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Biodiversity 2020 – Update of Belgium’s National Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016 

Support document to the proposed updates to the objectives of the NBS (Doc.3) -  23 April 2013

Process of elaboration

National Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans are the principal instruments for implementing the Convention on Biological Diversity at the national level, including to support mainstreaming of biodiversity into the planning and activities of all those sectors whose activities can have an impact (positive and negative) on biodiversity. Belgium’s National Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016 (NBS) was adopted on 26 October 2006 by the Interministerial Conference for the Environment, which is composed of the competent ministers of the Federal Government and the three Regions of Belgium (Flanders, Brussels, Wallonia). It is the unique national document on biodiversity policy that embrace both the responsibilities of the federal and the regional governments in order to comply with the European and international commitments made by Belgium.

Updating the National Biodiversity Strategy is an opportunity to translate into national policy the ambitious global agreements reached at the 10th Conference of the Parties to the CBD in Nagoya during the Belgian Presidency of the European Union at the end of 2010 and of the outcome of the eleventh Conference of the Parties in 2012. The update also considers the contribution of Belgium to the implementation of the EU Biodiversity Strategy to 2020, the EU Council Conclusions on biodiversity and the other commitments made until 2013 under the biodiversity-related agreements. This framework documents should serve as a reference for the development and updating of strategies and actions implemented by the Federal, Regional and Community Governments, as well as at the provincial and communal level.
The Steering Committees “Biodiversity Convention” and “Nature” initiated jointly the process of updating Belgium’s National Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016. These committees gather the Regional and Federal competent authorities, scientists and environmental NGO’s
. They are established under the Belgian Coordination Committee for International Environment Policy under the auspices of the Interministerial Conference for the Environment.
In 2011, a mid-term state of play of the implementation of the NBS up to 31 December 2011 was conducted to assess its level of implementation. At the end of this process, recommendations for the updating of the NBS were formulated. In March 2012, the Interministerial Conference for the Environment decided to extend the length of validity of the current strategy with four years, until 2020. This offers the possibility to adjust the strategy during its updating process in 2012 by taking on board the international commitments made under the biodiversity-related agreements and at EU level, while considering the conclusions of the mid-term state of play of the implementation of the NBS and the recommendations formulated for the updating of the NBS
. 
The draft updated strategy will go through a public consultation between 14 May and 12 July 2013 on the website www.biodiv.be/public-consultation. It will be debated during a stakeholder dialog organized on 13 June 2013 where representatives of the civil society, private sector trade unions, and administrations will be invited. 
To respond to the commitments at global and European level, the update of the NBS focuses on a few issues: 

A)
Tackle emerging risks and the impact of internal trade of live specimens

B) 
Protect and restore biodiversity and associated ecosystem services through protected areas – green infrastructure – no net loss. Identify pathways of introduction of IAS

C) 
Phase out perverse incentives and using guidelines for the integration of the values of biodiversity and ecosystem services, including in development strategies, planning processes and reporting systems. Develop an approach to include these values in national accounting

D) 
Implement the Nagoya Protocol 

E) 
Map ecosystem services in Belgium and assess their economic value

F) 
Ensure implementation and enforcement of biodiversity legislation

G) 
Involve provinces, cities and other local authorities

H)  Increase the mobilization of resources (including through innovative mechanisms) and enhance capacities

Adopting a strategy is just the first step; achieving the aims of the NBS will be a big challenge. The active participation of not only the environment community but all relevant stakeholders (Regional, Federal and local authorities, the Communities, the Provinces and the Municipalities, the actors for biodiversity conservation, the business sector, scientific institutions, non-governmental organisations and society as a whole) in the coming decade will be crucial for the future of life and ensuring our well-being. The updated NBS should be mainstreamed into the planning and activities of all those sectors whose activities are dependent or can have an impact (positive and negative) on biodiversity and will be taken on board into the federal and regional action plans as they are revised
.
Biodiversity 2020 – The Update of Belgium’s National Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016 will be adopted by the Interministerial Conference for the Environment in September 2013 by:

· Melchior Wathelet, Secretary of Federal State for Environment, Energy and Mobility (Chair of the Conference)

· Evelyne Huytebroeck, Environment Minister of the Brussels Capital Region

· Joke Schauvliege, Environment Minister of the Flemish Region

· Philippe Henry, Environment Minister of the Walloon Region

· Jean-Pascal Labille, Minister of Public companies and of Development Cooperation, in charge of the large cities

· Philippe Courard, Secretary of State for Social Affairs, Families, Disabled Persons and Scientific Policy

· Koen Geens, Federal Minister of Finances and Sustainable Development

· Johan Vande Lanotte, Federal Minister of Economy, Consumers and the North Sea
· Mme Sabine LARUELLE, Ministre fédérale des Classes moyennes, des PME, des Indépendants et de l'Agriculture

· M. Carlo DI ANTONIO, Ministre des Travaux publics, de l’Agriculture, de la Ruralité, de la Nature, de la Forêt et du Patrimoine de la Région wallonne

· Mme Fadila LAANAN, Ministre de la Culture, de l'Audiovisuel, de la Santé et de l'Egalité des chances de la Communauté française

· Mme Isabelle WEYKMANS, Ministre de la Culture, des Médias et du Tourisme de la Communauté Germanophone
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Preface
Few updates (not submitted to the public consultation)
Executive summary
Few updates not submitted to the public consultation.
Addition of figure 1 (Updated strategy in a nutshell)
The updated Strategy in a nutshell 
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The strategy is a framework document that supports the integration and the fine-tuning of Regional and Federal action plans. It is the Belgian answer to the formal obligation under the CBD, while also taking into account existing strategies, plans and documents at (pan)European level. The strategy spells out a range of 15 priority strategic objectives and 86 operational objectives to guide the development of actions by the competent regional end federal authorities. The text of the NBS clearly identifies, for each objective, the link with articles of the CBD, the relevant Aichi Target, thematic programs of work, guidelines, etc. adopted under the Convention as well as the relevant EU commitment. Its main focus is on sectoral integration of Biodiversity.

Where necessary, implementation measures are undertaken in a coordinated way by the Federal and Regional Governments and the other relevant actors. Examples of achievements until 2009 are published in the fourth national report (2009) and mid-term assessment (2011). When implementing the Strategy, specific attention is paid by the federal and regional authorities to stakeholders’ information, involvement and participation. This implies consultation and collaboration between the different stakeholders, which will increase the support for and thus give a boost to the carrying out of Belgium’s National Biodiversity Strategy. Collaboration and partnerships with stakeholders on concrete projects associated to priority objectives of the strategy also help to raise their interest (legal framework on thematic issues, common Life+ project, common studies, common CEPA activities towards stakeholders and the public).

Reporting on progress made and obstacles for implementing the NBS takes place through the national reporting procedure for the CBD (2014, 2019). The information on implementation of the NBS is also published on the website of the Belgian Clearing-House Mechanism.

In 2010, the EU Baseline on the state of biodiversity and ecosystems in Europe produced a country study for Belgium. In 2011, a mid-term state of play of the implementation of the NBS 2006-2016 was prepared. The EU Baseline for Belgium and the mid-term state of play of the NBS form the basis for monitoring progress towards the 2020 targets.

Recommendations for updating and further implementing the NBS until 2020 where formulated in 2012. The chapter on the implementation and follow-up of the NBS was identified as a weak point and its content has been updated in the revised NBS, as well as some adaptation to fully reflect the commitment to meet the Aichi targets and the new EU Biodiversity Strategy to 2020.

Figure 2: Political framework for biodiversity in Belgium 








Biological diversity underpins ecosystems functioning and the provision of ecosystem services essential for human well-being. It provides for food security, human health, clean air and water. It contributes to local livelihoods, and economic development, and is essential for the achievement of the Millennium Development Goals, including poverty reduction. 

The Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) has three objectives: the conservation of biological diversity (biodiversity); the sustainable use of its components; and the fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising out of the utilization of genetic resources. In the Convention’s first Strategic Plan, adopted in 2002, the Parties committed themselves “to a more effective and coherent implementation of the three objectives of the Convention, to achieve by 2010 a significant reduction of the current rate of biodiversity loss at the global, regional and national level as a contribution to poverty alleviation and to the benefit of all life on Earth.” The third edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook (GBO-3), drawing upon the fourth national reports to the CBD, indicators and research studies, assesses progress towards the 2010 target, and provides scenarios for the future of biodiversity. 

The 2010 biodiversity target has inspired actions at many levels. However, such actions have not been on a scale sufficient to address the pressures on biodiversity. Moreover there has been insufficient integration of biodiversity issues into broader policies, strategies, programmes and actions, and therefore the underlying drivers of biodiversity loss have not been significantly reduced. While there is now some understanding of the linkages between biodiversity, ecosystem services and human well-being, the value of biodiversity is still not reflected in broader policies and incentive structures. 
In October 2010, in Nagoya, Japan, world governments recognized the failure to attain the target to significantly reduce the rate of biodiversity loss by 2010 and they reached an historic global agreement to take urgent action for building a future of living in harmony with nature. 

The Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 (SP), with a vision, a mission, 5 strategic goals and 20 ambitious yet achievable targets (“the Aichi Biodiversity Targets”), was adopted by the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) for halting and eventually reversing the loss of biodiversity of the planet by 2020 (see Appendix4). 
The Strategic Plan for Biodiversity and its Aichi Targets should inspire broad-based action by all Parties and stakeholders. It provides a flexible framework for the establishment of national and regional targets and for enhancing coherence in the implementation of the biodiversity-related conventions. All Parties committed to revise their national instruments to integrate the SP & Aichi Targets. A separate Strategic Plan has been adopted in 2010 for the Biosafety Protocol.
In December 2010, the period 2011-2020 was declared by the UN General Assemblee to be “the United Nations Decade on Biodiversity” to build support and momentum for this urgent task towards achieving the SP and Aichi Targets (UNGA resolution 65/161). The purpose is to inspire broad-based action in support of biodiversity over this decade (2011-2020) throughout the UN system as well as by all countries and stakeholders promoting the coherent and effective implementation of the CBD. 
In May 2011, the European Commission has adopted an ambitious new strategy to halt the loss of biodiversity and ecosystem services in the EU by 2020. There are six main targets, and 20 actions to help Europe reach its goal (see appendix 4). 
Biodiversity 2020 – the update of Belgium's National Biodiversity Strategy 2013-2020 (SNB) spells out a range of 15 strategic objectives and 86 operational objectives that aim to halt biodiversity loss and contribute nationally and internationally to the achievement of the 2020 target. Neither specific actions nor targets are adopted in the Strategy itself but they will be adopted and developed at a later stage in the implementation process.

Part I. Introduction

Few updates (not submitted to the public consultation)

Part II. The Belgian political framework

Few updates (not submitted to the public consultation)

Part III. Guiding principles, concepts and approaches

No changes
Part IV. The updated strategy to 2020

Text in grey and italic =  comment or justification for change.
Text in blue and underlined = modification of the NBS 2006-2016
The text in black comes from the NBS 2006-1016

IV.1 - Our ambition

While revising the NBS it appeared important to frame its objectives into a vision for the future and adopt a general objective achievable by 2020, so as the Strategic Plan of the CBD and the EU 2020 Biodiversity Strategy. This will also help communicate on the aim of the SNB.
Vision to 2050
By 2050, our Biodiversity and the ecosystem services it provides are valued, conserved, appropriately restored and wisely used for their intrinsic value and for their essential contribution to human wellbeing and economic prosperity, and so that catastrophic changes caused by the loss of biodiversity are avoided.
General objective of the Strategy until 2020
The general objective of the Strategy is to contribute nationally and internationally to the achievement of the 2020 target of halting the loss of biodiversity and the degradation of ecosystem services, and restoring them in so far as feasible, while stepping up our contribution to averting global biodiversity loss. 
This will be achieved primarily by the full implementation and enforcement of the current Belgian and EU legislative framework on biodiversity. This Strategy is aimed at ensuring a more effective and coherent implementation of the three objectives of the Convention on Biological Diversity, including through taking into account commitments under the other biodiversity agreements where relevant.

The three objectives of the Convention on Biological Diversity are: the conservation of biodiversity, the sustainable use of its components and the fair and equitable sharing of the benefits arising out of the utilisation of genetic resources, through, among other things, appropriate access to genetic resources, transfer of relevant technologies, and funding.
IV.2 - Strategic objectives
The 15 strategic objectives identified in Belgium’s National Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016
 are aimed to achieve the general objective of the Strategy and contribute to its vision. They encompass the necessary steps for this purpose and so is their length of validity extended until 2020 as approved by the Interministerial Conference for the Environment in March 2012. They cover both biodiversity in Belgium and the impact of our activities in the rest of the world, including through international cooperation and our economic activities. One additional strategic objective has been added to promote the engagement of the provinces, cities and other local authorities. The objective 14 on promoting sustainable forest management in other countries has been merged with objective 11 and 13.
The updated strategy spells out a range of 86 operational objectives (eight operational objectives have been added) to guide the stakeholders and competent regional end federal authorities to take priority actions for building a future of living in harmony with nature. All operational objectives have to be implemented by 2020 at the latest, unless otherwise stated.
Where necessary, implementation measures are undertaken in a coordinated way by the Regional and Federal Governments and other relevant actors. Examples of achievements until 31/12/2011 are available in the mid-term state of play
 of the implementation of the Strategy. When implementing the Strategy, specific attention is paid by the federal and regional authorities to stakeholders’ information, involvement and participation. This implies consultation and collaboration between the different stakeholders, which will increase the support for and thus give a boost to the implementation of the Strategy. Collaboration and partnerships with stakeholders on concrete projects associated with the objectives of the strategy also help to raise their interest (e.g. legal framework on thematic issues, common Life+ project, common studies, common CEPA activities towards stakeholders and the public). We want to inspire actions at all levels by the stakeholders.
Belgium’s National Biodiversity Strategy is not only the Belgian answer to the formal obligation under the CBD; it is also a necessary tool to confirm priority and voluntary themes and goals of and for Belgian policy-makers. It is most useful for supporting the integration and the fine-tuning of Regional and Federal action plans. It pays special attention to the need for the integration of the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity into the different relevant sectors of society including social and economic sectors. Some specific issues (such as GMOs, biofuels, climate change, invasive alien species) are treated horizontally through the different objectives of the Strategy.

