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I am delighted to present the winners of the EU’s Natura 2000 Award for 2016 in this summer
issue of the newsletter. In the spirit of ‘giving the recognition that they deserve’ this Award is
designed to showcase remarkable conservation achievements and raise awareness about the
many initiatives that are helping to protect Europe’s unique nature, while at the same time
promoting social and economic wellbeing. As in previous years, an inspiring range of activities
were presented to us under each of the Award categories. In competitions the trophy only goes
to one, but we should all feel winners, because when nature is valued and protected, the benefits
aren’t just for the species and habitats, but also for us.

© WWF DCP, FOA B., APB, BSPB, BBF

Also featured in this issue are the findings of a new Commission study on the health and
social benefits of nature (pages 6–7). The value of nature is largely overlooked but becomes
increasingly relevant with increasing problems of obesity and stress in our society. This study
provides compelling evidence to show that Natura 2000 areas and other green spaces – our
‘green infrastructure’ – provide innovative solutions to addressing some of the key health
challenges that we are facing in Europe today. The value of Natura 2000 is also underlined in
another Commission study. The network not only protects species of EU’s conservation concern
but also safeguards many other species and thus significantly contributes more generally to the
attainment of the EU’s 2020 Biodiversity Strategy.

© Lundgre / naturepl.com

Natura 2000 continues to show us that with the right approach our natural capital can be
managed for the benefit of people and nature. The winners of this year’s Awards are cuttingedge examples of how we can help biodiversity to do its job. Let us continue to learn and build on
these successes.

Karmenu Vella
European Commissioner for Environment, Maritime Affairs and Fisheries
Cover: Outdoor activities in
Natura 2000 sites can have
multiple health benefits.
© ljubaphoto / nature / iStockphoto.com
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Natura 2000 sites offer important additional value for common biodiversity.

How much biodiversity does
Natura 2000 cover?
© Terry Whittaker / naturepl.com

A water vole, Arvicola terrestris,
foraging by a stream, Kent, UK.

The ultimate goal of the
Habitats and Birds Directives
is to ensure the long-term
sustainability of around 230
habitats and 2,000 species of
animals and plants that are
naturally occurring in the EU. But
how much of a contribution do
the two Nature Directives make
to the conservation of Europe’s
biodiversity as a whole? In order
to answer this question, the
Commission initiated a research
project last year to assess the
significance of the presumed
‘umbrella effect’ of the Natura
2000 network.
The research sought to shed
light on the following aspects in
particular:
Amongst the species
regularly occurring within the
EU-28 Member States
(common species), which ones

•

•

•

significantly benefit from
Natura 2000-related site
conservation requirements
under the EU Birds and
Habitats Directives?
What is the share of EU
species significantly
benefitting from Natura
2000, for instance in terms
of percentage of all species
occurring in the wild in
the EU?
How significant is this
contribution of Natura 2000
in relation to the objective of
halting and reversing
biodiversity loss in Europe, as
foreseen in the EU 2020
Biodiversity Strategy?  

The study used existing data for
terrestrial plant, mammal, bird,
reptile, amphibian and butterfly
species and based the analysis

mostly on processing GIS
species distribution data in
relation to their presence within
the Natura 2000 network.
As certain groups are better
recorded and some countries
are better investigated than
others, a bias correction
technique had to be applied to
the methodology developed.
This reduced the degree of error
caused by predicting a presence
where a lot of data was
available as compared to where
data was sparse but the species
could still be present.

Results
The combined results
show that all animal groups
benefit from the Natura 2000
network. If species were
evenly spread across the EU
then it would be likely that

4
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2000 was also compared.
The analysis shows that:
many Red List species
have an important share
of their population within
the Natura 2000 network.
Threatened birds, reptiles
and butterflies in particular
benefit from Natura 2000
areas;
threatened species benefit
more than non-threatened
species. On average 35–
40% of the occurrence of a
threatened species is found
within Natura 2000; and
species classified as ‘data
deficient’, or ‘not evaluated‘,
on the other hand, have a
significantly lower presence
in Natura 2000.

•

•
•

50%
Annex II

Other

40%

30%

20%

10%
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Mammals
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© Mark Hamblin/naturepl.com

18% of their distribution would
fall within the boundaries of
Natura 2000 sites, as this
percentage corresponds to the
current coverage of the EU
network. Yet according to the
results, for every animal group,
common species and other ‘nonannex’ species occur in greater
proportion inside Natura 2000
than outside.
This indicates that Natura
2000 sites not only serve
their purpose in protecting the
Annex I (Birds Directive) and
Annex II (Habitats Directive)
species but also provide
significant added value to nonannex species.
The presence of threatened
species in and outside Natura

|

Amphibians

Reptiles

Butterflies

Average share of the occurrence of annex versus non-annex species
occurring inside Natura 2000 areas in the EU-28 countries. Results are
based on masking analysis. Note: bird species are Annex 1. Dashed line
indicates the 18% baseline for Natura 2000.

Eurasian dotterel, Charadrius morinellus, in breeding habitat on an
upland plateau in the Cairngorms, Scotland.

Birds
The table below lists the bird
species that benefit most
from Natura 2000. They
show consistently more than
twice the relative percentage
distribution within Natura  
2000 than expected.
These species are associated
with habitats for which the
best examples (the most
characteristic, complete and,
often, the largest) are now
found mostly in Natura 2000
sites.
However, Annex I forest
species are often underrepresented within the network.
In many cases these are boreal
species. This may be because
large areas of boreal forest

Bird species which benefit in particular from Natura 2000.
Species

Annex I

Threatened

Not threatened

Not evaluated

Gypaetus barbatus

x

VU

Open natural habitat

x

VU

Open natural habitat

Charadrius morinellus
Limosa lapponica
Larus genei

10%

Mammals

Birds

Amphibians

Reptiles

Butterflies

Average share of the occurrence of threatened, non-threatened and
not evaluated species occurring inside Natura 2000 areas in the EU-28
countries based on the European Red Lists. Threatened = CR, EN and VU.

