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

This report is based on information provided by the Mnistries of
Agriculture (General Secretariat of forests and natural environnent)
and of Environnent, Physical Planning and Public Wrks (General
Directorate for Environnent) in April- May 2001

The forest policies in Geece are mainly formul ated by the Mnistry of
Agriculture, which works closely with the Institute for Forest
Research and its rel evant Local Research Stations and the University
School for Forestry and the Natural Environment in Thessal oniki. Pil ot
work, relevant to this context has been al so undertaken by the

M ni stry of Environnent — Physical Planning and Public Wrks in terms
of habitat classification and mappi ng, protected species initiatives
and the network of protected areas.

Work has been undertaken also by NGO s, nanely the Hellenic
Orni thol ogi cal Soci ety and WAF- Greece, working on forest bird
diversity and by the Greek Biotope- Wtland Center (terrestrial
habitat classification and nonitoring projects).

The report of Greece nust be considered in the context of the
country’s full menbership in the European Union. Mich of the work
carried out related to forest biodiversity is the inplenmentation of EC
Common Agriculture Policy and funding has been available fromthe

i npl emrentation of relevant EC Regul ations

The recently el aborated docunents of the European Conmission’s

Bi odi versity Action Plans are subject to discussion which will have an
overall influence in the National Biodiversity Strategy (under

el aborati on).

I ssues related to the rel evant decisions of the CBD are di scussed
t hrough the participation of Greece in the European Environnental
Agency and in OECD, and even nore related is the work in the Counci
of Europe and the Mnisterial Conferences in Strasbourg —1990,

Hel si nki - 1993, Li sbon- 1998.

The text of Decision |V/7 has been discussed in the Steering
Commttee of Greek Biodiversity Project in the period 1998-99, and its
main points are included in the draft of the National Biodiversity
strategy (Chapter on forests), prepared by the Co-ordinating Unit for
the I nplenentation of the CBD in Greece (University of Athens,

Zool ogi cal Museun). Di scussion anongst the nenber states of the EU on
t he European Community Biodiversity Strategy has been al so been a way
of approaching the Decision |V/7.

The main reference material for this report is the follow ng:

1. CRITERI A AND | NDI CATORS FOR THE SUSTAI NABLE FOREST MANAGEMENT | N
GREECE, 2000, Mnistry of Agriculture, General Secretariat of
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Forests and Natural Environnent.

Contents: Quantitative and descriptive indicators on 6 criteria
Criterion 1 Miintenance and appropriate enhancenment of forest
resources and their contribution to gl obal carbon cycles

Criterion 2 Miintenance of forest ecosystemhealth and vitality

Criterion 3 Mintenance and encouragenent of productive functions of
forests (wood and non-wood)

Criterion 4 Mintenance, conservation and appropriate enhancenent of
bi ol ogi cal diversity

Criterion 5 Maintenance and appropriate enhancenent of protective
functions in forest managenent( Notably soil and water)

Criterion 6. Mai ntenance of other socio-econom ¢ functions and
condi ti ons

2. GREEK NATI ONAL ACTI ON PLAN FOR COVBATI NG DESERTI FI CATI ON, 2001
National Committee for Conbating Desertification

Cont ai ns eval uations on current problens and neasures directed to
forests (Chapter 6),including General Objectives, Prevention of
illegal |and use conversion, Control of forest fires, Protection
agai nst i nappropriate grazing, Managenent and exploitation of forests,
i npl ement ati on proposals, research objectives.

3. | MPLEMENTATI ON OF EU REGULATI ONS RELATED TO FORESTS 1997-2000 I N
GREECE, information provided by the web page of the G eek Mnistry of
Agriculture, on the follow ng regul ations:

R 1257/ 1999 reforestation of agricultural |ands- R 2080/92 Aid-schene
for forestry neasures in agriculture.

R 2158/ 92- protection of forests against firs.

R 3528/ 86, R 1091/94, R 690/95, R 1390/97 protection of forests
agai nst at nospheric pollution.

R 1615/ 89 European Forestry Information and Conmuni cati on System

R 1467/94 on genetic resources in agriculture (collection and ex-
situ conservation of wild forest species inportant to agriculture).

4. OPERATI ONAL PROGRAMMVE FCR THE ENVI RONMENT 1996- 2000, M nistry of
Envi ronment, Physical Planning and Public Wrks (SECOND COMMUNI TY
SUPPORT FRAMEWORK) Measure 3. NATURAL ENVI RONMVENT, includes actions
for endangered species, for habitat type assessnent and description,
for the establishnment of 11 new protected areas of internationa
i nportance, for the managenment of sites of inportance for nature
conservation and for |andscape assessnents.