The updated Strategy reflects the new priorities for action identified to contribute in the best way to the newly adopted EU Vision to 2050 and EU 2020 Target. It takes into account the new commitments made by Belgium in the field of biodiversity at international and EU level and the results of international processes such as The Economics of Ecosystems and Biodiversity (TEEB reports on mainstreaming the Economics of Nature presented at the CBD COP-10
) and the newly created Intergovernmental Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES).

Several objectives of the Strategy remain unchanged  while others are only slightly amended . The full list of objectives, operational objectives and updates is presented in appendix 5.
Objective 1: Identify and monitor priority components of biodiversity in Belgium

This objective is not modified
Objective 2.Investigate and monitor the effects of threatening processes and activities and their causes
The main changes to the objective 2 of the Strategy aim to tackle new and emerging risks for biodiversity (updated objective 2.1) and the impact of the internal trade of live animals and plants (objective 2.3).
· 2.1 Investigate and monitor in Belgium the effects and causes of activities and processes, including new and emerging risks, that threaten components of biodiversity in Belgium and their causes (updated operational objective 2.1)
Stakeholders: federal and regional authorities, regional nature agencies, Belgian Biodiversity Research Platform, universities.

Identifying new and emerging risks as early as possible is a precondition for early action. Much can be done to avert loss of biodiversity if adequate information on potential threats is available. It is necessary to further investigate the impact on biodiversity of human activities and of threats arising from natural causes, as well as relations between those processes and activities in order to take the most appropriate measures to minimise their impacts. Particular attention must be paid to the potential risks for biodiversity of the development and use of new technologies, their processes and products. For instance, care should be given to potentially negative impacts of nanotechnologies on biodiversity, of GMOs used in agriculture, forestry and fishery - detailed in Objective 4 - as well as other GMOs developed as bioindicators or bioremediators, such asand of GM cattle, domestic animals, decorative plants, or GM microorganisms and viruses used as pests regulators in agriculture, etc.)., products and processes (for instance, Among their potential negative impacts: the spread of invasive alien species), the threat to non-target organisms by GMOs producing specific pesticides, unforeseen interactions with biodiversity, or the ecosystemic disequilibrium caused by large diffusion of such organisms. The development of new genetic transformation techniques, like synthetic biology, which are not yet on the market, should be carefully accompanied, a.o., through thorough EIA procedures and elaboration and implementation of adequate regulations by the community involved in biodiversity preservation. The biodiversity research community has a role to play in identifying emerging issues and in delivering relevant information for biodiversity policy.
When considering the various potential impacts of these emerging risks, attention should be given not only to impacts on specific components of biodiversity but also on community structures and global ecosystem functions and services and to the links between biodiversity and health, in particular to risks for health.  

Appropriate monitoring will involve taking physical measurements/observations of the chosen biodiversity and activities indicators year on year for comparison with the current status of biodiversity and pressures from threatening activities. This comparison together with a study of the causes of threatening processes will be most useful for an adaptive management of threatening activities. Key questions to be addressed in the monitoring process can be based on the proposed “Framework for designing national-level monitoring programmes and indicators” Indicator framework for the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011–2020 and the Aichi Biodiversity Targets (CDB Decision XI/3) proposed by the CBD  and the EU headline indicators developed by the European Environment Agency (SEBI 2020).
· 2.3 Investigate at the Belgian level the potential impact of the internal trade (legal and illegal) of live animals and plants on biodiversity and potentially adapt relevant regulation, including market regulation when appropriate (new operational objective 2.3) 

Stakeholders: federal and regional authorities, regional nature agencies, Belgian Biodiversity Research Platform, universities, market actors (including business sectors and consumers and other members of the civil society).

Providing the right market signals, particularly to final consumers, for biodiversity conservation is crucial. While the potential impact on global biodiversity of international trade with Belgium is covered under objectives 5.6 and 5.7, it appeared necessary to also consider, in an holistic way, the potential impact of the internal trade (legal and illegal) of live animals and plants on biodiversity, (taking into account animal welfare and public/animal health issues) and potentially adapt relevant regulation, including market regulation (e.g. in implementing CITES Regulation or other relevant EU legislation) and where necessary consumers behaviours. 

In considering the internal trade of species, a particular attention will be devoted to the numerous exotic species deliberately introduced into Belgium (import of ornamental plants, pets, species for breeding, fishing, hunting, used as biological controls or for biomass production, etc.). 
Objective 3. Maintain or rehabilitaterestore biodiversity and ecosystem services in Belgium to a favourable conservation status
The main changes to objective 3 of Belgium’s Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016 cover the following issues:

· effectively manage a system of protected areas and other areas favourable for biodiversity covering 17% of areas at land (updated operational objective 3.1)

· effectively manage a system of protected areas and other areas favourable for biodiversity covering 10 % of areas at sea (updated operational objective 3.2)

· establish a green infrastructure within a network of healthy ecosystems and restore 15 % of degraded ecosystems (new operational objective 3.3)
· measures to identify and manage pathways of introduction of invasive alien species (new operational objective 3.7)
· ensure no net loss of biodiversity and ecosystem services (new operational objective 3.8)

Healthy ecosystems are needed for halting biodiversity loss but also to benefit from the many valuable services they provide. Despite the initiatives already put in place, habitats in Belgium are becoming increasingly fragmented and are degraded. This affects biodiversity directly and indirectly in making the ecosystems vulnerable to other threats, such as biological invasions. It also undermines the many services that healthy ecosystems provide to society, such as clean water supply and protection against floods and erosion. 

In 2010, the Parties to the CBD agreed to make concerted efforts to achieve Aichi Target 9 (introduction and establishment of invasive alien species is prevented), Target 11 (systems of protected areas covering 17 % at land and 10 % at sea), Target 14 (ecosystems and essential services are safeguarded) and Target 15 (ecosystems are restored and their resilience is enhanced). These global targets are reflected in the EU’s biodiversity strategy until 2020 under target 1 (implementation of the Birds and Habitats Directives), target 2 (maintenance and restoration of ecosystems and their services) and target 5 (combat invasive alien species). It is therefore important to adapt the NBS accordingly.

Nature conservation activities across Belgium, in, among others, marine areas as well as rural and urbanised areas, need to be strengthened through optimal protection, management and restoration measures. The measures to be taken will depend greatly on the priority components of biodiversity selected in Objective 1 and on threatening processes and activities identified in Objective 2. Measures could be, for instance, the extension of a forest or grassland in a specific area, restoration of a degraded habitat of particular importance (e.g. wetlands) or establishment of a protected area.

The measures will have to be taken in cooperation with the different stakeholders in order to define ways that both conserve biodiversity and meet other stakeholders’ interests. In this context, the application of the "ecosystem approach"
 (CBD Decision V/6) and the implementation of the programme of work on Protected Areas (CBD Decision VII/28), as appropriate, will be of particular relevance.

The concept of favourable conservation status* (see box below) provides an objective concept that will be scientifically defined for the purpose of Objective 1, together with the identification of appropriate indicators to allow for the monitoring of the status of the priority components of biodiversity.

Concept of favourable conservation status (EU Habitats and Birds Directive)

The conservation status of a natural habitat is “favourable” when (i) its natural range and areas it covers within that range are stable or increasing, and (ii) the specific structure and functions which are necessary for its long-term maintenance exist and are likely to continue to exist for the foreseeable future, and the conservation status of its typical species is favourable as defined below.

The conservation status of a species is “favourable” when (i) population dynamics data on the species concerned indicate that it is maintaining itself on a long-term basis as a viable component of its natural habitats, (ii) the natural range of the species is neither being reduced nor is likely to be reduced for the foreseeable future, and (iii) there is, and will probably continue to be, a sufficiently large habitat to maintain its population on a long-term basis.

CBD instruments - Protected areas

The CBD supports the establishment and maintenance - by 2010 for terrestrial and by 2012 for marine areas - of comprehensive, effectively managed, and ecologically representative national and regional systems of protected areas that collectively, for instance through a global network, contribute to achieving the 2010 target, the three objectives of the Convention, the World Summit on Sustainable Development Plan of Implementation and the Millennium Development Goals.

The thematic Programme of Work on Protected Areas adopted in 2004 (CBD Decision VII/28) is based on application of the ecosystem approach and is composed of four synergetic elements providing goals, targets and activities to be conducted by the Parties:

(1) direct actions for the planning, choice, establishment, enhancement and management of protected areas;

(2) governance, participation and equitable benefit sharing;

(3) enabling activities;

(4) norms, assessment and monitoring.

· 3.1 At least 17 per cent of terrestrial and inland water, especially areas of particular importance for biodiversity and ecosystem services, are conserved through the development of effectively and equitably managed, ecologically representative and well connected  systems of protected areas and other effective area-based conservation measures, and are integrated into the wider landscapes (updated operational objective 3.1)
The aim of this operational objective is to enhance existing terrestrial
 networks of protected areas and other effective area-based conservation measures over the three Regions and to promote interconnectivity between them and with neighbouring countries (Aichi target 11). It is based on the concept of ecological network*, and will include the ecological requirements of the priority components of biodiversity in order to ensure their maintenance or rehabilitation in a favourable conservation status. As small landscape elements play a key role in ensuring connectivity between networks, their conservation and/or rehabilitation will be promoted (see operational objective 3.3).

The adequation of biodiversity hotspots, defined on the basis of scientific criteria, with protection regime should be ensured.

In accordance with Objectives 1 and 2, the integrated management of protected areas should apply the ecosystem approach. The network of protected areas should also be integrated into its socio-economic context and wider environment to enable adequate buffering of external influences on the network elements. Measures taken in the framework of Objectives 4 and 5 should particularly take into account the network of protected areas.

The Natura 2000 network currently covers up to 15,2 % of the Belgian territory (12,7 % at land and 36,6 % at sea)
 with an ecologically representative and well connected system of protected areas. Additionally to this network, other surfaces are effectively conserved through other conservation measures such as some Agri Environmental Measures, late mowing of road banks, sustainable management forestry measures. This is why it is considered that reaching the target of 17 % of protected areas at land and other areas of particular importance for biodiversity is an ambitious but yet realistic target for Belgium. Attention will be paid to implement coherent transboundary and transregional conservation measures within Natura 2000. For the time being, only a limited number of sites at land are effectively managed and it is urgent to adopt and implement appropriate management plans. 
For a large number of wild species, crop species and varieties and domestic animal breeds, the establishment of a system of protected areas alone is not sufficient. Existing measures taken to protect wildlife outside protected areas will be enhanced in several ecosystems (for example, urban, freshwater, humid, rocky/caved, marine, coastal, forest and agricultural ecosystems) and integrated into land use planning. Such measures can include buffer zones playing the role of a transition, the ecological management of railway sides and road- and riversides, ecological management of parks and green areas in urban areas, municipal nature development plans, hosting wild fauna in attics and belfries, etc. Several documents produced by the Regions can be used as guidance for implementing this strategic objective (for example, Codes for Good Nature Practices, Codes for Good Agriculture Practices, Vademecum for nature-oriented management of road verges and river borders, Management standards to favour biodiversity in woods under a forest regime, etc.)
. [Text from Op. Obj. 3.3]
It is also crucial to promote the protection of biodiversity in private domains and in green areas surrounding companies (see “Nature and Companies: Operating instructions, “Qualité et développement durable des zones d’activité économique: Le cahier des charges urbanistique et environnemental”). Furthermore, partnerships with the private sector should be developed.

The quality of nature in urban and peri-urban areas (cities and municipalities) is of particular importance not only for biodiversity but also for the quality of life and human health. The quality of nature can be enhanced by integrated planning and harmonious management of urban and peri-urban green areas (for example Vademecum for harmonised park management of the Flemish Region). [Text from Op. Obj. 3.3]
· 3.2 At least 10 per cent of coastal and marine areas, especially areas of particular importance for biodiversity and ecosystem services, are conserved through the development of effectively and equitably managed, ecologically representative and well connected systems of protected areas and other effective area-based conservation measures, and are integrated into the wider seascapes. (updated operational objective 3.2)
Stakeholders: land use planning departments, nature conservation agencies, managers, federal and regional authorities (including provinces and communes).