VU

Open natural habitat

LC

Open natural habitat

NT

Open natural habitat

X

LC

Marshlands/wetlands

LC

Open natural habitat

X

LC

Marshlands/wetlands

Stercorarius longicaudus

20%

0%

X

Calidris maritima

30%

Coastal/marine

Falco rusticolus
Lagopus mutus

40%

EU Red List Habitat
VU

Clangula hyemalis
50%

habitat of sufficient quality to
support these species occur
outside Natura 2000.
Species such as the
Corncrake, Crex crex, Eurasian
skylark, Alauda arvensis, and
Northern lapwing, Vanellus
vanellus are characteristic
of open country, and show
a strong association with
cultivated land, particularly
crops, for breeding and
foraging. Populations of
these species are also underrepresented because this
relatively intensively managed
habitat is widespread over large
parts of Europe, but poorly
covered by the Natura 2000
network. These species are
still widespread but suffering

Eremophila alpestris

NT

Open natural habitat

Anthus cervinus

NE

Marshlands/wetlands

Prunella collaris

LC

Open natural habitat

Monticola saxatilis

LC

Open natural habitat

Pyrrhocorax graculus

LC

Open natural habitat

Calcarius lapponicus

NT

Marshlands/wetlands

Plectrophenax nivalis

LC

Open natural habitat
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significant declines from
agricultural intensification.
The study also reveals that
for birds:
species with smaller ranges
and restricted distributions
have better coverage in the
Natura 2000 network as
compared to species with
large ranges and wider
distributions;
species associated with
natural habitats, in particular
mountainous areas, wetlands
and other natural open areas,
are also better represented in
the Natura 2000 network; and
the countries having the
highest coverage of species’
distribution in Natura 2000
are generally in the south or
east of the EU, for instance
in Bulgaria, Croatia, Slovakia,
Hungary, Slovenia, Romania,
Greece and Spain.
In general, species for which
Natura 2000 sites have been
designated (Annex I species)
have a larger proportion
of their distribution in the
network than non-Annex I
species.

•

•
•

•

|
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Butterflies

Other animal species

The ‘buffer’ effect

The beneficial effects of the
Natura 2000 network are also
seen with butterflies. Non-annex
butterflies occur much more
frequently inside Natura 2000
than outside. This is mainly
because butterflies in general
show a particular preference for
specific habitat types which are
nowadays mainly only found
inside Natura 2000. Elsewhere,
these habitats have largely been
lost as a result of a range of
modern pressures and threats
and competing land uses, such
as agricultural intensification or
urban sprawl.
Remarkably, all of the species
that were considered occur
in Natura 2000, even if at a
low percentage. The butterfly
species that profit most from
Natura 2000 are those with a
very limited distribution and
for which most (or even all)
of the remaining habitat is
inside Natura 2000. European
endemic and threatened
butterfly species also occur
more in Natura 2000 areas
than outside.

Most mammal species showed
similar but less marked trends
to the birds. However, a different
pattern emerged for large
mammals. They show less of an
association with Natura 2000,
probably because they tend to
live at relatively low densities
and have large territories which
will often extend far beyond the
Natura 2000 boundaries.
As for amphibians and
reptiles, it can be concluded
that while a majority of
European species benefit from
Natura 2000, there is hardly
any difference in the level of
protection for Annex II species
as compared to non-Annex II
species.  
Furthermore, there was a
clear north–south gradient
in the level of coverage by
Natura 2000. Reptiles and
amphibians are not evenly
distributed across European
countries. Northern countries
have fewer, common and widely
distributed species that occur
proportionately less in Natura
2000. Southern countries, on
the other hand, have more
species that are often restricted
in their distribution and which
have higher coverage by Natura
2000 because their preferred
habitats occur more frequently
in Natura 2000.

Natura 2000 sites appear to
exert a strong ‘buffer zone’
effect for both plants and
animal species. The analysis
showed that biodiversity was
generally richer and more
diverse in the 500 m buffer
zone around sites (measured in
terms of number of ‘hotspots’)
than the areas beyond the
buffer zone, at least for the
countries covered by the study.
The Natura 2000 network
therefore seems to offer better
security to biodiversity not only
within, but also around the sites
– with implications for both
policy and practice.

Male sand lizard, Lacerta agilis, with common blue butterfly,
Polyommatus icarus, resting on its head.
© Edward Giesbers / naturepl.com

Plants
Based on the analyses
undertaken of plant species
distribution it was concluded
that Red List species and
some other rare species occur
significantly more inside than
outside Natura 2000 sites.
However, unlike some bird
species, none of the plants that
were studied were found to
occur significantly more outside
Natura 2000 sites than inside.
This indicates that Natura
2000 sites are currently
protecting the majority of the
most diverse and species-rich
habitats within the EU and are
therefore having a significant
umbrella effect in terms of
safeguarding the rest of
Europe’s biodiversity.

Concluding remarks
The results confirm that Natura
2000 sites offer important
additional value for common
biodiversity. Among the groups
tested, the butterflies and birds
benefit the most. The study
also confirmed that they are
fulfilling their primary purpose
of protecting the species in
Annex I of the Birds Directive
and Annex II of the Habitats
Directive.
It also seems clear that
the majority of the remaining
species-rich habitats are
already in or immediately
around Natura 2000 sites. This
emphasises the importance
of policy and financial
instruments and the associated
management measures which
continue to maintain or to
restore habitats in Natura
2000 sites in a condition that
is favourable for all of their
associated species.
The exception to this may
be boreal habitats and some
areas of traditionally managed
agricultural land in eastern and
southern Europe. Whilst this
should be further investigated,
the results presently suggest
that more forest and traditional
agricultural land could be
included within Natura 2000 or,
at least, should be considered
for sympathetic management.
See: http://ec.europa.
eu/environment/nature/
knowledge/index_en.htm
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People picnicking in Ashton Court wildflower meadow nature reserve, Bristol, England, UK.

