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Pl ease provide summary 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 material which was used as a
basis for the report

This report has been prepared on the basis of information conpilation nade by
Mart Kl vi k, nmenmber of the Roster of Experts on Forest Biological Dversity of
the CBD, and established on consultations with the menbers of the sectoral
(forestry) expert-group for preparation and inplenentation of the CBD NBSAP.




Decision IV/7 on Forest biological Diversity

1. What is the relative priority afforded to i npl enentati on of this decision by your
country?

a) High b) Medi um X c) Low

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

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Limting [Xx d) Severely linmting

3. Has your country assessed the status and trends of its forest biological diversity
and identified options for its conservati on and sustai nabl e use? (Decision |IV/7,
par agr aph 12)

a) no

b) assessnent underway (please give details bel ow)

c) assessnent conpleted (please give details bel ow X

d) not rel evant

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

4. Has your country requested assistance through the financial mechanismfor projects
that pronote the inplenentation of the focused work programe an forest biol ogical
di versity? (Decision |1V/7, paragraph 7)

a) no X

b) yes (please give details bel ow)

Progranme elenent 1. Holistic and inter-sectoral ecosystem approaches that
i ntegrate the conservation and sustai nabl e use of biological diversity, taking
account of social and cultural and econonic considerations

5. Has your country identified nethodol ogi es for enhancing the integration of forest
bi ol ogi cal diversity conservati on and sustai nabl e use into an holistic approach to
sust ai nabl e forest nanagenment at the national |evel? (Wrk Programe, paragraph 13)

a) no

b) yes — limted extent (please give details bel ow)

c) yes — significant extent (please give details bel ow) X
d) not applicable

6. Has your country devel oped nethodol ogi es to advance the integration of traditional
forest-rel ated know edge into sustainable forest managenent, in accordance with
Article 8(j)? (Wurk Programme, paragraph 14)

a) no X

b) yes — limted extent (please give details bel ow

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

d) not applicable




7. Has your country pronoted cooperation on the conservati on and sustai nabl e use of
forest biological resources at all levels in accordance with Articles 5 and 16 of the
Conventi on? (Work Progranme, paragraph 15)

a) no

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

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

d) not applicable

8. Has your country pronoted the sharing of rel evant technical and scientific
informati on on networks at all |levels of protected forest areas and networKki ng
nodalities in all types of forest ecosystems? (Work Programme, paragraph 17)

a) no

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

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

d) not applicable

Programe el enent 2: Conprehensive analysis of the ways in which human
activities, in particular forest-managenent practices, influence biol ogical
diversity and assessment of ways to mininize or mitigate negative influences

9. Has your country pronoted activities for an enhanced understandi ng of positive and
negati ve human influences on forest ecosystens by | and-use managers, policy nakers,
scientists and ot her rel evant stakeholders ) (Wrk Programme, paragraph 29)

a) mninmal activity

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

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

d) not rel evant

10. Has your country pronoted activities to assenbl e managenent experiences and
scientific, indigenous and local information at the national and |local |evels to
provide for the sharing of approaches and tools that |ead to i nproved forest practices
with regard to forest biological diversity? (Wrk Programe, paragraph 30)

a) mninmal activity

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

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

d) not rel evant

11. Has your country pronoted activities with the aimof providing options to mnimze
or mtigate negative and to pronpte positive human influences on forest biol ogical
di versity? (Wurk Programme, paragraph 31)

a) mniml activity

b) yes — limted extent (please give details bel ow)

c) yes — significant extent (please give details bel ow) X

d) not relevant




12. Has your country pronoted activities to nminimze the inpact of harnful alien
speci es on forest biological diversity? (Wrk Programe, paragraph 32)

a) mniml activity X

b) yes — limted extent (please give details bel ow)

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

d) not relevant

13. Has your country identified neans and nmechani sns to inprove the identification and
prioritisation of research activities related to influences of human activities, in
particul ar forest nmanagenent practices, on forest biological diversity? (Wrk
Programme, paragraph 33)

a) miniml activity

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

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

d) not rel evant

14. Does your country hold research results and syntheses of reports of rel evant
scientific and traditional know edge on key forest biological diversity issues and, if
so, have these been dissem nated as wi dely as possible? (Wrk Programe, paragraph 34)

a) not rel evant

b) sone relevant material, but not w dely di ssem nated

c) significant material that could be nore w dely di ssem nated X
(pl ease give details bel ow)

d) yes - already wi dely dissem nated (pl ease give details bel ow)

15. Has your country prepared case-studi es on assessing inpacts of fires and alien
speci es on forest biological diversity and their influences on the nmanagenent of
forest ecosystens and savannahs? (Wbrk Progranmme, paragraph 35)

a) no — please indicate bel ow whether this is due to a | ack of X
avai l abl e case-studies or for other reasons

b) yes — please give bel ow any views you may have on the
useful ness of the preparation of case-studies for devel oping a
better biological understandi ng of the probl em and/or better
managenent responses.