The Belgian part of the North Sea is a sensitive ecosystem and is one of the most densely used marine areas worldwide with important pressures from sea-based activities (e.g. fishing, coastal defence, sand and gravel extraction, shipping, oil and gas extraction,off-shore energy, tourism) and land-based activities (agriculture, urbanization, harbours, industry). 
Addressing the pressures resulting from these activities within a complex state structure is an important overarching management issue. The implementation of the policy Plans adopted in 2009 for the Marine Protected areas in the Belgian Part of the North Sea as well as the Good Environmental Status objectives (to be reached by 2020) and related measures  as part of the EU-Marine Strategy Framework Directive will contribute to this challenge.
Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) are an important means of safeguarding the ocean’s rich diversity of life. They may support local economies by providing a refuge from fishing pressure for commercial fish stocks. If properly located, MPAs may act as refuge habitats and lead to reduction in fishing mortality and bycatch.

Recent national efforts in The establishment of ecologically significant MPAs in the Belgian marine zone, will be continued. These complemented by the Natural 2000 network, must be backed up by rigorous management plans, a legally binding Marine Spatial Planning, which is fully integrated in their global socio-economic context (if possible taking into account the Integrated Coastal Zone Management strategy and pollution control schemes) and accepted by all the parties concerned. Such management plans, among other things, should allow for the transition from overfishing to recovery and from there on to long-term sustainable fishing.

· 3.3 Promote integration of protected areas into the wider land- and seascape (the old operational objective 3.3 is integrated in the new operational objectives 3.1 and 3.2)
· 3.3 Ecosystems, their resilience and their services are maintained and enhanced by establishing, inter alia, a green infrastructure and restoring at least 15% of degraded ecosystems (new operational objective 3.3)
Stakeholders: land use planning departments, nature conservation agencies, managers, federal and regional authorities (including provinces and communes).
Protected areas are necessary but not sufficient to rehabilitate biodiversity to a favourable conservation status across the country and maintain the delivery of ecosystem services. Reaching the 2020 target implies, inter alia,  the development of a green infrastructure with a focus on representativeness and management effectiveness at land and sea, the restoration of degraded areas and ultimately the compensation of new degradations if not avoidable (see operational objective 3.8). 

The Green infrastructure is defined as an interconnected network of natural areas, including agricultural land, greenways, wetlands, parks, forest reserves, native plant communities and marine areas that naturally regulate storm flows, temperatures, flood risk and water, air and ecosystem quality (EU Env. Council, March 2010).
As small landscape elements play a key role in ensuring connectivity of a green infrastructure network, their conservation and/or rehabilitation will be promoted. The management of the green infrastructure should apply the ecosystem approach and be integrated into its socio-economic context. Indeed, it is necessary to step up efforts to integrate biodiversity into the development and implementation of other policies, taking into account the objectives of all policies concerned, in particular those national and EU policies related to natural resources management, such as agriculture, food security, forestry, fisheries, and energy, as well as spatial planning, transport, tourism, trade, and development. Measures taken in the framework of Objectives 4 (sustainable use) and 5 (sectoral integration of biodiversity) of the NBS should particularly take into account these green infrastructure elements.

Building a green infrastructure can help overcome many of these challenges. It can reconnect fragmented natural areas and improve their functional connectivity and resilience within the wider countryside. Connectivity, restoration and conservation measures need to be mainstreamed throughout the entire territory and not limited to specific areas, to contribute to an ecologically coherent green infrastructure for the benefit of all, people as well as nature. Furthermore, the restoration of degraded ecosystems can contribute to climate change mitigation and adaptation.
Belgium currently works with the European Commission on the common understanding and operationalisation of the terms "restoration" and "degradation" and the nature of the 15% target. The baseline (reference point) against which the 15% restoration target is to be assessed is the EU 2010 Biodiversity Baseline Study produced by the EEA and supplemented by additional information to be generated through the MAES work programme. At the core of the concept is the idea that restoration should be regarded as a process rather than a binary (restored vs degraded) description of state. If restoration is regarded as a process then this allows the possibility to identify different stages in the process. It also means that all significant efforts to improve the abiotic and biotic condition of a site can, in principle, be counted as a contribution to restoration even if the site is not fully restored to its "original/natural state". The approach also has the advantage that significant efforts to improve the ecological condition of a site that has been completely transformed (e.g. intensively farmed land) can also be taken into account.
· 3.7 
Invasive alien species (IAS) and pathways are identified and prioritized, priority species are controlled or eradicated, and measures are in place to manage pathways to prevent their introduction and establishment
3.7 Avoid the introduction and mitigate the impact of invasive alien species on biodiversity (updated operational objective 3.7) 

Stakeholders: Federal and regional authorities (including provinces and communes), regional nature agencies, various sectors (including horticultural sector, agriculture, aquaculture, forestry, fisheries, pet industry, hunting, mobility, tourism, public health, research), professional federations with activities in the concerned sectors,  teachers in academic system including in the field of horticultural qualifications, consumers, environmental NGO's, general public.

Biological invasions are the second most important cause of the extinction of species worldwide (and in Belgium) after the loss of natural habitats. Organisms can be introduced beyond their natural range, either intentionally either non intentionally.   Those include disease-causing viruses, bacteria, fungi, algae, mosses, ferns, flowering plants, invertebrates and vertebrates. When invasive, they can cause environmental damages as well as detrimental impacts on the health, economy and safety.

IAS affect indigenous species negatively and can have a profound negative effect on the functioning of ecosystems. At economic level, they can among others negatively affect crop yields, obstruct waterways, and generate public health problems (they can be vectors for parasites and diseases or produce allergenic substances and toxins). Often, they generate significant management costs in order to restrict their development, to limit their damages or to restore the ecosystems.

The threat caused by IAS to biodiversity in Belgium is addressed in the NBS through this operational objective 3.7 but also through other operational objectives (2.3, 5.7, 7, 8.3) that take into consideration internal and external trade and whose implementation is guided by ten principles, including the precautionary approach and the polluter pays principle (see part III of the NBS).
This target is in line with article 8h of the CBD (1992) supplemented by Aichi target 9 (2010) as well as with  the EU biodiversity strategy target 5 (2011). At international level, the CBD has developed guiding principles in order to help Parties to prevent the introduction of IAS, to detect early new introduced IAS and to undertake mitigation measures for established IAS (CBD Decision VI/23).

At EU level, the 2013 legislative work programme of the European Commission plans to fill policy gaps in combating IAS by adopting a dedicated legislative instrument.  The EU will also be considering how better integrate additional biodiversity concerns into the new Plant and Animal Health Regimes.

As a Party to the Bern Convention (Council of Europe), Belgium should implement specific Bern recommendations related to IAS issues including  article 11, 2 b) which states that each Party should take measures to strictly control the introduction of non-native species. In order to implement this provision, the Standing Committee adopted a Pan-European Strategy on Invasive Alien Species which inter alia recommends to draw up and implement national strategies on IAS taking into account the above-mentioned pan-European strategy (Recommendation No. 99/2003).

The complex nature of issues concerning alien species makes it currently difficult to identify clearly the sharing of responsibilities at Belgian leve. Tackling the IAS issue in an integrated way is a particular challenge in Belgium due to its complex institutional framework resulting in a division and fragmentation of competences on issues dealing with different aspects of IAS (e.g. environment, health and agriculture). In order to address this problem and meet the various commitmentsrequests  regarding  alien species underfrom treaties to which Belgium is a Party, concrete steps must be urgently taken and coordinated action plans developed when necessary within and between all competent authorities. The following operational recommendations could form a suitable base for defining further actions at BE level. They are based on the guiding principles of the CBD and on the Pan-European Strategy on Invasive Species, and were formulated by the Belgian Forum on Invasive Species within the framework of the SOS invasion conference (Brussels 09 and 10 March 2006) in order to limit the ecological and economic impact of invasive non-native species in Belgium:

1. Designate or create a single lead structure to co-ordinate and ensure consistency of application of non-native species policies in relevant fields (phytosanitary controls, animal health and welfare, trade in non-native species, biosecurity initiatives, etc.).

2. Conduct comprehensive and widely accepted risk assessment procedures for intentional introduction of non-native species in the wild.

3. Develop action plans addressing the main introduction pathways to help prevent intentional and unintentional introductions for all relevant sectors.

4. Revise, enlarge and update the existing legislation to improve handling of invasive non-native species issues.

5. Establish early detection and control mechanisms of detrimental non-native species in the wild.

6. Build up and maintain scientific capacity.

7. Raise awareness of all relevant sectors to ensure a good understanding of invasive species issues including introduction pathways, economic and ecological impacts.

The EU directive 2009/28/EC on the promotion of the (sustainable) use of energy from renewable sources raises the share of renewable energy to reach a 20% share  by 2020 and a 10% share of renewable energy specifically in the transport sector. This directive is challenging, especially because a large number of plants grown for producing renewable energy are non-indigenous. It is necessary to consider carefully how policies in Belgium can best increase the use of biomass and bio-fuels without damaging biodiversity, in particular by contributing to increase the introduction of non indigenous plants for the production. However, current attribution criteria in Belgium (established until 2013) only take into account the limitation in the use of fertilizers and pesticides and there are no specific criteria related to biodiversity. As a follow-up of two studies on the impacts of biofuels production on Biodiversity carried out in 2009 and 2010, Belgium will defend a position aiming at the compulsory inclusion of new environmental criteria in the framework of the biofuels directive 2009/28/EC revision.
· 3.8 Define the framework and the condition to ensure no net loss of biodiversity and ecosystem services (new operational objective 3.8)
Stakeholders: federal and regional authorities.

The NBS foresees in its guiding principle for implementation that, if, in spite of a negative assessment of the implications for biodiversity and in the absence of alternative solutions, a plan or project must nevertheless be carried out, public authorities should take all necessary compensatory measures to ensure that no net loss of biodiversity will occur when the plan or project is implemented or executed. In case a plan or project that impacts a protected area must be carried on for imperative reasons of overriding public interest, all necessary compensatory measures will also be taken. Under the EU Common Implementation Framework, Belgium will closely follow the work of the Commission to clearly define the principle of “no net loss”, its range, ensuring that sufficient safeguards are established to preserve biodiversity whilst avoiding any drift/abuse, and make proposals for its implementation in the country. This could include compensation or offset mechanisms ensuring that authorized damages to biodiversity are fully compensated by the restoration of similar ecosystems or/with similar species populations and functioning, offering in this way the same ecosystem services

It should be ensured that such a compensation measure is applied only if no other alternative is possible.

Objective 4. Ensure and promote sustainable use of components of biodiversity
The changes to the objective 4 of Belgium’s Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016 cover the following issues:

· promotion of good practices for sustainable use of biodiversity (updated operational objective 4a.1)

· promotion of agricultural practices favourable to biodiversity (new operational objective 4c.0)
· consideration of potential impacts of non indigenous plants for renewable energy (updated operational objective 4c.8)
· impacts of recreational and sport fishing practices in inland waters and at sea (updated operational objective 4d.2)
· genetically modified fish (updated operational objective 4d.3)
· 4a.1. Identify and promote good practices involving sustainable use of biodiversity
This objective should not be limited to the identification of good practices, but their application  should be actively promoted.  

· 4c.0 Promote measures favorable to biodiversity under the implementation of the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP)
The ongoing reform of the CAP provides the introduction of a payment for agricultural practices beneficial for the climate and the environment within the direct payment scheme. 30 % of the budgetary envelope for direct payments will be assigned to this kind of mandatory measures. The payment will reward the delivery of environmental public goods that go beyond cross-compliance and should promote sustainable production. The proposed measures are crop diversification, maintenance of permanent grassland and ecological focus areas. This operational objective aims to stimulate farmers to implement these measures in a way that delivers a real profit to biodiversity.

· 4c.8 Ensure that the production of plants, inter alia non indigenous plants, for renewable energy does not negatively impact on biodiversity
The addition of 'non indigenous plants' aims to highlight a potential environmental problem. 
[....]

Bio-energies derived from agricultural crops are set to increase in importance in the coming years. Impacts of biofuel crops on biodiversity are not known yet. However, it is clear that the increasing area devoted to energetic crops has an impact on biodiversity. The culture of non indigenous plants may also have adverse impacts on biodiversity. Furthermore, intensive production of any form of biomass has serious negative impacts on biodiversity as a result of the use of fertilisers, pesticides, monoculture and forest clearing.

It is therefore necessary to control, monitor and assess the impacts of those crops on biodiversity and to consider carefully how policies can best increase use of biomass and biofuels without damaging biodiversity. Implementation of the EU Biomass Action Plan must therefore take due account of biodiversity in assessments in order to ensure ecological sustainability of biomass production for renewable energy.  [...]
4d) Fishery in marine and inland waters
Marine waters

[...]

