve Secretary?

projects and initiatives

Taxonony lnitiative to the

a) no X

b) yes
67. Has your country designated a national d obal Taxonony Initiative focal point
Iinked to other national focal points?

a) no

b) yes X

68. Has your country participated in the devel opment of
i nformati on-sharing for the d obal Taxonomy Initiative?

r egi

onal networks to facilitate

a) no

X

b) yes

If a devel opi ng country Party or

69. Has your country sought resources through the financial
actions identified in the decision?

Party with econony in transition -

mechani sm for the priority

a) no

b) applied for unsuccessfully

c) applied for successfully
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Further comments on inplenentati on of these decisions

50. The Red Data Book of Estonia (1998) identifies the taxononm c groups nost
endangered in Estonia. These are: anphibians (45% of species in the group
identified as endangered), nobsses (38%, fish (36%, crayfish (36%,
vertebrates (28% and vascular plants (21%.

51. No national taxonom c action plans have been devel oped.

52. The need for such resources has been expressed in NBSAP, but since this
docunment has not been officially adopted, no systematic funding is avail abl e.

53. No such trainings have been organi sed nationally, but specialists have
had opportunities to participate in international courses via personal or
institutional contacts.

54, The need for such an investnment into national taxonom c collections, but
no fundi ng has been avail abl e yet.

57. No such training programmes have been established by the state, but
specialised research institutions (e.g. Institute of Zoology and Botany and
many others) and NGO (e.g. Estonian Onithological Society, Estonian
Teriol ogi cal Society) have organised such trainings either for their own
speci al i sts or menbers.

58. National references on taxonony have been established in the framework of
i mpl enentation of CITES. Tallinn Zoo and Tallinn Botanical Gardens have been
appoi nted as the reference centre for aninals and plants, respectively.

59. The research institutions, which carry out biodiversity inventories and
taxonomi c activities, are part of state-funded universities. As far NGOs are
concerned, they work on project-basis.

61. The specialists training abroad have sought funding by thenselves,
whereas invitation of many of the speakers to seninars, workshops and
conf erences on taxonom ¢ groups have been facilitated by ME

64. Yes (See ®B8)
65. Yes

69. Estonia has applied for additional funding from GEF/ UNEP for | aunching
nati onal CHM CBD, the activities of that project include al so establishnment
of taxonom c wor ki ng- gr oups.
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Article 8 In situ conservation [excluding Articles 8h and
8 1

70. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

71. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recomendat i ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate X c) Linmting d) Severely linmting

Further conments on relative priority and on availability of resources

70. Nature conservation has long traditions in Estonia. The first protected area was
established in 1910 on the islands of Vaika in the West-Estonia. To date, there is a
conprehensive network of protected areas (314) covering the whole country. The
managenent of protected areas is administrated by 17 PAAs and 15 CEDs.

Fol  owed by the EU accession process, ME is preparing for the establishnent of
Nat ura200 networ k, which expands the current network of protected areas by area and
protection goals. Protection of habitats is being paid nore attention than they used
to be. Estonian Forest Conservation Network and Forest Key Biotopes contribute to the
in-situ conservation of species and habitats.

A new nature conservation act is currently being prepared to neet also the |egal
requi renents of EU Birds and Habitats Directives.

71. The annual national budget for nature conservation fornms 1 nmillion USD, i.e 3,9%
of the total budget allocated to the MbE in 2001. This budget is regarded adequate for
adm ni stration, but inadequate for developnment and managenent of the sem -natural
habi t at s.

72. Has your country established a system of protected areas which ains to conserve
bi ol ogi cal diversity (8a)?

a) system under devel opnent

b) national review of protected areas coverage avail abl e

c) national protected area systens plan in place

d) relatively conplete systemin place X

73. Are there nationally adopted guidelines for the sel ection, establishment and
managenent of protected areas (8b)?

a) no

b) no, under devel opnent

c) yes

d) yes, undergoi ng revi ew and extension X

74. Does your country regul ate or nmanage biol ogi cal resources inportant for the
conservation of biological diversity with a viewto ensuring their conservation and
sust ai nabl e use (8c)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) progranme or policy in place X

e) reports on inplenentation avail able
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75. Has your country undertaken nmeasures that
nat ur a
surroundi ngs (8d)?

pronote the protection of ecosystens,

habi tats and the mai nt enance of vi abl e popul ati ons of species in natura

a) no neasures

b) some nmeasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) reasonably conprehensive neasures in place X

76. Has your country undertaken nmeasures that
sust ai nabl e devel opnent

pronmot e environnmental |y sound and

in areas adjacent to protected areas (8e)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) reasonably conprehensive neasures in place

77. Has your country undertaken neasures to rehabilitate and restore degraded

ecosystens (8f)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

78. Has your country undertaken neasures to promote the recovery of threatened species

(8f)?
a) no neasures
b) sonme neasures in place X
c) potential neasures under review
d) conprehensive nmeasures in place
79. Has your country undertaken neasures to regul ate, nmanage or control the risks

associated with the use and rel ease of
bi ot echnol ogy (8g)?

living nodified organisms resulting from

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

80. Has your country nade attenpts to provide the conditions needed for conpatibility

bet ween present
of its conponents (8i)?

uses and the conservation of bi ol ogical

di versity and sustai nabl e use

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) progranmme or policy in place

e) reports on inplenentation avail able
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81. Has your country devel oped and nai ntai ned the necessary | egislation and/or ot her
regul atory provisions for the protection of threatened speci es and popul ati ons (8k)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) legislation or other neasures in place X

82. Does your country regul ate or manage processes and categories of activities
identified under Article 7 as having significant adverse effects on biol ogi cal
di versity (81)?

a) no

b) under review X
c) yes, to a limted extent X
d) yes, to a significant extent

If a devel oped country Party -

83. Does your country cooperate in providing financial and other support for in- situ
conservation particularly to devel oping countries (8m?

If a devel oping country Party or Party with econony in transition -

84. Does your country receive financial and other support for in situ conservation

(8m?

a) no

b) yes (if so, please give details bel ow) X

Decision |1/7 Consideration of Articles 6 and 8 of the Convention

85. Is action being taken to share information and experience on inplenentation of this
Article with other Contracting Parties?

a) little or no action

b) sharing of witten materials and/or case-studies

c) regional neetings
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

72. Law on Protected Natural Objects (1994, 1998) sets the principles of establishment
of protected areas, specifies types of areas (national park, nature reserv, protected
| andscape reserve and programme area), three types of zones of nanagenment and
conservation, and rights and obligations of area nanagers.

There are 314 protected areas (2001), covering 10.8% of the country's territory. 129
of these have newly adopted protection rules. Ten sites are in the Ransar |ist.
Another 10 to 30 sites have been identified and will be proposed to the Ransar
Convention Bureau for inclusion in the list.

Departnent of Nature Conservation of ME is the overall responsible authority for
protected areas. County  Environment al departnents  (15) and protected area
adm nistrations (17) manage areas within their authority.

Estoni an Government has adopted a state programme on the establishment of Natura2000
in 2000-2007 in Estonia. SPAs and pSCls will be selected and proposed to the European
Conmi ssion for consideration on the date of accession to EU It is anticipated that
the current extent of protected areas nmay expand. Anended structure, procedure of
desi gnation and managenent of sites will be stipulated in the new nature conservation
act, which is currently being drafted.

73. Law on Protected Natural Objects (1994,1998) is the mmin nature conservation act,
which stipulates the four types of protected areas, the procedures of establishnent
and managenent of these areas. There are also regulatory acts, which set the procedure
of conpilation and approval of nanagenent plans, both for species and areas.

74. Law on Forest (1998), Law on Earth Crust (1994), Law on Witer (1994), Law on
Fishing (1995), Law on Hunting (1994) regulate the use and protection of these
resour ces.

75. In addition to the legal framework, network of protected areas, there are also
schenes to rehabilitate semi-natural habitats (such as coastal nmeadows, wooded
neadows, alluvial meadows, alvars etc.) and thus to restore the species diversity of
these areas. By direct support fromthe national budget, the farners are encouraged to
now and graze the abandoned and overgrown habitats. In 2001, 1.2 MEUR was all ocated
from the national budget all over the country. Also, two EU Life Ill funded projects
were started in 2001 to restore sem-natural habitats in the western coast of Estonia.
The third Life-funded project was a support to the continuation of a |ong-running
effort to re-introduce European nmink into its natural surroundings. This project has
been devel oped under the auspices of Tallinn Zoo. Tallinn Zoo has al so been the source
centre for reproduction of another endangered species of Estonia — the Natterjack
Toad.

76. Law on Environmental |npact Assessnent and Environmental Auditing was adopted in
June 2000 and enforced on 1 January 2001. The law sets the procedures for conducting
and supervision of EA The law also specifies the need for assessing the
environnmental inpact of proposed activity depending on the location (art.6,p.3).
However, the requirement to initiate EIA, if the proposed devel opnent is designed in
the vicinity of a protected area, is set in the Law on Protected Natural Objects.

77. Over 150 knf of land has been degraded by oil shale open and underground m ning
activities and dunping of ash into heaps from oil shale fired power plants in NE
Estoni a. These areas have partially been restored by afforestation. Another group of
degraded lands are territories of former mlitary bases of the Soviet Union. An
inventory of those nmilitary sites listed 2900 sites contam nated to |arger or |esser
extent with chemicals, netal, minerals, construction, wood and donestic waste and oil
pol l ution. Depending on the location and purpose of the mlitary base, destruction of
nature had also taken place. However, the closed for the public territories for over
50 years had al so mai ntai ned | arge areas untouched by the man, e.g. coastal areas, in
particular, |leaving these areas unbuilt.

78. Recovery plans of European Mnk and the Natterjack Toad are underway wth
financial support fromEU Life II1I.

79. Law on the Deliberate Release of GCenetically Mdified Organisnms into the
Envi ronnent was adopted in 1999. The law sets the principles and procedures of
handling GM>s on their deliberate release into the environment. ME is authorised to
grant licences for the rel ease.
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80. Law on Sustai nabl e Devel opment (1995) stipulates the division of natural resources
into recoverable and non-recoverable resources. It also sets the need for conducting
EIA to avoid over-exploitation of natural resources. The pernmits for extraction of
mnerals and water, felling of trees are issued by environnental authorities. However,
no levels of use of natural resources have been officially set. The draft National
Forest Devel opnment Plan (NFDP) is attenpting to set the annual felling limts, but is
al ready being hit by strong opposition from forest industry. The NFDP is expected to
be adopted in late 2001.

81. Law on Protected Natural Objects (1994) set three categories of protected species.

Category | list conprises 10 npbst endangered animal species (such as eagles, black
stork, flying squirrel, fresh water nussel) and 22 species of vascular plants. There
are 228 species listed under Category Il and 279 species under Category Ill. The |aw

al so stipulates the need for managenent plan for species recovery. The managenent plan
for e.g. white-tailed eagle, |esser and great spotted eagles, fresh water nussel have
been adopted. The nmanagenent plan of Capercaillie is being prepared.

82. As referred in Q76, the Law on EIA (2000) does not exclusively stipulate the need
for EIA of proposed devel opnents either in or out of a protected area. However, the
Law on Protected Natural Objects (art.9.p.9) requires EIAif the activity outside of a
protected object may inpose threat to it.

84. The state budget for managenent of protected areas conprised 3,9% of the total
budget of ME in 2001. Also the Estonian Environnental |nvestnment Centre has a special
programe on nature conservation, with annual budget 746706USD in 2001, of which 65%
was allocated to in-situ nmanagenent (nmanagenent plans, nanagenent activities, site
assessnents and conpiling new protection rules for protected areas), 35% of the total
budget of nature protection programme was allocated for infrastructure devel opnent.

International grants have been used under the framework of bilateral projects between
DANCEE and ME, e.g. to devel op nanagenent plans of Soonma National Park and Al am
Pedj a Nature Reserve. DANCEE financial support has been used to establish Estonian
Forest Protected Area Network (EFCAN). Swedish Governnent has supported the
identification and establishnent of Estonian forest key biotopes. In 1999, an
i nventory of these key biotopes was conpleted and 3000 sites were identified, covering
6000 ha. The nmnagenment of these sites will be based on voluntary contracts between
MoE and the | and owner. To date, 40 contracts (120 ha) have been signed.

EU accession process has initiated the establishment of Natura2000 network in Estonia.
The selection of SPAs and SCis is facilitated by the Dutch Government, DANCEE and the
Eur opean Conmi ssi on.

85. Informati on has been exchanged via joint projects (see (B4).
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Article 8h Alien species

86. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High b) Medi um c) Low X

87. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recomrendat i ons made?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

86-87. The Law on Protected Natural Objects (art. 20, p.4) prohibits the
i ntroduction of alien species into the nature, excluding the re-introduction
whi ch requires authorization by the Mnister of the Environment.

The Estoni an Biodiversity Action Plan (1999) contains several actions related
to alien species, but funding is limted for inplenentation. These actions
are:

e Analysis of the ecol ogical and econonic influences of non-native
speci es along with assessnment of future distribution and possible
control mechanisms, this action is ranked as of the highest priority (I
priority class anong three classes), but there is currently no funding
for that neither fromstate budget nor from other sources.

e Economic incentives to stinmulate the hunting of the Raccoon Dog and the
American M nk (ranked as | priority action), but this action will be
excl uded from new updated version of the Action Plan to be adopted by
t he Governnent.

e In fisheries sector: Sanctions and penalty fines for introduction of
alien species and fornms (Il priority action) have to be devel oped and
i ntroduced, but no funds have been nade avail able for inplenmentation

e Publication about alien species in Estonian waters (specified as a |
priority action). A brochure on Estonian alien species, including
aquati c species, was published in 2001, financed fromthe state budget.

e Applied research on distribution of alien species in Estonian water
bodi es and their inpact on |local ecosystens (Il priority action), 50%
of costs are avail abl e.
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88. Has your country identified alien species introduced?

a) no

b) only mmjor species of concern X

c) only new or recent introductions

d) a conprehensive systemtracks new i ntroductions

e) a conprehensive systemtracks all known introductions

89. Has your country assessed the risks posed to ecosystens, habitats or species by the
i ntroduction of these alien species?

a) no

b) only sone alien species of concern have been assessed X

c) nost alien species have been assessed

90. Has your country undertaken neasures to prevent the introduction of, control or
eradi cate those alien species which threaten ecosystens, habitats or species?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

Decision IV/1 Report and recommendations of the third neeting of SBSTTA

91. I's your country collaborating in the devel opnent of projects at national, regional
sub-regional and international |evels to address the issue of alien species?

a) little or no action

b) di scussion on potential projects under way X

c) active devel opnment of new projects

92. Does your national strategy and action plan address the issue of alien species?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

Decision V/8. Alien species that threaten ecosystens, habitats or
speci es

93. I's your country applying the interimguiding principles for prevention
introduction and mitigation of inpacts of alien species in the context of activities
ained at inplenmenting article 8(h) of the Convention, and in the various sectors?

a) no

b) under consi deration

c) limted inplenentation in sone sectors X

d) extensive inplenmentation in some sectors

e) extensive inplenentation in nbst sectors
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94. Has your country subnitted case-studies to the Executive Secretary focusing on
themati c assessnments?

a) no

b) in preparation

c) yes X

95. Has your country subnitted witten conments on the interimguiding principles to
t he Executive Secretary?

a) no X

b) yes

96. Has your country given priority to the devel opnment and i npl enentati on of alien
i nvasi ve speci es strategi es and action plans?

a) no X

b) yes

97. In dealing with the issue of invasive species, has your country devel oped or
i nvol ved itself in mechanisnms for international co-operation, including the exchange
of best practices?

a) no

b) trans-boundary co-operation

c) regional co-operation

d) multilateral co-operation X

98. I's your country giving priority attention to geographically and evolutionarily
i sol ated ecosystens in its work on alien invasive species?

a) no X

b) yes

99. I's your country using the ecosystem approach and precauti onary and bi o- geogr aphi cal
approaches as appropriate in its work on alien invasive species?

a) no X

b) yes
100. Has your country devel oped effective education, training and public-awareness
neasures concerning the i ssue of alien species?

a) no

b) sone initiatives X

c) many initiatives

101. I's your country making avail able the informati on which it holds on alien
speci es through the CHW

a) no X

b) sone information

c) all available information

d) information avail able through other channels (pl ease specify) X

102. I's your country providing support to enable the d obal Invasive Species
Programme to fulfil the tasks outlined in the decision and its annexes?

a) no X

b) limted support

c) substantial support
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

88. There is no conprehensive overview of introduced species to Estonia avail able.
However, individual scientists have nuch information about certain groups of alien
speci es in Estonia.

For exanple, M Toomas Kukk (Institute of Zoology and Botany, Tartu) has given an
overview of alien species in “Estonian Flora” (book in Estonian “Eesti tainestik”,
1999). No special studies have been conducted concerning alien plant species.

M Tdnu Pl oonmpuu (Tallinn Pedagogi cal University) has conducted a study about alien
species in gardens of Tallinn. He has also a draft database of flora around railways
and dunps (this database includes also informati on about alien species).

According to Estonian Teriological Society and Onithol ogical Society Estonia has
fairly good overvi ew about alien aninmal and bird species.

Al t hough Estonia has sone infornmation about introduced fish species, there is a |lack
of overview of alien aquatic species in Estonia. Sone work has been done on a couple
of species (for exanple predatory cladoceran Cercopagis pengoi and polychaete
Marenzel leria viridis) by the Estonian Marine Institute.

Dr. Henn Q aveer (Estonian Marine Institute) et al has prepared a manuscript “The
Baltic- a sea of invaders”, it will be submitted for publication in Canadian Journal
of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences. This article provides data on alien species in the
Baltic Sea. IMO hold its Baltic regional seminar on alien marine species in Tallinn,
Cct ober, 2001.

Unfortunately, nothing is known about alien invertebrates in Estonia.

89. Ri sks:

Fauna

The risks of Anmerican mink (Mistela vison) (especially threats to the native species
European mnmink Mistela lutreola) have been profoundly assessed by M Tiit Maran
(foundation Lutreola, Tallinn Zoo).

There is sonme information about risks of introduction of the Raccoon Dog (Nyctereutes
procyonoi des).

Several species of Acipenser sp. have been introduced to Esoni an waterbodies during
the Soviet tine. The Rainbow trout (Salnmo gaidneri Richardson) and Acipenser sp are
both found in the Estonian waters. These species give very seldom offsprings in
Estonia and ichtyologists are of the opinion that these species do not pose problens
for the native fauna/flora.