Health benefits of
nature and biodiversity
Health and social
benefits of biodiversity
and nature protection
Health benefits
Improved air quality
Improved climatic conditions
Noise reduction
Attractive living environment
Healthier lifestyles and
physical activities
Social benefits
Reduced social tension
Societal engagement

Nature-based solutions can
offer decision-makers a new
and innovative approach to
addressing some of the key
health challenges that Europe’s
society is facing today. Urban
parks, Natura 2000 sites, green
spaces, tree-lined streets and
green roofs are just some of the
measures that have been used
successfully to improve the
health and well-being of
Europeans.
In a new study, published by
DG Environment, the
relationship between public
health and nature is explored in
detail. The final report presents
the evidence available on the
socio-economic benefits of
nature and biodiversity
protection and offers a series of
compelling case studies

showcasing the different
approaches being used across
the EU.
This review is followed by a
dedicated analysis of tools for
managing and planning
protected areas, such as Natura
2000, which can be found in
urban, peri-urban and rural
environments, but also covering
wider green infrastructure. The
analysis is complemented by a
review of governance aspects,
including stakeholder
engagement and collaboration
across the nature, health and
social communities.
While it is clear that nature
cannot be a remedy to all the
challenges of society, the study
concludes that there are
nevertheless a wide range of
untapped opportunities

available for nature-based
health initiatives that can offer
affordable, sustainable and
reproducible benefits across a
range of areas affecting health
and social well-being.
The study focuses on nine
thematic areas, including, for
instance, nature’s ability to
reduce exposure to pollutants,
mitigate noise or heat stress, as
well as create an attractive
living environment. Some of
these are explored below.

Tackling pollutants
In the case of air pollution,
the European Commission
estimated that 420,000 people
died prematurely in 2010 as
a result of poor air quality in
Europe. Natural spaces can play
an important role in reducing

n at u r e a n d bio d i ver sit y n ew sl e t t er

Acute and chronic stress is
another important public health
concern. Prolonged stress is
linked to several diseases such
as infections, cardiovascular,
gastro-enterological and
immunological diseases,
diabetes, depression and
aggression. Nature has a
restorative, stress-reducing
effect and even taking a short
work-break in a green area can
have positive effects on one’s
mental and physical well-being.
Living close to a green area has
also been shown to have a
beneficial effect on mood and
concentration.
Taking more exercise in
nature also leads to a whole

Encouraging greater
social cohesion
Finally, the study examines how
having access to, and sharing
green public spaces can
contribute to increased social
cohesion. Engagement in the
natural environment, such as
urban green spaces, woodlands
or protected areas, can take
various forms – including
volunteering, training and
employment and other
communal actions, such as
maintaining community
gardens and allotments.
Volunteering in the natural
environment in particular has
been shown to help build a
stronger sense of community
by enabling people to
strengthen existing social
relationships and develop new
ones. Studies indicate that
volunteering also increases
social support and reduces
social isolation, and can
enhance people’s personal
development and self-esteem.
The study is available on:
http://ec.europa.eu/
environment/
nature/
biodiversity/
intro/
index_
en.htm
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Case studies
River redevelopment scheme – Lyon, France

The heat wave in 2003 increased the mortality rate
in Lyon by 80% above the average for a French city.
To prevent this from happening again, the authorities
adopted a new climate adaptation plan to increase
access to cool and shaded areas. A €42-million
redevelopment programme was subsequently
launched to implement the new strategy. In 2007, the
banks of the Rhône River, which runs through the
heart of the city, were re-opened for the first time,
providing citizens with 5 km of attractive riverside
pathways and green spaces.

The Alnarp Rehabilitation Garden – Skåne, Sweden
© Jenny Svennås-Gillner, SLU

Reducing stress
and promoting
physical exercise

range of positive short- and
long-term health benefits,
including higher vitality levels
and improved physical and
mental health. It can also help
tackle health risks associated
with obesity and other lifestylerelated illnesses such as
diabetes.
The evidence shows that
people tend to spend more time
exercising in a green space as
compared to other
environments. Various studies
have illustrated that people
living more than 1 km away
from the nearest green area
tend to suffer greater health
problems than those living
closer to a green space.

J uly 2016

© Wikimedia Commons

such health risks thanks to
the ability of plants to absorb
pollutants. In addition, they
provide oases of clean air
away from roads, cars and
industrial sites.
Densely populated cities also
often have markedly higher
temperatures than their
surroundings. Protected areas,
green open spaces as well as
various forms of green urban
infrastructure, such as green
roofs, can help mitigate the
heat-island effect by generating
cool-air corridors. Two processes
are at work here: on the one
hand, green structures provide
shading which reduces the
extent to which hard surfaces
such as tarmacked roads heat
up. On the other, green
structures cool their
environment through evapotranspiration.
Natural vegetation can also
significantly reduce noise levels
as well as noise perceptions.
Vegetation along roads, for
instance, increases the
effectiveness of traditional
noise barriers and improves
their integration into the
landscape. Green walls and
green roofs have been shown to
reduce noise exposure for
pedestrians and residents living
close by.

|

In 2001, a rehabilitation garden was built on the
university campus of Alnarp. The aim was to pilot the
effectiveness of nature-based rehabilitation on
individuals recovering from stress-related disorders
and stroke. The garden has proven to be a success.
Just one year after rehabilitation, the costs for
primary care dropped by 28% for those participating
in the scheme, and the number of days spent in
hospital fell by 64%. The local municipality has since
expanded the scheme to a further 11 rehabilitation
gardens in and around the town.

8
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barometer
This Natura Barometer is
produced by DG Environment with
the help of the European
Environment Agency. It is
based on information officially
transmitted by Member States up
to December 2015.