An important national instrument is the Law of 20 January 1999 on the protection of the marine environment in the areas under Belgian jurisdiction. This foresees the identification and designation of marine protected areas  (MPA) (among others in application of the EU Habitat and Birds Directives). Work on MPAs and threatened and declining species is also ongoing under OSPAR. Measures for MPAs to reduce the impact of bottom-affecting gear are currently being finalisednegociated as part of the Marine Spatial Planning . An impact analysis and fishery Management measures in view of achieving the objective of Good Environmental Status (Marine Strategy Framework Directive) for all relevant fishery sectors will be included in the instruments draft measurement programme which is currently being prepared (to be submitted to the European Commission in 2014) to be published and the necessary conflict analysis has been conducted with all of these sectors, including fisheries.
For CITES-listed marine species, the permitting procedure with regards to the commercialisation of species caught in the high sea was approved at CITES CoP16 (March 2013). This way there is a common understanding of the provisions of the Convention relating to introduction from the sea specimens taken in the marine environment not under the jurisdiction of any State in order to facilitate the standard implementation of trade controls for such specimens introduced from the sea and improve the accuracy of CITES trade data.

· 4d.2 Provide for a management of inland water fisheries catering for sport purposes that responds to ecological management objectives and ensures the balance and the quality of the fish populations Ensure that recreational and sport fishing practices at sea and inland waters respond to ecological management objectives to avoid adverse impacts on biodiversity
The impact of recreational fishing at sea on fish stocks or on other elements of the marine biodiversity has not yet been assessed.  At present recreational gill-net fishing at sea is prohibited to limit the bycatch of birds and sea mammals and recreational bottom trawling is only allowed beyond 3 nautic miles.

Wherever it takes place, inland water fisheries should respect ecosystem quality by avoiding unnecessary, inefficient or harmful fish stocking (overstocking, ...). When necessary, pPlanting of indigenous fish should respecting local genetic strains and populations structure, should be promoted. Populations of species of no fishing interest should be respected. Stocking of non-indigenous species should be avoided in order to prevent the introduction and spread of invasive alien species. Introgression
 of wild fish populations by domestic strains of fish should be avoided. Exaggerated baiting and consequent dystrophication eutrophication must be avoided, especially in lakes and reservoirs.

Restoration of inland water systems should be promoted: through biomanipulation*, fisheries may contribute to rehabilitation of clear water systems with macrophytes and high species richness instead of poor and banal turbid water systems characterised by algal blooms. Stocking of fish should achieve a balance between the carrying capacity of aquatic ecosystems and the size and structure of fish populations in order to promote clear water systems, so preventing turbid water systems with poor species diversity. Stocking of pools should be avoided: they are too small to carry populations of large fish. Furthermore, maintenance and creation of fish-free ponds should be promoted for specific biota, for example amphibians.

· 4d.3 Prevent GM fish from threatening fish marine and freshwater biodiversity and populations

GM varieties of fish have already been commercialised in some parts of the world, intended including to grow faster and reach a bigger size. This practice is not applied in Belgium yet. Whereas those fish are supposed to be raised in confined areas, drastic measures should be taken to prevent those varieties from escaping into the wild. After all, some GM varieties of fish have already been shown to threaten the future of the species when they come into reproductive contact with the wild related members. Furthermore, GM fish could threaten local species and ecosystems through their invasive behaviour.

Similarly for other marine GM products, the consequences of interbreeding and competitive behaviour with wild relatives should be carefully investigated and, as a rule, should be avoided at all cost. The Belgian Marine Environmental law prohibits the deliberate introduction of genetically modified organisms. 

Specific attention needs to be given to side effects of genetic manipulations aimed at increasing the size of commercial species (amplification of growth hormone gene).

(see also Objective 7.87.)

Objective 5. Improve the integration of biodiversity concerns into all relevant social and economic sectoral policies 
The changes to the objective 5 of Belgium’s Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016 cover the following issues:

· promote and support stakeholders involvement (updated operational objective 5.1)
· encourage the development and use of guidelines for the integration of biodiversity into all relevant sectoral policies (updated operational objective 5.3)
· eliminate perverse incentives, apply incentive measures favourable to biodiversity, reform fiscality (updated operational objective 5.5)
· contribution of CITES to the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity (updated operational objective 5.9)
· incorporate biodiversity values into national accounting and reporting systems (new operational objective 5.11)

[...]
Fundamental social and economic processes in society are the key underlying drivers of environmental change. Demographics, consumption and production patterns, scientific and technological innovation, economic demand, markets and trade, institutional and social-political frameworks and value systems all play a part in determining the impact that humans have on the natural world. This impact is expressed through a number of direct and indirect drivers of biodiversity loss, the most important of which are habitat degradation and land use change, overexploitation, pollution, invasive alien species and climate change.

Objective 5 of the NBS is the backbone to achieving sectoral integration of biodiversity concerns and engaging stakeholders in the delivery of the NBS. Important updates have been done hereunder. 
Operational objectives:

· 5.1 Promote and support stakeholders involvement inter alia through partnerships at all levels of decision-making relating to biodiversity
The formulation of this objective is modified to broaden the implication of stakeholders and avoid the limitation to partnerships.
· 5.3 Ensure that this Strategy is taken into account in decision-making and policy discussions and encourage the development and the use of guidelines for the integration of biodiversity into social and economic sectoral policies (updated operational objective 5.3)
Stakeholders: federal and regional authorities, various social and economic sectors, professional federations with activities in the concerned sectors.

Biodiversity policy should not be seen as independent of sectoral policies, but both should be mutually supportive: sectoral policies should support  to the  implementation of national biodiversity goals while integration of biodiversity goals should be beneficial for the sectoral policies.

The sectoral integration of biodiversity, or its “mainstreaming”, means the integration of the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity in both cross-sectoral plans such as sustainable development, climate change adaptation/mitigation, trade, international cooperation and poverty reduction, and in sector-specific plans such as agriculture, fisheries, forestry, mining, energy, tourism, transport, chemical industry, finances, sciences policy and others. It implies changes in development models, strategies and thought patterns.. 

To operationalize the integration of biodiversity concerns into decision-making and policy discussions in other sectors than nature conservation, the application of sectoral guidelines on biodiversity mainstreaming will be promoted. The work will build on existing tools (such as the CBD Capacity Building module on Biodiversity Mainstreaming) and adapt them for Belgium if necessary.
· 5.5  Eliminate, phase out or reform incentives, including subsidies, harmful to biodiversity in order to minimize or avoid negative impacts on biodiversity and encourage the development and application of incentive measures (economic, fiscal and financial instruments) favourable to for biodiversity conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity, (including economic, fiscal and financial instrumentsinstruments for the private sector) (updated operational objective 5.5)
Stakeholders: federal public services, regional authorities, various social and economic sectors, professional federations with activities in the concerned sectors.

It is crucial to provide the right market signals for biodiversity conservation. Since 2006, the NBS foresees to combine market-based instruments in addition to normative instruments and processes (regulations, access and market restrictions, management plans, etc.), in order to provide positive incentives for biodiversity conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity and ecosystem services. On the other side, ending or reforming subsidies harmful to biodiversity is a critical and necessary step to preserve biodiversity that would also generate broader net socio-economic benefits. This also includes work to reform, phase out and eliminate harmful subsidies (Aichi target 3; EU Target 6). The work done at EU level to eliminate adverse impacts of sectoral EU policies (such as commercial fishing, agriculture, forestry development cooperation) will be complemented by appropriate measures at national level, including possible reform of economic, fiscal and financial instruments.
· 5.6. Take Implement biodiversity concerns into account in national export credit policy
· 5. 9. Encourage the implementation of CITES with the aim to supportmaintaining conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity
The aim of the CITES Convention is to ensure that international trade in specimens of wild animals and plants does not threaten their survival. 

Species that are, or in the future might be, endangered by trade, is listed in one of the three CITES annexes. If a species is placed on these lists, the trade in that particular species is subject to strict regulations. By continuous follow-up of the status of the population, trade in specific species-country combinations may be prohibited. 

Belgium, as a Member State of the European Community, implements the CITES legislation through two EC Regulations together with the Belgian CITES Act of 1983. 

Different goals will be prioritised, with the goal of improving the implementation of CITES in Belgium in the short to medium term.

A first aim is to strengthen the CITES Scientific Authority by taking on a professional secretary who would be in charge of the drawing up of preparations for the meetings of the Belgian Scientific Authority, the meetings of the Scientific Review Group and those of the CITES Animals and Plants Committee; scientific advice related to the possible import of specific species-country combinations; new proposals for amendments that have to be submitted at the CITES Conference of Parties in order to (re)list certain endangered species in the CITES Appendices.

This public servant would also be responsible for all other contacts between the management and the scientific authority as well as for maintaining the correspondence with the Scientific Authorities of other CITES Parties.
Article 17 of the Belgian Royal Decree relating to CITES, dated 9/4/2003, stipulates the establishment of a national enforcement group. In implementing this Article, procedures for coordinating national enforcement among all relevant national authorities will thus be laid down.

In this way, Belgium has and will continue to will explore innovative means of increasing capacity and improving enforcement for example by assisting in the exchange of knowledge and expertise at national and EU level.

The corresponding coordinating Enforcement Group established by the European Commission will ensure cooperation with relevant national authorities, WCO, Interpol, Europol, the CITES Secretariat and intergovernmental organisations to ensure effective implementation and enforcement of the EU Wildlife Trade Regulation.

In line with the exploration of innovative means of improving implementation of the CITES Convention, the reporting requirements and an improvement of enforcement, a new database system will be created. This new system will allow clients to make an online application for their permits and certificates, which will streamline the flow of applications. It will become easier to fulfil the reporting requirements by the EU for the annual and biannual report and thus become easier to follow up on trade trends. Fraudulent use of the permitting system and fraud in applications for captive bred specimens will become more visible, thus improving CITES implementation in Belgium.

· 5.11 Biodiversity values have been integrated into national (federal and regional) policies, programs, planning processes and reporting systems, and an approach to support incorporation into national accounting has been developed if needed. (new operational objective 5.11) 
Stakeholders: federal, regional and local authorities, business, civil society
Decision-making in spatial planning and development projects take into account the values of biodiversity. In appropriate cases, payments for ecosystem services are considered as a useful policy tool.

As far as national accounts are concerned, the System of Environmental-Economic Accounting (SEEA) already provides a methodology for some aspects of natural capital accounting. But much work remains to be done, especially on accounting for regulating services. Belgium contributes to the related international endeavours. Work on adequate means of integrating natural capital considerations in private sector accounting is stimulated.  

Objective 6. Promote and contribute to an equitable access to and sharing of benefits arising from the use of genetic resources - ABS
The changes to the objective 6 of Belgium’s Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016 cover the following issues:

· By 2015, explain the concept of ABS in the context of the Nagoya Protocol (updated operational objective 6.1)

· By 2014, ratify and implement the Nagoya Protocol (updated operational objective 6.2)
· The former objective 6.5 (Conclude an international regime on ABS) is no longer valid given the adoption of the Nagoya Protocol in 2010

· Develop a functional Access and Benefit Sharing Clearing House (new operational objective 6.5)
· The whole text of the strategic objective 6 has been reworked and is therefore fully reproduced hereunder with the amendments.

The fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising out of the use of genetic resources (GRs) forms the third objective of the CBD and is as important as the other two for the purpose of achieving the global target of halting biodiversity loss by 2020. 

As access to GRs usually only involves taking small samples of material, its impact on biodiversity as such is relatively limited. However, the respect for the ABS dispositions of the CBD and of the provisions of the newly adopted Nagoya Protocol once entered into force, is of paramount importance for biodiversity as it could provide a direct incentive for the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity, in particular in the world’s biologically richer (but often economically poorer) countries. 

The Bonn Guidelines
In 2002, the Parties to the CBD adopted the Bonn Guidelines on access to genetic resources and the fair and equitable sharing of the benefits arising out of their utilisation. These guidelines were developed to assist Parties when establishing legislative, administrative or policy measures on access and benefit-sharing and contracts and other arrangements under mutually agreed terms for access and benefit-sharing. 

The Guidelines identify the steps in the access and benefit-sharing process, with an emphasis on the obligation for users to seek the prior informed consent of providers. They also identify the basic requirements for mutually agreed terms and define the main roles and responsibilities of users and providers and stress the importance of the involvement of all stakeholders.

The Bonn Guidelines are a non-legally binding instrument recognized as a useful first step of an evolutionary process in the implementation of relevant provisions of the Convention related to access to genetic resources and benefit-sharing (decision VII/19). However, the same COP decision decided to “mandate the Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Access and Benefit-sharing (…) to elaborate and negotiate an international regime on access to genetic resources and benefit-sharing with the aim of adopting an instrument\instruments to effectively implement the provisions in Article 15 and Article 8(j) of the Convention and the three objectives of the Convention”. This process led to the adoption of the Nagoya Protocol in 2010. 

Between 2004 and 2010, Belgium actively took part in the negotiations and development of a transparent International Regime on Access and Benefit-Sharing according to the mandate adopted at the 7th Conference of the Parties to the CBD. The adoption of the ABS Protocol in Nagoya at the 10th Conference of the Parties to the CBD on 30 October 2010, under the Belgian Presidency of the EU, was an essential part of the package that made the success of this Conference (together with the adoption of an ambitious Strategic Plan until 2020 and of a Resource Mobilization Strategy) but is also just the first step. 