Studyi ng of the alien aquatic species began in the second half on 80-ies, but there is
a lack of financial resources to continue the nonitoring and studies. E.g. there is no
nonitoring of the species in ballast waters of ships to date, which makes it
i mpossi ble to control the situation.

A conprehensive study has been conducted by the Estonian Marine Institute concerning
Cercopagis pengoi and Marenzelleria viridis. The forner species originates from
Pront o- Caspi an regi on, and found fromthe Estonian waters of Baltic Sea first in 1992.

The latter originates from North-Anerica, first tine found in the Baltic Sea in 1985.

Both of the species have caused a decline of abundance of several native species and
changes in narine ecosystem No specific risk assessnent has been conducted concerning
t hese speci es.

Fl or a:

According to M Toomas Kukk (Institute of Zoology and Botany) there is little
know edge about the potential threats of alien species to native flora. The spread of
alien species into native comunities in Estonia is insufficiently studied. There are
a couple of studies fromthe 1930-ies on Inpatiens parviflora and El odea canadensi s.
|. parviflora and Chanonilla suveol ens were, however, initially grown in the Botanical
Gardens of Tartu University and they have obviously escaped fromthere.

Her acl eum sosnowski is an alien plant species causing probably the nost serious
problens. This species is very vital and it could harm hunan health by causing




34

blisters. During the last few years nmany children and farners have got these blisters
and sonme peopl e have been brought to hospital. There are several abandoned fields that
cannot be re-used because they are overgrown with H sosnowski and it is extrenely
difficult to get rid of the weed.

According to T. Kukk the nobst troublesone alien plant species are H sosnowski, Gal ega
orientalis, Petasites hybridus, Rosa rugosa, Elodea canadensis, Lactuca serriola,
Lupi nus pol yphyl lus, Saponaria officinalis and Sanbucus racenosa.

A special publication on alien species was published by MoE in 2001.

90. Estonia does not have a special act on alien species, but several |egal acts
contain provisions on introductions. These are: Act on Protected Natural Objects and
Act on Protection and Managenent of Fauna prohibit the release of any alien species to
nature in the territory of Estonia. Re-introduction of species can be undertaken only
on scientific reasons and only after the corresponding pernmit fromthe Mnister of the
Envi ronnent has been granted. The sane requirenent is established by the Fisheries Act
in relation to alien species of fish or other aquatic organisnms and their fertilized
roe.

According to the Plant Protection Act it is prohibited to inport to Estonia new
pat hogens except for certain restricted scientific purposes.

Transfer of Astacus astacus specinmen from one waterbody to another, or release of
undersized individuals into natural waterbodies is generally prohibited or van be
aut hori zed by County Environnental Departnent.

Measures underway: Estonia as a nember of IMO will join the new Ballast Wter
Convention. See (@1.

A new Nature Protection Act is being drafted and it contains strict neasures to be
applied while handling alien species. The law is schedul ed to be adopted in 2001.

91. Projects underway:

Bal ti ¢ Sub-Regi onal Workshop on Ballast Water Managenment took place in 22-24 Cctober
2001 in Estonia, organized by IMO and financed by GEF-UNDP. In this workshop the
potential cooperation projects were discussed in the framework of G obal Ballast Water
Managenent Programme.

Estonia has received EU LIFE funding for a project “Recovery of Mistela lutreola in
Estoni a: captive and island popul ations” for years 2001 - 2004. In the preparatory
stage, all the specimen of the alien species - Anerican M nk Mistela vison have been
captured from Island Hiumaa in order to make it possible to reintroduce the native
speci es - European M nk.

Project on compiling the so-called Bl ack Book and Bl ack Lists (of alien species), wll
be subnmitted to Estonian Environnental |Investment Centre for financing in 2001.
However, funding is not yet secured.

Mnistry of the Environment is planning to start a project on fighting Heracleum
sosnowski . No funding, however, is available yet. The first stage of this project in
2001 will include publishing a booklet about the ecology of this species. Funding for
this activity is available fromthe state budget.

92. Alien species are not addressed in Estonian NBSAP as separate topic, but this
topic is enbedded in three sectoral action plans. These are: Fisheries, Border Control
and Nat ure Conservati on.

Fi sheries: Necessary activities foreseen in Action Plan for years 2000-2005:
1. Sanctions and penalty fines for introduction of alien species and forns,
2. Modernization of fish farmng to avoid the escape of reared speci nens,
3. A publication about alien species in Estonian waters, distribution of alien
speci es in Estonian water bodies and their inpact on |ocal ecosystens;
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Nat ure Conservation: Necessary activities foreseen in Action Plan for years 2000-2005:
Anal ysis of the ecological and economc influences of non-native species along with
assessnent of future distribution and possible control neasures.

Bor der Control

I npl ementation of CITES is to sone extent also connected to the issue of alien
speci es. However, the border control over species other than C TES species is very
weak. It nmay cause a possible problemin the future (e.g. Pacifastacus |eniuscul us,
see bel ow).

Since, NBSAP is not yet approved by the CGovernnent, there is no nobney foreseen for
i npl ementati on of these activities.

93 See QO0-91.
94. A thematic assessnment report was subnmitted to the Secretariat in October 2000.
95. No comments has been provided.

96. Conpared to small island countries, no catastrophes connected to introduction of
alien species (if not to consider the extinction of the European mnk |ike one) have
taken place. And for this reason, alien species-issue is not considered to be of high
priority in Estonia. However, partially due to international pressure and interest
attention has also been drawn to this issue in Estonia.

97. Estonia delegation participated in May 2001 in Denmark in workshop “Managenent of
I nvasive Alien Species”. Exchange of best practice in regard of Heracl eum sosnowski
t ook place there.

One enployee from Mnistry of the Environment will participate in Geat Lakes Baltic
Fel | ows Programre FY2001l. The objectives of the fellowship programme are to facilitate
i nformati on exchange in both the policy and scientific arenas.

98. It is not applicable in Estonia, since there are no geographically and
evolutionarily isolated ecosystens. The only exanple could be renoving American m nk
fromisland Hiuma in WEstonia in order to reintroduce the native species European
m nk there.

99. In principle —yes, but via very limted action in these fields.

100. There is no effective education, training and public awareness activities on
alien species. A brochure about alien species was published by Mnistry of the
Envi ronnent and distributed to all secondary schools and gymasiums. Also a speci al
brochure on the Heracl eum sosnowsky and how to limit the further distribution of the
speci es was published in 2001.

There have been nany di scussions about alien species in specific e-mail lists and nany
articles in newspapers.

101. CHM has not yet been established in Estonia. It is planned to create it in the
framewor k of UNEP project ”"Assessment of Capacity-building needs for Biodiversity and
Partici pation in d earing-House Mechani smin Estonia”.

Information (thematic report on alien species and case-studies) is available in CBD
homepage www. bi odi v. org
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Article 8] Traditional know edge and rel ated provisions

103. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

104. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and recomendati ons nade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

103. Traditional know edge is reflected in terms of protection and restoration of
traditional |andscapes and habitats. Agri-environmental programme nanaged by the
MbAgri provided support to three pilot areas in Estonia in 2001. Restoration of stone
hedges, ponds, re-use of abandoned fields etc. have been the nmain agri-environnental
neasures to revitalise traditional rural know edge. ME has provided direct support to
farmers for nowi ng, grazing and renoving shrubs to restore and nanage sem - natural
habitats, e.g. alluvial, coastal and wooded neadows, alvars.

104. 1.2MEUR was the total budget of the Land nanagenment support schene in 2001.

105. Has your country undertaken neasures to ensure that the know edge, innovations
and practices of indigenous and | ocal communities enbodying traditional |ifestyles
rel evant for the conservati on and sustai nabl e use of biol ogical diversity are
respected, preserved and mai nt ai ned?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review X

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

106. I's your country working to encourage the equitable sharing of benefits arising
fromthe utilization of such know edge, innovations and practices?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) progranmme or policy in place

Decision I11/4 and Decision IV/9. Inplenentation of Article 8(j)

107. Has your country devel oped national |egislation and correspondi ng strategies
for the inplementation of Article 8(j)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) legislation or other neasures in place
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108. Has your country supplied information on the inplenentation of Article 8(j) to
ot her Contracting Parties through nedia such as the national report?

a) no X

b) yes - previous national report

c) yes - CHV

d) yes - other neans (please give details bel ow)
109. Has your country submitted case-studies to the Executive Secretary on neasures
taken to devel op and inpl enent the Convention’s provisions relating to indi genous and
| ocal communities?

a) no X

b) yes
110. Is your country participating in appropriate working groups and neetings?

a) none X

b) sone

c) all
111. I's your country facilitating the active participation of representatives of
i ndi genous and | ocal communities in these working groups and neetings?

a) no X

b) yes

Deci sion V/16. Article 8(j) and rel ated provisions

112. Has your country reviewed the progranmme of work specified in the annex to the
deci sion, and identified how to inplenent those tasks appropriate to national
ci rcunst ances?

a) no X

b) under review

c) yes (please provide details)

113. I's your country integrating such tasks into its ongoi ng progranmmes, taking into
account the identified collaboration opportunities?

a) no X

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent

d) yes — to a significant extent

114. I's your country taking full account of existing instrunents, guidelines, codes
and other relevant activities in the inplenentation of the progranme of work?

a) no

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent X

d)

yes — to a significant extent
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115. Has your country provided appropriate financial support for the inplenmentation
of the progranme of work?

a) no

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent X

d) yes — to a significant extent

116. Has your country fully incorporated wonen and wonen’' s organi zations in the
activities undertaken to inplenment the programre of work contained in the annex to the
deci sion and other relevant activities under the Convention?

a) no X
b) yes
117. Has your country taken neasures to facilitate the full and effective

partici pation of indigenous and |ocal communities in the inplenentation of the
Convent i on?

a) no X

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent

d) yes — to a significant extent

118. Has your country provided case studi es on nethods and approaches concerning the
preservation and sharing of traditional know edge, and the control of that infornmation
by i ndi genous and | ocal comunities?

a) no X

b) not rel evant

c) yes — sent to the Secretariat

d) yes — through the national CHM

e) yes — available through other means (please specify)

119. Does your country exchange i nformati on and share experi ences regardi ng nati onal
| egi slati on and ot her measures for the protection of the know edge, innovations and
practices of indigenous and | ocal conmunities?

a) no X

b) not rel evant

c) yes — through the CHM

d) yes — with specific countries

e) yes — available through other nmeans (please specify)

120. Has your country taken neasures to pronote the conservation and nai nt enance of
know edge, innovations, and practices of indigenous and | ocal conmunities?

a) no

b) not rel evant

C) sone neasures X

d) extensive neasures
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121. Has your country supported the devel opment of registers of traditional
know edge, innovations and practices of indigenous and | ocal comunities, in
col |l aboration with these commnities?

a) no

b) not rel evant X

c) devel opment in progress

d) register fully devel oped

122. Have representatives of indigenous and | ocal conmunity organi zati ons
participated in your official delegation to neetings held under the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity?

a) not rel evant X

b) not appropriate

c) yes

123. I's your country assisting the Secretariat to fully utilize the clearing-house
nmechani smto co-operate closely with indi genous and | ocal comunities to explore ways
that enable themto make inforned deci sions concerning rel ease of their traditional
know edge?

a) no X

b) awaiting informati on on how to proceed

c) yes

124. Has your country identified resources for funding the activities identified in
t he deci si on?

a) no

b) not rel evant

c) partly X

d) fully

Further conments on inplementation of this Article

105. Since there are no indigenous people living in Estonia, the only neasures applied
for revitalising traditional |and nanagenment practices are the managenent of semi-
natural habitats. The Estonian Society for Protection of Traditional Biotopes (PKU)
together with Finnish coll eagues have mapped and inventoried the traditional biotopes
of Estonia in the framework of the project “Traditional rural |andscape sand bi ot opes
in the Nordic and Baltic countries” (2000-2001).

106. Management of traditional | andscapes and biotopes is inplemented by
adm nistrations of protected areas and environnental NGCs, such as the PKU
( http://www.zbi.ee/pky/)

107-120. Not relevant for Estonia

121. Collections concerning folklore and other renmi nders of traditional know edge are
abundant in Estonia (stored at the Estonian National Miseum the Estonian Literary
Museum) - the part of this material related to biodiversity is yet (seemngly) not
abundant and al so not studied sufficiently. Estonian ethnol ogist have felt the duty to
preserve also the naterials collected fromthe Finno-Ugric groups residing in Russian
Feder ati on.

122.124. Not relevant for Estonia.
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Article 9 Ex situ conservation

125. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

126. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and recomendati ons nade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

125. There is no legal acts nor state programmes adopted which regul ate the

coll ection, storage and nanagenent of biol ogical collections, expect for the Tallinn
Zoo (2000) and Tallinn Botanical Gardens. However, an overview of the current status
and needs for ex-situ conservation has been conpleted in 2001.

126. Biol ogical collections (museol ogi cal collections, herbariums, |ab collections and
dat abanks) are generally in poor conditions and out-dated due to under-financing

127. Has your country adopted neasures for the ex situ conservation of conponents of
bi ol ogi cal diversity native to your country (9a)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place X

128. Has your country adopted neasures for the ex situ conservation of conponents of
bi ol ogi cal diversity originating outside your country (9a)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

129. If the answer to the previous question was yes, is this being done in active
col | aboration with organi zations in the other countries (9a)?

a) no

b) yes X

130. Has your country established and maintained facilities for the ex situ
conservation of and research on plants, animals and m cro-organi snms that represent
genetic resources native to your country (9b)?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent X
131. Has your country established and maintained facilities for the ex situ

conservation of and research on plants, aninals and m cro-organi sns that represent
genetic resources originating el sewhere (9b)?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent
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132. If the answer to the previous question was yes, is this being done in active
col | aboration with organi zations in the other countries (9a)?

a) no

b) yes X
133. Has your country adopted neasures for the reintroduction of threatened species

into their natural habitats under appropriate conditions (9c)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

134. Has your country taken neasures to regul ate and nanage the coll ection of
bi ol ogi cal resources fromnatural habitats for ex situ conservation purposes so as not
to threaten ecosystens and in situ popul ati ons of species (9d)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

| f a devel oped country Party -

135. Has your country cooperated in providing financial and other support for ex
situ conservation and in the establishnent and mai ntenance of ex situ conservation
facilities in devel oping countries (9e)?

I f a devel oping country Party or Party with economy in transition -

136. Has your country received financial and other support for ex situ conservation
and in the establishnent and nmi ntenance of ex situ conservation facilities (9e)?

a) no

b) yes X

Further conmments on inplenmentation of this Article

127. The protection of genetic diversity of Estonian cultivated plants and domestic
animals is conbined both in-situ and ex-situ conservation. The nmgjority of collections
are preserved in scientific institutions, botanical gardens, nuseuns or the Tallinn
Zoo.

The collections of mcro-organisns, cell and tissue cultures are established nostly
wi thin research projects and scattered between different institutions.

The Institute of Zoology and Botany possesses four major biological collections:
ent onol ogi cal collections, fungal herbarium collection of fungal cultures, herbarium
of vascul ar plants and nosses (http://ww. zbi.ee/coll.htm

The col l ections are repl enished according to research progranms and projects run by the
scientific institutions or universities, the collections are State owned and nanaged.

The private field and herbaria collections are maintaining a good representation of
cultural plant and tree species and varieties.

Sone of the genetic material of agricultural crops are preserved as seeds in double
copies in the Nordic Gene Bank and part of the material (potato, garden cultures) in
the field collections of Latvia and Lithuania (Questionnaire on ex-situ collections,
conpil ed by K Kotkas, K Truve and L. Eek, ME).

The farm aninmal breeds are conserved both in living popul ations, senen and enbryo
banks. The farm animal sermen and enbryo banks are formed in accordance with the
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conservation prograns inplenented by the breedi ng organizati ons.

The Committee on Plant GCenetic Resources for Agriculture was founded in Estonia in
1997. The Committee has a mandate to consolidate all institutions dealing with the
conservation of plant genetic resources for food and agriculture into the Estonian
National Network and to devel op national strategies on conservation of plant genetic
resources. Plant genetic resources collections in other gene banks were investigated
for identification and repatriation of plant genetic resources of Estonian origin.
Appropriate procedures for collection, identification, evaluation, characterisation,
docunentation and preservation of accessions in accordance with the internationally
recogni sed standards were el aborated in seedbanks. The main priority of the Seed Gene
Banks is to ensure the long-term preservation of advanced cultivars and breeding |ines
of Estonian origin( http://ww.jpbi.ee)

The Registry on Protected Plant Varieties has been established, as well as the list of
Endangered Pl ant Varieties and Ani mal Breeds was acknow edged.

There is no single source for information about collections — the information about
genetic resources is shared by nmany different institutions.

I nformation about private collections needs to be repl eni shed.

128. Sinmilar neasures to preservation of national conmponents of biodiversity are
appl i ed.

129. Estonia is actively participating in the international co-operation with Nordic
Cene Bank, International Plant CGenetic Resources Institute, Nordic Farm Ani mal Gene
Bank etc. Estonia is full nenber of European Cooperative Program on Plant Genetic
Resources (ECP/GR) coordinated by International Plant Genetic Resources Institute
(I1PQRI).

130. Although, there is no law to specify and regulate the establishment and
managenent of bio-collections, several national collections are still naintained. See
QL27.

131. Simlar measures are applied to all collections independent from the country of
origin.

132. See Q129.

133. The reintroducti on programes of the European M nk and Natterjack Toad have been
| aunched. Al so reintroduction progranme on the sal nbn i s underway.

134. There is no law currently regulating the establishment or nmanagenent of
bi ol ogi cal collections. The renoval of specimens of native species form their natural
environnments is regulated by the Law on Protecti on and Use of Fauna.

136. The J6geva PBlI in co-operation with the Nordic Gene Bank undertook targeted
activities for preservation of plant genetic resources in 1994. The necessary
equi pnent for ex-situ conservation was contributed to the Jdgeva PBI wthin the
framework of the Nordic-Baltic Project. The Gene Bank of the Jdgeva PBl was set up in
1999. The Gene Bank preserves currently 566 advanced cultivars and breeding |ines of
33 plant species. 95 varieties are of Estonian origin. (http://ww.]jpbi.ee)
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Article 10 Sustainabl e use of conponents of biol ogical
di versity

137. VWhat is the relative priority afforded to i nplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

138. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations
and reconmmendati ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Limting |X d) Severely limting

Further conments on relative priority and on availability of resources

137-138. The relative priority afforded to sustainable use of conponents of biol ogical
diversity can be regarded as at nedium level, and the resources available are
relatively limting so far in the country. Though, sustainable approach in the current
| egislature and political vocabulary is raising the profile continuously. The
Sust ai nabl e Devel opnent Act (1995) defines inter alia the “critical reserve of
renewabl e natural resources” as the smallest quantity, which guarantees the natural
bal ance and renewal of biological and |andscape diversity. The critical reserve,
i ncluding the margin value of indeterm nacy, shall be determined by the Governnent. In
pl anni ng econonic activity, this usable reserve shall not be exceeded. However, until
the date, non of renewable natural resources has critical reserve determ ned.

