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Welcome words

By Osman Tikansak - Formas
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Welcome to the Biodiversa+ Seminar on the EU Biodiversity Strategy
for 2030
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Objectives of the seminar

By Osman Tikansak - Formas
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Biodiversa+ aligns with the policy context

EU Biodiversity Strategy 2030:

“… making the bridge between 
science, policy & practice...”
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Strategic Research & Innovation Agenda
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Biodiversa+ portfolio of activities & budget amplitude
Budget of >800 Mio € over 7 yrs, 

combining in-cash and in-kind 
resources from its Partners and 

including 165 Mio € by the 
European Commission
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Main objectives

1. To improve the information exchange between science, policy and other stakeholders, both upstream
and downstream.

2. To improve the collaboration between: 
1. levels: national/local and European-level policy makers dealing with biodiversity and related sectors 

impacting biodiversity 
2. areas: environmental agencies, R&I policy makers and R&I programme funders. 

3. To reinforce the (scientific) knowledge base on important policy issues: 
1. propose policy options 
2. guide policy development and implementation
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Main activities

Upstream: Horizon scanning and foresight activities (dialogues and desk studies).
• Establishing platforms and framework for exchange with policy makers (environment,

R&D, other areas) as well as biodiversity managers and stakeholders a different levels
• Conducting literature studies, identifying knowledge gaps and research priorities

Midstream: Science-policy interfacing, promoting cooperation between researchers, policy makers
and practitioners

• European level (JRC/KCBD, Science service, EEA)
• National level (National hubs, other bodies)
• Setting up communities of practice and knowledge hubs

Downstream: Science-based guidance of policy and management
• Policy products
• Success stories (with WP6)

A forum on biodiversity 
protection is being set-
up, trainings to reach to 
EU targets of the related 
EU Biodiversity Strategy 
for 2030 will be 
developed
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Objectives of our seminar
ü Learn more about the targets of the EU Biodiversity Strategy for 2030 in relation to ecological 

criteria, ecological connectivity and management effectiveness 

ü Discuss on the needs for trainings to reach these targets

3 entry points for the workshop pre-identified:
ü Ecological criteria: focus on areas that are of particular importance for biodiversity and ecosystem 

services (such as Important Bird Areas (IBAs); Key Biodiversity Areas (KBAs); Ecologically or 
Biologically Significant Marine Areas (EBSAs). These criteria include ‘threatened biodiversity’, 
‘geographically restricted biodiversity’, ‘ecological integrity’, ‘biological processes’, and ‘irreplaceability’;

ü Management effectiveness: focus on areas that have clearly identified conservation objectives and 
measures, that are effectively and equitably managed, and with necessary monitoring and review 
mechanisms in place (Rapid Assessment and Prioritisation of Protected Area Management Tool, 
RAPPAM; Management Effectiveness Tracking Tool, METT; IUCN Green List of Protected Areas);

ü Ecological connectivity:  focus on interconnected systems of protected and conserved areas, 
necessary for the functionality of ecosystems, allowing species to move and therefore ensuring genetic 
diversity and adaptation to climate change across all biomes and spatial scales (guidelines for 
conserving connectivity through ecological networks and corridors).
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European guidance document on protected
areas

By Frank Vassen – European Commission - DG Environment



EU Biodiversity Strategy for 2030
Commission guidance on the Strategy targets 
for protected areas

Biodiversa+ seminar on the implementation of the EU biodiversity strategy for 2030, 3 June 2022

Frank VASSEN, European Commission, DG ENV.D3, Nature Conservation Unit



• Strategy adopted by the European Commission on 20th May 2020
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1590574123338&uri=CELEX:52020DC0380

• Overall goal: to put biodiversity on the path to recovery by 
2030, by protecting and restoring nature and ecosystems in the EU

• Headline targets:
1. Establish a larger coherent EU-wide network of protected areas
2. Develop a EU Nature Restoration Plan

• the Strategy was endorsed by Member States through Council 
Conclusions in October 2020, and by the European Parliament in 
an own-initiative report adopted in June 2021

EU Biodiversity Strategy for 2030

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1590574123338&uri=CELEX:52020DC0380


A larger and coherent EU-wide network of protected areas:

o Legal protection for at least

o By 2030, all protected areas should:

Ø have clearly defined conservation objectives and measures 

Ø be effectively managed

Ø be appropriately monitored

Protected area targets in the Biodiversity Strategy:

Strict protection for at least 10 % of EU land/freshwater area
10 % of EU sea area

30 % of EU land/freshwater area
30 % of EU sea area



o The target for 30% of legally protected areas shall include:
§ Natura 2000 sites (no change of legal obligations)
§ Existing protected areas under national schemes
§ new protected areas still to be designated

o The network shall ensure coherence & integrate ecological corridors
§ Ensure connectivity & prevent genetic isolation, allow species migration, 

maintain an enhance healthy ecosystems

o OECMs & urban green areas should be considered 
o Restored areas should also be included

Commission Guidance note (28 January 2022)



o The targets relate to the whole European Union !

o The Guidance note proposes that the 30% / 10% targets should be 
achieved in each EU biogeographical region and sea basin. 

o This also covers marine and terrestrial ecosystems in the EU’s Outermost 
Regions.

è “All Member States are expected to contribute towards reaching the targets, to an extent 
proportionate to the natural values they host and the potential they have for restoration.”

o For Overseas Countries and Territories, the strategy encourages relevant 
Member States to consider promoting rules which are equal or equivalent 
to the EU environmental rules.

Geographical scope & burden sharing



• strictly protected areas need to be legally protected (as such)

• they should include
§ all old-growth and primary forests
§ other carbon-rich ecosystems, such as peatlands and grasslands
§ other ecosystems that require strict protection

• natural processes are left essentially undisturbed à not necessarily 
incompatible with some human activities

• both non-intervention areas and areas where active management is 
required to achieve the conservation outcome

• functionally meaningful areas à sufficient size on their own or 
together with buffer zones

Strict protection



Protection (30% target) Strict protection (10% target)

Difference protection vs. strict protection?

Management activities limited to those 
necessary for the restoration/conservation 
of habitats and species for which the site is 
designated.

Management may reflect a 
compromise with objectives other than 
biodiversity-related ones

Conservation objectives ambitious and 
based on maximum ecological site potential

Conservation objectives often less 
ambitious than maximum ecological site 
potential

Other extractive activities may occur Extractive activities only if needed to 
achieve conservation objectives



• Identify and designate additional protected areas:

1. complete any remaining gaps in the Natura 2000 network            
(most relevant for marine species and habitats)

2. identify species and habitats that require additional areas to be 
protected (first at EU level, then at national or regional level)

• Species/habitats protected under EU Nature legislation

• Other species/habitats that require better protection (Red listed, etc.) !

3. select the most suitable areas to be designated for the protection 
of those species and habitats (as new areas or site extensions)

How to achieve the protected area target ?



1. Initial pledges for new areas to be designated should be 
submitted by MS to the Commission

• explain

2. Discussion of the MS’s pledges within the framework 
of the biogeographical meetings

• focus on both 

The mechanism

criteria used for the identification
scientific evidence that is being used for the designation

natural values of individual sites to be designated
global coherence and completeness of the network



Establish and implement appropriate conservation 
objectives and measures:

1. ensure non-deterioration

2. define clear and quantified conservation objectives and clear 
conservation measures to achieve them

3. include monitoring as it is crucial for an effective protection

4. measure management effectiveness

Effective management of protected areas



Format for the national pledges

The format for the pledges on the protected areas targets 
includes the following main sections:

1) Member State-level information

2) Information on existing protected areas and OECMs, to 
establish a clear baseline

3) Pledges for future designations as protected areas or 
recognition as OECMs

Subsequent reporting of protected areas through the 
CDDA (Common Database of Designated Areas)



Commission and EEA: 
1. Development of electronic “reporting formats” for pledges (mid 2022)

2. In line with the format, development of dashboards to publicise the pledges 
received (late 2022)

National authorities:
1. Development of pledges (in the course of 2022)

2. Submission of pledges (end 2022)

Commission, EEA, national authorities & stakeholders: 
1. Review of the pledges in the frame of Biogeographical seminars (early 2023)

Next steps



Thank you for your attention !
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Ecological criteria, ecological connectivity & 
the EU Biodiversity Strategy for 2030

By Thomas Brooks, Chief Scientist IUCN
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Survey inputs on ecological criteria
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Number of respondents of thought that the following  
tools/ standards / criteria requiere trainings 