TERRESTRIAL

Natura 2000 network
(terrestrial and marine)

SCI

SPA

SCI area
(km2)

SPA area
(km2)

Natura 2000 network

Total N° Natura
2000 Sites

Total area
Natura 2000 km2

AUSTRIA

294

12691

9191

10169

12691

15.13%

The Natura 2000 network is
composed of sites under the
Habitats Directive (pSCI, SCIs or
SACs – labelled ‘SCIs’ in the
barometer) and sites under the
Birds Directive (SPAs). The figures
relating to the total area of
Natura 2000 sites (i.e. SPAs +
SCIs) have been obtained through
GIS analysis. This avoids any risk
of double counting sites which
have been designated under both
Directives. The methodology for
producing the Barometer has
recently been simplified, which
explains why many of the figures
are slightly different from the
previous Barometer updates.

BELGIUM

310

5158

3277

3181

3887

12.73%

BULGARIA

340

41048

33258

25226

38222

34.46%

63

1784

752

1534

1653

28.82%

CZECH REPUBLIC

1116

11061

7856

7035

11061

14.03%

GERMANY

5206

80773

33514

40248

55170

15.45%

DENMARK

350

22647

3178

2605

3594

8.34%

ESTONIA

568

14837

7785

6182

8083

17.87%

SPAIN

1863

222142

117395

100972

137757

27.29%

FINLAND

1865

55988

48556

24655

48847

14.45%

FRANCE

1756

111677

47666

43544

69974

12.74%

The sufficiency of sites under the
Habitats Directive is determined
by DG Environment, with the
assistance of the European Topic
Centre for Biological Diversity.
It reflects the situation up until
December 2013.

GREECE

419

42946

21388

27622

35747

27.09%

CROATIA

779

25690

16040

17034

20704

36.58%

HUNGARY

525

19949

14442

13747

19949

21.44%

IRELAND

595

19486

7164

4312

9227

13.13%

For each Member State, the
Commission assesses whether the
species and habitat types on
Annexes I and II, which are present
in the country, are sufficiently
represented by the sites
designated to date. This is
expressed as a percentage of
species and habitats for which
further areas need to be
designated in order to complete
the network in that country. A
scientific reserve is given when
further research is needed in
order to identify the most
appropriate sites to be added for
a given species or habitat.

ITALY

2589

63965

42827

40108

57172

18.97%

485

9248

6138

5529

7938

12.16%

66

702

416

jj 418

702

27.03%

LATVIA

333

11833

7421

6609

7446

11.53%

MALTA

39

234

41

13

41

12.97%

NETHERLANDS

194

17315

3135

4766

5518

13.29%

POLAND

987

68401

34187

48394

61165

19.56%

PORTUGAL

165

50895

15680

9204

19010

20.67%

ROMANIA

531

55674

39765

35348

53781

22.56%

4082

64578

54745

25330

55250

13.32%

SLOVENIA

354

7684

6636

5068

7674

37.85%

SLOVAKIA

514

14442

5837

13106

14442

29.57%

UNITED KINGDOM

924

95106

13103

16022

20901

8.54%

27312

1147956

601393

537981

787606

18.12%

The number of sufficiency
assessments for a given Member
State depends both on the number
of biogeographical regions to
which that Member State belongs,
and on the number of habitats and
species occurring on its territory in
each of these regions.

Member States

CYPRUS

LITHUANIA
LUXEMBOURG

SWEDEN

EU28

Natura area
(km2)

j Small increase in 2015     jj Moderate increase in 2015    jjj Substantial increase in 2015

% land area
covered
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update 2015
SCI sufficiency assessment (situation December 2013)
Scientific reserve (unknown)  Additional areas required

MARINE
SCI

SPA

Natura 2000 network

SCI area
(km2)

SPA area
(km2)

Natura area
(km2)

 No additional areas required

Terrestrial % (up to end 2014)
10 20 30 40 50

n.a.

n.a.

n.a.

AT

1128

318

1271

BE

2482

550

2827

BG

131

110

131

CY

n.a.

n.a.

n.a.

CZ

20938

19718

25603

DE

16492

12184

19053

DK

3884

6480

6754

EE

jj 54874

52060

84386

ES

6800

6425

7140

FI

27919

35543

41703

FR

6689

1905

7199

GR

4668

1112

4986

HR

n.a.

n.a.

n.a.

HU

9786

1584

10259

IE

5734

4005

6793

IT

527

1056

1310

LT

n.a.

n.a.

n.a.

LU

2664

4280

4387

LV

192

3

192

MT

11676

5736

11797

NL

4339

7223

7236

PL

24101

8747

jjj 31885

PT

1703

1630

1894

RO

9258

4744

9328

SE

4

10

11

SI

n.a.

n.a.

n.a.

SK

67087

12029

74205

UK

283076

187452

360350 EU28

60 70

80 90

Marine % (up to end 2014)
10 20 30 40 50

60 70

No sea area

No sea area

No sea area

No sea area

No sea area

80 90
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the Winners of the

2016 Natura 2000 Awards
The application process
For the third year running, the
European Commission has
launched a Natura 2000 Award
to celebrate and promote best
practices for nature
conservation in Europe.
The Award is designed to
reward excellence in the
management of Natura 2000
sites and showcase the added
value of the network for local
economies. In addition, it pays
tribute to all those who are
working tirelessly on making
Natura 2000 an operational
success whilst drawing public
attention to the substantial
achievements of the Natura
2000 network so far.
This year’s winners were
announced by Commissioner
Vella on the 23 May at a
high-profile ceremony in
Brussels. They were selected
from a shortlist of 24 finalists,
out of a total of 83   
applications received.