The objective of the National Envi r onnent al Strategy (1997), the principal
envi ronmental policy docunent in the country, was to bring to the public's attention
the environmental problens, priority goals and tasks in promoting sustainable
devel opment; and anong first priorities to pronote sustainable use of the natural
resources, historically traditional for Estonia. However, the National Environnental
Action plan has not set any activities to determine the critical reserves to any
bi ol ogi cal resources.

The Estonian Forest Policy (1997), a strategic planning docunent for the nost
i mportant biological resource in the country, when considering the aspect of
sust ai nabl e use of natural resources, estimates the total harvest rate in Estonia is
unnecessarily low The total volunme of annual cuts in all Estonian forests was
approximately 2.8 to 4.1 nillion n? in the past ten years. According to the analysis
of the Estonian Forest Survey Centre (1996) the annual maxi num volune of wood
harvesting in all Estonian forests wthout exceeding the sustainable level is 7,8
mllion nt. To the date this harvesting level has reached, and now wi dely discussed.
A broad range of non-wood forest products is consuned in Estonia including berries,
nmushroons, herbs, honey, flowers, birch sap e.a. The nobst widely used products are
berries (especially blueberry, lingonberry, <cranberry) and nushroons, which are
collected for household consunption, |ocal processing and export, but no limts to
harvesti ng have set yet.

The only sectors with consunption codes and linmits to biological resources, which can
be considered as critical reserve anal ogues are hunting and fisheri es.
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139. Has your country integrated consideration of the conservation and sustai nabl e
use of biological resources into national decision nmaking (10a)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) progranme or policy in place

e) review of inplenentation avail able

140. Has your country adopted neasures relating to the use of biol ogical resources
that avoid or mnimze adverse inmpacts on biol ogical diversity (10b)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

141. Has your country put in place neasures that protect and encourage custonmary use
of biol ogical resources that is conpatible with conservation or sustainable use
requi renents (10c)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

142. Has your country put in place neasures that help | ocal popul ati ons devel op and
i mpl ement renedi al action in degraded areas where biol ogical diversity has been
reduced (10d)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

143. Does your country actively encourage cooperati on between governnent authorities
and the private sector in devel opi ng methods for sustainable use of biol ogical
di versity (10e)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) progranme or policy in place

e) review of inplenentation avail able
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Deci sions |1V/15. Relationship of the Convention with the Commi ssion on
Sust ai nabl e Devel opnent and bi odi versity-rel ated conventi ons

144. Has your country submitted to the Secretariat information on tourismand its
i npacts on biological diversity, and efforts to effectively plan and nmanage touri sn?

a) no

b) yes — previous national report X

c) yes — case-studies

d) yes — other nmeans (please give details bel ow)

145. Has your country submitted to the Secretariat information on biodiversity-
related activities of the CSD (such as SIDS, oceans, seas and freshwater resources,
consunpti on and production patterns)?

a) no

b) yes - previous national report X

C) yes — correspondence

d) yes - other nmeans (please give details bel ow)

Decision V/24. Sustainable use as a cross-cutting issue

146. Has your country identified indicators and incentive neasures for sectors
rel evant to the conservation and sustai nabl e use of biodiversity?

a) no

b) assessnent of potential indicators underway X

c) indicators identified (if so, please describe bel ow)

147. Has your country assisted other Parties to increase their capacity to inplenent
sust ai nabl e-use practices, programes and policies at regional, national and | oca
| evel s, especially in pursuit of poverty alleviation?

a) no X

b) not rel evant

c) toalimted extent

d) to a significant extent (please provide details)

148. Has your country devel oped nmechani sns to involve the private sector and
i ndi genous and | ocal comunities in initiatives on sustainable use, and in nechani sns
to ensure that indigenous and |ocal communities benefit from such sustainable use?

a) no

b) nechani snms under devel opnent X

c) mechanisnms in place (please describe)

149. Has your country identified areas for conservation that woul d benefit through
t he sustai nabl e use of biological diversity and comunicated this information to the
Executi ve Secretary?

a) no

b) yes X
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Deci sion V/25. Biological diversity and tourism

150. Has your country based its policies, progranmmes and activities in the field of
sust ai nabl e touri smon an assessnent of the inter-I|inkages between tourism and
bi ol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) to a limted extent X

c) to a significant extent

151. Has your country submitted case-studies on tourismas an exanple of the
sust ai nabl e use of biol ogical diversity to the Executive Secretary?
a) no X
b) yes
152. Has your country undertaken activities relevant to biodiversity and tourismin
support of the International Year of Ecotourisn®
a) no
b) yes X
153. Has your country undertaken activities relevant to biodiversity and tourismin
support of the International Year of Muntains?
a) no X
b) yes
154. Has your country undertaken activities relevant to biodiversity and tourismin
support of the International Coral Reef Initiative?
a) no X
b) yes
155. Has your country established enabling policies and | egal frameworks to
conpl enent voluntary efforts for the effective inplenentati on of sustainable tourisn®
a) no
b) to a limted extent X

c) to a significant extent (please describe)

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

139. The Law on EIA and Environmental Auditing (2000) prescribe that plannings,
national devel opnent plans and progranmes are subject to SEA (822). The sanme |aw
explicitly requires public involvenent into EIA and SEA processes. Estonia has
ratified (2001) the Arhus Convention, which also sets distinct procedures, rights and
liabilities for access to environnmental information and deci si on nmaking.

140. Permits such as for building, nanagement of waste, enissions to the air, water
and soil, deliberate release of GM> into the environnment are being authorised by
environmental authorities. These permits are subject to mandatory prelimnary
envi ronnmental assessment. Once the likelihood of significant environnental inpact is
expected, full EIA has to be conduct ed.

141. The permitting system of the use of natural resources (forest, fish, gane,
nmushr oons, plants)regul ates the customary use of biodiversity.

142. In the framework of the EU SAPARD progranme, there is special neasure to
revitalise the abandoned areas (e.g. by afforestation) and restore the habitats.

143. The nost efficient cooperation between state authorities and private sector
probably takes place in the forestry sector. It was noted in the devel opnent of the
Forestry Devel opment Pl an and Estonian Standard of Sustainable Forestry.

144. Information was provided in the 1% National Report to CBD and a conprehensive
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assessnent was done and published in the NBSAP.
145. Sone informtion was provided in the 1°' National Report to CBD.

146. Indicators have been developed in the framework of the conpilation of
Envi ronnental Reports of the Baltic States supervised by BEF. Incentive nmeasures have
been set in sectors like forestry, hunting, fishing and extraction of mnerals.

148. Managenment of seni-natural habitats (e.g. wooded meadows, coastal and alluvial
neadows) is inmplenmented via contractual basis with land-owners (farners). Matsalu
Nature Reserve has the |ongest experience in involving local people into the
managenent of the valuable habitats in nutually beneficial way. The financial support
is provided fromthe national budget. The total budget for |and managenent support in
2001 was 1.2MEUR

149. Areas, like protected areas, including Ransar sites, where conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of biodiversity are the primary goals, have been identified.

150. The draft Tourism Devel opnent Plan conprises a chapter on sustainable tourism
including eco-tourism There 1is also country-wide NGO - Estonian Ecotourism
Associ ation, which is very active in pronoting sustainable tourismin Estonia.

152. Estonian Tourism Agency has developed an activity plan for eco-tourism
canpai gning in 2002, in the year of G obal Eco-tourism

155. Tourism Estonian Tourism Agency (ETA ) has called upon a Wrking Goup (W5 on
Sustai nabl e Tourism in August 2001. The WG was established to assist the ETA to
i mpl ement the Estonian Tourism Devel opment Plan in the part of nature tourism

A sustainable tourismaction plan was conpleted in the framework of NBSAP in 1999 and
revised and up-dated in spring 2001. ETA has proposed to use this action plan as a
basis for the further work of the W&

There is a Estonian Eco-Tourism Association bringing together the small and nmedium
sized businesses working in eco-tourism sector. The Association was established in
1996 and it al so manages t he eco- | abel “Est oni a- Nat ur al Way” schene
(www. ecot ouri sm ee/ est ekas) .
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Article 11 Incentive measures

156. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um c) Low X

157. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and recomendati ons nade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

156. Incentives for sustainable use of natural resources/biodiversity are set only as
general objectives. The Law on Sustainable Developnent (1995) sets the overall
obj ective - sustainable wutilization of natural resources. Estonian Environmnental
Strategy and Action Plan 1998-2000 (1997,1998)and the revised Action Plan 2001-2003
(2001) also prioritize the protection of |andscape and bi odiversity as one of the nine
environnmental objectives. UWilization of natural resources is regulated via permtting
system Quota for conmercial fishing in the Baltic Sea and in the Lake Peipus and the
Lake Vortsjarv, hunting of game mammals and birds are fixed annually by the ME.
Forest felling and replanting are regulated according to the forest managenent plan.
However, the annual felling rates are considered too high by ENGOs and are objects of
conti nuous di sputes.

157. The system of incentive neasures needs to be further elaborated and transferred
into all sectors using or affecting biodiversity. |In 2001, Estonian Governnent
| aunched a programme to provide direct support for the managenent of semni-natural
habitats, primarily for mowi ng and grazing. In 2000, 1.2MEUR from national budget were
allocated via ME to restore (3900 ha)or nmnage (28,500 ha) ecologically and
culturally valuable habitats. For exanple, the price level for management of wooded
meadows in 2001 was 128EUR/ ha, coastal neadows 64EUR/ ha, alvars 27EUR/ ha, all uvi al
neadows, paludifying grasslands 41EUR ha, wooded pastures 48EUR ha, grasslands on
m neral soil 22EUR/ ha, building of stone hedges 0.6EUR'm This nanagement support
schene is expected to continue in 2002.

The agri-environmental programe under EU SAPARD programme is inplenented in Estonia
via pilot projects in three nunicipalities.

Contracts between the state and | andowners havi ng woodl and key biotopes are providing
incentives for habitat protection.

158. Are programmes in place to identify and ensure the adoption of economically and
soci al ly sound neasures that act as incentives for the conservati on and sust ai nabl e
use of conponents of biol ogical diversity?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) progranmes in place

e) review of inplenmentation avail abl e

159. Do these incentives, and the programmes to identify them and ensure their
adoption, cover the full range of sectoral activities?

a) no

b) sone sectors X

c) all mmjor sectors

d) all sectors




49

Decision 111/18. Incentive neasures

160. Has your country revi ewed | egislation and econonic policies to identify and
pronote incentives for the conservation and sustai nabl e use of conponents of
bi ol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) reviews in progress

c) sone reviews conplete X

d) as far as practically possible

161. Has your country ensured the devel opnent of nechani sms or approaches to ensure
adequat e incorporation of both market and non- mar ket val ues of biol ogical diversity
into plans, policies and programes and ot her rel evant areas, inter alia, national
accounting systens and i nvestnent strategies?

a) no

b) early stages of identifying nechani sns X

c) advanced stages of identifying nechani sns

d) nmechanisnms in place

e) review of inpact of nechani sns avail abl e

162. Has your country devel oped training and capacity buil di ng progranmes to
i mpl enent incentive neasures and pronbte private-sector initiatives?
a) no
b) pl anned
c) sone X
d) many
163. Has your country incorporated biological diversity considerations into inpact
assessnents as a step in the design and inplenentation of incentive nmeasures?
a) no
b) yes X

164. Has your country shared experience on incentive nmeasures with other Contracting
Parties, including nmaking rel evant case-studies available to the Secretariat?

a) no

b) yes - previous national report

c) yes — case-studies

d) yes - other nmeans (please give details bel ow)

Decision |V/10. Measures for inplementing the Convention [part]

165. I's your country actively designing and i nplenenting i ncentive neasures?
a) no
b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) measures in place

e) review of inplenentation avail abl e
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166. Has your country identified threats to biol ogi cal diversity and underlying
causes of biodiversity loss, including the relevant actors, as a stage in designing
i ncentive nmeasures?

a) no

b) partially reviewed X

c) thoroughly reviewed

d) nmeasures desi gned based on the revi ews

e) review of inplenmentation avail able

167. Do the existing incentive neasures take account of economic, social, cultural
and et hi cal val uati on of biol ogical diversity?

a) no

b) yes — linited extent X

c) yes — significant extent

168. Has your country devel oped | egal and policy frameworks for the design and
i mpl ement ati on of incentive neasures?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) frameworks in place

e) review of inplenmentation avail abl e

169. Does your country carry out consultative processes to define clear target-
oriented incentive measures to address the underlying causes of biodiversity |oss?

a) no X

b) processes being identified

c) processes identified but not inplenented

d) processes in place

170. Has your country identified and considered neutralizing perverse incentives?

a) no X

b) identification programre under way

c) identified but not all neutralized

d) identified and neutralized

Deci sion V/15. Incentive neasures

171. Has your country reviewed the incentive measures pronoted through the Kyoto
Protocol to the UN Framework Convention on Cinmate Change?

a) no

b) yes X
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172. Has your country expl ored possible ways and neans by which these incentive
neasures can support the objectives of the Convention on Biological Diversity in your
country?

a) no

b) under consi deration

c) early stages of devel opnent X

d) advanced stages of devel oprment

e) further information avail abl e

Further comments on inplenentation of this Article

158. See Q157. Also tax exenptions are provided to land owners located in protected
areas. E.g. No tax on land within strict nature reserve, tax leviation on land w thin
speci al managenent zone.

159. Sone sectors are covered, agriculture in particular. See QL57.

160. During the drafting process of Estonian Forest Devel opnent Plan the such a review
was conducted. On the review and up-dating of the NBSAP in 2001, also the incentive
neasures for biodiversity conservation were assessed-

161. No such official systens exist, but as refereed earlier (QL57), some mechani snms
have been introduced in agricultural sector (e.g. |and nanagenent support schene).
However, the conpensation measures for the damage caused by protected species (e.g.
t he Barnacl e Goose, Common Crane) is being legally regulated and i npl enent ed.

162. Such training opportunities are generally provided to a limted extent. However,
in relation to special projects (e.g. pilot projects under agri-environmental
programe) such trainings take place.

163. Biodiversity issues are not directly reflected in the EIA procedure, but can be
considered as one of the aspects describing the location of the proposed devel opnent,
and the Law on Protected Natural Objects specifies the need for environnental
assessnent if the proposed activity outside the borders of a protected object may
still impose adverse effect on it.

164. The experience of inplenentation of |and nanagenent support schene has been
shared anmpbng the Baltic colleagues at sem nars organised by the Baltic Environmental
Forum (e.g. Oct 2001). Such case studies have not been provided to the Secretariat,
since these activities have been inplenmented for a few years only.

165. Supporting the managenent of senmi-natural habitats from the national budget has
been given a high priority in the past two years. Relevant schene is intended to
continue also in 2002.

166. Such reviews and assessnents have been conducted, wusually in conjunction wth
devel opnent of sectoral plans and NBSAP (1999) in particular.

167. The seni-natural habitats managenment support schenme does take into account the
econom ¢, social, ecological and ethical aspects.

168. Yes. Please refer to Qs above.

169. Such consultations usually take place on devel opnent of policy docunments in the
frame of public neetings, workshops and expert panels.

170. Such neasures have been proposed in NBSAP (1999), draft Estonian Forest
Devel opnent Pl an etc.

171. The prelimnary review has been conpl eted (Punning, 1999)

172. Such possibilities have been explored in the report to Franework Convention on
the dimate Change in 1999.
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Article 12 Research and training

173. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

174. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and recomendati ons nade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

173-174. Modern research and devel opnent, as well as continuous training are very
inmportant tools for the conservation and enforcement of sustainable use of
bi odi versity conponents. The need for advancing the natural sciences is understood in
Estoni a. Acadeny of Sciences and individual research institutes at the universities
have devel oped special programmes, but the main problem remains how to ensure
sufficient funding.

175. Has your country established programmes for scientific and technical education
and training in neasures for the identification, conservation and sustai nabl e use of
bi ol ogi cal diversity and its conponents (12a)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) progranmes in place

176. Has your country provided support to other Parties for education and training
in neasures for the identification, conservation and sustai nabl e use of biol ogica
di versity and its conponents (12a)?

a) no X
b) yes
177. Does your country pronpte and encourage research which contributes to the
conservation and sustai nabl e use of biological diversity (12b)?
a) no
b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

178. Does your country pronote and cooperate in the use of scientific advances in
bi ol ogi cal diversity research in devel opi ng nethods for conservati on and sustai nabl e
use of biol ogical resources (12c)?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent
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If a devel oped country Party -

179. Does your country’s inplenentation of the above activities take into account
the speci al needs of devel opi ng countries?

a) no

b) yes, where rel evant

Further comments on inplenentation of this Article

175. Estonia has a long tradition of investigating biological diversity at different
levels of organisation of Ilife. A so the adnmnistrative structures have been
established to advance research and educational activities on biodiversity
conservation and sustai nabl e use.

176. No, but Estonia has participated in several joint education progranmes on
bi odi versity and sustai nabl e use. A project on Baltic Sea Agenda, joining universities
around the Baltic Sea, provided video trainings and guidelines for protection and
research of the conmon sea for nine countries.

177. Several faculties of the higher education establishnments (universities,
agriculture and technical universities, teacher training establishments) are working
on issues of biological diversity.

The Estonian Agricultural University has becone one of the leading centres in the
field of applied environmental sciences and education of biological diversity.
Specifically, Bi odiversity in ecosystens, Envi r onnent al protection and nature
conservation, The biota of Estonian biotopes, Water nanagenent, Landscape protection
and preservation and Forest nanagenment are the specialities nost tied up wth
bi odi versity issues.

Tartu University provides academic education on several envi ronment -rel at ed
prof essions, e.g.: Environnental science at Tartu University Turi College. Al current
curricula of the biol ogy-geography departnent are related with biological diversity.
About 50-60% of the BSc, Msc and PhD theses defended, are fully devoted to environnent
i ssues and have relation to biodiversity issues. All the 3% -year students are taught
a course on Ecology. Science Didactics Departnent of the university has devel oped a
projects ‘Estonian Plants’ and ‘Estonian \Vertebrates’. These projects were
successfully carried out, and WNV accessed nmaterial s wer e pr oduced
(http://sunsite.ee/tainmed/, http://sunsite.ee/Aninals)

The Tallinn Pedagogi cal University provides biodiversity-related professions: Marine
bi ol ogy-specialist on environmental subject and nature preservation, Hydroneterol ogy
and nature preservation, Gymasium teacher of environnmental sciences, Teacher of
nat ural sciences, Geoecol ogy and Ecol ogy. Environnental studies is a cross-curricular
subject for all 1% year students in the university.