Progranmme el enent 3: Met hodol ogi es necessary to advance the el aboration and
i mpl ementation of criteria and indicators for forest biological diversity

16. Has your country assessed experiences gained in national and regi onal processes,
i dentifying conmon el ements and gaps in existing initiatives and inproving indicators
for forest biological diversity? (Wrk Progranme, paragraph 43)

a) mninmal activity

b) yes — limted assessnent nade (pl ease give details bel ow) X

c) yes — significant assessnent nmade (pl ease give details bel ow)

d) not rel evant

17. Has your country carried out taxonomi c studies and inventories at the nati onal
| evel which provide for a basic assessnent of forest biological diversity? (Wrk
Programme, paragraph 43)

a) miniml activity X

b) yes — limted assessnent made (pl ease give details bel ow)

c) yes — significant assessnent made (pl ease give details bel ow)

d) not relevant

3.cC.

By the late nineties thematic sections on protection and sustainable use of
bi odi versity in policy and devel opment docunentation of several sectors have
appeared. Forestry has been one of the npbst active sectors anpbng others.
Bi odi versity has becone the key word in the Estonian Forest Policy (State
Herald | 1997, 47, 768). Estonian Forestry Devel opnent Programme has prepared
a reference paper for biodiversity policies in managed forests (Kulvik, M
(Editor). 1998. Biodiversity managenent strategy for commercial forests in
Estoni a. Estonian Forestry Devel opnent Programme. Tartu. 173 p.) Preparations
of the Estonian Forestry Developrment Plan, inclusively elaborated in
bi odi versity aspects have been started in 1999 and are to be adopted by the
Parlianment by 2001. This is a national policy instrunent where forestry
devel opnent tasks are formulated and based on which these will be realised
during 10-year periods. However, a conprehensive country-w de assessnent of
the status and trends of its forest biological diversity are sofar mssing in
Est oni a.

5.c.

Estonia has attented to identify nethodol ogies for enhancing the integration
of forest biological diversity conservation and sustainable use into an
holistic approach to sustainable forest managenment at the national level. In
cooperation with Finland the Estonian Forestry Developnent Progranme has
| aunhced. The raised a nunber of projects in the Wrk Programe, paragraph
13, like Estonian Forest Conservation Network (code nane ECl), Biodiversity
Managenent Strategy for conmercial Forests in Estonia (EC2), Sustainable
forestry criteria and indicators in Estonia (EC3) and Strategy for
Sust ai nabl e Managenent of Estonian forested wetl ands.

7.b.

Estoni a has pronoted sonme cooperation on the conservation and sustai nabl e use
of forest biological resources at national |evel including NGO s, academc
and private sector during the preparation of the Estonian Forest Policy as
well as Estonian Forestry Devel opment Programe. Bilateral cooperation with




the Nordic Countries, especially with Finland and Denmark, inter alia in the
sphere of biodiversity conservation and sustai nable use, have been neani ngful
for incorporating “new thinking” in Estonian forestry policies and practicies
in 90i es.

8. b.

Estonia has pronmoted the sharing of relevant technical and scientific
i nformati on on networks of protected forest areas through the Estonian Forest
Conservation Area Network. Project. During the period 1999-2001 the network
project has assessed the nature and value of already existing forest
conservation areas and identify new forest areas, which should be put under
strict protection. The goal has been to include all the different forest
types in Estonia in the network. The project is a followup on the Estonian
Forest Policy, which says that at least 4% of the total forest area
correspondi ng to 80-90. 000 hectares of forest should be strictly protected.

9. b.

Several processes and activities in Estonia have pronoted in sonme extent an
enhanced understanding of positive and negative human influences on forest

ecosystens, like the new forest policy process or the Estonian Forestry
Devel opment Progranme activites. Sone analysis in forest sector has been nmade
by the National Biodiversty Country Study and as well in the National

Bi odi versity Strategy.

10. b.
Current policies have pronmoted several activities to assenble sustainable
forest managenent experiences, nostly scientific, less departing from

i ndi genous or local information. The nature-friendly | ogging tinng, woodl and
key habitats approach, |eaving behind deadwood or abundant woody debris can
be listed as tools anong i nproved forest practices.

11.c.

As a neaningful pronpotion activities with the aim of providing options to
mninmze or nitigate negative and to pronpote positive hunman influences on
forest biological diversity the Estonian Forest Policy process in general as
well the forestry segnent of the national biodiversity process can be |isted.

13. b.

Estonia has identified neans and nechanisns to inprove the identification and
prioritisation of research activities related to influences of hunman
activities on forest biological diversity in the National Biodiversity
Strategy and Action Plan, Chapter 4.6 and Cbjective 5.

14. c.

The research results and syntheses of reports of scientific and traditional
knowl edge on key forest biological diversity issues have been disseni nated
relatively widely but not as nuch as needed. As an exanple the findings of
the Estonian Forest Conservation Area Network project have been distributed
fairly well both anpbng professionals (manuals) and w der public (leaflets,
posters) or the publication on Estonian Wodland Key Habitats have
distributed to each and every private owner in the country. At the same tine
results of the several projects have been forgotten to comunicate anong
st akehol ders and publi c.




15. a.

In Estonia have assessed inpacts of fires on forest biological diversity only
as one of the conmponent of general forest ecosystem and within traditional
forest research agenda.

16. b.

There are several national (Estonian National Monitoring Programme with its
subprogrammes) and sone regional (Baltic State of Environnent |[ndicators,
Hel sinki process indicators) processes, which include forest biological
diversity related indicators. However, identifying conmon elenents and gaps
in existing initiatives and inproving indicators for forest biological
diversity has not yet established as clear task sofar at the national |evel.