A jury made up of influential
members of the Commission,
the European Parliament, the
Committee of the Regions, the
NGO and Users Community
selected the first five winners
from the following categories:
Conservation; Socio-economic
Benefits; Communication;
Reconciling Interests/
Perceptions; and Cross-border
Cooperation and Networking.
The sixth winner was chosen
by the public. Known as the EU
Citizens’ Award, this category
allows the public to vote for
their favourite finalist. Almost
40,000 people cast their vote
this time around.

The awards website
This year, the Natura 2000
awards website received over
85,000 visits which reflects the
increasing interest in, and
popularity of, the award scheme.
In addition, applicants could seek
inspiration from a series of

benchmarking reports from the
two previous two editions.
These reports should also
provide a useful source of
ideas for all those working on
Natura 2000 in the EU.

The future
In light of the initial success of
the Awards these last three
years, the Commission has
launched a new call for a
tender to continue to
administer the scheme along
similar lines in the future. The
only major change will be that
the Awards will be given out
every other year. This is in
order to give applicants more
time to prepare their proposals
and for the publicity about the
Awards to circulate far and
wide.
For more information go to:
http://ec.europa.eu/
environment/nature/
natura2000/awards/index_
en.htm
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Communication
Nature Concerthall – a collaboration between
artists and scientists – Latvia

Conservation
Demonstrating success in
blanket bog restoration at
the RSPB/United Utilities
Partnership – UK

© RSPB

The blanket bogs of the South
Pennines, in northern England,
have been degraded by centuries
of atmospheric pollution from the
nearby industrial towns and cities,
leading to a complete loss of
peat-building Sphagnum mosses
and widespread peat
erosion.
Air quality has
improved since the
1980s, but the extensive
eroded plateaus need
enormous restoration
efforts to re-vegetate
bare peat, raise water
tables, and, so, move
once again toward a
Sphagnum-rich
vegetation community.

© Nature Concerthall Association

Nature Concerthall offers an innovative
approach to raising public awareness of
nature conservation. The idea originally
stemmed from musicians wishing to
break out of traditional concert venues,
and scientists wanting to find new ways
to interest the public in biodiversity.
Both felt that mobilising people’s
empathy towards nature would not only
strengthen their capacity to absorb the
information presented to them but also
motivate them to do something for nature.
Each year, a particular species or habitat is selected as the theme
for the event. The choice defines the location of the venue so that
participants can have first-hand experience of that species or
habitat. The events so far have taken place on or near eight
different Natura 2000 sites, focusing on lowland hay meadows,
coniferous forests, reefs, and the fire-bellied toad. The music is also
specially composed every year to reflect the species’ or habitat’s
particularities.
A typical event consists of three components: 1) an interactive
exhibit on the surrounding nature; 2) an on-stage discussion
between a poet and a scientist to share interesting facts and views
on the theme of the event; and 3) a one-hour concert with songs
and light/video shows.
Over the years, the Nature Concerthall has proven to be a great
success, with up to 10,000 participants each year. A recent survey

showed that 80% of respondents considered they had increased
their knowledge about nature and 43% thought that the event
had motivated them to take up practical measures for the benefit
of nature.
Over half of the respondents also said that they would not have
attended such an event if it had not combined the nature exhibits
and talks with a concert and a sound and light show. The innovative
approach has thus succeeded in drawing thousands of people from
different backgrounds who would not normally be interested in
nature conservation.
■ For more information go to: http://www.natureconcerthall.com/

At Dove Stone, the RSPB in partnership with the landowner
United Utilities, is delivering an ambitious programme of
restoration work, with the aim of restoring biodiversity, improving
water quality and supporting viable wildlife-friendly farming on
this important Natura 2000 site. The RSPB–United Utilities (UU)
partnership covers 4,000 ha of moorland, much of it priority
blanket bog.
Restoration began in 2008, and following the successful
re-vegetation of bare peat through UU’s Sustainable Catchment
Management Programme, thousands of stone blocks and heather
bales were placed in the larger gullies to raise the water level. This
could not have been achieved without the invaluable help of
conservation volunteers. Further bare peat areas were limed and
seeded to re-establish the vegetation cover and a ‘no burning’
policy was adopted on deep peat. Tenant farmers also agreed to
reduce their animal stocking densities with the help of agrienvironment schemes.
This is compelling evidence that restoration works. The experience
at Dove Stone provides strong evidence of the potential to transform
damaged upland ecosystems to improve biodiversity, while achieving
wider benefits for water, carbon management, and developing a
more natural and diverse landscape. Since the start of the works,
golden plover and curlew populations have improved significantly,
and dunlins have tripled in number in the first five years.
■ For more information go to: http://www.rspb.org.uk/
news/412147-new-228k-bog-restoration-project-launches-atdove-stone
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Cross-border Cooperation and Networking
Europe’s rarest waterbird benefits from a team
effort in conservation – Greece

For the Balkans and the people: nature protection
and sustainable rural development – Bulgaria
Bulgaria’s Balkan Mountain region is of exceptional natural value
but it is also one of the poorest regions in the EU with high
unemployment rates and an aging population. The lack of work
opportunities is causing young people to leave the area, resulting in
extensive rural depopulation and an abandonment of traditional

New goose surveillance and
anti-poaching schemes were also
designed and implemented in
several sites in Bulgaria and Greece.
The project’s flyway approach is
already yielding good results. Since
the start of the project the target population has increased to 110.
The project has also raised awareness for the species’ plight. Around
2,000 people ranging from schoolchildren and local hunters, to
international experts and senior policy makers, have been engaged
through the project. Around 50 people in Greece and Bulgaria have
been trained in applying novel patrolling schemes and there are now
over 100 people engaged in monitoring the species in 18 countries.
■ For more information go to: http://www.wwf.fi/lwfg