Under the Baltic University Program (which has its’ centre in Uppsala) franework there
are conpiled several optional courses on The Baltic Sea environnent, Sustainable
Bal ti ¢ Region, Sustainable water managenent and Peoples of Baltic. These are used as
well as in the Tallinn Pedagogi cal University as in the Tallinn Technical University.
In recent years, the anpunt of specialities related to environmental matters has
increased considerably at Tallinn Technical University. The courses Environnental
protection are taught to all students from the Technical University. The Centre of
Continuing Education of the Technical University carries out the Internet based
courses -Mdern environnent.

178. See also QL77. There are several research and educational institutions engaged in
inventory of Estonian biota. The qualified research personnel and nmjor biological
collections are concentrated mainly at the Estonian Agricultural University (Institute
of Zoology and Botany - 1ZB) and at the University of Tartu (Institute of Botany and
Ecol ogy - |BE).

The researchers at the universities have conpiled several nonographs and surveys of
Estonian flora (Flora of Estonian vascular plants, |lichens, bryophytes, algae,
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nycobiota, lichens) and various systematic groups of vertebrates (birds, nmamals,
fishes) and invertebrates (col eopteran, butterflies, dipters etc.).

| ZB possesses four nmmjor biological collections: entonological collections, fungal
herbarium collection of fungal cultures, herbarium of vascular plants and nosses. |BE
has an col |l ection of Estonian |ichens.

There has been sonme dismissal of taxonony in past decades. Recently several graduate
and postgraduate studies in taxonony were initiated and overall taxonom c expertise is

i mprovi ng.

The Environnental Protection Institute of Estonian Agricultural University has
pronoted research which contributes to conservation and sustainable use of several
conponents of biological diversity, notably in the forestry, agriculture and spatial
pl anning sectors. For exanple: The structure, condition and dynanmics of rare,
endangered and problematical species, communities, habitats, and |andscapes in
relation their protection in Estonia; nethodological fundamentals for the green
network definition in Estonia;, building up the Enerald network database (with a
special attention to adjustability to Natura 2000 network database demands) for
protected areas in Estonia; definition of a comon European analytical framework for
the devel opnent of |ocal agri-environnental prograns for biodiversity and |andscape
conservation; ecological network in the Baltic States; Governnental Biodiversity
Strategy and Action Plan (1998-1999); environnental Indicators in the Baltic States
(biodiversity and |andscape the research and developnent in the area of forest
conservation network and woodl and key habitats; nmonitoring of soil biota communities;
nonitoring of agricultural |andscapes; study of earthworns' diversity as nmain food
reserve for Scolopacidae on floodplain area in Mtsalu Nature Reserve; studies of
bi odiversity in agricultural |andscapes (EU project AEMBAC); restoration of semn-
natural habitats; ecol ogical planning (green network).

The Institute of Ecology of Tallinn Pedagogical University has pronoted research in
the field of biological diversity, e.g. “Dynam cs of |andscape pattern under natural
and human influence: processes and functional relationships”; research "Rel ationships
between a bog plant cover and nmicrorelief pattern and bog massif hydronorphol ogy”.
Coastal landscape is relatively young and rapidly changing |andscape typical of
Estonia and "Monitoring of Coastal Landscape” will supply information on the status,
diversity and current changes of the |andscapes. Mnitoring of the coastal |andscapes
was included into the state environnmental nonitoring progranme in |996.

See conment to article 8h.
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Article 13 Public educati on and awar eness

180. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and

t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

181. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations

and reconmmendati ons nmade?

a) Good

b) Adequate

c)

Limting

X

d)

Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of

resources

180-181. The priority to raise public education and awareness in Estonia is varied,
depending on the target group. The education of children and young people is a high-
nmedium level, while that of adults is on a nore low level. The resources assigned to
these goals are in any case inadequate in relation to inplenentation possibilities and
needs.

182. Does your country pronpte and encour age understandi ng of the inportance of, and
the neasures required for, the conservation of biodiversity (13a) through nmedia?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent
183. Does your country pronote and encour age understandi ng of the inportance of, and

the neasures required for, the conservation of biodiversity (13a) through the
i nclusion of this topic in education progranmes?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

184. Does your country cooperate with other States and international organizations
i n devel opi ng rel evant educational and public awareness progranmes (13b)?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X

Decision |V/10. Measures for inplenmenting the Convention [part]

185. Are public education and awareness needs covered in the national strategy and
action plan?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X
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186.

Has your country allocated appropriate resources for the strategic use of
education and conmuni cation instrunents at each phase of policy fornulation,
i mpl ement ati on and eval uati on?

a) limted resources X
b) significant but not adequate resources
c) adequate resources
187. Does your country support initiatives by major groups that foster stakehol der

partici pation and that integrate biol ogical diversity conservation matt
practi ce and educati on progranmes?

ers in their

a) no X
b) yes
188. Has your country integrated biodiversity concerns into education strategies?
a) no
b) early stages of devel opnent
c) advanced stages of devel oprment X
d) yes
189. Has your country nade avail abl e any case-studi es on public education and

awar eness and public participation, or otherw se sought to share experi

ences?

a)

no

X

b)

yes

190.

into any | oca

Has your country illustrated and transl ated the provisions of the Convention

sectors?

| anguages to pronpte public educati on and awareness rai sing of rel evant

a)

not rel evant

X

b)

still to be done

c)

under devel opnent

d)

yes

191.

I's your country supporting |ocal, national, sub-regional and regional education
and awar eness progranmes?

a)

no

b)

yes — linited extent

c)

yes — significant extent

I f a devel oping country Party or Party with econonmy in transition -

192. When requesting assistance through the GEF, has your country proposed projects
that pronote nmeasures for inplenmenting Article 13 of the Convention?

a) no X

b) yes
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Deci sion V/17. Education and public awareness

193. Does your country support capacity-building for education and conmmuni cation in
bi ol ogi cal diversity as part of the national biodiversity strategy and acti on pl ans?
a) no
b) limted support X

c) yes (please give details)

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

182. In Estonia, environnental and biodiversity education has long traditions. Already
from the beginning of last century, nature protection topics were covered in the
| essons of nmother tongue and sustainable way of living was treated in the Estonian
peasant culture as normal and sole. In the mddle of the 60°s nature protection
education got into full swing in schools, Countrywide O ynpiads in natural sciences
took place, school forest districts and study paths in nature were established.

183. In Estonia the media, radio, TV and Internet are playing an inportant role in
pronoting public awareness. The appearances in TV and radio, the articles in witten
nedi a di sseninate the informati on about nature conservation and biol ogi cal diversity.

184. The Mnistry of Education has devel oped recomendations for the integration of
envi ronmental education into the school curricula; advanced environmental education
training for teachers and advanced training on biodiversity matters.

In Estonia the concepts of environmental awareness and sustainable devel opnent are
incorporated in the Estonian National Curriculum for Basic and Secondary Education
(adopted in 1996). The enphasis was put on the interrelations of natural, social and
cultural environment and on the concept of sustainable approach to the surroundi ng
environment. The National Curriculumincludes biodiversity issue and understandi ng of
sust ai nabl e devel opment. The subject "environnent" is one of the so-called “integrated
subjects” in the curriculum Envi ronnental education forms a part of all subjects
throughout the school system (from 1%' form in primary school up to 12'" form in
gymasium. |In gymasium biodiversity issues are regarded optional not nandatory
subjects. Biodiversity issues are taught at schools in lessons of natural science,
primarily in biology and geography cl asses.

185. In March 2000 the ministers of education of the Baltic Sea region nmet in Sweden
at Haga Castle to discuss the establishment of an education sector network within the
framework of Baltic 21. As declared in the Haga Declaration, the Mnisters agreed to
devel op and inplement Agenda 21 for education sector in the Baltic Sea Region. The
three areas covered by the network are: formal education, before university and
coll ege | evel education; higher education; and nonformal adult education. Estonia had
nom nated their representatives to the three working groups. The Agenda 21 on
Educati on has been drafted in autumm 2001. Al Baltic 21 countries and the follow ng
organi sations: Baltic Local Agenda 21 Forum Coalition Cean Baltic, Union of the
Baltic Cities and WAF International Baltic Programre have participated in this work.
The report constitutes the background for the integrated and conprehensive Agenda 21
on Education for Sustainable Devel opment in the Baltic Region (Baltic 21E).

186. The Mnistry of Education has conducted a survey of existing environmental
education and training activities. Different institutions, Mnistry of Education and
M nistry of Environnent have devel oped and published teaching materials for primary
and secondary schools on biodiversity. It has been based on the principles of
environmental education laid down in the Estonian National Curriculum and in the
Nati onal Environmental Strategy.

187. Estoni an non-governmental environnental organi sations or non-profit organisations
dealing with environnental protection and biodiversity have taken the role to raise
general public awareness and to spread information anong different groups of the
society. In the register, based on the results of a survey by the Regional
Envi ronnental Centre for Central and Eastern Europe (REC), there are 125 Estoni an non-
profit organisations, which deal wth education and information dissenination on
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envi ronment or nature conservation. These organi sations also include school clubs, but
nost of them are dealing with adults who have common interest in a particular subject.
The nenbers of NGOs are usually conpetent specialists who are responsible for carrying
out high quality research work and other projects, financed from state budget or non-
gover nnent al funds.

There are several NGOs in Estonia, whose primary activity is the protection of
bi ol ogi cal diversity (such as the Estonian Fund of Nature, the Estonian O nithol ogical
Society, the Estonian Naturalists' Society), or to pronote sustainable transport,
energy, agriculture, etc. For exanple, the Estonian Students Society for Environnental
Protection "Sorex" is a NGO founded by students of the Tallinn Pedagogi cal University
in Novenber 1998. Modst of the nenbers are studying environnental sciences in TPU, but
sone menbers come from other departments, like from philology department as well.
"Sorex" manages environnental projects targeted toward for children and students.

188. The official docunents, which state the goals for environnental and biodiversity
protection and sustai nabl e devel opment are the follow ng:

The Estonian Constitution (1992) - the Estonian natural resources are national riches,
which will be used in a sustainable way (economically). Everyone has a duty to
preserve the human and natural environment and to conpensate for any danage he/she
caused to the environment.

The Law on Sust ai nabl e Devel opnent (1995) This Act sets out regul ations on sustainable
use of natural resources.

The National Environnental Strategy (NES). The first goal of the NES is: stinulation
of environmental awareness and environnmentally friendly consunption patterns. The goal
is to preserve and stinmulate the Estonian tradition of environnental awareness, to
pronote public participation in environmental decision-naking, active environmental
protection and supervision; to encourage future generations to adopt environnentally
sound consunption habits and to support future developnent for environmentally sound
consunption patterns.

The National Environnental Action Plan (NEAP) was prepared for elaboration of detailed
actions for i npl enrent ati on of ten policy goal s of t he NES. NEAP
(http://ww. envir.eel/neap/ eng/ kavasj.htm) was approved in the Parlianent in April
1998. The NEAP includes a section on environnental education with four specific goals:
1.To inprove environnmental education (including new teaching nmaterials, education
programes), environmental research and to stinulate public environnental awareness.
2.To increase availability of environmental information

3. To enhance public participation in environmental nanagement and to strengthen the
role of the NGOs

4. To pronote sustai nabl e consunption patterns and environmentally friendly life-style
The National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan. The nain objectives for education
have been outlined as follows::

1. Systemmtic nanagenent of nature education and ensuring necessary funding.

2. Integration of the topic of biological diversity into curricula at all levels

3. Pronption of outside education activities systemin order to introduce know edge of
the need for biological diversity protection

In recent years much attention has been paid to inform public about the |inks between
bi ot echnol ogy and bi odi versity.

190. The official language in Estonia is Estonian. The text of CBD has been transl ated
into Estonian. The second |argest |anguage spoken is Russian. The Convention has been
al ready been translated into Russian | anguage.

191. The governmental financial support is given to the youth programes, projects,
conferences, environnental activities, networks and organi sati ons.

In 1996 am initiative called - the Tiger Leap Foundation was |aunched to pronote
extensive conputerisation of education in Estonia. It has been a successful progranme
t hroughout the country. The programre involved IT procurenment for schools, teacher
training and devel opnent of educational software. The Tiger Leap Foundation has
funded the conpiling of nultimedia package on biodiversity ('‘Estonian Plants’ and
‘Estonian Vertebrates’') and on | andscapes diversity for schools.

Several educational projects including biodiversity issues for schools based on
i nternet have been inplenented since 1993:




59

e The project “Hello, Spring” is the first educational project in Estonia, which
supports studying and teaching natural sciences and focuses on conputer based
conmuni cati on.

e “The Trees in Estonia” —for pupils of basic school.

e “Tyybel”- the sinulation project for secondary school s.
* “Inheritance”-the project calls on schoolchildren to | ook and investigate the semi-
natural communities (wooded neadows, juniper alvars, coastal pastures) in the

nei ghbour hood of their hones.

The Nature Houses have been the centres of extramural environnmental education in
Estoni a. They have been financed either by the Mnistry of Education of Estonia or by
nmuni ci palities.

Nature Houses are considered a part of hobby-education according to Estonian
educational system The Nature Houses organise different activities - excursions,
envi ronmental canps, seninars, actions, conpetitions, projects etc.. They also co-
ordinate several national and international environnental projects for Estonian
schools. The activities for pronmoting nature education involve pupils (age 10-17) and
teachers of nature sciences. The Nature House in Tallinn has been organising all-
Est oni an conpetitions on biol ogical research among pupils for alnpbst 40 years. This is
one of the |longest-working projects on biodiversity education in Estonia, aimng to
encourage students to observe nature and get experience in research work. Currently
there are Nature Houses only in Tartu and Parnu. However, the Mnistry of the
Environnent is planning to establish a country-wi de network of nature houses, one in
each of the 15 counties.
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Article 14 Inpact assessnent and m nim zing adverse inpacts

194. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

195. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and recomendati ons nade?

a) Good b) Adequate X c) Limting d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

194. Law on Environnental |npact Assessment and Environmental Auditing was adopted in
June 2000 and enforced since 1 January 2001. Nevertheless, EIA procedure was legally
regul ated already since 1992 by a GCovernmental Regulation. The Law follows the EU
Directives 85/337/EC and 97/11/EC. It also sets the general principles of SEA and EIA
in transboundary context. The |aw introduced new procedures of submi ssion and review
of applications and supervision of the process. The current |law does not explicitly
stipulate the need for conducting EIA on devel opments in- or outside protected areas,
but the Law on Protected natural Objects requires assessnent of potential inpacts of a
proposed activity adjacent to a protected area or protected natural object, in
general. Us eof natural resources and enissions to the environment require pernits.
EIA forns a part of the permit authorisation procedure.

Also Law on Deliberate release of GMOs in the Environnent (1999) has provisions to
elimnate the inpact of released GVMs on the environment and it fornms a part of pernmt
granting process.

195. To date, the allocation of resources is conplying with the policy. The devel oper
or the pernmit applicant is subject to cover the costs of inmpact assessnent.

196. Is legislation in place requiring an environnental inpact assessnent of
proposed projects likely to have adverse effects on biological diversity (14 (1a))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) legislation in place X

e) review of inplenmentation avail abl e

197. Do such environmental inmpact assessnent procedures allow for public
participation (14(1la))?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X
198. Does your country have nechanisns in place to ensure that the environnental

consequences of national programres and policies that are likely to have significant
adverse inpacts on biological diversity are duly taken into account (14(1b))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent X

d) fully conpliant with current scientific know edge
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199. I's your country involved in bilateral, regional and/or nultilateral discussion
on activities likely to significantly affect biological diversity outside your
country’s jurisdiction (14(1c))?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

200. I's your country inplenenting bilateral, regional and/or nultilateral agreenents
on activities likely to significantly affect biological diversity outside your
country’'s jurisdiction (14(1c))?

a) no

b) no, assessnent of options in progress

c) sone conpleted, others in progress X
b) yes
201. Has your country nechanisns in place to notify other States of cases of

i mm nent or grave danger or dammge to biol ogical diversity originating in your country
and potentially affecting those States (14(1d))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) mechanisnms in place X

e) no need identified

202. Has your country nechanisns in place to prevent or mnimze danger or danage
originating in your State to biological diversity in other States or in areas beyond
the limts of national jurisdiction (14(1d))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment X

d) fully conpliant with current scientific know edge

e) no need identified

203. Has your country national nechanisnms in place for energency response to
activities or events which present a grave and inm nent danger to biol ogical diversity
(14(1e))?

a) no X

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) mechanisnms in place

204. Has your country encouraged international cooperation to establish joint
conti ngency plans for energency responses to activities or events which present a
grave and i nmi nent danger to biol ogical diversity (14(1le))?

a) no X

b) yes

c) no need identified X
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Deci sion 1V/10. Measures for inplementing the Convention [part]

205. Has your country exchanged with other Contracting Parties information and
experience relating to environnental inpact assessnment and resulting mtigating
nmeasures and i ncentive schenes?

a) no

b) information provided to the Secretari at

c) information provided to other Parties X

d) information provided on the national CHM

206. Has your country exchanged with other Contracting Parties information on
neasures and agreenents on liability and redress applicable to danmage to bi ol ogi ca
diversity?

a) no

b) information provided to the Secretari at

c) information provided to other Parties X

d) information provided on the national CHM

Deci sion V/18. |npact assessnent, liability and redress
207. Has your country integrated environnental inpact assessnent into programmes on
themati c areas and on alien species and tourisn®
a) no
b) partly integrated X

c) fully integrated

208. When carrying out environnental inpact assessnents does your country address
| oss of biological diversity and the interrel ated soci o-econonic, cultural and human-
heal th aspects relevant to biol ogical diversity?

a) no
b) partly X
c) fully
209. When devel opi ng new | egi sl ative and regul atory franeworks, does your country

have in place nechani sns to ensure the considerati on of biological diversity concerns
fromthe early stages of the drafting process?

a) no

b) in sone circunstances X

c) in all circunstances

210. Does your country ensure the involvenent of all interested and affected

st akehol ders in a participatory approach to all stages of the assessnment process?
a) no
b) yes - in certain circunstances

c) yes - in all cases X
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211. Has your country organi sed expert neetings, workshops and sem nars, and/or
training, educational and public awareness progranmes and exchange progranmes in order
to pronote the devel opnent of |ocal expertise in nmethodol ogi es, techniques and
procedures for inpact assessnent?

a) no

b) sone programres in pl ace X

c) many progranmmes in place

d) integrated approach to buil ding expertise

212. Has your country carried out pilot environnental inpact assessment projects, in
order to pronpte the devel opnent of |ocal expertise in nethodol ogi es, techni ques and
procedur es?

a) no
b) yes (please provide further details) X
213. Does your country use strategic environnental assessnents to assess not only

the inpact of individual projects, but also their cumul ative and gl obal effects, and
ensure the results are applied in the decision naking and pl anni ng processes?

a) no

b) to alimted extent X

c) to a significant extent

214. Does your country require the inclusion of devel opnent of alternatives,
mtigation measures and consideration of the el aboration of conpensation measures in
envi ronnment al i npact assessnent ?

a) no

b) to a limted extent

c) to a significant extent X

215. Is national information available on the practices, systens, nechani snms and
experiences in the area of strategic environnmental assessnment and i npact assessnent?

a) no X

b) yes (please append or sunmari se)
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

196. Law on EIA and Environnental Auditing was adopted in June 2000 and cane into
force on 1 January 2001.

197. The EIA law requires public involvenent and information dissemination in the EIA
process to a significant extent (art.-s 15,16,17). Environnental Menorandum and
Envi ronnental Statement have to be nade publicly avail able. Devel oper has to organise
public hearings on the results of EIS. According to the Law on Public Information cane
into force in January 2001, environmental information has to be nade available to the
public. Many of the environnental databases can be freely accessed via internet, such
as Estonian Nature Information System EELIS (ww. eelis. ee).