The Nagoya Protocol

In 2010, the Parties to the CBD adopted the Nagoya Protocol on access to genetic resources and the fair and equitable sharing arising from their utilization. The Protocol aims at sharing the benefits arising from the utilization of genetic resources in a fair and equitable way, including by appropriate access to genetic resources and by appropriate transfer of relevant technologies, taking into account all rights over those resources and to technologies, and by appropriate funding, thereby contributing to the conservation of biological diversity and the sustainable use of its components. 

The Nagoya Protocol is a complementary Protocol to the CBD which aims to provide a transparent legal framework for the effective implementation of the third objective of the CBD thereby contributing to the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity. The Nagoya Protocol will enter into force internationally 90 days after the date of deposit of the fiftieth instrument of ratification.

In the meantime, other instruments dealing with Access and Benefit-Sharing have also been negotiated and / or have entered into force, and are mutually supportive, as stated in the recitals and Article 4 of the Nagoya Protocol. Some of these are directly relevant for Belgium. For instance, Belgium ratified the International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture in 2007. Its objectives are the conservation and sustainable use of plant genetic resources for food and agriculture and the fair and equitable sharing of benefits derived from their use, in harmony with the Convention on Biological Diversity, for sustainable agriculture and food security. The core of the Treaty is a ‘multilateral system’ to facilitate access to the genetic resources of 64 major crops and forages and share the benefits in a fair and equitable way. The Treaty recognizes Farmers’ Rights, which include the protection of traditional knowledge, and the right to participate equitably in benefit-sharing and in national decision-making about the conservation and the sustainable use of plant genetic resources.

Belgium is bound by the relevant ABS provisions of the CBD, which provides the general framework for the implementation of the Nagoya Protocol, and has already taken several initiatives with the purpose of implementing the ABS dispositions of the CBD. This is done through its patent legislation and by developing a voluntary code of conduct to help countries to comply with the requirements on Access and Benefit-Sharing for transferring microbial genetic resources (‘Micro-organisms Sustainable Use and Access Regulation International Code of Conduct, MOSAICC’). Furthermore the Royal Botanic Garden of Belgium is a member of the International Plant Exchange Network (IPEN) programme of various EU botanic gardens for the exchange of plant material. IPEN allows participating gardens to exchange material for non-commercial purposes in accordance with the objectives of the CBD. 

Operational objectives

· 6.1
By 2015, raise awareness on explain the concept of ABS in the context of the CBD and the Nagoya Protocol, and disseminate widely information on ABS 
Stakeholders: federal and regional authorities and institutions, regional nature agencies, various sectors active in Research and Development (including healthcare, biotechnologies,…), universities, professional federations with activities in the concerned sectors, general public.
It is important to raise the level of awareness of users and providers of genetic resources on the CBD and related ABS provisions, including the Nagoya Protocol, as well as on ‘best practices’. As the ABS provisions of the CBD and the Nagoya Protocol are insufficiently known and can be ambiguous and difficult to understand for practitioners, it is important that more efforts are made to promote their understanding, explain their relevance and implications, and build capacities.

A first step towards an information campaign on ABS issues has been taken by Belgium by launching an analysis of Belgian stakeholders’ awareness of the ABS provisions, and the impact of these provisions on their policy towards the implementation of ABS principles
. Following this assessment, Belgium has included several awareness-raising and capacity building activities in the Federal Plan for the integration of biodiversity in four key sectors (2009-2013). 

Within the context of the national study on the implementation of the Nagoya Protocol, two stakeholder workshops took place in 2012. These stakeholder workshops had a dual purpose: raising the awareness of stakeholders on the provisions of the Nagoya Protocol; and providing stakeholders with an opportunity to comment on the study and feed these back into the process of implementation.

An important supporting tool to exchange information on the CBD and its related Protocols, is the Belgian Clearing-House Mechanism of the Convention of Biological Diversity (CBD CHM) which is part of an international network of CBD CHMs. It was set up to illustrate what Belgium is doing in the framework and the implementation of the CBD (Belgian CBD CHM: http://www.biodiv.be/).

In the Belgian development cooperation programmes related to biodiversity, that are implemented in the southern partner countries, the support to the implementation of the national CBD clearing houses is a priority. 

CBD instrument 
To facilitate and support the development and strengthening of capacities of individuals, institutions and communities for the effective implementation of the provisions of the CBD relating to access and benefit-sharing and the Bonn Guidelines in particular, the CBD adopted at its 7th meeting the ‘Action Plan on Capacity-Building for Access to Genetic Resources and Benefit-Sharing’. The action plan identifies key areas that require capacity-building initiatives and mechanisms for the implementation of capacity-building in these areas.

· 6.2
By 2014, ratify and implement the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of Benefits Arising from their Utilization Implement the Bonn Guidelines and related the relevant codes of conducts 
Stakeholders: federal, regional and community authorities and institutions.
Belgium signed the Nagoya Protocol on 20 September 2011. On 27 October 2011, the Interministerial Conference on the Environment confirmed that a  « speedy ratification of the ABS protocol is a high priority for Belgium ». By 2015, the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of Benefits Arising from their Utilization should be in force and operational, consistent with national legislation (Aichi target 16). However in 2014, the first meeting of the Parties of the NP is expected to take place concurrently with CBD COP12. Given the long term involvement of Belgium in the development of the Protocol, and its role as EU representative (2010-2014), it will be politically important for Belgium to be able to participate as Party to the first COP/MOP. It is therefore necessary to ratify the NP by 2014. Belgium will continue to actively take part in European and international ongoing discussions to implement the Protocol, in particular through its participation in the Intergovernmental Committee for the Nagoya Protocol (ICNP), as a member of ICPN Bureau EU representative .
In order to implement and ratify the Nagoya Protocol, Belgium needs to take further measures to translate the dispositions of the Nagoya Protocol into practice. Since the adoption of the Nagoya Protocol at COP-10, the first actions in order to prepare implementation of the Protocol in Belgium have been undertaken by the ABS Contact Group ABS under the Steering Committee CBD, with the participation of all concerned administrations. An impact study over the Protocol ratification at Belgian level began at end 2011 and will provide its conclusions in Spring 2013. In the course of the study, two stakeholders meetings have been organized.
The results of the impact study (winter 2013) will be used as a basis for (further) implementation of the Protocol in Belgium that will take place in close cooperation with the implementation at the EU level.

· By 2020, have Develop mechanisms in place to enhance cooperation nationally and globally between focal points foron ABS issues 

Stakeholders: federal and regional authorities involved in the follow-up and negotiations in the relevant forums.
Access and benefit-sharing is a major CBD issue, but the issue of access, exchange and use of genetic resources is also of concern for other forums.

Some of the most important international forums addressing ABS issues are: 

· The Food and Agriculture Organisation (International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture, Phytosanitary agreements)

· The World Trade Organisation (Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights – TRIPS – agreement)

· The World Intellectual Property Organisation and in particular its Intergovernmental Committee on Intellectual Property and Genetic Resources, Traditional Knowledge and Folklore.

· World Health Organization  and more specifically, the Pandemic Influenza Preparedness Framework for the sharing of influenza viruses and access to vaccines and other benefits

Better cooperation between CBD and these forums is necessary to improve effective implementation and ensure coherent and consistent positions in these forums.

There might also be a link between CBD and CITES on ABS issues where it could be relevant for CITES implementation authorities and CBD-related authorities to have a full understanding of ABS issues and how they might be affected by CITES implementation and vice versa. A better understanding of ABS issues could promote that decisions taken under CITES and CBD are coherent to avoid misunderstandings or misinterpretations.

At Belgian level, coordination mechanisms under the Coordination Committee for the International Environment Policy should be further refined to ensure cooperation between focal points for the coherent national implementation of ABS related provisions under the different relevant processes.

· 6.4
By 2020, create operational mechanisms to protect the knowledge, innovations and practices of indigenous and local communities embodying traditional lifestyles relevant for the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity 
Stakeholders: TK holders, federal and regional authorities and institutions
Indigenous and local communities are closely linked with biodiversity and contribute to its protection. Traditional knowledge possessed by indigenous and local communities on the possible uses of the biodiversity that surrounds them forms an important basis for the conservation of biodiversity and its sustainable use. It is an important resource, particularly in the search for genetic resources of potential value. This age-old knowledge needs to be preserved and maintained. 

Holders of traditional knowledge are key stakeholders in ABS agreements and initiatives. Article 8j of the CBD specifically addresses the respect, preservation and maintenance of the knowledge, innovations and practices of indigenous and local communities embodying traditional lifestyles relevant for the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity. It also encourages the wider application of this knowledge, with the approval and involvement of those holding it, on the understanding that any benefits that arise from the use of traditional knowledge associated with GRs will be shared.

Moreover, the Nagoya Protocol reinforces Article 8j of the CBD by requiring Parties to take measures, as appropriate, in order that the benefits arising from the utilization of traditional knowledge associated with genetic resources and of genetic resources that are held by indigenous and local communities (in accordance with domestic legislation regarding the established rights of these indigenous and local communities over these genetic resources) are shared in a fair and equitable way with indigenous and local communities (ILCs) holding such knowledge or such genetic resources (Article 5). Similarly, Articles 6 and 7 of the Nagoya Protocol require that Parties shall take measures with the aim of ensuring that Prior Inform Consent or approval and involvement of ILC is obtained (in accordance with domestic law) to access to genetic resources and traditional knowledge associated with genetic resources held by those ILCs.

Article 15.1 of ILO Convention 169 specifically recognizes the rights of indigenous and local communities to the natural resources on their territories, including the right to participate in the use, management and conservation of these resources
.

Belgium participates in relevant international discussions and has subscribed to several processes concerning traditional knowledge. Traditional knowledge, innovations and practices should be recognised in access and benefit-sharing arrangements. The participation of representatives of indigenous and local communities in appropriate forums should be supported. Furthermore, the preservation and sharing of traditional knowledge will be integrated into those Belgian development cooperation or scientific cooperation projects that target indigenous and local communities as primary stakeholders.

Considering GMOs in agriculture covered by patents owned by multinationals, special care should be taken to avoid that their use would alter or eliminate traditional agricultural practices, leading to biodiversity as well as to social threats (cf. obj. 4.b.7; et 4.d.4 ). Moreover, transgenes being sometimes possibly issued from living organisms traditionally known for their interesting properties, equitable sharing of benefits arising from those genes should be promoted.
CBD instrument 
At COP10, Parties to the Convention adopted the “Tkarihwaié:ri Code of Ethical Conduct on Respect for the Cultural and Intellectual Heritage of Indigenous and Local Communities Relevant for the Conservation and Sustainable Use of Biological Diversity”. These voluntary guidelines are intended to provide a collaborative framework ensuring the full involvement of indigenous and local communities in the assessment of cultural, environmental and social concerns and interests of indigenous and local communities of proposed developments which take place or are likely to impact on sacred sites and on lands and waters traditionally occupied or used by Indigenous and Local Communities. Moreover, guidance is provided on how to take into account traditional knowledge, innovations and practices as part of the impact-assessment processes and promote the use of appropriate technologies.

· 6.5. Conclude International regime on ABS
· 6.5
By 2015, have a functional Access and Benefit Sharing Clearing House in place (new operational objective 6.5)
Stakeholders: federal and regional authorities involved in ABS CH implementation, CBD Secretariat, users of GRs, general public

The Nagoya Protocol in particular establishes an Access and Benefit-sharing Clearing-house (ABS-CH) as part of the CBD CHM. The ABS CH should serve as a means for sharing information related to access and benefit sharing (art.14 of the Protocol). Moreover it has a role to play in awareness-raising including of the importance of genetic resources and traditional knowledge associated with genetic resources and is seen as an important tool to promote and enhance legal certainty, clarity and transparency in the implementation of the Nagoya Protocol. In this respect, one of the main goals of the CH should be to support compliance through contributing to clearness, transparency and certainty.

Although the modalities of operation of the ABS CH shall be considered and decided upon by the first COP/MOP meeting, Belgium intends to ensure that the experiences from the national CHM and BCH are included while developing and operationalizing the new ABS Clearing House. 

To ensure consistency, Belgium will also follow-up the developments on the international level and in particular the implementation and lessons-learned of the pilot phase of the ABS CH (launched by the CBD-secretariat early 2012). 

Objective 7: Improve and communicate scientific knowledge on biodiversity

The changes to the objective 7 of Belgium’s Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016 cover the following issues:
· knowledge and understanding of Belgium's biodiversity and ecosystem services and their values (updated operational objective 7.2)
· map and assess ecosystem services in Belgium and their economic values (new operational objective 7.3 bis)

· translate research outcomes into policy making (new operational objective 7.6 bis)
· develop methodologies to assess the effects of GMOs on biodiversity and on socio-economic aspects (updated operational objective 7.8)
Effective conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity requires the correct identification and spatio-temporal monitoring of all its components at all its levels of organisation, i.e. from genes to ecosystems. Adequate knowledge of the status and trends of biodiversity and of the services it provides is a prerequisite for an adaptive management of the ecosystems. Yet we are faced with many gaps in our knowledge on biodiversity primary data and on the role of taxa in ecosystem functioning. 

The consequences of present and future biodiversity loss, both for ecosystem health and for human well-being, are poorly understood, while the effectiveness of policy responses remains largely undocumented. Impacts of alien invasive species have been insufficiently addressed. Creating synergy between policy responses and research depends largely on our ability to improve and communicate our existing knowledge as well as the necessary additional knowledge on biodiversity.
Addressing the gaps will require (i) more investment and capacity-building in key biological disciplines such as taxonomy and ecology, (ii) easy access to biodiversity data, and (iii) improvement of the coordination and communication between policy and research.