© WWF DCP, FOA B., APB, BSPB, BBF

farming practices. Farms are generally very small and are not able
to invest in improving the quality of their produce. They also lack
the skills and capacity to make the most of the opportunities
offered by EU funds, despite the benefits their farming provides
for biodiversity.
To address these issues, a coalition of several partners was
set up involving the WWF Danube–Carpathian Programme
Bulgaria, the Foundation for Organic Agriculture, Bioselena, the
Association of Parks in Bulgaria, the Bulgarian Society for the
Protection of Birds, and the Bulgarian Biodiversity Foundation.
With the financial support of Bulgarian–Swiss Cooperation, this
coalition worked directly with farmers, micro-enterprises and
small enterprises in six Natura 2000 sites in the Western and
Central Balkan mountain range.
The project also set out to create a better business environment
for farmers and local businesses. Four innovative schemes were
introduced to pay businesses for the ecosystem services they
provide and to help protect over 15,000 ha of key semi-natural
habitats. Their products were promoted and sold at fairs and
farmers’ markets in Sofia and elsewhere. Additionally, to
encourage interest from the younger generation, a Children’s
Nature Academy has so far educated over 3,500 local kids on
extensive farming for nature protection.
These creative ways of paying for the benefits of nature help to
demonstrate that Natura 2000 is not automatically an obstacle to
business, but instead offers a real opportunity to sell products and
services of a high quality and environmental value. Some of the
project measures have also since been included in the Bulgarian
Rural Development Programme for 2017–2020.
■ For more information go to: http://www.bioselena.com/en/
projects/view/36/

© Theodoros Nazirids

Socio-economic benefits

© Manolia Vougioukalou

For a number of years now the Fennoscandian population of the
lesser white-fronted goose has declined at an alarming rate in
south-eastern Europe. Whereas in the first decades of the
20th Century it was estimated at more than 10,000 individuals, by
2011 it held no more than 15–20 breeding pairs.
This prompted a coalition of organisations from four countries to
combine their efforts in carrying out urgent practical conservation
actions in the species wintering and staging grounds. Through an
extensive network of international, national and local experts and
stakeholders, the partners have implemented a successful ‘flyway
approach’ spanning the entire Eurasian migration path of the species.
A wide range of actors are involved in the initiative, including two
public national authorities (Ministry of Environment and Energy/
Greece and Metsähallitus/Finland), three NGOs (HOS/Greece, BSPB/
Bulgaria and WWF/Finland), the Forest Research Institute/Greece,
Hortobágy National Park Directorate/Hungary and the UNEP/AEWA
Secretariat.
With the support of the EU LIFE programme and the Norwegian
Environment Fund, the project is being implemented simultaneously
in seven Natura 2000 sites across Europe. Key actions include the
introduction of a standardised monitoring programme and habitat
restoration work in core areas such as the Evros Delta in Greece and
the Hortobágy National Park in Hungary.
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Reconciling Interests/Perceptions

In today’s society, everyone expects a steady source of
energy to power our computers, lights, household
appliances and entire industries. For a Transmission System
Operator (TSO), this is a big challenge in forest areas, since trees
coming near or touching overhead line conductors could trigger a
power failure. To ensure a safe electricity supply, the TSO regularly
destroys vegetation under high-tension lines. This is not only costly
for the operators, it also affects species and natural habitats, and is
unpopular with the local people.
Two system operators – ELIA and RTE – in cooperation with
government authorities, environmental consultancies and NGOs have
undertaken an initiative to test alternative methods for maintaining
the strips of land under the power lines and creating green corridors
in wooded areas. Actions are taking place in and around a series of
Natura 2000 sites across Belgium and France, with the help of
co-financing from the EU LIFE programme.
The project implemented seven innovative alternative methods,
and has given a significant role to local stakeholders. Actions under
high-tension overhead lines include planting or restoring forest edges,
planting orchards, restoring natural habitats like peatlands,
calcareous meadows and moors, using traditional breeds of cattle to

Collaboration between
public and private bodies
saves the Iberian lynx from
extinction – Spain

© Consejeria de Medio Ambiente

The EU Citizens’ Award

The Iberian lynx is the most
endangered wild cat in the world, in
2002 there were just 100
individuals left in Spain. The species has been decimated by habitat
loss throughout its territory. Over the years, natural woodlands and
maquis were converted to agriculture or pine and eucalyptus
plantations, and further fragmented by human development such
as dams, motorways and railways. Habitat changes and overhunting
have also reduced populations of the lynx’s main food source – the
rabbit. Nowadays, only two isolated breeding populations of Iberian
lynx remain, further increasing its vulnerability to extinction.
Since 2002, the Government of Andalusia has undertaken several
projects with the support of the EU LIFE fund to stop the species
from going extinct and to pave the way for its recovery. Habitat
management and rabbit restocking programmes were launched,

© LIFE Elia-RTE

Creating green corridors for biodiversity
under high-tension lines in Belgium and
France – Belgium

maintain pasture, sowing wild flower
meadows, removing invasive plants
and digging ponds. These actions have
been undertaken across 580 ha,
190 ha (33 %) of which are on Natura
2000 sites (31 sites in Belgium and
four sites in France).
The project relies on local partnerships to achieve its objectives.
Communication actions are used to reach stakeholders involved in
forest management: public and private landowners, administrative
authorities, governmental bodies, environmental NGOs, hunters,
farmers, tourists and, of course, the electricity companies.
There’s good news for the transmission operators too as it turns
out that the new management methods are up to four times cheaper
than traditional methods (using heavy machinery), on a 30-year
timescale. Moreover, a return on the investment made is expected
between three and 12 years after the end of the project.
■ For more information go to: http://www.life-elia.eu/en/