198. SEA is covered by the EIA law (art. 22). It stipulates that all state devel opnent
pl ans, programes and spatial plannings are subject to environnental assessnent.

199. In relation to the establishnent of protected areas (Sookuninga NR, Koiva River
NR) on the Estonian-Latvian border, such conmuni cati on has been hel d.

200. Bilateral agreenments to establish joint conm ssions once transboundary inpacts
are likely , have been signed with Latvia and Finland and simlar agreenent is being
prepared with the Russian Federati on.

201. Estonian Parlianent ratified the Espoo Convention in 2000. Also the EIA |law, as
referred earlier provides nmechani sms which are inline with the convention.

202. The nechanisns are provided in the EIA law and by the Espoo Convention, which
Estonia is a party to.

203-204. There are no such plans avail abl e.

205. The Baltic Environmental Forum (BEF) established by the Mnistries of the
Environnent of three Baltic States has organi sed several sem nars and workshops to
di scuss such issues. Also, SEl-Tallinn has organised a special conference on EIA
“Baltic EIA Conference” in 1999 in Estonia, and every second year an international
Conference on “Environmental Conventions and the Baltic States” where the
i mpl emrentation of Espoo Convention has also been anbng the conference topics. The
fourth conference took place in Cctober 2001.

206. Report on Liability and Redress has been conpleted in 2001 and submitted to the
Secretari at.

207. Requirenent for environnental assessnent (incl. assessment of inpact on
bi odi versity) of sectoral progranmes and plans is set by the EIA law (art. 22).

208. Loss of biodiversity is considered only in general terms, not in financial termns.

209. There is no fornmal procedure in place, but a case-by-case approach is usually
appl i ed.

210. Yes, this is required by the EIA law, See al so Ql97.
211. See Q05

212. Yes. There have been pilot ElAs, such as in Kurtna protected | andscape reserve in
relation to the expansion of oil shale m nes.

213. Yes, the requirement comes fromthe EIA |law. The recent case of SEA was rel ated
to the devel opnent of EFDP.

214. Yes, this a required by |aw

215. ME has been nmeking efforts to provide this information via internet, but not
such dat abases have yet been made publicly avail abl e.
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Article 15 Access to genetic resources

216. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

217. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and recomendati ons nade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Limting d) Severely limting X

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

216. There are big gaps in relevant |egislation. Estonia does not have any |egislative
acts on the creation, preservation and mai ntenance of collections of genetic resources
and on the provision of access to and exchange of genetic resources with third
parties, incl. foreign parties.

217. In the list of activities related to genetic resources and biotechnology in
National Action Plan for 2000 — 2005 only ca 25% of activities have finances avail able
or the resources are expected. The rest, 75% of the cost of the activities is not
secur ed.

St at e budget has no budget |ines for maintenance of collections of genetic resources.

Mnistry of Agriculture is currently preparing the National Programme on Plant Genetic
Resources, intended to be adopted in 2001 or in early 2002.

218. Has your country endeavoured to create conditions to facilitate access to
genetic resources for environmentally sound uses by other Contracting Parties (15(2))?
a) no
b) yes — limted extent X
c) yes — significant extent
219. Is there any nutual understandi ng or agreenent in place between different
i nterest groups and the State on access to genetic resources (15(4))?
a) no X
b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent

220. Has your country an open participation planning process, or any other process
in place, to ensure that access to resources is subject to prior infornmed consent
(15(5))?

a) no X

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) processes in place

221. Has your country taken neasures to ensure that any scientific research based on
genetic resources provi ded by other Contracting Parties is devel oped and carried out
with the full participation of such Contracting Parties (15(6))?

a) no neasures X

b) sone nmeasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place
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222. Has your country taken measures to ensure the fair and equitabl e sharing of the
results of research and devel opment and the benefits arising fromthe comercial and
ot her use of genetic resources with any Contracting Party providing such resources
(15(7))?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

If so, are these measures

a) Legislation X

b) Statutory policy or subsidiary |egislation

c) Policy and admi ni strative neasures

Decision I1/11 and Decision I11/15. Access to genetic resources

223. Has your country provided the secretariat with information on rel evant
| egi slation, adm nistrative and policy neasures, participatory processes and research
pr ogr ames?

a) no

b) yes, within the previous national report X

c) yes, through case-studies

d) yes, through other neans (please give details bel ow) X

224. Has your country inplemented capacity-buildi ng programmes to pronote successf ul
devel opnment and i npl ement ati on of |egislative, adm nistrative and policy neasures and
gui del i nes on access, including scientific, technical, business, |egal and managenent
skills and capacities?

a) no X

b) sone programres covering sonme needs

C) many progranmes covering sone needs

d) progranmes cover all perceived needs

e) no perceived need

225. Has your country anal ysed experiences of |egislative, adm nistrative and policy
nmeasures and gui del i nes on access, including regional efforts and initiatives, for use
in further devel opnent and i npl enentati on of nmeasures and gui del i nes?

a) no X

b) analysis in progress

c) analysis conpleted

226. I's your country collaborating with all rel evant stakehol ders to expl ore,
devel op and i npl ement gui delines and practices that ensure nutual benefits to
provi ders and users of access neasures?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent
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227. Has your country identified national authorities responsible for granting
access to genetic resources?

a) no

b) yes X
228. I's your country taking an active role in negotiations associated with the

adaptati on of the International Undertaking on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and
Agricul ture?

a) no X

b) yes

Deci sion V/26. Access to genetic resources

229. Has your country designated a national focal point and one or nore conpetent
national authorities to be responsible for access and benefit-sharing arrangenents or
to provide informati on on such arrangenents?

a) no

b) yes

c) yes, and Executive Secretary notified X
230. Do your country’s national biodiversity strategy, and |legislative

adm ni strative or policy neasures on access and benefit-sharing, contribute to
conservation and sustai nabl e use objectives?

a) no

b) to a limted extent X

c) to a significant extent

Parties that are recipients of genetic resources

231. Has your country adopted adm nistrative or policy neasures that are supportive
of efforts made by provider countries to ensure that access to their genetic resources
is subject to Articles 15, 16 and 19 of the Conventi on?

a) no X

b) ot her arrangenents made

c) yes

232. Does your country co-operate with other Parties in order to find practical and
equi tabl e sol uti ons supportive of efforts nade by provider countries to ensure that
access to their genetic resources is subject to Articles 15, 16 and 19 of the
Conventi on, recogni zing the conplexity of the issue, with particular consideration of
the nultiplicity of prior informed consent considerations?

a) no X

b) yes (please provide details)
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233. In developing its |egislation on access,
and all owed for the devel opnent of a multilateral

has your country taken into account

systemto facilitate access and

benefit-sharing in the context of the International

Undert aki ng on Plant Cenetic

Resour ces?

a) no X

b) | egislation under devel opnent

c) yes

234. I's your country co-ordinating its positions in both the Conventi on on

Bi ol ogi cal Diversity and the International Undertaking on Plant Cenetic Resources?
a) no
b) taking steps to do so X
c) yes

235. Has your country provided information to the Executive Secretary on user

institutions, the market for genetic resources,
enmer gi ng nechani sns for benefit sharing, incentive neasures,
definitions, sui generis systens and “intermediari es”?

non- nonet ary benefits, new and
clarification of

a) no X

b) sone informati on provided

c) substantial information provided

236. Has your country submitted information on specific issues related to the role
of intellectual property rights in the inplenmentation of access and benefit-sharing
arrangenents to the Executive Secretary?

a) no

b) yes X
237. Has your country provided capacity-building and technol ogy devel opment and
transfer for the maintenance and utilization of ex situ collections?

a) no

b) yes to a linited extent X

c) yes to a significant extent
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

218. Estonia is a nenber of several international organisations and programes: FAQ
IPGRI (International Plant Genetic Resources Institute), EUFORGEN (European Forest
Genetic Resources Programe), UPOV, etc. However, information on all organisations
Estonia is menber of is inconplete and publicly not avail able.

222. Sone aspects regulated by the Patent Act, Livestock Breeding Act, Plant Variety
Protection Act.

223. There is special chapter on “Cenetic resources and biotechnol ogy” in NBSAP.
226. See (. 218.

227. To some extent Mnistry of Agriculture.

229. Notification was sent out in Novermber 2000. The national focal point is M An
Hei naru, Professor of Genetics, Ph. D., Dean of the Faculty of Biology and Geography,
Tartu University and the conpetent authority is Institute of Mdlecular and Cell
Bi ol ogy, Tartu University.

234. There is sone cooperation with FAO representative of the Estonian Mnistry of
Agriculture in Rone.

236. The report was sent to the Secretariat in Decenber 2000 (“Role of intellectual
property rights in the inplenentation of access and benefit sharing arrangenents”)

237. Mnistry of the Environment and Mnistry of Agriculture supported the drafting of
National Programme on Plant Genetic Resources. In the framework of a new, UNEP foll ow
up project GF/1200/96/51 ”Assessnent of Capacity-building needs for Biodiversity and
Participation in Cearing-House Mechanism in Estonia” a Genetic Resources Wrking
Goup will be established. The task of this Wsis to conduct a survey of the status of
existing genetic resource collections and to nake this infornation available to the
public, assess the technical needs and provide detailed cost estimates and budget
proposal s.
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Article 16 Access to and transfer of technol ogy

238. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

239. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and recomendati ons nade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

238. Estonia is recognising the inportance of article 16. However, as an econony in
transition, the country is not ready for wi despread supporting of the technol ogy
transfer to the devel opi ng countries providing genetic resources. The issue has been
di scussed in NBSAP (1999).

239. Since this issue has not been regarded as a priority issue, there has been
limted funding avail abl e.

240. Has your country taken neasures to provide or facilitate access for and

transfer to other Contracting Parties of technol ogies that are relevant to the

conservation and sustai nabl e use of biological diversity or nake use of genetic
resources and do not cause significant damage to the environnment (16(1))?

a) no neasures X

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

241. I's your country aware of any initiatives under which rel evant technology is
transferred to your country on concessional or preferential terns (16(2))?

a) no X

b) yes (please give brief details bel ow)

242. Has your country taken measures so that Contracting Parties which provide
genetic resources are provi ded access to and transfer of technol ogy which nake use of
t hose resources, on mutually agreed ternms (16(3))?

a) not relevant

b) relevant, but no neasures X

c) sone neasures in place

d) potential neasures under review

e) conprehensive nmeasures in place

|f so, are these neasures

a) Legislation

b) Statutory policy or subsidiary |egislation

c) Policy and adm ni strative arrangenents
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243. Has your country taken neasures so that the private sector facilitates access
to joint devel opnent and transfer of relevant technol ogy for the benefit of governnent
institutions and the private sector of devel oping countries (16(4))?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

If so, are these neasures

a) Legislation? X

b) Statutory policy and subsidiary |egislation?

c) Policy and adm nistrative arrangenents? X

244, Does your country have a national systemfor intellectual property right
protection (16(5))?

a) no
b) yes X
245, If yes, does it cover biological resources (for exanple, plant species) in any
way ?
a) no
b) yes — limted extent
c) yes — significant extent X
Decision 111/17. Intellectual property rights
246. Has your country conducted and provided to the secretariat case-studies of the

i mpacts of intellectual property rights on the achi evenent of the Conventions
obj ectives?

a) no X
b) sone
c) nmany

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

242-246. Patent Act and Copyright Act regulate the area. Also the Databases Act is
rel evant here to mention. The |atter sets the provisions for establishment, managenent
and publication of data in national registers. Act on Plant Varieties and Act on
Domestic Animal Breeding regulate the protection of plant varieties and ani mal breeds.
As far as the mcroorganisns are concerned, Estonia is a party to the Budapest
Agreement (since 1996). The Public Information Act was passed in 2000. It expands the
public right for environnental information and decision naking.
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Article 17 Exchange of information

247. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

248. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and recomendati ons nade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

247. dearing House Mechani sm has not been established yet, but a special UNEP project
has been | aunched to establish one. Exchange of information takes usually place via
direct contacts between research institutions and in joint projects.

248. National budget for such activities are limted. International funds have been
used mainly.

249. Has your country taken measures to facilitate the exchange of information from
publicly avail able sources (17(1))?

a) no neasures

b) restricted by |ack of resources

c) sone neasures in place X

d) potential neasures under review

e) conprehensive nmeasures in place

If a devel oped country Party -

250. Do these neasures take into account the special needs of devel oping countries
(17(1))?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent

251. If so, do these neasures include all the categories of information listed in

Article 17(2), including technical, scientific and soci o-econom c research, training
and surveyi ng programmes, specialized know edge, repatriation of information and so

on?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent

249. ME has established a web-site (ww. envir.ee), where up-dated infornmation on CBD
and other international agreements and conventions can be found, also information on
nat ure conservation, Natura 2000 and LIFE Nature programme is easily accessible.
Estoni an Nature Conservation Register has an i ndependent web-site (ww. eelis. ee)
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Article 18 Technical and scientific cooperation

252. What is the relative priority afforded to i nplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

253. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and recomendati ons nade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Limting d) Severely limting | X

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

252. Technical and scientific cooperation takes place via direct contacts and joint
projects between research institutions.

253. Although recognising the inportance of technical and scientific cooperation

Estonia has not been able to establish until now any specific neasures to support
i nternational cooperation in science and technol ogy. However, Estonia is participating
in the European Union 5'" Framework Programme, paying its country fees to the genera

budget of FP5. As this program is specifically designed for the Pan-European
scientific cooperation (incl. biodiversity issues), then indirectly Estonia has
allocated some finances also for the technical and scientific cooperation in
bi odi versity.

254. Has your country taken measures to pronote international technical and
scientific cooperation in the field of conservation and sustai nabl e use of biol ogi ca
diversity (18(1))?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

255. Do the neasures taken to pronote cooperation with other Contracting Parties in
the i npl ementati on of the Convention pay special attention to the devel opnent and
strengt heni ng of national capabilities by nmeans of human resources devel opment and
institution building (18(2))~?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

256. Has your country encouraged and devel oped nethods of cooperation for the
devel opnent and use of technol ogi es, including indigenous and traditiona
t echnol ogi es, in pursuance of the objectives of this Convention (18(4))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) nethods in place
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257. Does such cooperation include the training of personnel and exchange of experts
(18(4))?

a) no

b) yes — linited extent X

c) yes — significant extent

258. Has your country pronoted the establishment of joint research programes and
joint ventures for the devel opnent of technol ogies relevant to the objectives of the
Convention (18(5))?

a) no

b) yes — linited extent X

c) yes — significant extent

Decision I1/3, Decision Ill1/4 and Decision |IV/2. Cearing House

Mechani sm
259. I's your country cooperating in the devel opnent and operation of the dearing
House Mechani sn?
a) no
b) yes X
260. I's your country hel ping to devel op national capabilities through exchangi ng and

di ssemi nating i nformati on on experiences and | essons | earned in inplenenting the
Conventi on?

a) no

b) yes - limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

261. Has your country designated a national focal point for the C earing-House
Mechani sn®?

a) no

b) yes X
262. I's your country providing resources for the devel opnment and i npl enent ati on of

t he d eari ng- House Mechani sn?

a) no X

b) yes, at the national |evel

c) yes, at national and international |evels

263. I's your country facilitating and participating in workshops and ot her expert
neetings to further the devel opnent of the CHM at international |evels?

a) no

b) participation only X

c) supporting sone neetings and participating
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264. I's your CHM operati onal
a) no
b) under devel opnent X

c) yes (please give details bel ow)

265. Is your CHM |linked to the Internet

a) no X

b) yes
266. Has your country established a multi-sectoral and nulti-disciplinary CHM
steering conmittee or working group at the national |evel?

a) no

b) yes X

Decision V/14. Scientific and technical co-operation and the
cl eari nghouse nechani sns (Article 18)

267. Has your country reviewed the priorities identified in Annex | to the deci sion,
and sought to inplenent thenf

a) not reviewed

b) reviewed but not inplenented X

c) reviewed and i npl enented as appropriate

Further conments on inplenmentation of these Articles

254- 258. Estonian Technol ogy Agency (ESTAG has started to coordinate the
i nternati onal R&D cooperation progranme EUREKA as well as the Innovation Relay Centres
R&D support network from Estonian side. Estonia has becone also the nmenber of the
EUREKA networ k. Although financing of applied research and risk-intensive industrial
RTD projects in all fields of science and technology is taking place, these schenes
are currently only in early phases of developnment, but can also pronote joint
research progranmes and joint ventures in biodiversity related technologies in the
future.

259-267. In order to develop Estonian national CHM Estonia has been negotiating
possi bl e further cooperation in this field with Denmark. Estonian has subnitted also
an application to UNEP in order to receive financial support for the national CHM A
mul ti-sectoral Steering Committee will established under the project in 2002.
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Article 19 Handling of biotechnol ogy and distribution of
its benefits

268. VWhat is the relative priority afforded to i nplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

269. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations
and reconmmendati ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Limting |X d) Severely linmting

Further conments on relative priority and on availability of resources

268-269. The issue is not regarded as a priority. See coment to article 16.