Focus on areas that are of particular importance for biodiversity and ecosystem services such as Important Bird 
Areas (IBAs); Key Biodiversity Areas (KBAs); Ecologically or Biologically Significant Marine Areas 
(EBSAs).Theseareas are characterised bycriteriasuch as ‘threatened biodiversity’, ‘geographically restricted 
biodiversity’, ‘ecological integrity’, ‘biological processes’, and ‘irreplaceability’.
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Survey inputs on ecological connectivity
Focus on interconnected systems of protected and conserved areas, necessary for the functionality of 
ecosystems, allowing species to move and therefore ensuring genetic diversity and adaptation to 
climate change across all biomes and spatial scales (guidelines for conserving connectivity through 
ecological networks and corridors).
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In the survey, it was mentioned that 
there is a need for training on the 
IUCN Guidelines for conserving 
connectivity



Key Biodiversity Areas: 
A tool to implement the 
ecological criteria of the EU 
biodiversity strategy by 
2030

Thomas Brooks       @IUCNscience
Chief Scientist IUCN

3rd June 2022

© Gregoire Dubois© Anup Shah
© Gregoire Dubois

Seminar on the Implementation of the EU Biodiversity Strategy for 2030



Areas of importance for biodiversity

• Many different approaches at 
various scales 

• Most conservation action 
occurs at the site scale

• BirdLife International’s success 
has led to similar approaches 
for other taxa

• But, this can be confusing for 
decision-makers… 



A Global Standard

A globally standardized science-based 
approach for identifying KBAs
Definitions, criteria and quantitative 
thresholds designed to ensure that KBA 
identification is objective, repeatable, and 
transparent
Provides an umbrella building from and 
harmonizing existing approaches (birds, 
butterflies, plants, etc)

https://portals.iucn.org/library/node/46259



Key Biodiversity Areas (KBAs) 
are defined as:

“sites contributing 
significantly to the global 
persistence of biodiversity”

© Andrea Schieber



KBA criteria are designed to 
capture biodiversity at genetic, 
species and ecosystem levels

Collectively, the criteria aim to 
capture the various ways in 
which a site can be important 
for the global persistence of 
biodiversity 

KBA Criteria

A. Threatened biodiversity
B. Geographically restricted biodiversity

C. Ecological integrity
D. Biological processes

E. Irreplaceability through quantitative 
analysis

https://www.keybiodiversityareas.org/working-with-kbas/proposing-updating/criteria



KBAs identified nationally
• KBAs are identified at a national level
• Encourage the establishment of KBA National Coordination Groups

https://www.keybiodiversityareas.org/working-with-kbas/programme/national-
coordination-groups



Query information: World Database of KBAs

https://www.keybiodiversityareas.org



KBA training

https://www.keybiodiversityareas.org/kba-news/key-biodiversity-areas-training-website



KBAs focusing underlying research

https://ipbes.net/assessment-reports/eca; https://ipbes.net/global-assessment



KBAs and ecosystem services

• Research showing KBAs contain 
disproportionate amount of ecosystem 
services compared to area

• Ecuador: KBAs hold 50% of carbon
• Myanmar: 87% of KBAs provided important 

ES to people
• SE Asia Forests: Carbon financing could 

conserve half of forest KBAs 
• Global: >36% of KBAs occur on indigenous 

peoples and local community lands (WWF)

https://portals.iucn.org/library/node/47778



KBAs focusing biodiversity monitoring

https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.aav6886



SDG indicators 14.5.1, 15.1.2, 15.4.1

https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/report/2021



KBAs providing science-based policy support
IUCN WCC 2020 Resolution 081 
(https://portals.iucn.org/library/node/49220) 
calls upon governments to:

a) develop or update spatially explicit conservation 
plans to incorporate sites and areas of importance 
for the global persistence of biodiversity across 
multiple taxa and ecosystems (KBAs), along with 
the connectivity required to ensure biodiversity 
persistence, and use these to inform plans to 
expand networks of protected areas and other 
effective area-based conservation measures; and

b) incorporate these plans into National Biodiversity 
Strategies and Action Plans (NBSAPs), and 
integrate them through cross-sectoral planning 
across government and non-governmental 
institutions, using them prior to, and at all stages 
of, national land- and sea-use planning, to avoid or 
otherwise minimise negative impacts on 
biodiversity

https://www.keybiodiversityareas.org/about-kbas/applications



KBAs and the EU Red List

• Recent red listing supported by EU 
for 18 species groups since 2006

• 2,960 species of 15,000+ assessed to 
date are globally threatened

• Many species not found on Annex II 
list

• KBAs as a mechanism to channel 
safeguard of these gap species

https://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/conservation/species/redlist