The aforementioned gaps are particularly prevalent in developing countries. The Belgian Government provides increasing support and funding to research and training, with the aim of improving knowledge of and capacity-building for biodiversity in these countries. These efforts will in turn contribute to improve the implementation of the multilateral environmental agreements ratified by these countries.

The operational objectives in this National Biodiversity Strategy draw on the research objectives in the Message from Malahide (Duke, 2005), in particular on Objective 16, the Killarney Declaration and Recommendations, and on the European Action Plan for Biodiversity Research (www.epbrs.org).

CBD instruments and articles and global reports on biodiversity

Article 12 of the Convention on Biological Diversity deals specifically with ‘research and training’ and emphasises the special needs of developing countries.

Several decisions by the Conference of the Parties (COP) request enhancing biodiversity research with an emphasis on generating primary biodiversity data that will enable a better implementation of the CBD thematic programmes and crosscutting issues. Recommendations and advice for assessing taxonomic capacity were contained in the ‘Darwin Declaration’ that was endorsed by COP-4 and led to the Global Taxonomy Initiative (GTI).

Key areas of the CBD to support knowledge and communication needs are:

a) identification and monitoring of biodiversity and threatening processes (Article 7),

b) research and training in the identification of biodiversity (Article 12),

c) development of educational and public awareness programmes (Article 13),

d) facilitation of the exchange of information on biodiversity (Article 17),

e) stimulation of scientific and technical cooperation (Article 18).

The Global Biodiversity Outlook (GBO, 2001, 2006, 2010) is a periodic report prepared by the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity. The GBO provides a summary of the status of biological diversity and an analysis of the steps being taken by the global community to ensure that biodiversity is conserved and used sustainably, and that benefits arising from the use of genetic resources are shared equitably.

The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (MA) is an international project launched by the UN in 2001 and completed in 2005 (www.MAweb.org). It was designed to meet the needs of decision makers and the public for scientific information concerning the consequences of ecosystem change for human well-being and options for responding to those changes. One of the reports specifically addresses biodiversity: “Ecosystems & Human Well-being: Biodiversity Synthesis” (2006).

The Economics of Ecosystems and Biodiversity (TEEB, 2010) study is a major international initiative to draw attention to the economic benefits of biodiversity, to highlight the growing costs of biodiversity loss and ecosystem degradation, and to draw together expertise from the fields of science, economics and policy to enable practical actions moving forward. Initiated in 2007, a preliminary interim report was presented at the High-Level Segment of the Ninth Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD COP-9) in Bonn, Germany, in May 2008. Sections of Phase II of the study were released from Autumn 2009 through to the final synthesis and presentation in October 2010. Phase III (ongoing) focuses on facilitation and support for national, regional, local and sectoral studies being initiated around the world. 

Through the recent (2012) establishment of an Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services, governments have created an additional, potentially highly significant body to compile, assess and legitimize scientific expertise in support of biodiversity-related policy development and implementation, with capacity building integrated in all its activities. 

Operational objectives

7.1 Compile and synthesise existing data and information, and disseminate this knowledge to a wider audience

The book ‘Biodiversity in Belgium, a country study’ (Peeters et al., 2003) presents a detailed overview of existing knowledge on Belgium’s biodiversity (status, trends and threats). In addition, this country study also emphasises the urgent need to extend and deepen our understanding of all components of our biodiversity.

Further compilations and synthesis of existing data and (meta) information, making full use of electronic tools, will provide an even more solid background for detecting gaps in research needs and policy-relevant priorities, and could serve as an essential catalogue to support the access to genetic resources. The development of a web portal, in accordance with obligations in the framework of the Global Biodiversity Information Facility (GBIF), could serve as a basis for a national register of species.

The dissemination of scientific data and information on biodiversity should not only be aimed at the scientific community, but should reach the widest audience possible in an adapted language, including decision-makers, teachers, students and the general public. The development of databases to access ongoing and past studies and research could be a very useful tool to this end. This will require the primary scientific data and conclusions to be presented in a format and language accessible for a non‑specialist audience. This will be particularly important when biodiversity themes are incorporated in educational and public awareness programmes.

7.2 Promote and encourage research that contributes to the knowledge and understanding of Belgium’s biodiversity and ecosystem services and their values  

Full and effective implementation of many of the actions identified in the Belgian Biodiversity Strategy requires a considerable improvement in the knowledge and understanding of Belgium’s biodiversity and ecosystem services provided. Methodologies to value biodiversity and ecosystem services are being developed, notably in support of operational objective 5.11. Hence, considerably More research is also needed on biodiversity at the genetic, species and ecosystem levels, while the peer-reviewed output of this research must be disseminated rapidly, in order to allow for adaptive management.

Obviously, several issues in the Belgian Biodiversity Strategy need immediate action, for instance to remedy imminent threats for which there is insufficient time to allow for in-depth research to underpin rescue actions. On the other hand, in the absence of extensive research data, such immediate actions risk failure or producing negative, unexpected side effects. It is therefore essential to design research projects in such a way that the expected results can guide and underpin immediate actions, and also generate data that may help to plan and achieve biodiversity conservation and management in the long term.

Major research impulses are required in the areas of taxonomy and ecology, including inventory projects, protocols for rapid biodiversity assessment, and programmes for long-term monitoring, as well as in detailed ad hoc conservation initiatives (for example in nature reserves and other protected areas). The establishment of thematic inventories (agricultural biodiversity, medicinal plants biodiversity) should be promoted as well as the establishment of a precise cartography of plants related to potentially imminent GMO cultures.

Specific research should also focus on the links between, inter alia, biodiversity and health, biodiversity and climate change, in terms of potential and opportunity to conserve and sustainably use biodiversity.

7.3 Develop adequate monitoring methodologies and biodiversity indicators

Monitoring of biodiversity and remedying of the causes of threatening processes are inherent to all the objectives of Belgium’s Biodiversity Strategy, and in particular to its Objectives 1 and 2. Hence more research should be carried out on monitoring methodologies and the development of biodiversity indicators. These research efforts should preferably be conducted in agreement and, if possible, in collaboration with similar programmes carried out at the European and the international level, and should take into consideration the Aichi biodiversity targets and SEBI-initiative.

The definition of national standards for biodiversity inventories and monitoring using an appropriate set of common indicators (see Objective 1) will enable the evaluation and communication of progress made by Belgium towards the 20210 target, and help fulfil reporting obligations to international bodies. It will also allow for an adaptive management of components of biodiversity (in particular with regard to climate change), and for strengthening policies related to activities and processes that threaten biodiversity.

7.3 bis Map and assess the state of ecosystems and their services and assess the values of such services

Stakeholders: Federal and regional authorities, universities
The EU “Mapping and Assessment of Ecosystems and their Services” (MAES) initiative aims to improve knowledge of ecosystems and their services (EU Biodiversity Strategy target 2, action 5). This implies that member states, with the assistance of the European Commission, map and assess the state of ecosystems and their services in their national territory (by 2014), and assess the values of such services and promote the integration of these values into accounting and reporting systems at EU and national levels (by 2020). 

Research will be needed to reach these goals, and to come to a better understanding of ecosystem processes as well as of how humans use biodiversity, how these uses affect biodiversity and ecosystem services, and how this usage can be sustainable. Initiatives under the community of practice on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (BEES community) are being undertaken in this context (see also operational objective 7.5 hereunder).
7.4 Evaluate the level of integration of biodiversity into sectoral policies and their impact on biodiversity

Biodiversity in Belgium is mainly threatened by anthropogenic activities, often governed by sectoral policies. Specific research should be developed both to increase current knowledge on the impact of sectoral policies on biodiversity, and to assess the level of integration of biodiversity into these sectoral policies.

The integration of biodiversity management into sectoral policies implies that biodiversity-related issues will arouse interest from different be mainstreamed into all socio-economic seactors, such as agriculture, biotechnology, energy, fishery, forestry and tourismagro-food, biotechnology, tourism, forestry, fishery.

More research is needed to evaluate the level of integration of biodiversity and for example gain an idea of the effects of present day agrotechnology on both agricultural biodiversity and wild flora and fauna (for example pollinators). Research should also include the study of the effects of emerging technologies (for example GMOs and nanotechnologies) on biodiversity (see Operational Objective 2.1).

7.5 Improve our knowledge of the socio-economic benefits of biodiversity and ecosystem services
The integration of socio-economic sciences into the field of biodiversity research is of major importance in order to slow down and halt the continuing human-mediated loss of biodiversity. This should include the analysis of public awareness and perceptions, and consumers’ attitudes and preferences with regard to biodiversity, and then how both of these factors relate to behaviour and public policy.

To influence policy-making and stimulate public awareness, increased knowledge of the values of biodiversity (not limited to pure economic monetary value) is needed, for instance by improving methods for their valuation and by conducting high-profile studies on the values of biodiversity and ecosystem services in ecosystems of topical interest. In the valuation process, the relationships between health (physical and mental well-being) and biodiversity should also be investigated. More research should be dedicated to the link between changes in biodiversity and the rise in incidence of some already existing human and animal diseases or in the emergence of new ones. 

Also a better understanding of how humans use biodiversity, and how these uses affect biodiversity, ecosystem goods and services, and ecological-economic system resilience, are examples of research topics that should be developed to support Belgium’s National Biodiversity Strategy.
7.6 Improve the Science-Policy interface in biodiversity links and communication between research and policy, and promote actors participation

The existing interfaces between policy and research, with not enough research being policy-relevant, and insufficient application of existing knowledge in policy‑making, should be strengthened. This will require efforts at different levels: not only from the scientific to the policy level, but also the other way round.

The recent establishment of an Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services (IPBES) creates an appropriate stage for the improvement of the science-policy interface. Belgium plays an active role in the operationalization of the Platform through its membership and through national networks of scientific and policy experts in support of the IPBES, such as BEES.

Science Policy-funded research and science communication programmes could be valorised as useful models for bringing together different experts, generalists, and other stakeholders driven by the need to deliver a response to a complex problem. They could also contribute to translate research outcomes into advice to policy, develop policy support tools, and promote policy-relevant research.

Innovative solutions and methodologies are required to optimise the links between research and policy and promote actor’s participation in the development and implementation of new policies. The fragmentation of the institutional framework in Belgium often brings many people together in discussions on biodiversity, which does not always lead to an efficient work. Creative solutions should be proposed to install a mechanism and institutional arrangements aiming to simplify procedures and ensure participation (a.o. participation and consultation methods, effective communication models, etc.). The positive and negative impacts of socio-cultural and economic factors (a.o. recreation) must also be assessed.

An important aspect of linking research to policy is effective communication. Training courses and materials could be developed to help researchers communicate more effectively, not only the results of their research but also the process of research, in order to better highlight the way research is planned and executed. Decision-makers could also benefit from training in using and requesting scientific advice (e.g. how to ask the right questions) and in the identification of suitable sources of information.

The ability of administrations to make use of scientific information could be enhanced by encouraging secondments from universities and scientific institutions, into government. Secondments the other way – of officials taking a sabbatical in a university or in a scientific institution – might also help develop expertise and networks.

7.78. Promote research on and develop methodologies to assess the effects of GMOs on biodiversity and on socio-economical related aspects 
Stakeholders: Federal authority and regional authorities for environment and agriculture, national biosafety council, universities, Belgian development agency
Methods are needed to predict and prevent potential invasive behaviour of GMOs released into the environment, especially for new types of GMOs. In order to allow coexistence of different forms of cultureproduction systems (GM or non-GM) and to avoid potential negative effects of transgenes on the wild environment, research is also needed to develop reliable methods to predict and reduce the probability of transfers of genetic material from transgenic organisms. 
[The text of this section still has to be updated] 
Objective 8. Involve the community through communication, education, public awareness and training
The changes to the objective 8 of Belgium’s Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016 cover the following issues:
· inclusion of biodiversity and ecosystem services as well as the ecosystem approach in educational programmes (updated operational objective 8.1)

· understanding and knowledge of Belgium’s ecosystem services (new operational objective 8.2)
[...]

8.1 Strive to include biodiversity and ecosystem services as well as the concept of ecosystem approach in educational school programmes (primary and secondary schools, technical colleges, colleges of higher education, universities, etc.)
Many students place environmental issues, and even biodiversity protection, high on their list of concerns. Unfortunately, few are aware either of the threats to their immediate surroundings or of the opportunities for taking concrete steps in their everyday life. The education system has an essential role to play in this regard. 
Teaching and training should focus on the development of skills that will enhance understanding and acceptance of the need for biodiversity conservation and sustainable use. Information should be presented not simply as science, but in a social, economic and political context, so that students can better understand which complex circumstances form the background for the making of decisions on biodiversity conservation. Courses addressing the values attached to biodiversity and ecosystem services, and planning programmes applying the ecosystem approach should be proposed throughout the educational system, from primary and secondary school to technical colleges and universities as well as outside the school system (youth organisations, continuous training). For example, awareness campaigns for youth organisations and particularly scouts would be very useful to explain how they can cause damages to natural areas, directly or indirectly.
There are at present several environmental and sustainable development education programmes in the formal education system in Belgium, particularly at the primary school level. Biodiversity conservation and ecosystem servicesapproach must be systematically included in the executive terms* of all school programmes at the different school and higher education levels. To this end, better educational support must be provided to schools and teachers (for example, development of educative packages and publications on biodiversity aimed at the students). 