270. Has your country taken neasures to provide for the effective participation in
bi ot echnol ogi cal research activities by those Contracting Parties which provide the
genetic resources for such research (19(1))?

a) no neasures X

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

If so, are these neasures:

a) Legislation

b) Statutory policy and subsidiary |egislation

c) Policy and admi ni strative measures

271. Has your country taken all practicable neasures to pronmote and advance priority
access on a fair and equitable basis by Contracting Parties to the results and
benefits arising from bi ot echnol ogi es based upon genetic resources provided by those
Contracting Parties (19(2))?

a) no neasures X

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place
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Decision I1V/3. Issues related to biosafety and Decision V/1. Wrk Pl an
of the Intergovernnental Conmittee for the Cartagena Protocol on

Bi osafety
272. I's your country a Contracting Party to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety?
a) not a signatory
b) signed, ratification in progress X

c) instrunent of ratification deposited

Further conmments on inplenmentation of this Article

272. Estonia has nade several legislative efforts in order to inplenent
article 19 (3). Law on deliberate release into the environnment of genetically
nodi fied organisnms was adopted on 13/01/99. The required Gene Technol ogy
Conmittee has been established by the order of the Governnent. This Commttee
is assisting the responsible mnistries to authorize and nonitor the safe
transfer, handling and use of LMGs.

The Cartagena protocol has been signed and is at the nmonent in process of ratification
by the Estonian Parlianment.




78

Article 20 Financial resources

273. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

274. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and recomendati ons nade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Linmiting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

273. To coordinate CBD inplenentation in 2000, ME had a budget of 1500USD, which was
increased to 10,000USD in 2001. Wth this budget, some of the topic report were
conpi l ed, and some brochures were prepared and published. The CBD annual mnenbership
fee 1000USD is paid fromthe national budget via MbE. There is no special budget line
for CBD inplementation. The deficiency is covered by international grants, such as
UNEP/ GEF, which supports the project on inplenentation of Cartagena Protocol on
Bi osafety. Another proposal has been submitted to UNEP/ GEF on assessnent of capacity
bui | di ng needs for biodiversity conservation.

274. NBSAP (1999) has yet not been officially approved. The revised Biodiversity
Action Plan (2001) has also not been approved, but is expected to be adopted in 2002

275. Has your country provided financial support and incentives in respect of those
national activities which are intended to achi eve the objectives of the Convention
(20(1))?

a) no

b) yes — incentives only

c) yes — financial support only X
d) yes — financial support and incentives

| f a devel oped country Party -

276. Has your country provided new and additional financial resources to enable
devel opi ng country Parties to neet the agreed incremental costs to them of

i mpl ementi ng neasures which fulfil the obligations of the Convention, as agreed
bet ween you and the interimfinancial nechanism (20(2))?

a) no

b) yes
I f a devel oping country Party or Party with econony in transition —
277. Has your country received new and additional financial resources to enable you
to meet the agreed full incremental costs of inplenmenting measures which fulfil the

obligati ons of the Convention (20(2))?

a) no

b) yes X

I f a devel oped country Party -

278. Has your country provided financial resources related to inplenmentation of the
Conventi on through bilateral, regional and other nultilateral channels (20(3))?

I f a devel oping country Party or Party with econonmy in transition -

279. Has your country used financial resources related to inplenmentation of the
Convention frombilateral, regional and other nultilateral channels (20(3))?

a) no X

b) yes
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Decision I11/6. Additional financial resources

280. I's your country working to ensure that all funding institutions (including
bi | ateral assi stance agencies) are striving to make their activities nore supportive
of the Convention?

a) no

b) yes — linited extent X

c) yes — significant extent

281. I's your country cooperating in any efforts to devel op standardi zed i nformation
on financial support for the objectives of the Convention?

a) no X

b) yes (please attach infornation)

Deci sion V/11. Additional financial resources

282. Has your country established a process to nonitor financial support to
bi odi versity?

a) no

b) procedures bei ng established X

c) yes (please provide details)

283. Are details avail abl e of your country’'s financial support to national
bi odi versity activities?

a) no
b) not in a standardized format X
c) yes (please provide details) X

284. Are details available of your country’'s financial support to biodiversity
activities in other countries?

a) not applicable X

b) no

c) not in a standardized format

d) yes (please provide details)

Devel oped country Parties -

285. Does your country pronote support for the inplenentation of the objectives of
the Convention in the funding policy of its bilateral funding institutions and those
of regional and nultilateral funding institutions?

a) no

b) yes

Devel opi ng country Parties -

286. Does your country di scuss ways and neans to support inplenentation of the
obj ectives of the Convention in its dialogue with funding institutions?

a) no

b) vyes X
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287. Has your country conpiled information on the additional financial support
provi ded by the private sector?

a) no X

b) yes (please provide details)

288. Has your country considered tax exenptions in national taxation systemnms for
bi odi versity-rel ated donati ons?

a) no X

b) not appropriate to national conditions

c) exenptions under devel opnent

d) exenptions in place

Further comments on inplementation of this Article

275. There is no national CBD programe avail able, nor the NBSAP conpleted in 1999 has
been officially approved. However, Estonian Centre for Environnental |nvestnents
(successor of Estonian Environmental Fund) has a special progranmme on nature
conservation, via which activities, which support protection of species and habitats
are financed. Applicants can be either public or private bodies.

277. UNEP/ GEF provi ded support to prepare NBSAP in 1998-1999

279. DANCEE, WAF- Sweden have provided support via bilateral agreements. DANCEE has
supported the preparation of managenent plans of Soomaa National Park and Al am Pedja
Nat ure Reserve. DANCEE has al so provided assistance to establish EFCAN

280. This has been one of the objectives of such agreenents.
281. No, such information is dissenm nated informally, or via concrete projects.

282. Estonian Centre for Environmental Investnments (ECElI) has its own procedure of
nmonitoring and evaluation. Also ME is also mking efforts to establish such
nmechani snms for financial support nonitoring. Mnistry of International Affairs is
keepi ng a database on foreign aid projects, also including those on biodiversity.

283. ECEl provides information publicly. MoE has an advanced internet honepage, where
project information (incl. financial issues) may be seeked for (ww. kik. ee)

284. Yes. ME discusses and consults with UNEP and UNDP

286. MoE has good working contacts with UNEP RoE and the Biodiversity
Facility, as well as with secretariats of all conventions Estonia is party
to. Several biodiversity projects have been devel oped in dual partnership
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Article 21 Financial nechani sm

289. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medi um c) Low X

290. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and recomendati ons nade?

a) Good b) Adequate c) Limting X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

289. NBSAP is not officially approved.
290. Followed by the @89, the resources are mninal.

291. Has your country worked to strengthen existing financial institutions to
provi de financial resources for the conservation and sustainabl e use of bi ol ogi cal
di versity?

a) no
b) yes X
Decision I11/7. @uidelines for the review of the effectiveness of the
financial mechani sm
292. Has your country provided informati on on experiences gai ned through activities

funded by the financial nechanisnf

a) no activities

b) no, although there are activities

c) yes, within the previous national report X

d) yes, through case-studies

e) yes, through other neans (please give details bel ow) X

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

291. The revised NEAP for 2001-2003 (adopted in 2001) provides nmaxi num nunber of
activities wunder nature conservation to be financed from national budget and
international funds. The total cost is estimated to be 22MEUR over a three year

period. The main financial is the state budget and the Estonian Centre for
Envi ronnental |Investnents (ECElI), supplenented by international grants on project
basis. The annual budget of ECEl for nature conservation in 2001 was about 1 nillion
USD.

292. Annual assessnents of inplenentation of NEAP take place and are reviewed at
public hearings. Such evaluations also take periodically place during the preparation
process of national reports to CBD.
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Article 23 Conference of the Parties

293. How many people from your country participated in each of the neetings of the
Conference of the Parties?

a) COP 1 (Nassau)

b) COP 2 (Jakarta)

c) COP 3 (Buenos Aires)

d) COP 4 (Bratislava)

P O|W|IN|]W

e) COP 5 (Nairobi)

Decision 1/6, Decision I1/10, Decision Il1/24 and Decision |V/17.
Fi nance and budget

294. Has your country paid all of its contributions to the Trust Fund?

Decision IV/16 (part) Preparation for neetings of the Conference of the
Parties

295. Has your country participated in regional neetings focused on di scussing
i mpl ement ati on of the Convention before any neetings of the Conference of the Parties?

a) no

b) yes (please specify which) X

If a devel oped country Party —

296. Has your country funded regi onal and sub-regi onal neetings to prepare for the
COP, and facilitated the participation of devel oping countries in such neetings?

a) no

b) yes (please provide details bel ow)

Deci si on V/22. Budget for the programe of work for the biennium 2001-
2002

297. Did your country pay its contribution to the core budget (BY Trust Fund) for
2001 by 1°' January 2001°?

a) yes in advance

b) yes on tine X

c) no but subsequently paid

d) not yet paid
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298. Has your country nade additional voluntary contributions to the trust funds of

t he Convention?

a) yes in the 1999-2000 bi enni um

b) yes for the 2001- 2002 bi enni um

c) expect to do so for the 2001-2002 biennium

d) no

Further comments on inplementation of this Article

295. Estonian delegation participated in the regional (CEE)
preparation for the COP5 held on 20 — 23 March 2000 Riga, Latvia.

neeting on the
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Article 24 Secretari at

299. Has your country provided direct support to the Secretariat in ternms of
seconded staff, financial contribution for Secretariat activities, etc?

a) no X

b) yes

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

299. Estonia has paid annual nenbership fees in tine. There is a correspondi ng budget
line in the national budget for that. The fee was 1000USD in 2001.
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Article 25 Subsidiary body on scientific, technical and
t echnol ogi cal advice

300. How many peopl e from your country participated in each of the neetings of
SBSTTA?

a) SBSTTA | (Paris)

b) SBSTTA Il (Montreal)

c) SBSTTA IIIl (Montreal)

d) SBSTTA |V (Montreal)

o|lo|o|o| o

e) SBSTTA V (Montreal)

Further comments on inplementation of this Article
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Article 26 Reports

301. What is the status of your first national report?

a) Not submtted

b) Summary report subnitted

c) Interimfdraft report subnitted

d) Final report submtted X

If b), c) or d), was your report subnitted:

by the original deadline of 1.1.98 (Decision I11/9)? X

by the extended deadline of 31.12.98 (Decision |V/14)?

Later (please specify date)

Deci sion 1V/14 National reports

302. Did all relevant stakehol ders participate in the preparation of this national
report, or in the conpilation of information used in the report?
a) no
b) yes X
303. Has your country taken steps to ensure that its first and/or second national
report(s) is/are available for use by rel evant stakehol ders?
a) no
b) yes X
If yes, was this by:
a) i nformal distribution?
b) publ i shing the report? X
c) maki ng the report avail abl e on request?
d) posting the report on the Internet? X

Deci sion V/19. National reporting

304. Has your country prepared voluntary detailed thematic reports on one or nore of
the items for in-depth consideration at an ordinary neeting of the parties, follow ng
t he gui del i nes provi ded?

a) no

b) yes — forest ecosystens

c) yes — alien species

d) yes — benefit sharing X
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

301. First national report was published in Tallinn April 1998, |SBN 9985.9114-2-3
302. Limted nunmber of stakeholders were involved.

303 As the conpilation and publishing was financed by UNEP it was not a subject for
comercial selling in shops.

Avail abl e on internet http://ww. biodiv.org/doc/world/eel/ee-nr-01-en. pdf

304. The following thematic reports have been conpleted: Forestry in Septenber 2001,
Al'i en Species in Cctober 2000 and Benefit sharing in Decenber 2000.
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305. I's your country applying the ecosystem approach, taking into account the

princi pl es and gui dance contained in the annex to decision V/6?

a) no

b) under consideration

c) sone aspects are being applied X
d) substantially inplenmented
306. I's your country devel opi ng practical expressions of the ecosystem approach for

nati onal policies and legislation and for inplenmentation activities,

with adaptation

to local, national, and regional conditions, in particular in the context of

activities devel oped within the thematic areas of the Convention?

a) no X
b) under consi deration
c) sone aspects are being applied
d) substantially inplenented
307. I's your country identifying case studies and inplenenting pilot projects that

denonstrate the ecosystem approach, and usi ng workshops and ot her nmechani sns to

enhance awareness and share experience?

a) no
b) case-studies identified X
c) pilot projects underway
d) workshops pl anned/ hel d
e) information avail able through CHM
308. I's your country strengthening capacities for inplenentation of the ecosystem

approach, and providing technical and financial support for capacity-building to

i npl enrent the ecosystem approach?

a) no X

b) yes within the country

c) yes including support to other Parties
309. Has your country pronoted regional co-operation in applying the ecosystem
approach across nati onal borders?

a) no X

b) informal co-operation

c) formal co-operation (please give details)
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Further comments on inplementation of these decisions and the
associ at ed progranme of work

305. The ecosystens approach has been introduced at the West-Estonian Archipel ago
Bi osphere Reserve, inline with UNESCO MAB programme. There is one biosphere reserve
with three regional centres in Estonia: Hiiunma, Saaremaa and La&nenaa.

306. Ecosystens approach is being in testing phase, not |egally regul ated.

307. Hiiumaa Centre of the Biosphere Reserve is the pioneer of introducing ecosystens
approach in area nanagenent. Hiiumma Centre is currently applying ecosystens approach
in the establishnent of new protected area — K8pu National Park. Infornation on
wor kshops and public neetings avail abl e on internet ww. bka. ee/ hii umaal/ park
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I nl and water ecosystens
Decision IV/4. Status and trends of the biological diversity of inland
wat er ecosystens and options for conservation and sustai nabl e use

310. Has your country included i nformati on on biol ogical diversity in wetlands when
providing informati on and reports to the CSD, and considered including inland water
bi ol ogi cal diversity issues at neetings to further the recommendati ons of the CSD?

a) no X
b) yes
311. Has your country included inland water biological diversity considerations in

its work with organi zations, institutions and conventions affecting or working with
i nl and wat er ?

a) no

b) yes X

If a devel oping country Party or Party with econony in transition —

312. When requesting support for projects relating to inland water ecosystens from
the GEF, has your country given priority to identifying inmportant areas for
conservation, preparing and inplenenting integrated watershed, catchment and river
basi n managenent plans, and investigating processes contributing to biodiversity |oss?

a) no
b) yes X
313. Has your country reviewed the progranme of work specified in annex 1 to the

deci sion, and identified priorities for national action in inplenmenting the programre?

a) no X

b) under review

c) yes

Decision V/2. Progress report on the inplenentation of the progranme of
work on the biological diversity of inland water ecosystens
(i npl emrentati on of decision |V/4)

314. I's your country supporting and/or participating in the River Basin Initiative?
a) no
b) yes X
315. I's your country gathering informati on on the status of inland water biol ogical
di versity?
a) no
b) assessnents ongoi ng X

c) assessnents conpl et ed

316. Is this information available to other Parties?
a) no
b) yes - national report X

c) yes — through the CHM

d) yes — other means (please give details bel ow)
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317. Has your country devel oped national and/or sectoral plans for the conservation
and sust ai nabl e use of inland water ecosystens?

a) no

b) yes — national plans only

c) yes — national plans and major sectors X

d) vyes — national plans and all sectors

318. Has your country inpl enented capacity-buil ding neasures for devel opi ng and
i npl ementi ng these pl ans?

a) no X

b) yes

Decision I11/21. Relationship of the Convention with the CSD and
bi odi versity-rel ated conventi ons

319. Is the conservation and sustai nabl e use of wetlands, and of migratory species
and their habitats, fully incorporated into your national strategies, plans and
programes for conserving biol ogical diversity?

a) no

b) yes X

Furt her comrents on inplenmentation of these decisions and the
associ at ed progranme of work

310. In the national report to the CSD, only information on general biodiversity
matters were submitted. It included the decision-making (e.g. establishnent of a
speci al Governnmental Conmission to deal with issues related to biological diversity);
| egislation, regulations and policy instrunments (e.g. approval of the Act on
Sust ai nabl e Devel opnent by the Parlianent in 1995); strategies, policies and plans
(e.g. approval of the National Biodiversity Strategy by the d obal Environnental
Facility, drafting of two inmportant national policy papers - the Estonian
Environnental Strategy and the Estonian Forest Policy); status; information (e.g, the
nmonitoring system; financing and cooperation (signing of the Association Agreenent
bet ween Estonia and the European Union in 1995, cooperational activities with UNEP
and the Wrld Bank).

312. Estonian Mnistry of the Environnent subnmitted a project proposal to the d obal

Envi ronnental Facility through UNDP in 1998 for the “Devel opnent and | npl ementation of

the Lake Peipsi/Chudskoe Basin Mnagenent Programi. The project wll inplenent

integrated and river basin managenent principles. It wll assist the Peipsi River

Basin authority in preparation of the Lake Peipsi Basin Managenent Plan and will

prepare a program of measures for reduction of the nutrient load in the water basin.

The project includes a denonstration project on devel opnment an ecol ogical tourism
route in Southern Estonia that wll inplement best practices in water protection,

bi odi versity conservation and | ocal devel opnent.

Lake Peipsi Basin is accepted as a denonstration area — an area where principles of
sust ai nabl e devel opnent and integrated water nanagenment are inplenmented in practice -
under the Baltic Sea Agenda 21 and the GAP. Peipsi CTC and Danish WAF applied to the
Baltic 21 secretariat in spring 2001 to inplenment a pre-feasibility study “Wetlands in
the Lake Peipsi Basin” however never received any answer from the Baltic 21 to the
proposal .

The Lake Peipsi Basin managenent will be presented at a global neeting in Japan
organi zed by the GAP and International Lakes Environmental Committee along with four
other lakes from Asia and Anerica to denobnstrate inplenmentation of integrated water
managenent principles in | ake managemnent.
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314. In Septenber 2000, Peipsi CTC representative participated in the CEF biannual
transboundary water conference (Budapest, Hungary). Wthin the conference a workshop
of the River Basin Initiative was organi zed where approaches to biodiversity and river
basin managenent were discussed. Further Peipsi CTC discussed possible ideas for
relevant activities with the Wtland International, Estonian Mnistry of the
Environnent Information Center, Danish WA and Estonian Nature Fund, however the
di scussions did not result in concrete proposals for a project.