5. OPERATI ONAL PROGRAMVE FOR THE COUNTRYSI DE 2000- 2006, M nistry of
Agriculture

The 6'" Priority Line “Devel opnent and Protection of Natural Resources
and the Environnment” includes Measure 6.3 for Managenent Plans for the
sust ai nabl e devel opnment of forests and ecologically sensitive areas
and Devel oprment of Genetic material Bank.




6. NATI ONAL MASTER PLAN FOR THE NATURAL ENVI RONMVENT (2001-2006),
M nistry O Environnent- Physical Planning and Public Wrks

It includes Action Plan 1 : Establishment of a system of protected
areas, including the NATURA 2000 sites and sites with habitats of
prot ect ed/ endangered species; Action Plan 2:Horizontal actions for

t he conservation of protected species outside protected areas; Action
Plan 3: Thematic actions for the conservation of biodiversity and

| andscape outside protected areas (forests, nmarine and coast al

envi ronnent, agricultural |and)




Decision IV/7 on Forest biological Dversity

1. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this
deci si on 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
obl i gati ons and reconmendati ons nmade?

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

Nz

3. Has your country assessed the status and trends of its forest
bi ol ogi cal diversity and identified options for its conservati on and
sust ai nabl e use? (Decision |IV/7, paragraph 12)

a) no

b) assessnent underway (pl ease give details bel ow)

c) assessnment conpl eted (pl ease give details bel ow) X

d) not rel evant

If a devel opi ng country Party or a Party with econony in transition -

4. Has your country requested assi stance through the financi al
nmechani sm for projects that pronote the inplenentation of the focused
wor k programre an forest biological diversity? (Decision |IV/7,

par agr aph 7)

a) no

b) yes (please give details bel ow)

Programme element 1: Holistic and inter-sectoral ecosystem approaches
that integrate the conservation and sustai nabl e use of bi ol ogical

di versity, taking account of social and cultural and economic

consi derati ons

5. Has your country identified nethodol ogi es for enhancing the
integration of forest biological diversity conservation and
sust ai nabl e use into an holistic approach to sustainabl e forest
managenent at the national |evel? (Wrk Programre, paragraph 13)

a) no

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

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

d) not applicable

6. Has your country devel oped net hodol ogi es to advance the integration
of traditional forest - related know edge i nto sustainabl e forest
managenent, in accordance with Article 8(j)? (Wrk Programe,

par agr aph 14)




a) no

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

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

d) not applicable

7. Has your country pronoted cooperation on the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of forest biological resources at all levels in
accordance with Articles 5 and 16 of the Convention? (Wrk Programe,
par agr aph 15)

a) no

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

d) not applicable

8. Has your country pronmoted the sharing of rel evant technical and
scientific information on networks at all |evels of protected forest
areas and networking nodalities in all types of forest ecosystens?
(Work Programre, 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

Programre el ement 2: Conprehensive analysis of the ways in which human
activities, in particular forest-nanagenent practices, influence

bi ol ogi cal diversity and assessnent of ways to nminimze or nitigate
negati ve influences

9. Has your country pronmoted activities for an enhanced under st andi ng
of positive and negative human influences on forest ecosystens by

| and- use managers, policy nakers, scientists and other rel evant

st akehol ders ) (Work Programme, paragraph 29)

a) mnimal activity

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

d) not rel evant

10. Has your country pronbted activities to assenbl e managenent
experiences and scientific, indigenous and | ocal information at the
national and |ocal levels to provide for the sharing of approaches and
tools that lead to inproved forest practices with regard to forest

bi ol ogi cal diversity? (Wrk Programe, paragraph 30)

a) minimal 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 pronbted activities with the ai mof providing
options to nmnimze or mtigate negative and to pronpte positive human
i nfl uences on forest biological diversity? (Wrk Programe, paragraph
31)

a) minimal activity

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

d) not rel evant

12. Has your country pronbted activities to ninimze the inpact of
harnful alien species on forest biological diversity? (Wrk Progranmme,
par agr aph 32)

a) minimal activity

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

c) yes — significant extent (please give details

bel ow)

d) not rel evant X

13. Has your country identified neans and nechani sns to i nprove the
identification and prioritisation of research activities related to

i nfl uences of human activities, in particular forest nanagenent
practices, on forest biological diversity? (Wrk Programe, paragraph
33)

a) minimal 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 relevant scientific and traditional know edge on key forest

bi ol ogi cal diversity issues and, if so, have these been di ssem nated
as widely as possible? (Wrk Progranme, paragraph 34)

a) not rel evant

b) sone relevant material, but not w dely disseninated X

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

d) yes - already wi dely disseninated (pl ease give
detai |l s bel ow)




15. Has your country prepared case-studi es on assessing i npacts of
fires and alien species on forest biological diversity and their

i nfl uences on the nanagenent of forest ecosystens and savannahs? (Wrk
Pr ogr amre, paragraph 35)

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

b) yes — pl ease give bel ow any views you nay have on
t he useful ness of the preparati on of case-studies for
devel opi ng a better biological understandi ng of the
probl em and/ or better managenent responses.

