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» CALL 2007

Component 1 — Nature and Bioaiversity

Projects must have at least 25% of their budget earmarked for
concrete actions.

LIFE+ Biodiversity proposals involving few or no concrete
conservation actions will thus generally be considered
ineligible.

There are however two exceptions to this rule:

Life+ Biodiversity projects for the development and
testing of new biodiversity monitoring indicators
do not need to include any concrete conservation

actions.
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The core of such a project must focus on the development and
testing of new biodiversity indicators. Proposals that, for

example, involve much data collection or research, of which
only a part is related to the development and testing of new
indicators, will not benefit from this exception. Any such
project should also provide clear operational guidelines on
how these indicators should be applied.

Routine monitoring actions or
harmonisation/standardization of established
monitoring technigues/indicators will not benefit

from this exception.
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Some proposals that sought to be exempted from the
257% concrete conservation actions regquirement by
presenting themselves as developing new
biodiversity indicators were rejected because
much of the effort concerned data collection /

research unrelated tfo the testing and development
of new indicators.



Component 2 — Environment Policy and Governance

(c) to support the design and implementation of approaches to
monitoring and assessment of the state of the environment
and the factors, pressures and responses that impact on it.
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Component 1 (ourhveur/) SEEMS
ansolutelv not appropriate for our project
(the Commission strongly prefers the traditional
LIFE Nature projects)

Component 2 (environmental policy) is the
right one, as forest biodiversity is explicitly
mentioned

If the Commission doesn’t want to finance
a project, it Is very easy to list a lot of
critics (not listed for other projects to be

financed) m
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implementatio of monitoring, with the
specific aim to collect baseline information
(FACTS)

Emphasize contribution to provide
Information on conservation status of
forest habitats (EC Habitat Directive)

Make specific reference and connect
actions to LIFE+ FutMon and FP7
EBONE projects (connections)
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& LTER sites)
e Adding landscape scale to biodiversity
survey, on the basis of core “expanded”

Lev. Il plots (biodiversity cannot be only
assessed at plot level!)

e Provide data and information on status

and trend of forest biodiversity across EU
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Clarify cause-effect relationship
between pressure factors and biodiversity
parameters (SEBI2010 indicators)

Establish a system to detect and
evaluate changes in biodiversity in
forests in Europe, according to
harmonised methods at all scale levels
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Monitoring activities supperted by the EU Life+
Regulation, which entered into force in 2007, are
also expected to address forest biodiversity. This
monitoring will provide future data for a Forest
Status Indicator (FSI)' based on sub-indicators
identified and implemented at pan-European

and national level, such as tree condition, forest
structure, deadwood, plant species composition and
naturalness. When fully implemented the FSI will
relate the state and trends in each sub-indicator to
defined targets (Figure 5.7) (Petriccione et al., 2007).
The planned forest monitoring may also support
wider assessments of conservation status of habitats
and species listed in the Annexes of the EU Habitats
Directive (Sections 3.7 and 5.2).

Figure 5.7 An example of presenting the
Forest Status Indicator: beech
forest in Italy

Italy — Fagus sylvatica
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Source: Petriccione, 2007.

Monitoring Scheme offers a pan-European indicator
on commen bird populations, for which work is

in progress to include forest birds (Section 3.7).
Several activities are on-going to bring European
bird and forest monitoring communities together
to investigate how to best combine assessment
methods as well as existing data. Finland, France
and Portugal have active cooperation between the
national forest inventories and monitoring of forest
bird populations, which allows correlation between
forestry and bird population trends (ETC BD, 2005).

In spite of all these efforts there is still, in

relation to the needs for managing the forests, an
unsatisfactory knowledge of forest ecosystems

and forest biodiversity throughout Europe. In
particular the European-level information on
biodiversity composition — both species and gene
pools — needs to be strengthened (Sections 3.7

and 3.8). To capture the variation in European
forests, data to serve assessment of forest ecosystem
conditions and forest biological diversity should be
collected according to the European Forest Types
(Section 3.3). This information should help to set
solid targets and elaborate sustainable management
schemes of the forest ecosystems. More extensive
and spatially-related knowledge on biodiversity
may also help to prioritise actions (Table 2.2). This
would also help in developing new approaches
such as idenfifying high nature value forests’.