8.2 Promote understanding of the importance of biodiversity and improve knowledge of Belgium’s biodiversity and ecosystem services (outside the school system)
It is necessary to encourage a greater understanding and appreciation of the value of biodiversity and its functions in ecosystems for human well-being at all levels of decision-making and among enterprises, the general public, etc. and promote and encourage the inclusion of biodiversity in educational programmes. The public must understand how it impacts on nature and biodiversity and what it can do to limit this. For example, awareness campaigns for youth organisations and particularly scouts would be very useful to explain how they can cause damages to natural areas, directly or indirectly. Belgian household consumption and production patterns have a significant impact on the environment and on biodiversity. It is crucial to convince people of the necessity to evolve towards sustainable production, consumption, land use and mobility patterns.

There are many proposals to help make  nature and biodiversity a citizen stake
. Modern technologies and expanding access to electronic communication bring innovative possibilities for promoting and encouraging understanding of the importance of, and measures required for its conservation. Nevertheless, the importance of traditional communication systems must not be neglected (public media, local press, weekly TV and radio programmes on nature and biodiversity, thematic exhibitions, round-table discussions, etc.). Besides, the meaning of biodiversity (and  the ecosystem services it provides, and the consequences of its decline should be communicated in terms that are tailored to the specific audience concerned.

NGOs, naturalist associations, youth organisations, educational institutions and museums, research institutions, government agencies and the media play a key role in raising public awareness and communicating the importance of local and global biodiversity protection. They should be encouraged by Federal, Regional or municipality bodies to ensure the continued availability of accurate and persuasive information about the benefits, costs and means of biodiversity protection. Specific yearly programmes and fairs organized by these organisations (such as the International Biodiversity Day on 22 May and events related to specific sites or species) should also be supported.

Several local participatory instruments aiming, among other things, at the education of the public and raising public awareness (for instance Communal Plans for Nature Development, River Contracts and Natural Parks) and local initiatives providing a public service on environmental information and awareness (for instance Nature Education Centres for visitors near the main natural reserves, CRIE) must be supported and developed further. The importance and the value of biodiversity and ecosystem services, as well as the richness of our natural patrimony, should be explained to all the citizens.

Objective 9. Strengthen biodiversity related regulatory framework and ensure implementation, compliance and enforcement of biodiversity related legislations
The changes to the objective 9 of Belgium’s Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016 cover the following issues:
· full compliance and enforcement of environmental liability regime (updated operational objective 9.2)

· full implementation and enforcement of biodiversity policy (new operational objective 9.3)
Legislation is an important tool that can contribute to achieving the conservation of biodiversity and the sustainable use of its componentsbiological resources. 

The regulatory framework needs to be clear and precise. It must be respected by everybody and adapted where necessary.

As many people will not comply with the law unless there are clear consequences for noncompliance, enforcement is essential to ensure compliance with existing legislations aiming at protecting biodiversity. Penalties have to be proportional, deterrent and effective.
· 9.1. Ensure that the National Strategy is supported by effective legislation and improve its enforcement 
Belgium needs to review existing legislative framework with respect to the goals of this Strategy, and take the necessary steps to improve it where necessary.

Besides, authorities must make sure that the currentrelevant legislation is duly implemented and enforced.

The “National Security Plan 2004-2007” (Federale Politie – Police Fédérale, 2004) aims at helping police forces address security issues on a global and integrated way and enhance the cohesion of their actions. It identifies seven priority security areas for 2004-2007, which includes the environment, restricted to waste traffic.

Within the customs and excise administration (FPS Finances), emphasis is currently put on security in the broad sense, including several areas such as the protection of the fauna and flora (CITES). In this optic, a CITES target group has been established; its purpose is to analyse risks in this field. All enforcement actors related to CITES are united in the Belgian Enforcement Group who regularly interact with the federal CITES team to ensure adequate enforcement of CITES in Belgium.
[...]
· 9.2 Promote broad  inclusion of biodiversity in environmental liability policy

·       Ensure full compliance with and enforcement of environmental liability regime  (i.e. directive 2004/35 CE on environmental liability) towards biodiversity offences 
Stakeholders: federal and regional authorities, judiciary, law enforcement departments, customs, police,  civil society
Environmental liability aims at making the responsible causer person or organization of environmental damage (the polluter) pay for remedying the damage that he has caused (the "polluter pays" principle). [...]
· 9.3 Ensure full implementation and improve enforcement of biodiversity policies, including the Birds and Habitats directives, through inter alia training programs of relevant authorities, in particular judges, prosecutors, inspectors and custom officials  
Stakeholders: federal and regional authorities, judiciary, law enforcement departments, customs, police,  civil society
As foreseen by the EU Biodiversity strategy (Action 3c), Belgium will facilitate enforcement of the Birds and Habitats directives by providing specific training programmes on Natura 2000 for judges and public prosecutors, and  by developing better compliance promotion capacities.

Objective 10: Ensure coherent implementation of / and between biodiversity-related commitments and agreements

Only one wording modification
· 10.1 Ensure a coherent implementation of biodiversity-related agreements to which Belgium is a Party
Objective 11: Ensure continued and effective international cooperation for the protection of biodiversity
The changes to the objective 11 of Belgium’s Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016 cover the following issues:
· Make best use of Belgian expertise to support implementation of the Convention in developing countries (old operational objective 7.7 under research moved as operational objective 11.3 under international cooperation)
· Support to the development of National Protected Area programmes, National Forest Programmes and Integrated Coastal and Marine Programmes (updated operational objective 14.2 moved to objective 11.6)
· 7.7 11.3 Make best use of Belgian expertise to support implementation of the Convention in developing countries 
Stakeholders:  federal and regional authorities, universities, NGOs, institutions, etc. involved with research, environment and/or development cooperation
Belgium should make full use of its scientific expertise, in universities, institutes and NGOs, to assist developing countries, which are often rich in biodiversity but poor in resources, to make further progress in their implementation of the objectives of the Convention. Enhancing and streamlining capacity-building for biodiversity management is a prerequisite for these countries to improve their scientific knowledge and expertise in key areas of the Convention, and thus to achieve a better implementation of the obligations imposed by the Convention. 
A stronger commitment of developing countries to the Convention will not only contribute to a more successful sustainable development at the global level, but will also allow them to meet the ultimate challenge posed by the 2020 Aichi targets.
Through its multilateral and bilateral activities with developing countries, Belgium will offer  its expertise to support institutional and individual capacity-building for the development of effective policies towards the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity, including for identification and monitoring of biodiversity, and the development of appropriate science-based policy tools. Scientific and technical cooperation will be promoted, including by facilitating access to biodiversity data stored in Belgian repositories, by transferring relevant technologies, by promoting the further development and use of the CBD Clearing House Mechanism at the national level and by supporting the development of ABS relevant legislation. Belgian actors are further encouraged to support this objective through adequate educational and public awareness programmes both in Belgium as in the developing country.

Enhancing and streamlining capacity-building for biodiversity management is a prerequisite for developing countries to improve their scientific capacity in key areas of the Convention, and thus to achieve a better implementation of the obligations imposed by the Convention. Belgium should make full use of its scientific expertise, in universities, institutes and NGOs, to assist developing countries, which are often rich in biodiversity but poor in resources, to make further progress in their implementation of the objectives of the Convention.

These goals can be realised by: (i) supporting capacity-building for identification and monitoring of biodiversity, (ii) facilitating access to biodiversity data stored in Belgian collections, archives and databases, (iii) promoting scientific and technical cooperation, (iv) transferring relevant technologies to address biodiversity matters, and (v) developing educational and public awareness programmes.

· 11.36. Contribute to creating an enabling environment for biodiversity in partner countries, based on national priorities, in particular in support of the development of National Protected Area programmes,  National Forest Programmes, integrated coastal and marine programmes, or other equivalent instruments, as well as their integration into relevant policy instruments
Stakeholders:  federal and regional authorities universities, NGOs, institutions, etc. involved with research, environment and/or development cooperation
Creating an enabling environment for biodiversity in partner countries needs to be based on their national priorities. However, also taking into account the global Aichi Targets, it is important that key areas for biodiversity are supported. In particular protected areas, forests and the marine environment have been frequently highlighted as priorities by partner countries during bilateral and multilateral discussions. 

National Protected area programmes are the base to achieve numerous AICHI targets in a sustainable way. Protected areas have been in place for many decades however the management has not always been optimal to enable stopping the loss of biodiversity by 2020. To ensure that the existing and additional to be created protected areas support the implementation of the CBD Belgium will, based on demands of the partner countries and their national priorities, actively promote in its bilateral and multilateral efforts, the development of National Protected area programmes and the integration of different policy instruments to enhance coordination and coherence of policies aimed at the national protected areas and their biodiversity.
Biodiversity in forests is the richest of all terrestrial ecosystems. Along with the protection of forest areas of high conservation value, Sustainable Forest Management (SFM) will play a crucial role in stopping the loss of biodiversity by 20210. There is an urgent need to enhance the conservation of forest biodiversity by improving forest management and planning practices that incorporate socio-economic and cultural values.

Many wood-producing countries need financial, technical and legislative assistance to prepare and implement national forest programmes for the management, conservation and sustainable development of forests, develop good governance practices, review and implement forest related regulations, tenure and planning systems, promote transparency, combat corruption and strengthen civil society involvement, to provide a basis for sustainable use of forest biodiversity.
National Forest Programmes (NFPs) for the management, conservation and sustainable development of forests are understood as country-led, broadly participative processes to formulate and implement policies and instruments that effectively promote the development of the sector in the context of broader policies and strategies for sustainable development. The goal of NFPs is to promote the conservation and sustainable use of forest resources to meet local, national and global needs, through fostering national and international partnerships to manage, protect and restore forest resources and land, for the benefit of present and future generations. The main objectives are to:

· introduce intersectoral planning approaches involving all relevant partners, in order to resolve conflicts and generate effective policies and programmes to address problems;

· raise awareness and mobilise commitments at all levels in order to address the issues related to sustainable forestry development;

· increase the efficiency and effectiveness of both public and private actions for sustainable forestry development;

· foster local, national, regional and international partnerships;

· mobilise and organise national and (if necessary) international resources and catalyse action to implement programmes/plans in a coordinated manner;
· plan and implement how forests and the forestry sector could contribute to national and global initiatives, for example the Environmental Action Plans and the actions agreed upon to implement the Forest Principles, Chapter 11 of Agenda 21, the Conventions on Biodiversity, on Climate Change and on Desertification.
In its bilateral and multilateral efforts, Belgium will actively promote the development of national forestry programmes and the integration of different policy instruments to enhance coordination and coherence of policies aimed at the promotion of sustainable forest management and the conservation and sustainable use of forest biological diversity.
Today, integrated coastal management (ICM), also known as integrated coastal zone management (ICZM), has become the preferred approach to sustainable development and resource use of coastal areas. Given the dependence of many developing countries on the marine environment for food security, supporting integrated coastal and marine programmes will largely benefit both the partner countries and biodiversity. It will be important to support the partner country to develop the necessary knowledge and capacity (including of the relevant institutions) in order to create the enabling environment to integrate concerns for marine and coastal biodiversity into the relevant sectoreal plans. 
In its bilateral and multilateral efforts, Belgium, based on demands of the partner countries and their national priorities, will actively promote the development of ICZM to support the partner countries in enhancing coordination and coherence of policies aimed at the conservation and sustainable use of coastal and marine biodiversity.
Objective 12: Influence the international agenda within biodiversity-related conventions
· 12.2. Keep up our leading role in different international and EU forums to strengthen and ensure coherence, within the framework of the CBD Strategic Plan 2011-2020 and its Aichi Targets, between biodiversity related conventions
Objective 13: Enhance Belgium’s efforts to integrate biodiversity concerns into relevant international organisations and programmes

· 13.1 Integrate biodiversity concerns into all international agreements, organisations and programmes that potentially affect are relevant for biodiversity

· 13.2 Support efforts of developing countries to combat illegal logging and associated illegal trade  as well as their efforts to Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation and the role of conservation, sustainable management of forests and enhancement of forest carbon stocks in developing countries (REDD+)  (updated Operational objective 14.1 moved to 13.2).
A first step in contributing to SFM is to help developing countries restrict and impede illegal logging activities. 

Illegal logging and its associated trade not only threaten biodiversity in timber-producing countries (through overexploitation, depletion of scarce natural resources, destruction of ecosystems, etc.) but also have serious economic and social consequences (loss of revenue for local governments, corruption, impoverishment of rural communities that depend on forest products, etc.).

Belgium will consider support for regional intergovernmental initiatives to combat illegal logging, such as the Africa Forest Law Enforcement and Governance (AFLEG) or the Europe and North Asia Forest Law Enforcement and Governance (ENAFLEG).