Programre el enent 3: Methodol ogi es necessary to advance the
el aboration and inplenmentation of criteria and indicators for forest
bi ol ogi cal diversity

16. Has your country assessed experiences gai ned in national and
regi onal processes, identifying commpn el enents and gaps in existing
initiatives and i nproving indicators for forest biological diversity?
(Work Programre, paragraph 43)

a) minimal activity

b) yes — linted assessnent nade (pl ease give details
bel ow)
c) yes — significant assessnent nade (pl ease give X

detail s bel ow)

d) not rel evant

17. Has your country carried out taxononic studies and inventories at
the national |evel which provide for a basic assessnent of forest
bi ol ogi cal diversity? (Wrk Progranme, paragraph 43)

a) minimal activity

b) yes — linted assessnent nade (pl ease give details
bel ow)
c) yes — significant assessnent nade (pl ease give X

detail s bel ow)

d) not rel evant

If you have ticked any of the boxes in questions 5 to 17 above which
invite you to provide further details, please do so here.

(I'nformation can include descriptions of nethodol ogi es and of
activities undertaken, reasons for success or failure, outcones and
| essons | ear ned)




On 5. The principles of sustainability, of nmultiple functions and uses
of the forest resources, of econony and social benefit are the
baseline for forest managenent in G eece, where commercial plantations
rarely exist. However, as stated in the Qperational Progranme for the
Countryside, inprovenents will have to be made to the guidelines for
the el aboration of forest nmanagenent plans, new guidelines will be

el aborated to accommbdat e speci es ecol ogi cal demands in sites of
specific biodiversity value and funding will be nade available for the
managenent of forest ecosystens of both commercial and non commerci al
val ue.

On 6. Wirk on net hodol ogy has been limted but projects concerning
Nat i onal Forest Parks and other forest protected areas have
contributed significantly to this aim

On 8. Co-operation has inproved to a significant extend in the
national context, in the sense of identifying conmon policies of
different sectors affecting forest ecosystens between the Mnistries
of Agriculture, Environnent, Physical Planning and Public works,
Public Order and National Econony. At the local |evel of

i npl enentation, there is involvenment of Forest —Co-operatives, Local
Forestry Units and Forest Directorates as well as the Fire Brigade.
Co-operation within the European context has been continuous (EU
policies and Mnisterial Conferences of Helsinki and Lisbon) as well
as work in the CECD and FAO The transfer of technol ogy has had a
limted application, with the exception of European Union projects.

On 9, Lows governing the protection and nmanagenent of forest ecosystens
in Geece provide a strong franmework for the prevention of negative

i npacts of hunan activities. Existing pressures have been identified
in the report on CRITERI A AND | NDI CATORS OF SUSTAI NABLE FOREST
MANGEMENT. Environnental inpact assessnent on projects likely to

af fect forests have been obligatory since the 1980’s.

On 10. Activities aimng at at assenbling nmanagenent experiences were
carried out by individual researchers, Instirutions and NGOs. This
type of work concerns protected forest areas, areas of reforestation
of agricultural l[and, and nmanagenent of productive natural forests.

I nfornmati on published has lead to the recognition of a need for

i nproving tools and has been incorporated in the Operational Prograns
for Rural devel opnent (2001-2001). However , no official network was
operated which could justify another answer.

On 11. Activities aimng at providing options to mininmse or nitigate
negative and to pronote positive human influence on forest biologica
diversity have been identified in the docunentation of several sites
of the protected areas network. A conprehensive system of

Envi ronnent al i npact assessnent contributes substantially to the
prevention or mtigation of negative effects of projects also in
forest ecosystens. The el aboration of the National Forest Cadastre
which is under way is also a signhificant tool to this end.

On 13. Wthin the existing neans and nechanisns, priorities on

research have been identified in the field of fire and di sease

prevention, on habitat classification, on protected species

di stribution and popul ation, the identification of biodiversity
i ndexes.

On 15. There are several results of individual research work on fires,
but they have not been el aborated to be presented as case- studies
under this point. Work on alien species has been mninmal as this




problemis not relevant to an inportant extend in G eece.

Onl16. This type of work is included in the report in CRITERI A AND
| NDI CATORS FOR THE SUSTAI NABLE FOREST MANAGEMENT | N GREECE

On 17. Wrk on habitat classification and mappi ng has been al npst
conpl eted, relevant data bases on species exist and are regularly
updated. More work is anticipated in the field of indicators and
speci es distribution and abundance.
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