The experiences and organisational structures of
existing programmes that monitor forests should be
maintained, and where appropriate, encouraged to
include wider aspects related to biological diversity.
Finally it is also necessary to carry out the ecological
research needed to understand what 1s happening,.




Table 2.1 A preliminary assessment of European forest biodiversity with respect to the 2010
biodiversity target and headline biodiversity indicators

EU 2010 headline biodiversity Preliminary Comment

and distribution of selected mammal predators are expanding in range but the most

species threatened cat species (the Iberian lynx) is found in Europe
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threatened and/or protected

3. Trends in extent of selected . on 3.2). The
biomes, ecosystems and @ FO reSt Statu S In d | Cator ng but is
habitats e iem e — o eimii—e .

4. Trends in genetic diversity @ There are considerable differences between countries in the
of domesticated animals, efforts to conserve forest tree genetic diversity and concerns
cultivated plants, and fish remain about maintaining genetic vanation. However, the
species of major socio- European Forest Genetic Resources Programme (EUFORGEN)
economic importance has been established to promote a European forest genetic

conservation strategy (Sections 3.8 and 5.4).
5. Coverage of protected areas . Forest areas are increasingly being protected (Section 5.2).
6. Nitrogen deposition MNitrogen deposition of long-range air pollution is increasing in
. large areas of Europe. There is growing evidence of negative

effects on biodiversity (Section 4.6).

7. Trends in invasive alien . Although few alien tree species used in forest plantations
species are considerad invasive, there are many other alien species
threatening European forest biodiversity (Section 4.5).
8. Impact of chmate change on 7 Adapting to climate change 1s a major future challenge
biodiversity (Section 4.7).

9. Marine Trophic Index Mot considered in this report.




10. Connectivity/fragmentation of The overall forest area is stable or slightly increasing. However,
ecosystems landscape structure {(measured by satellite) shows that forest
pattern i1s dynamic. Changes are occurring in development
stages 'within-forest' and the effects of this remain to be
assessed (Section 3.4).
11. Water quality in aquatic Mot considered in this report.

ecosystems

Area of forest, agricultural,
fishery and aquaculture

ecosystems under sustainable
management

In European forests, felling is significantly lower than the
increment, Deadwood, 2n important aspect of forest quahty,
Is low but increasing (Sections 3.6 and 4.2). The MCFPE has

13. Ecological footprint of Mot considered in this report (but see reference to FLEGT In
European countries Section 5.3).
14. Percentage of European Mot considered in this report.
patent applications for
inventions based on genetic
resources
15. Funding to biodiversity Funding to protect and manage forest biodiversity, as well
. as to monitor forests, is being increasingly made available
through the EU Life programme(Sections 3.7, 5.2 and 5.4). EU
research funding related to forest biodiversity is also increasing
(Section 5.4).
16. Public awareness and 7 Maintaining and enhancing public awareness of forests, their
participation bicdiversity and cultural values i1s identified as a major future

challenge (Section 2.2).

Notes: Kay: . Positive trend; @ Stable or no clear trend; . Negative trend; ? No information.

This assessment followsd the structural framework of the headline biodiversity indicators identified in Eurocpe in line with
the CBD.

Source: Indicator framework from CBD, 2006z, EEA, 2007c.
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FIRENZE WORKSHOP MINUTES AND

PRESENTATIONS:
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D tot. withr avarianie
plodiversity data: 2-300.000 sites, scattered
\/eal — MmMetnoad narmor ’ DI

e Lev. |: 3.000 plots (BioSoil, year 2006-7:
4.000) — repetition in 2010 (trend analysis)

o Lev. ll: 150-200 (ForestBIOTA, year 2004-
5: 120 plots; FutMon D2, years 2009-2010:
210 plots) — repetition in 2010, except for
GV (trend analysis), cause-effect analysis
with FutMon data

e IM & LTER: 30-50 sites (tot. with
available biodiversity data: 40-140 sites,

scattered years) — method harmonisatiorm

a2
O
L.
O
O
Ll
4
O
O




proposal under componen
by the 20th of October

Project revision (contents + format) -
CB + ABs: by the 31st of October

New official signed forms from the ABs:
by the 10th of November

Project official submission:
by the 21st of November
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“Climate change and forest
biodiversity: a challenge and a
possible opportunity for forest

sustainable management"”
organised by the ltalian Forest Service - CONECOFOR

Rome (FAO), the 23rd of October
14:30-16:00
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