KBAs and EU Biodiversity Strategy

• Currently there are 4,727 KBAs in 
Europe – 69% coverage by PAs

• 725 trigger species (56% birds)

• 70% of KBAs are Natura 2000 sites

• KBAs therefore provide a neutral 
mechanism to add sites for species 
not on Annex II list



KBAs guiding protected area 
expansion to meet 2030 target

• Countries are undertaking national KBA 
identification, mapping and 
conservation

• Using KBAs to expand their protected 
area networks to meet 2030 target

• EU Criteria and Guidance for Protected 
area designations - recommends using 
KBA criteria to guide where protection 
occurs

• Target 3 of Draft Post-2020 GBF

https://www.keybiodiversityareas.org/about-kbas/applications/international-conventions



Donors using KBAs to guide 
investment

• KfW using KBAs to guide their 

locations of “Legacy 

Landscapes”

• USAID funding KBA 

identification processes

• CEPF (l’Agence Française de 
Développement, Conservation 

International, European Union, 

GEF, Japan World Bank)

https://www.keybiodiversityareas.org/about-kbas/applications/donor-community



Making KBA data available to the private sector

• Guidelines for Businesses and governments 
developed around KBAs

• KBAs – Critical Habitat (IFC, Equator Principles, 
Société Générale)

• Banks and biodiversity no-go policy: 
http://banksandbiodiversity.org

• KBA data provided through the Integrated 
Biodiversity Assessment Tool (IBAT) for 
commercial use – supports cost of maintaining 
database

https://www.ibat-alliance.org

http://banksandbiodiversity.org/


KBAs as nodes for ecological connectivity

https://portals.iucn.org/library/node/49061



KBAs and opportunities for Biodiversa+

• Convene KBA training across EU countries
• Catalyse establishment of National Coordination Groups
• Support these in expanding KBA identification from birds to incorporate 

multiple taxa and ecosystems, following the KBA standard
• Prioritise biodiversity research towards KBAs
• Guide monitoring of KBA protection and state
• Policy support to safeguard KBAs beyond Natura 2000 through 

complementary approaches (ICCAs, Private PAs, OECMs), towards 2030
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Management effectiveness & the EU 
Biodiversity Strategy for 2030

By Christian Papp – Wildlife and Landscape National Manager, WWF Romania
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Survey inputs on « management effectiveness »
Focus on areas that have clearly identified conservation objectives and measures, that are effectively and
equitably managed, and with necessary monitoring and review mechanisms in place: Rapid Assessment and
Prioritization of Protected Area Management Tool, RAPPAM; Management Effectiveness Tracking Tool,
METT; IUCN Green List of Protected Areas.
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Management effectiveness & the EU 
biodiversity strategy for 2030

Cristian Papp
Wildlife and Landscapes National 
Manager, WWF RO
Seminar on the implementation of the 
EU biodiversity strategy for 2030
03 June 2022
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PA Management Effectiveness Evaluation

1. Why PAME?

2. PAME global/international context

3. EU perspective – Biodiversity Strategy 2030 

4. The Carpathian context – CCPAMETT as a case study

5. METT 4

Content



Why Management Effectiveness?

International context  

• CBD Theme 8 says:

• „Protected Areas only work as conservation tools if they are managed effectively to maintain their values in 
perpetuity.”

• Three important steps:

• identifying an agreed set of standard

• developing a system of evaluation

• establish systems to monitor changes and trends



Global assessments status vs. recommendations

Status quo PAME: Based on the Global database for Protected Area Management Effectiveness (GD-PAME). 
Potentially useful, but a wide range of methodologies used and most self-assessed. 
No consistent and comparable data across countries.

Key measure:
Protect at least 30% of the planet’s 
key coastal and marine areas by 
2030, through effectively and 
equitably managed, ecologically 
representative and well-connected 
systems of fully or highly protected 
marine protected areas (MPAs)*, as 
well as other effective area-based 
conservation measures (OECMs) 
which ensure at least equivalent 
conservation
outcomes and promote thriving 
wildlife and ecosystems, building on 
Aichi Target 11.