along with supplementary feeding stations, and actions were taken
to reduce the rate of road kills and poaching. A captive breeding
programme was also launched to allow individuals to be
reintroduced into the wild at new locations within its existing range.
The design and execution of these initiatives relied on the close
collaboration of all relevant public and private stakeholders. The
participation of the landowners and managers of private hunting
estates, in particular, was essential for the success of these
activities. Stewardship agreements and voluntary contracts have
been signed with 132 private owners, managers and hunting clubs
in six Natura 2000 sites, in order to reduce the hunting pressure on
rabbits and secure lynx-friendly land management across more
than 95,000 ha.
These conservation initiatives have led to a major recovery
among the Iberian lynx population (from 52 mature individuals in
2002 to 327 in 2014), enabling IUCN to lower its threat category
from ‘critically endangered’ to ‘endangered’. In addition, the
collaboration established through the projects will ensure that this
important work continues in the future.
■ For more information go to: http://www.juntadeandalucia.es/
medioambiente/site/portalweb
© Consejeria de Medio Ambiente
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Europe’s regional seas are
amongst the most productive in
the world, offering a wide range
of ecosystem goods and
services. They support the
livelihoods of over 5 million
Europeans and generate a gross
added value of almost
€500 billion a year.
Last year, the Commission
launched a study in order to
better understand the socioeconomic benefits of the marine
Natura 2000 network in
particular. The report provides a
convincing body of evidence to
show that protected marine and
coastal ecosystems do indeed
provide a wide range of
ecosystem services, including
food provisioning, climate
change mitigation, naturebased tourism, coastal security
and climate change adaptation,
blue biotechnology and
research, as well as broader
socio-economic benefits.
However, some of the
benefits of MPAs are currently
better understood and studied
than others. For example, it
seems clear that no-take MPAs
in different ecosystems and
regions can support fish stocks.
Similarly, ecosystems like
saltmarshes and seagrasses
have been shown to contribute
to protecting coastal areas
from the impact of weather
events.
On the other hand, little
evidence is available of the role
of multi-use MPAs in terms of
supporting food-provisioning
benefits (i.e. fish stocks outside
the protected areas) or on the
potential of MPAs for blue
technology.

© Lundgre / naturepl.com

Marine socio-economic
benefits of
Natura 2000

Scorpionfish, Scorpaena maderensis, watching Turkish wrasse, Thalassoma pavo, Pico, Azores, Portugal.

The study is accompanied by
a number of stand-alone case
studies documenting the range
of benefits deriving from marine
protected sites in the
Mediterranean region.
Study available on: http://
ec.europa.eu/environment/
nature/natura2000/marine/
docs/Socio%20-Economic%20
Benefits%20of%20EU%20
MPAs.pdf

New round of Natura
2000 seminars
Launched in 2010, the Natura
2000 Biogeographical Process
provides a practical framework
for supporting knowledge
building, cooperation and
networking on the
management of Natura 2000
sites across each of the
biogeographical regions in
the EU.
The Process aims at
enhancing coherence in the
management of the Natura

2000 network and ensuring
that Natura 2000 effectively
contributes to meeting the EU
2020 Biodiversity objectives. It
is an informal collaborative
process involving Member
States, scientific experts,
stakeholders, NGOs,
practitioners and the European
Commission.
This year, a new round of
seminars is being organised,
starting with a second Boreal
Seminar on 5–7 October in
Vilnius, Lithuania and a second
Atlantic Seminar on 25–27
October in Ireland. This time
around, the seminars will
examine the results of the
‘State of Nature’ report in
detail in order to make
recommendations for further
cooperative action at a
biogeographical level. The
marine aspects of the Natura
2000 Biogeographical Process
will also be strengthened in the
coming years.

Full details available on the
Natura 2000 communication
platform: http://ec.europa.eu/
environment/nature/
natura2000/platform/index_
en.htm

Sufficiency of marine
Natura 2000 sites
In 2009 and 2010 a review was
undertaken of the sufficiency of
marine SCI designations across
the different European marine
biogeographical regions. In light
of recent progress, a new round
of seminars is now being
organised for the 27–29
September 2016, in
cooperation with the European
Topic Centre/Biological
Diversity, to take stock of the
situation in the Atlantic,
Mediterranean and
Macaronesian seas.
http://ec.europa.eu/
environment/nature/
natura2000/marine/index_
en.htm
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An analysis has been conducted
for DG Environment of around
100 Operational Programmes
from 16 Member States that
have been approved under the
main EU funds (EAFRD, ERDF, CF,
EMFF and ESF) for the period
2014–2020. The aim was to
assess the extent to which
relevant measures for Natura
2000 and biodiversity
conservation have been
integrated into these
programmes.
The study found, that
although some of the
programmes analysed have
benefited from, and taken
account of, the Prioritised
Action Frameworks (PAFs) for
Natura 2000, there were still
major shortcomings and gaps
as regards the integration of
Natura 2000 priorities into
the EU’s other main funding
streams, particularly in relation
to the conservation of forests,
freshwater habitats and
species, and coastal and marine
biodiversity.
In general, better integration
has been achieved in the rural
development programmes
(RDPs) funded by EARDF than in
the other EU funds. But, while
agri-environment measures
continue to be popular, the use
of Natura 2000 payments and
the provision of information,
training and advice to farmers
remains very limited.
http://ec.europa.eu/
environment/nature/natura2000/
financing/index_en.htm

Assessing the condition
of Europe’s ecosystems
The European Commission has
published a new series of
reports on mapping and
assessing the state of
Ecosystems and
their Services
(MAES) in line
with Action 5 of
the EU
Biodiversity
Strategy.