In March 2001, Peipsi CTC representative participated in the RBI workshop held in the
Net her| ands where a possibility for a project inplenenting river basin managenent and
bi odi versity conservation in the Lake Peipsi Basin was discussed. |In Septenber 2001
Pei psi CTC and Estonian Mnistry of the Environnent Infornation Center subnmitted a
project concept to the RBI naned “Wtlands, as the Inportant Regulators of Water
Quality and Biodiversity in the Transboundary Lake Peipsi/Chudskoe Basin”. There has
been no information if the project concept was approved or not by the River Basin
Initiative.

315-318. Chapters on Freshwater Biodiversity and Marine and Coastal Biodiversity are
nm ssing in NBSAP. These issues are partly covered in the Fisheries chapter which to a
great extent deals with comercial aspects only. Despite, in nmarine and coastal areas,
several activities relevant to the work programme have been undertaken. For instance
creation of marine and coastal protected areas, continuous inplenentation of
nonitoring program and performng of case studies of integrated coastal zone
managenent. However, several inportant items of the work programe have received
alnost no attention from the governnental |evel (e.g., inplenmentation of integrated
mari ne and coastal area managenent), some of them having received support only at the
institutional level only (e.g. alien species). Selected inland water ecosystens are
also regularly monitored from biodiversity point of view Pilot projects on watershed
nmanagenent have been undertaken and conpl eted. However, in both cases (freshwater and
mari ne ecosystens), the work programe has not been adopted at the national |evel.

319. Estonia is party to the Ramsar Convention since 1994. A national Ransar
Conmittee has been established and work plan was been adopted by the
Government in 1997. The main goal of the national Ramsar Work Plan is to
draft managenent plans for all ten Ramsar sites in Estonia by 2002.
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Marine and coastal biological diversity

Decision 11/10 and Decision |V/5. Conservation and sustai nabl e use of
mari ne and coastal biological diversity

320. Does your national strategy and action plan pronote the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of marine and coastal biol ogical diversity?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

321. Has your country established and/or strengthened institutional, adm nistrative
and | egi sl ative arrangenents for the devel opment of integrated nanagenment of marine

and coastal ecosystens?

a) no X

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) arrangenments in place

322. Has your country provided the Executive Secretary with advi ce and i nformation

on future options concerning the conservation and sustai nabl e use of marine and
coastal biological diversity?

a) no X
b) yes
323. Has your country undertaken and/or exchanged i nformati on on denpnstration

projects as practical exanples of integrated mari ne and coastal area managenent ?

a) no

b) yes — previous national report

c) yes - case-studies X

d) yes - other means (please give details bel ow)

324. Has your country programes in place to enhance and inprove know edge on the

genetic structure of |ocal popul ations of narine species subjected to stock
enhancenment and/or sea-ranching activities?

a) no

b) progranmes are bei ng devel oped

c) programes are being inplenented for sone species

d) progranmes are being i nplenmented for many species

e) not a perceived problem X

325. Has your country reviewed the progranme of work specified in an annex to the
deci sion, and identified priorities for national action in inplenmenting the programre?

a) no X

b) under review

c) yes
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Deci sion V/3. Progress report on the inplenentation of the progranme of
work on nmarine and coastal biological diversity (inplenmentation of
deci si on |V/5)

326. I's your country contributing to the inplenmentati on of the work plan on coral
bl eachi ng?
a) no
b) yes
c) not relevant X
327. I's your country inplenenting other neasures in response to coral bl eaching?
a) no

b) yes (please provide details bel ow)

c) not relevant X
328. Has your country subnitted case-studies on the coral bleaching phenonenon to
t he Executive Secretary?

a) no

b) yes

c) not relevant X

Further comments on inplenentation of these decisions and the
associ at ed programe of work

320. NBSAP is nostly directed towards issues concerning exploitation of commrercial
fish stocks. Current funding level of the activities to carry out the action plan is
insufficient: only ca 30% of the activities proposed in the action plan have received
at | east 50% of the requested funding.

323. Estonia participated in the HELCOM PITF MW (Marine Lagoons and Wtlands)
programme with two case studies on ICZM These were the Mtsalu Bay and Kaina Bay.
Ongoi ng extensive information exchange via HELCOM HABI TAT workgroup and via EUCC
(Eur opean Uni on of Coastal Conservation) facilities take place.

324. There are no “true” nmarine species in Estonia subjected to stock enhancenent
procedures. Species living in the Estonian coastal area, freshwater and mgratory
speci es such as pi ke, pikeperch, the European whitefish, salnmon and trout are rel eased
to open waters for enhancement of fishery resources. A progranmme on salnonids is
currently under devel opnent.

326-328. No coral reefs in the Baltic Sea
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Agricul tural biological diversity

Decision I11/11 and Decision I1V/6. Conservation and sustainabl e use of
agricul tural biological diversity
329. Has your country identified and assessed rel evant ongoi ng activities and

existing instruments at the national |evel?

a) no

b) early stages of review and assessnent

c) advanced stages of review and assessment X

d) assessnent conpl eted

330. Has your country identified issues and priorities that need to be addressed at
the national |evel?

a) no

b) in progress

c) yes X

331. I's your country using any nmethods and indicators to nonitor the inpacts of
agricul tural devel opnent projects, including the intensification and extensification
of production systenms, on biological diversity?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) nechanisnms in place

332. I's your country taking steps to share experiences addressing the conservation
and sust ai nabl e use of agricultural biological diversity?

a) no

b) yes — case-studies X

c) yes — other mechani sns (pl ease specify)

333. Has your country conducted case-studies on the issues identified by SBSTTA: i)

pollinators, ii) soil biota, and iii) integrated |andscape managenent and farm ng
systens?

a) no

b) yes — pollinators X

c) yes — soil biota X

d) yes — integrated | andscape managenent and farm ng systens X
334. I's your country establishing or enhanci ng nechani sns for increasing public

awar eness and under st andi ng of the inportance of the sustainable use of
agr obi odi versity conponents?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) mechanisnms in place
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335. Does your country have nati onal strategies, programmes and plans which ensure
t he devel opnent and successful inplenentation of policies and actions that lead to
sust ai nabl e use of agrobi odiversity conponents?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment X

d) nmechanisns in place

336. I's your country pronoting the transformati on of unsustainable agricultural
practices into sustainabl e production practices adapted to |ocal biotic and abiotic
condi tions?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

337. I's your country pronoting the use of farm ng practices that not only increase
productivity, but also arrest degradation as well as reclaim rehabilitate, restore
and enhance bi ol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

338. I's your country pronoting nobilization of farm ng comunities for the
devel opnent, nai ntenance and use of their know edge and practices in the conservation
and sust ai nabl e use of biol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) yes - limted extent X

c) yes - significant extent

339. I's your country helping to inplenent the G obal Plan of Action for the
Conservation and Sustainable Utilization of Plant Genetic Resources?

a) no

b) yes X
340. I's your country collaborating with other Contracting Parties to identify and

pronot e sustai nable agricultural practices and integrated | andscape nanagenent ?

a) no

b) yes X
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Decision V/I5. Agricultural biological diversity: review of phase | of
the programme of work and adoption of a multi-year work progranme

341. Has your country reviewed the progranmme of work annexed to the decision and
identified how you can collaborate in its inplenmentation?

a) no X

b) yes
342. I's your country pronoting regional and thematic co-operation within this
framework of the programme of work on agricul tural biological diversity?

a) no

b) some co-operation X

c) w despread co-operation

d) full co-operation in all areas

343. Has your country provided financial support for inplenentation of the progranme
of work on agricultural biological diversity?

a) no

b) limted additional funds X

c) significant additional funds

I f a devel oped country Party —

344. Has your country provided financial support for inplenentation of the progranme
of work on agricultural biological diversity, in particular for capacity building and
case-studies, in devel oping countries and countries with economes in transition?

a) no

b) yes within existing cooperation programe(s)

b) yes, including limted additional funds

c) yes, with significant additional funds

345. Has your country supported actions to raise public awareness in support of
sust ai nabl e farm ng and food producti on systens that maintain agricul tural biol ogical
di versity?

a) no

b) yes, to a limted extent X

c) yes, to a significant extent

346. I's your country co-ordinating its position in both the Conventi on on Bi ol ogi cal
Diversity and the International Undertaking on Plant Genetic Resources?

a) no

b) taking steps to do so X

c) yes
347. I's your country a Contracting Party to the Rotterdam Convention on the Prior

| nf ormed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chem cals and Pesticides in
I nternational Trade?

a) not a signatory

b) signed — ratification in process

c) instrunent of ratification deposited X
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348.

I s your country supporting the application of the Executive Secretary for
observer status in the Commttee on Agriculture of the World Trade Organi sati on?

a) no X

b) yes
349. I's your country collaborating with other Parties on the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of pollinators?

a) no

b) vyes X
350. I's your country conpiling case-studies and inplenmenting pilot projects rel evant

to the conservati on and sustai nabl e use of pollinators?

a) no
b) yes (pl ease provide details) X
351. Has i nformation on scientific assessnents relevant to genetic use restriction

t echnol ogi es been supplied to other Contracting Parties through nedia such as the
Cl eari ng- House Mechani sn?

a) not applicable
b) no
c) yes - national report X
d) yes — through the CHM
e) yes — other means (please give details bel ow)
352. Has your country considered how t o address generic concerns regardi ng such

t echnol ogi es as genetic use restriction technol ogi es under international and national
approaches to the safe and sustai nabl e use of gernpl asn®?

a) no
b) yes — under consideration X
c) yes — neasures under devel opnment
353. Has your country carried out scientific assessnents on inter alia ecol ogi cal
soci al and econonic effects of genetic use restriction technol ogi es?
a) no X
b) sone assessnents
c) nmmjor programe of assessnents
354. Has your country dissem nated the results of scientific assessnments on inter
alia ecol ogical, social and econonic effects of genetic use restriction technol ogi es?
a) no X
b) yes — through the CHM
c) yes — other means (please give details bel ow)
355. Has your country identified the ways and nmeans to address the potential inpacts

of genetic use restriction technologies on the in situ and ex situ conservation and
sust ai nabl e use, including food security, of agricultural biological diversity?

a) no
b) some nmeasures identified
c) potential neasures under review X

d)

conpr ehensi ve revi ew conpl et ed
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356. Has your country assessed whether there is a need for effective regul ations at
the national |evel with respect to genetic use restriction technologies to ensure the
safety of human health, the environment, food security and the conservation and

sust ai nabl e use of biol ogical diversity?

a) no

b) yes — regul ati on needed X

c) yes — regul ation not needed (please give nore details)

357. Has your country devel oped and applied such regul ati ons taking into account,
inter alia, the specific nature of variety-specific and trait-specific genetic use
restriction technol ogi es?

a) no X

b) yes — devel oped but not yet applied

c) yes — devel oped and applied

358. Has i nformati on about these regul ati ons been made avail abl e to ot her
Contracting Parties?

a) no X

b) yes — through the CHM

c) yes — other neans (please give details bel ow)

Further comrents on inplenentation of these decisions and the
associ at ed programe of work

329. The Mnistry of Agriculture has devel oped an agri-environment programe (AEP) in
2000. The progranmme has been |aunched in 2001 in 3 parishes and is designed to be
gradual |y expanded over the whole country. It is planned to involve 40 parishes in
2002. Anot her inportant conponent of the environnment programme is a financial support
to |landscape managenent in order to reduce the share of unused or abandoned
agricultural land. Estonia has comritted state budget funding to the
i mpl enentati on of AEP notably to national inplenentation of four selected AEP
measures staring from 2000. This is a support for organic farnming and the
breedi ng of endangered native cattle breeds (both under the MA), plus from
the 2001 the managenent of sem -natural habitats (under the MdE) and grow ng
traditional crop varieties (under the MA). Inplenmentation of the programme will
lay a basis for an entirely new direction of agricultural policy, which would create
preconditions for a balanced developnent of rural areas and the preservation of a
traditional human settlenent pattern.

330. The action plan “Collection and conservation of agricultural cultivars genetic
resources” has been conpiled in 2001. The State programre “Col | ection and conservation
of agricultural cultivars genetic resources for years 2002-2006" is currently under
preparati on by MA.

332-333. The research on pollinators, soil biota and |andscape managenent has been
carried out by Environnmental Protection Institute (http://ww.envinst.ee/) and by
Facul ty of Agronony (http://ww.eau.ee/ ~agt/) of Estonian Agricultural University.

334. In pilot areas where the agri-environment support was paid in 2001, the public
awar eness has been raised considerably because of the training, field days and
bookl ets provi ded.

335. The Government of the Republic approved the national agricultural strategy in
2000. The strategy sets out that for accession to the European Union, preparations
have to be nade for transition into the common agricultural policy, taking into
account the | atest devel opments in this area. The key issue will be the ability of the
agricul tural sector to adjust to the necessary changes and nmmintain its
conpetitiveness in the longer term The devel opnment of agriculture and rural areas is
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supported by EU pilot SAPARD progranmme, and it is divided into eight neasures. The
first four neasures were introduced in 2001. The objective of the plan is to
facilitate the transfer of the acquis comunautaire, i.e. the common agricultural
policy and rural devel opment policy of the EU into Estonian | egal system

336-337. Yes, to a limted extent within agri-environment progranmme devel oped since
2000 (including support to organic farmng and managenent and restoration of sem -
natural habitats). The area under the programme is planned to be considerably
i ncr eased.

338. The devel opnent of organic farming has been very rapid in Estonia in recent
years. During 2000, the area under organic farmng increased approximtely two and
half times to a total of alnobst 10,000 hectares (1% of total agricultural land in
production) and in 2001 there was already nore than 20,000 hectares. The area coning
into conversion in 2002 is expected to be at |east the sane again.

Organised activity in the field of organic farming started in 1989 when the Estonian
Bi odynanmi ¢ Associ ati on was founded and the first comon standards for organic farmng
were worked out. The are 2-3 organisations pronoting the exchange of know edge and
experience about organic farmng and sustainable use of agricultural biological
diversity, e.g. different semnars, training courses, published articles, wider
activities are held by the Centre for Ecol ogical Engineering. There has not been nuch
research in the field of organic farmng, but the high inportance of research is
clearly recognised by several institutions dealing with organic farmng. The sane is
with the training of advisors. State started to regulate organic farming with the
Organic Agriculture Act in 1997. The inspection system was revised conpletely in 2001
with adopting the New Organic Farmng Act (RT | 2001, 42, 235) and introduction of a
whol Iy state-run organic certification system First state support to organic farmng
was |aunched in 2000. The nmarketing of organic products has still devel oped rather
poorly. Several new initiatives will be |aunched soon, but consunmers have still
difficulties finding any organic products in the shops.

A Code of Good Agricultural Practices has been conpiled by ME and MA and was
approved by the agricultural producers’ unions in 2001.

339. The Jdgeva Plant Breeding Institute and Estonian Plant Biotechnol ogi cal Research
Centre EVIKA of Estonian Agricultural University are participating actively in the
G obal Plan of Action for the Conservation and Sustainable Wilization of Plant
Genetic Resources. The research institutions are financed from the state budget, as
well as fromthe research grants, international projects and services.

340, 342. Estonia is participating in Interreg project “Traditional rural biotopes in
Nordic and Baltic countries” since 1999, sharing experiences on nmanagenment types of
sem -natural habitats in Nordic-Baltic region.

343. The State progranme “Collection and conservation of agricultural cultivars
genetic resources for years 2002-2006" is currently under preparation by MA The
following institutes are responsible for the programe: Jdgeva Plant Breeding
Institute; The Institute of Horticulture, Estonian Plant Biotechnology Research
Institute EVIKA and Institute of Experinental Biology of the Estonian Agricultural
Uni versity, Botanical Garden and Institute of Pharnacy of Tartu University.

349-350. The research on pollinators and soil biota is being carried out by the
Envi ronnental Protection Institute of Estonian Agricultural University. In co-
operation with The Finnish Environnent Institute a pilot study has been conducted on
the diversity and nonitoring nethods of pollinator comunities in Eastern Fennoscandi a
and Eastern Baltics (Soderman, et al. 1999).

351. Estonia does not have a CHM yet. The CHMis planned to create in the framework of
UNEP project “Assessment of Capacity Buil ding needs for biodiversity and Participation
in Clearing House Mechanism in Estonia”. The Estonian NBSAP has been prepared during
1998- 1999 with UNEP support.

352. The use of G is regulated by several acts in Estonia:

-  Special Requirenents for Labelling of Food Produced from Genetically Mdified Soya
Beans or from Cenetically Mdified Mize and Presentation of Information in Any
O her Manner. (Regulation No. 176, RT | 2000, 43, 275);
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- The Introduction of Genetically Mdified Oganisnms into the Environment Act (RT |
1999, 10, 151);

- The Seed and Propagati on Material Act (RT | 1998, 52, 771);

- The Food Act (RT I 1999, 30, 415);

- The Environmental Control Act (RT | 1997, 86, 1460)

356. Estonia is considering to ratify the Cartagena protocol in 2002. The franmework
legislation on GMOs is generally in place. Further to the ratification of the
Cartagena protocol and the corresponding EU directive, amendnents to the national
legislation will be nade accordingly.




For est bi ol ogi cal
Decision I11/9 and Decision |V/7. Forest
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diversity

bi ol ogi cal diversity

359. Has your country included expertise on forest biodiversity in its del egations
to the Intergovernnental Panel on Forests?

a) no

b) yes X

c) not rel evant
360. Has your country revi ewed the progranme of work annexed to the decision and
identified how you can collaborate in its inplenmentation?

a) no X

b) under review

c) yes
361. Has your country integrated forest biological diversity considerations in its

partici pation and col | aboration wi th organizati ons,

institutions and conventions

af fecting or working with forest biol ogical

di versity?

a) no
b) yes — limted extent X
c) yes — significant extent
362. Does your country give high priority to allocation of resources to activities

t hat advance the objectives of the Convention in respect of forest biological
di versity?

a) no

b) yes

For devel opi ng country Parties and Parties with economes in transition -

363. When requesting assistance through the GEF, |s your country proposing projects
whi ch pronote the inplementation of the programe of work?

a) no

b) yes

Deci sion V/4. Progress report on the inplenentation of the programme of
work for forest biological diversity

364. Do the actions that your country is taking to address the conservati on and

sust ai nabl e use of forest biological diversity conformw th the ecosystem approach?
a) no
b) yes X

365. Do the actions that your country is taking to address the conservati on and

sust ai nabl e use of forest

the fourth session of the Intergovernnental

bi ol ogi cal

diversity take into consideration the outconme of
Forum on Forests?

a) no

b) yes
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366. W Il your country contribute to the future work of the UN Forum on Forests?

a) no
b) vyes X
367. Has your country provided relevant information on the inplenmentation of this

wor k programme?

a) no

b) yes — subm ssion of case-studies

c) yes — thematic national report submitted X

d) yes — other nmeans (please give details bel ow)

368. Has your country integrated national forest programmes into its nationa
bi odi versity strategi es and action plans applying the ecosystem approach and
sust ai nabl e forest managenent ?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

369. Has your country undertaken neasures to ensure participation by the forest
sector, private sector, indigenous and | ocal comunities and non-gover nnent a
organi sations in the inplementati on of the progranme of work?

a) no

b) yes — sone stakehol ders X

c) yes — all stakehol ders

370. Has your country taken measures to strengthen national capacities including

| ocal capacities, to enhance the effectiveness and functions of forest protected area
net works, as well as national and | ocal capacities for inplenentation of sustainable
forest managenent, including restoration?

a) no

b) sone programres covering sone needs

C) nany progranmes covering sone needs X

d) progranmes cover all perceived needs

e) no perceived need

371. Has your country taken neasures to inplenment the proposals for action of the
I nt ergover nnent al Forum on Forests and the Intergovernnental Panel on Forests on
val uation of forest goods and services?

a) no

b) wunder consideration X

c) measures taken
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Furt her comrents on inplenmentation of these Decisions and the
associ at ed progranme of work

359. As the Intergovernmental Panel on Forests regards, Estonia has decided not to
participate in the process in the form of delegations to the assenblies, however the
country is interested to follow the progress of this inportant undertaking and is
willing to informthe Panel on relevant national steps forward.