PA Management Effectiveness Assessment (PAME) at global level

Explore the World's Protected Areas (protectedplanet.net) – IUCN, UNEP, WCMC

https://www.protectedplanet.net/en/thematic-areas/protected-areas-management-effectiveness-pame?tab=Results


PAME at global level

Earth protected surface 
(June 2022)

https://www.protectedplanet.net/en

269,841 PAs
(Ca. 7,38% of PAs assessed)

https://www.protectedplanet.net/en


PAME status at global level

E.g. Romania has a total of 1,574 PAs covering 24,52% 
of its territory (ANANP, 2020), out of which only 29 sites 
were assessed for their management effectiveness, 
accounting for only 4.95% (UNEP-WCMC, 2020).

(RAPPAM in 2006, CPAMETT 2009-2013)

Data from protectedplanet.net 



Main assessment approaches/tools

PA system level assessment, e.g.:
• WWF Rapid Assessment and Prioritisation 
Methodology (RAPPAM)

76 tools included by ProtectedPlanet.net 

PA level, e.g.:
• WWF and World Bank Tracking Tool – METT 1-4
(Management Effectiness Tracking Tool)
• CPAMETT (Carpathian Protected Area 
Management Effectiness Tracking Tool
• IUCN Green List of Protected and Conserved 
Areas
• EUROPARC Quality Criteria and Standars for 
National Parks
• PAN Parks, principles and criteria (only for 
PANParks PAs)



Use of METT at global level

Stolton et al. 2019



European perspective – EU Biodiversity Strategy 2030



The Carpathians

Surface:
209,000 km2

Population:
17 million

Highest peak:
2,655 m
(Gerlachovský štít)

Countries:
Serbia, Slovakia, Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, Romania and Ukraine



The Carpathians

The Carpathian 
Network of 
Protected Areas
(CNPA)

ccibis.org



The Carpathians

The Natura2000 and 
Emerald Networks

Papp et al. 2022



From global to regional and country level



CCPAMETT as a PAME tool



CCPAMETT as a PAME tool



CCPAMETT



CCPAMETT – Info on my PA



CCPAMETT – Info on my PA



CCPAMETT – Assessment form

42 questions



CCPAMETT – Results



CCPAMETT – Results



CCPAMETT – Results



CCPAMETT – who should be involved?

• The assessment process should ideally involve a partnership between many players

• Depending on circumstances they may include local / site managers, senior agency managers, 
government agencies of different sectors

• Local communities

• NGOs, donors, international convention staff

• Private sector representatives



CCPAMETT – how?



CCPAMETT – strengths

• Comprehensive tool, easy to handle

• Easy to analyse the results and to generate different types of reports

• The collected data is stored in a database, less paper work has to be done

• Gives the opportunity to compare the results of a certain PA to other PAs from a country (at national 
level) or region (within the Carpathians of a specific country)

• Internationally embedded links to the CBD, WCMC and the WDPA



CCPAMETT – weaknesses

• It might be possible that only one person performs the evaluation (e.g. no internal discussion takes 
place). Depending on the PA staff, the evaluation can be subjective.

• If the internet connection is not reliable, it is recommended to use printed forms as well

• Not upgraded to METT4



METT 4



METT 4



METT 4



Thank you!
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/C
ristian-Remus-Papp

https://www.linkedin.com/in/cristian-
remus-papp-86255473/

cpapp@wwf.ro

https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Cristian-Remus-Papp
https://www.linkedin.com/in/cristian-remus-papp-86255473/
mailto:cpapp@wwf.ro
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Introduction to break-out group sessions

By Cécile Mandon, Biodiversa+ Officer, FRB
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How to join a sub-group?

You will automatically join your sub-group and 
be invited to click on join
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At the end of the sub-group session

You will either be automatically brought back in 
plenary or you will have the possibility to click 
on leave room
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10 min break

We will be back at 3.55pm
CEST
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Summary of the subgroup discussions 

By the rapporteurs

The plenary sessions of this meeting will be
recorded and shared on the Biodiversa+ website
and Youtube channel

REC
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Concluding words

By Osman Tikansak, Formas
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Next steps

Activities Schedule
Set-up of a lively science-based forum for exchange of best practices and roll-

out relevant training(s)

March 2022

Seminar on the protection targets of the EU Biodiversity Strategy 3rd of June (now)

Concept note for training courses to better link researchers, policy makers and 

practictioners

July 2022

Consultation on the possible translation of training courses materials September 2022

Policy forum meeting April 2023

Training to better link researchers, policy makers and practitioners developed September 2023

Publication of training materials September 2023



Thank you!

www.biodiversa.org
contact@biodiversa.org
BiodiversaPlus