The first provides an overview
of all available information
regarding the condition of
Europe’s ecosystems. It also
proposes a flexible methodology
for future assessments building
on the work undertaken so far,
mainly by the European
Environment Agency, and taking
into account existing data flows,
especially from reporting
obligations.
The second report offers
guidance on mapping urban
ecosystems in particular. It
proposes an indicator
framework to assess the
condition of urban ecosystems
and urban ecosystem services
which can be used to support
urban planning policy and policy
on green infrastructure at
urban, metropolitan and
regional scales.
Go to: http://ec.europa.eu/
environment/nature/knowledge/
ecosystem_assessment/
index_en.htm

B@B Platform
The European Business and
Biodiversity (B@B) Platform
provides a forum for strategic
dialogue on the links between
business and biodiversity.
Through three separate
thematic workstreams –
focusing on Natural Capital
Accounting, Innovation for
Biodiversity and Business, and
Access to Finance and
Innovative Finance Mechanisms
– the Platform aims to work
with businesses to develop tools
and approaches that integrate
biodiversity considerations into
current business practice. The
B@B Platform also helps to
coordinate and raise awareness
of innovative national and
international initiatives, as well
as showcase business best
practices at EU level.
Go to: http://ec.europa.eu/
environment/biodiversity/
business/index_en.htm

LIFE Integrated
Projects approved
Integrated Projects were
introduced in order to be able to
implement environmental goals
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© Marco Albertelli

Study on integrating
Natura 2000
requirements into
EU funding
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Natura 2000 in Lombardy, Italy.

on a wider scale and to increase
the impact of the LIFE
programme.
Three LIFE Integrated
Projects for Nature were
selected in 2014 for a total
budget of €56.3 million:
BNIP – Belgian Nature
Integrated Project
(Agentschap voor Natuur en
Bos, Belgium – €19 million):
aims to implement Prioritised
Action Framework (PAF)
targets for the Natura 2000
network in Belgium, through
improved governance,
capacity building and
collaboration between the
Flemish, Walloon and Federal
authorities. The project seeks
to improve stakeholder
involvement, as well as
develop integrated site
management plans and
monitoring programmes.
FRESHABIT LIFE-IP
(Metsähallitus, Parks &
Wildlife, Finland –
€24.4 million): aims to
improve the ecological status,
management and sustainable
use of freshwater Natura
2000 sites in Finland, by
tackling the problems they
face at catchment level. The
project will develop and
demonstrate, in eight regional
Natura 2000 networks, new
biodiversity and ecosystem
service indicators, with a
focus on reviving populations
of the key indicator species
freshwater pearl mussel,
Margaritifera margaritifera,
alongside modelling
methodologies for assessing
the status of freshwater
habitats.

•

•

IP GESTIRE 2020
• LIFE
(Regione Lombardia, Italy –
€17.3 million): sets out to
create an integrated
management structure for
achieving conservation
objectives for the Natura
2000 regional network in
Lombardy. The project aims to
coordinate management,
integrate regional policies,
train personnel working in
Natura 2000 areas, raise
public awareness and plan
interventions to conserve
biodiversity, such as
enhancing connectivity and
tackling invasive alien species.
Go to: http://ec.europa.eu/
environment/life/projects/ip.htm

LIFE 2016 application
round now open
The 2016 application round was
launched on 19 May. Proposals
must be submitted according to
the following deadlines:
15 September for traditional
LIFE nature, biodiversity,
governance and information
project proposals;
20 September for preparatory
projects and Technical
Assistance projects;
26 September for integrated
project proposals.
Full details, including application
packs, are available from the
LIFE webpage on: http://ec.
europa.eu/environment/life/
funding/life.htm

•
•
•

LIFE and new
partnerships for
conservation
The latest LIFE Nature Focus
publication looks at the
importance of partnerships in
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the successful implementation of
EU nature and biodiversity policy,
in particular the management of
the Natura 2000 network.
The 76-page brochure gives a
taste of the breadth of atypical
stakeholder groups that LIFE
projects have worked with up til
now, and also offers suggestions
for innovative ways of how new
private initiatives can
complement existing public
funding mechanisms, be
economically sustainable and
create jobs.
Go to: http://ec.europa.eu/
environment/life/publications/
lifepublications/flippingbook/
life-newpartnershipsfornature/
HTML/index.html

TV documentary on
Natura 2000 in Spain
The Spanish LIFE project: ‘Activa
Red Natura 2000: Connecting
People with Biodiversity’ has
teamed up with the Spanish
television company rtve to
broadcast a series of half-hour
documentaries on Natura 2000
sites and their local communities
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across the different regions of
Spain. Beautifully filmed and
narrated, the videos allow
viewers to discover some of the
most interesting and biodiverse
areas of the country from the
comfort of their armchair.
Go to: http://natura2000.seo.
org/

Green Week 2016 and
LIFE Awards
The 2016 Green Week took
place from 30 May to 3 June
under the theme ‘Investing for a
greener future’. The many facets
of green investment were
featured throughout the week.
Green Week was also the
occasion for the announcement
of the five winners of the ‘Best
of the Best’ LIFE Nature/
Information Projects for 2015.
They were selected from a
shortlist of 27 Best Projects.
Details on: http://ec.europa.eu/
environment/greenweek/
index_en.html and
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/
life/bestprojects/bestnat2015/
index.htm

Natura 2000
communication toolkit
With the help of LIFE funds, the
EUROPARC Federation has
developed a comprehensive
online communication toolkit,
especially designed for managers
of Natura 2000 areas, to
support, assist and inspire them
in their communication of Natura
2000 areas. Based on a Manual
for Effective Communication, the
toolkit contains a multitude of
useful tips, tools and best
practice examples to help
improve the Natura 2000
manager’s communication skills.
Go to: http://www.europarc.org/
tools-and-training/
communication-skills/toolkit/

Migratory Species
Champion
On 17 June, Bradnee Chambers,
Executive Secretary of the UNEP
Convention on Migratory Species
presented Daniel Calleja Crespo,
Director-General of DG
Environment with a certificate
that recognises the European
Commission as Champion Plus for
its commitment towards ‘Building
Capacity for Migratory Species
Conservation’ for 2015–2018.
This award testifies to the
Commission’s long-term mission
to enhance the skills,
competencies and abilities of
governments in developing
countries to implement the
Convention.
http://www.cms.int/en/
news/european-commissionchampions-migratory-wildlifeconservation
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