361. Estonia has integrated forest biological diversity considerations in its
participation and coll aboration with several international organizations, e.g. in the
Reports to FAO See al so Ql1-18.

362. The plans for allocation of resources to activities that advance the objectives
of the Convention in respect of forest biological diversity can be followed in details
in the Estonian Biodiversity Action Plan.

363. Estonia has received two grants from UNEP/ GEF, which inter alia have pronoted the
i npl ementation of the programme of work: GF/ 0313-94-67 ”"Assistance for the Preparation
of Biodiversity Country Study in the Republic of Estonia” and G-/ 1200/ 96/51 " Nati onal
Bi odi versity Strategy, Action Plan and First National Report on the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity”.

364. Actions that Estonia is taking to address the conservation The |ast project has
al so received funding for followup of the project titled "Assessnment of Capacity-
building Needs for Biodiversity and Participation in dearing-House Mechanism in
Estoni a” and sustainable use of forest biological diversity conformto the ecosystem
approach partly and indirectly.

366. Estonia will contribute to the future work of the UN Forum on Forests in the form
of active regional contribution to the Pan-European mnisterial forest process and
ot her appropriate neans.

367. The thematic report on Forestry has submitted in Septenber 2001.

368. Estonia has integrated national forest programmes partly wth national

bi odi versity strategy and action plan, as well as indirectly applying the ecosystem
approach and sustainable forest managenent. It has been perforned in the Estonian
Forest Policy (1997); in advanced and nore specific manner in decennial Estonian
Forestry Devel opnent Plan (2002), not yet adopted.

369. There are undertaken several nmeasures to ensure participation by the forest
sector, private sector, indigenous and local conmmunities and non-governnental
organi sations in the Estonian Forest Policy and national biodiversity strategy and
action plan; additional neasures are foreseen in Estonian Forestry Devel opnent Pl an
and through the "Assessnent of Capacity-building Needs for Biodiversity and
Participation in d earing-House Mechani smin Estonia”.

370. There are taken neasures to strengthen national capacities including |ocal
capacities, to enhance the effectiveness and functions of forest protected area
networks like via bilateral project 1996-2002 “Estonian Forest Conservation Area
Net work”. National and local capacities for inplenentation of sustainable forest
nmanagenent, including restoration, were perforned in another bilateral project 1999-
2001 “Restoration of woodl ands natural ness in Estonian protected areas”.

371. There has been carried through some projects, which include indirect valuation of
forest goods and services, |ike “Valuable |andscapes assessnent” as a part of spatial
pl anni ng procedure and “Man and forest”, evaluating societal perceptions of forest.
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Bi ol ogi cal diversity of dry and sub-hum d | ands

Deci sion V/23. Consideration of options for conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of biological diversity in dryland, Mediterranean
arid, sem-arid, grassland and savannah ecosystens

372. Has your country reviewed the progranme of work annexed to the decision and
identified how you will inplenment it?
a) no

b) under review

c) yes

373. I's your country supporting scientifically, technically and financially, at the
national and regional |evels, the activities identified in the progranmme of work?

a) no

b) to alimted extent

c) to a significant extent

374. I's your country fostering cooperation for the regional or subregional
i npl enent ati on of the programme anpbng countries sharing simlar biones?

a) no

b) to alimted extent

c) to a significant extent

Furt her comrents on inplenmentation of these Decisions and the
associ at ed progranme of work

Thi s aspect of biodiversity conservation is not relevant for Estonia, since Estonia is
| ocated in the boreal region.
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Deci sion V/20. Operations of the Convention

375. Does your country take into consideration gender bal ance, invol venent of
i ndi genous peopl e and nmenbers of |ocal comunities, and the range of rel evant
di sci plines and expertise, when nominating experts for inclusion in the roster?

a) no X
b) yes
376. Has you country actively participated in subregi onal and regional activities in
order to prepare for Convention neetings and enhance inpl enentati on of the Convention?
a) no
b) to alimted extent X

c) to a significant extent

377. Has your country undertaken a revi ew of national programes and needs rel ated
to the inplenmentation of the Convention and, if appropriate, informed the Executive
Secretary?

a) no

b) under way

c) yes X

Further comments on inplenentation of these decisions and the
associ at ed programe of work

376. Estonian del egation has participated in the regi onal CEE neetings on
CBD, such as in 1994 in Tallinn, 1998 in Almaty, 2001 in Riga.

MbE in cooperation with ninistries in Latvia and Lithuania and nany ot her

rel evant institutions have organised a Baltic regional conferences on the

i mpl enent ati on of environmental conventions since 1993. The fourth conference
was held in Cctober 2001 in Estonia. The progress of inplenentation of CBD
was a topic at a separate working group.

377. Such a review was done in conjunction with the drafting of the NBSAP in
1998- 1999.
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Pl ease use this box to identify what specific activities your country
has carried out as a DI RECT RESULT of becoming a Contracting Party to
the Convention, referring back to previous questions as appropriate:

The National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan was prepared in 1998-1999.
More than one hundred people were involved in the drafting process. NBSAP was
publ i shed both in Estonian and English. Mich attention was drawn to the

bi odi versity issues at that time. The requirements of CBD were first
introduced to a wi der audi ence at that tinme.

Several thematic reports have been conpiled, giving a conprehensive insight
into specific areas of CBD. The follow ng reports have been conpl et ed:

1. Forest Biodiversity (conpiled by M Kuilvik, 2001)
2. Traditional Know edge (conpiled by K Kalling, 2001)

3. Benefit Sharing (role of intellectual property rights in the inplenmentation
of access and benefit sharing arrangenents) (conpiled by K Truve, 2001)

4. Aien species (conmpiled by L. Eek, 2000)

Liability and redress (information on Estonian national, international and
regional nmeasures and agreenents on liability and redress applicable to
damage caused to biological diversity) (conpiled by K Kdrm 2001)

6. Information in regard of existing practices, rules and standards relevant to
Article 18 (handling, transport, packaging and identification) of the
Cartagena Protocol and information regarding capacity-building needs,
priorities and existing initiatives on capacity building for the
i npl ementation of the Cartagena Protocol (conplied by L. Eek, 2001)

Estoni an experts have participated in SBSTTA neetings and being involved in
preparation of thematic documents. Expertise of sone experts has also been
used outside Estonia on review of inplenentation of CBD in CEE/NI'S countries.

M Mart Kilvik has conducted a survey on the Status of the Devel opnent and
| mpl enentation of Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans in CEE/NS
Countries in 1996 and 2000. The report gives a conprehensive overview of the
needs for assistance in the inplenentation of CBD in these countries.
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Pl ease use this box to identify joint initiatives with other Parties,
referring back to previous questions as appropriate:

(QL3-15). Estonia has signed bilateral agreements in the field of environnental
protection with Denmark (1991), Poland, Sweden and Finland (1992), Germany (1993),
Austria (1994), Byelorussia (1995), Slovak Republic (1996). Trilateral Agreenent
between the Environmental Mnisters of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia was signed in
1995.

A Latvi an-Estoni an transboundary protected area call ed Sookuni nga was
established in 1999.

An Estoni an- Russi an |Intergovernmental Transboundary Water Conmission was established
in 1998 in accordance with the Estonian - Russian Bilateral Agreenent on Protection
and Use of Transboundary Waters. The process of preparation of the Lake Peipsi
Wat er shed Managenent Plan is proceeding under the direction of the Transboundary Water
Conmi ssi on. Lake Peipus is the fourth largest |ake in Europe, with a surface area of
3555 knf and it is the largest international |ake in Europe.
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Pl ease use this box to provide any further comrents on natters rel ated
to national inplementation of the Convention

The wordi ng of these questions is based on the Articles of the
Convention and the decisions of the Conference of the Parties. Please
provide information on any difficulties that you have encountered in

interpreting the wording of these questions




I nformatio
If your country has conpleted its
action plan (NBSAP), please gi
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n on NBSAP
nati onal biodiversity strategy and
ve the follow ng information:

Date of conpletion:

1999

I f the NBSAP has been adopted by the Gover nment NO

By which authority? -

On what date? -

If the NBSAP has been published pl ease give

Title: Nati onal Biodiversity Strategy and

Action Pl an

Name and address of publisher:

Eesti Loodusfoto

| SBN:

9985-830-35-0

Price (if applicable):

Distributed free of charge

O her informati on on ordering: Qut of print

If the NBSAP has not been publi shed

Pl ease give full details of how

copi es can be obtai ned:

If the NBSAP has been posted on a national website

Pl ease give full URL: http://ww. envir. ee

If the NBSAP has been | odged with an I npl enenti ng Agency of the GEF
Pl ease i ndi cate which agency: UNEP- GEF

Has a copy of the NBSAP been | odged

with the Convention Secretariat?

Yes X

No
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Pl ease provide simlar details if you have conpleted a Biodiversity
Country Study or another report or action plan relevant to the
obj ectives of this Convention

Bi odi versity Country Study was conpleted in 1996.

Pl ease provide details of any national body (e.g. national audit
office) that has or will review the inplenmentation of the Convention in
your country

The national body who is authorised to review the inplenmentation of the CBD
is the National Audit O fice,

Narva mt 1la

15013 Tal linn

Tel : 640 0700

Faks: 661 6012
info@iigikontroll.ee

Estonian
Biodiversity

Strategy and Action Plan

BTk Miak g of the Ereron et ® Grked Wb o Efsiaraanial Frinn CUsEy)
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Abbrevi ations used in this report

AP Action Plan

BEF Bal ti ¢ Envi ronmental Forum

CBD Convention on Biological Diversity

CBD CS CBD Country Study

CHM Cl eari ng House Mechani sm

Cl TES Convention on International Trade of
Endanger ed Speci es

CTC Pei psi Centre for Transboundary Cooperation

DANCEE Dani sh Cooperation for Environment in Eastern
Eur ope

ECEI Estonian Centre for Environmental |nvestments

EFDP Est oni an Forest Devel opnent Pl an

FCCC Framewor k Convention of Cinmate Change

GNP d obal Water Partnership

HELCOM PI TF Programe of Marine Lagoons and Wetl ands of

MW the Programme | npl enentation Task Force of the
Hel si nki Conmi ssi on

| CZM I nt egrat ed Coastal Zone Managenent

| MO International Maritinme O ganisation

Mo A M nistry of Agriculture

MoE M nistry of the Environnent of the Republic of
Estoni a

NBSAP Nati onal Biodiversity Strategy and Action Pl an

NEAP Nati onal Environnmental Action Pl an

NES Nati onal Environmental Strategy

NR

Nat ure reserve
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Peopl e consulted over the preparation of the report

Nanme Institution

Pille Ar del Pl ant Protection |Inspection

Kal ev Aun Estonian Centre for Environmental |nvestments

Ain Hei naru Tartu University, Dept of Biology and
Geogr aphy

Toonas Kokovki n Hi i umaa Centre of the West-Estonian Bi osphere
Reserve

Mat i Koppel J6geva Pl ant Breeding Institute

Katrin Kot kas Pl ant Bi ot echnol ogi cal Research Centre EVI KA

Ei ke Lepnets MoAgri, Environnmental Bureau

Ar ne Liiders MoEm Dept of Forest

Ri i na Mart ver k MbE, Dept of Forest

Kadr i MBI | er MbE, Dept of Nature Conservation

Tiit Paaver Institute of Animal Science, Estonian
Agricul tural University

Karin Pachel Envi ronmental | nformation Centre, Bureau of
State of the Environnent

Peet er Prass MoE, Dept of Fish Resources

Gul nar a Rol | Pei psi Centre for Transboundary Cooperation

Ule Vaht MbE, Dep of Strategies and Pl anni ng

Hanno Zi ngel MoE, Dept of Nature Conservation




Useful contacts

Focal point to CBD

M's Liina Eek

Estonian M nistry of the Environnent
Departnent of Nature Conservation
Toonpui est ee 26

Tallinn 15172

Tel : +372-6262877

Fax: +372-6262901

e-mail: | eek@km envir. ee

WWW. envi r. ee

M ni stry of Education
Munga 18

Tartu 50088

Tel . +372 7 350222
Fax. +372 7 350250
e-mail: hm@m ee

ww. hm ee

M nistry of Agriculture
Lai 39

Tal l'i nn 15056

Tel . +372 6256101

Fax. +372 6256200
e-mail: pmagri.ee

WWW. agri . ee

M nistry of Foreign Affairs
Islandi 1

Tal | i nn15049

Tel . +372 6317000

Fax. +372 6317099

e-mail: vm nfo@m ee
WWW. vim ee

Envi ronnental Information Centre
Must amde tee 33

Tallinn 10616

Tel : +372 6565442, 6564151

Fax: +372 6564071

e-mai |l : uudo.timm@c. envir. ee
WWW. envir.eelitk

114



Institute of Environnental Protection
Estoni an Agricultural University
Akadeem a 4

Tartu 51003

Tel . +372 7 427433

Fax. +372 7 427432

e-mail: mart @nvi nst. ee

wWw. eau. ee/ envi nst

Institute of Aninmal Science
Estoni an Agricultural University
Kreut zwal di 1

Tartu51014

Tel . +372 7 313402

Fax. +372 7 313429

e-mail: | ki @au. ee

Institute of Zool ogy and Bot any
Estoni an Agricultural University
Riia 181

Tartu 51014

Tel: +372 7 471988

Fax: +372 7 383013

e-mail: zbi @bi.ee

Est oni an Pl ant Bi ot echni cal Research Centre EVI KA

Estoni an Agricultural University
Teaduse 6a

Saku 75501

Tel . +372 6041484

Fax. +372 6041136

e-mail: evi ka@vi ka. kl . ee

Institute of Experinental Biology
Estoni an Agricultural University
Instituudi tee 11

Har ku 76902

Tel : +372 6560607

Fax: +372 6506091

e-mai |l : ebi @bi.ee

Forest Research Institute
Estoni an Agricultural University
Kreut zwal di 5

Tartu 51014

Tel . +372 7 313168

Fax: +372 7 313153

e-mai |l : ytanm@au. ee

Polli Institute of Horticulture
Estoni an Agricultural University
Pol l'i, Karksi 12
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Jarvekul a 69104 Vil jandi County
Tel . +372 43 31443

Fax: +372 43 31442

e-mail: toivo@ai.neti.ee

Agri biocentre of the Estonian Agricultural
R6O6nmu tee 10

Tartu 51013

Tel . +372 7 339717

Fax: +372 7 339717

e-mai |l : eabc@au. ee

Institute of Geography
Tartu University
Vanenui se 46

Tartu 51014

Tel . +372 7 375816
Fax. +372 7 375825
e-mail: toja@it.ee
WWW. geo. ut . ee

Institute of Zool ogy and Hydrobi ol ogy
Tartu University

Vanenui se 46

Tartu 51014

Tel . +372 7 375835

Fax. +372 7 375830

e-mail: zh@it. ee

www. ut . ee/ B&ZH

Institute of Botany and Ecol ogy
Tartu University

Lai 40

Tartu 51005

Tel ./ Fax +372 7 376222

e-mai | : webnast er @ww. bot any. ut . ee
www. bot any. ut . ee

Institute of Mdl ecular and Cell Biol ogy,
Tartu University

Riia 23

Tartu 51010

Tel . +372 7 375011

Fax. +372 7 420286

e-mai |l : nol bi ol @ut. ee

WMV tynTio. ut. ee

Uni versity
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Centre for Gene Technol ogy
Tallinn Technical University
Ehitajate ee 5

Tal linn 19086

Tel . +372 6398 339

Fax. +372 6398 382

e-mai | : annel y@bfi . ee

Institute of Ecol ogy

Tal I i nn Pedagogi cal University
Kevade 2

Tallinn 10137

Tel . +372 6622187

Fax +372 6622283

e-mail : eco@co. edu. ee
WWW. eco. edu. ee

Jogeva Plant Breeding Institute
Aami sepa 1

Jogeva 48309

Tel . +372 77 22443

Fax. +372 77 60126

e-mai |l : jogeva@ pbi . ee
www. j pbi . ee

Estonian Marine Institute
Tartu University

Viljandi Ave 18B

Tallinn 11216

Tel . +372 6281569

Fax. +372 6281563

e-mail: ester @ea. ee

WWV. Sea. ee

Pei psi Center for Transboundary Cooperation
Tartu O fice

Veski 69

50409 Tartu, Estonia

Tel . +372 7 421 001

Fax. +372 7 421 162

e-mail: tartu@tc. ee

WWw. ct C. ee




Tal I i nn Zool ogi cal Gardens
Pal di ski nmmt. 145

Tal linn 13522

Tel . +372 6943300

Fax. +372 6578990

e-mail: zoo@allinnlv.ee
www. tal | i nnzoo. ee

Tal l'i nn Bot ani cal Gar dens
Kl oostrinetsa tee 52
Tallinn 11913

Tel . +372 6062673

Fax. +372 6005529

e-mail: aed@ ba. ee
www. t ba. ee

Est oni an Museum of Natural History
Kopli 76 (collections)

Tallinn 10416

Tel . +372 6411739

Fax. +372 6411738

e-mail: el nk@nline. ee

hone. del fi . ee/ ~muuseum

Tartu University History Miseum
Lossi 25

Tartu 51003

Tel . +372 7 375675

Fax. +372 7 375679

e-mail: ken@ut. ee

www. ut . ee/ REAM
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