In 2003, the EU adopted an Action Plan for Forest Law Enforcement, Governance and Trade (FLEGT) to combat illegal logging and associated illegal trade. This plan emphasises governance reform and capacity-building in producer countries to control illegal logging. The plan also underlines demand-side measures to reduce the consumption of illegal timber within the EU.

Belgium will actively support the implementation of the FLEGT action plan. This can be done for example through the development of public procurement policies to promote legally produced timber products, the inclusion of the issue of illegal logging in bilateral aid for forestry projects, the analysis of possibilities to apply national legislation (such as money-laundering) to prosecute crimes related to illegal logging, the promotion of private-sector initiatives that encourage companies to use voluntary codes of conducts for the legal harvesting and purchasing of timber, etc.

The FLEGT Action Plan also provides the development of Voluntary Partnership Agreements between the EU and timber-producing countries. The aim of these agreements is to set up a licensing scheme in partner countries in order to ensure that only legally produced timber (identified by means of licenses issued in producer countries) is exported to the EU. Work is actually currently ongoing to develop a regulation to enable EU customs authorities to exclude illegal timber. 

Belgium should support this initiative on the ground by initiating projects in timber-producing countries to prepare for the establishment of voluntary partnership agreements. Furthermore, Belgium should support efforts at EU level to complement the voluntary approach by exploring options to develop legislation to control imports of illegally harvested timber into the EU. For CITES-listed wood, Belgium will work closely with the countries of origin to ensure that CITES-permits are only issued when a clear non-detriment-finding has been carried out and the legality and sustainability of the tropical wood is proven. In case of seizures of large quantities of CITES-listed wood, and, where possible, subsequent public sale of this timber, the revenue will be invested in local projects to enhance local sustainable use of forests.
Objective 14. Promote sustainable  forest management in other countries

The operational objectives 14.1 and 14.2 have been moved to obj. 13.2 and 11.3.
Objective 14: Promote the engagement of cities, provinces and other local authorities in the implementation of the biodiversity strategy 2020

This new Objective 14 is in line with the Plan of Action on Subnational Governments, Cities and Other Local Authorities for Biodiversity, endorsed by the Parties to the CBD (Decision X/22). The aim is to reconcile the largest and fastest period of urban expansion in human history, expected over the next twenty years with the need to slow down the ecological impact of human activities in order to ensure long term acceptable living conditions. 

· 14.1 Encourage local authorities to develop and implement local biodiversity strategies and related action plans
Stakeholders: Regional and local authorities (including provinces and communes), nature conservation agencies, actors involved in local Agenda 21 programs, professional federations with activities in the sector, general public
The engagement of cities, provinces and other local authorities is crucial for the achievement of the objectives of the National Biodiversity Strategy at all levels. Local action could be facilitated through the enhancement and dissemination of appropriate policy tools and guidelines, and the diffusion of best practices supporting the multifunctional use of natural spaces. Capacity-building programs and exchange platforms can provide appropriate technical assistance and/or guidance. Awareness-raising campaigns for local residents on the importance of biodiversity and ecosystem services, and appropriate subsidies for local authorities should be in place to stimulate and support local engagement in favour of biodiversity. Cities and local authorities are encouraged to monitor and report on their progress by means of standardized biodiversity index, such as the city biodiversity index (CBI).
Biodiversity must keep or regain its place in the urban space as it performs important natural functions while contributing to physical and mental health, recreation, education and public awareness. To this end, it is important to better preserve and connect green spaces and open spaces around and within urbanized areas by developing a green infrastructure
. Most importantly, their quality needs to be improved to enable their multifunctional use. Historically, we note that despite a heavy land use and dense urbanization, urban areas often host an important natural heritage for the same historical reasons that led to the human presence and economic development in this location. This is notably the case in the Brussels-Capital Region. 

Objective 15. Ensure the provision of adequate resources for biodiversity
The changes to the objective 15 of Belgium’s Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016 cover the following issues:
· mobilize financial resources for biodiversity from all sources (updated operational objective 15.1)

· double total biodiversity-related financial resource flows to developing countries by 2015 (new operational objective 15.3)

· support  developing countries to increase the effectiveness and sustainability of international and national financial flows (new operational objective 15.4)
Belgium has committed itself at international and European level to the implementation of the Convention on Biodiversity and its Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 (SP). This includes financial support both with regards to adequately financing our own national efforts as well as to support developing countries to implement the CBD. 
The objectives 15.1-15.4 of the updated NSB express this national and global engagement and need to be seen in light of CBD Article 20 (§1-4) as well as several subsequent COP decisions (COP9/11-COP10/2-COP11/4). Furthermore UNGA resolutions 65/161 and 67/212 also expressed political commitment to the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity. Finally, this was internalized at EU level through several Council Conclusions (in particular December 2010 and June 2011) and in the EU Biodiversity Strategy. In annex are the relevant documents that are referred to.
Resource mobilization under the CBD relates to increasing funding for biodiversity related activities, both nationally and globally to reach the Aichi Targets in line with CBD Article 20. However, the overall picture must be kept in mind when addressing the SNB Objective 15, since this not just about ‘flows’ of funding but also about engaging private sector, reducing costs, increasing sectoral integration, enhancing effectiveness of funding (both national & in developing countries), etc. Therefore many actions are already undertaken by and still available to the relevant administrations and other actors to contribute to objectives 15.1 – 15.4 according to their own capacities and/or competences and not limited to increasing net funding flows towards third countries.
The set of 4 objectives 15.1-15.4 covers a whole range of ways to mobilize biodiversity resources and are mutually supportive. Several of these are directly related to other SNB objectives, in particular Objectives 5-11-12 and 13. Just like Aichi Target 20 will contribute to but also benefit from the proper implementation of the other Aichi Targets, this Objective 15 will both contribute to and benefit from progress under the other NSB Objectives, depending on how those are implemented.

To carry out the present National Biodiversity Strategy, there is a need to carry out further actions in key areas. Investments in coherent and integrated biodiversity activities should be substantially increased. Financing will be supported by Regional and Federal environmental administrations, other relevant administrations and funding bodies, including the private sector
· 15.1
By 2020, investigate national financing possibilities for biodiversity, 
By 2020 at the latest, the mobilization of financial resources for biodiversity from all sources (including possible innovative financial mechanisms), should increase substantially compared to average annual biodiversity funding for the years 2006-2010 (updated operational objective 15.1)

Stakeholders: Federal and regional finance, economy, development cooperation and environment authorities, provincial and municipal authorities, private sector and markets, NGOs
This objective covers both national and global financing for biodiversity and is based on Articles 20.1 – 20.4 of the CBD. It is close to the wording of Aichi Target 20 which was  based on Article 20 and which is globally the politically most recognized commitment. The implementation of the Strategic Plan with its Aichi Targets is guiding all biodiversity efforts during the UN Decade, as decided by the United Nations General Assemblee in resolutions 65/161 and 67/212. Target 20 was confirmed at EU level through the Council Conclusions of December 2010 (§9) and of June 2011 (§16) also referred to the need to deliver on the CBD Strategy for Resource Mobilisation. The Strategic Plan and Aichi Targets became the basis for the EU Biodiversity Strategy and in particular Targets 1 (Act. 2 - financing Natura 2000) and 6 (Act. 18  - linkto CBD COP-11) are directly supporting the Operational Objective 15.1.

Belgium needs to ensure, through its’ own resources, adequate financing of biodiversity from all sources. Therefore it is important to investigate financing possibilities at national level such as the establishment of specific funds for biodiversity, the integration of biodiversity in sectoral budgets and programmes (in particular in Research and Development plans and programs), the establishment of partnerships with the finance and business sectors, etc. Other innovative financial mechanisms should be investigated, such as partnerships with the private sector. In Flanders, a specific funds (Minafonds) has been established to deals with financial aspects of investments in the field of environment. The federal level should investigate possibilities to use the Raw Material Funds for biodiversity. 
Belgium will investigate and mobilise additional financial resources from all sources to effectively implement the NBS and to contribute to averting global biodiversity loss. In accordance with the CBD Strategy for Resource Mobilization, it should substantially increase from the levels of 2010. In CBD Decision XI/4, it is agreed to use the average annual biodiversity funding between 2006 and 2010 as baseline. 
The existing financial institutions will be strengthened and, the replication and scaling-up of successful financial mechanisms and instruments will be promoted (Resource Mobilization Strategy Goal 3).  Enabling conditions will be established to encourage private sector involvement in supporting the Convention's three objectives, including the financial sector.
Figure 3: Source of domestic funding for biodiversity (Source: UNEP/CBD/COP/11/14/ADD1).

· 15.2. Fully use existing EU financing instruments to promote biodiversity


Stakeholders: Federal and regional authorities, private sector, NGO's
This objective supports Aichi Targets 2, 3 as well as 20. At EU level, again Targets 1 (Act. 2) and 6 (Act 18) are directly linked. The EU CCs of June 2011 (§13) stressed the need to mobilise additional resources from all possible sources and ensure adequate funding through, inter alia, the future EU financial framework, national sources and innovative financial mechanisms, as appropriate, for the effective implementation of the EU Biodiversity Strategy, including predictable, adequate and regular financing for the Natura 2000 network.

This objective in itself contributes to Objectives 15.1 and 15.4 and at EU and national level, several initiatives are already ongoing. For example Belgium is already engaged in several efforts to use existing EU financial mechanisms to promote support to biodiversity (cf. EU Council Conclusions of December 2010 (§5, §13, §19) regarding rural development, CAP, CFP, etc.). 

Co-financing opportunities through European financing programmes will be promoted, for instance through specific programmes of the forthcoming EU Financial Perspectives 2007-2013 including LIFE+, the European Fisheries Fund (EFF), the Cohesion and Structural Funds and the European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development (EAFRD).

Belgium will support financing biodiversity in European Financing Funds (such as EAFRD and Life+). 
· 15.3
By 2015, contribute towards doubling total biodiversity-related financial resource flows to developing countries and at least maintain this level until 2020, including through a country-driven prioritization of biodiversity within development plans in recipient countries, using as preliminary baseline the average annual biodiversity funding to developing countries for the years 2006–2010
Stakeholders: Federal and regional authorities, private sector, NGO's
The justification for this kind of target is in CBD Article 20, paragraphs 1 to 4. At COP-11 (Hyderabad, October 2012), the Parties decided to add this specific target to implement their commitments under CBD Article 20, the Resource Mobilization Strategy and the Aichi Target 20 (COP-11/4, §7).

International flows of financial resources originate from several sources (see figure 3). Official development assistance (ODA) is one of these sources. ODA can be either bilateral (directly from a donor country to a recipient country) or multilateral (resources channelled through international financial institutions and United Nations organization, funds and programmes). International financial flows can also include non-ODA public funding such as economic cooperation, through private companies and through international not-for-profit organizations. This can be both North-South or South-South cooperation. 
Belgium will adopt a methodology and calculate its baseline of international financial flow to developing countries devoted to CBD implementation and biodiversity activities. The baseline will be the annual biodiversity funding for the years 2006–2010. This will contribute to the implementation of the provisions of the Monterrey Consensus on mobilizing international and domestic funding as related to biodiversity
A strategy to double this baseline will be developed and implemented by 2015 with the actors involved (Federal and regional authorities, private sector, NGO's, foundations and academia). In the context of this process, the term “biodiversity activity” refers to all activities that have a positive impact on biodiversity regardless of whether they take the form of direct benefits or indirect benefits. A proposed categorization of biodiversity resources is provided in the CBD reporting framework to assist Parties in accounting for the various types of information which should be considered. 
Figure 4: Types of international financial flows (Source: UNEP/CBD/COP/11/14/ADD1)
In the context of this objective, Belgium will provide support to strengthen existing financial institutions and, promote replication and scaling-up of successful financial mechanisms and instruments. This may take the form of enhanced efforts in mobilizing co-financing and other modes of project financing for biological diversity or promotion of biological diversity in debt relief and conversion initiatives, including debtfor-nature swaps. The development and implementation of economic incentives may be considered that are supportive of the Convention's three objectives at local and national levels, consistent and in harmony with the other relevant international obligations. 
· 15.4
By 2020, support, as appropriate, developing countries to enhance institutional, national, administrative and managerial capacities, in order to increase the effectiveness and sustainability of international and national financial flows for biodiversity
Stakeholders: Federal and regional finance, economy and environment authorities

This objective was already included in the CBD Resource Mobilisation Strategy COP9/11 (§6) and repeated in paragraph 14 of decision COP-11/4 in order to create the enabling environment to mobilize private and public-sector investments in biological diversity and its associated ecosystem services. 

This objective is essential in reaching the objectives to implementing the CBD as not only the amount of funding but also its management and the absorption capacity of the recipient countries is key. In particular the Operational Objectives 11.3 and 11.6 are directly in support of the Operational Objective 15.4.

In its bilateral and multilateral interactions with partner countries, Belgium will provide support, inter alia:

· to strengthen institutional capacities for effective resource mobilization and utilization, including strengthening capacities of relevant ministries and agencies to make the case for including biodiversity and its associated ecosystem services in discussions with donors and relevant financial institutions;

· to strengthen capacity for integration of biodiversity issues and its associated ecosystem services into national and sectoral planning, and promote budgetary allocations for biological diversity and its associated ecosystem services in national and relevant sectoral budgets. 
· to strive to increase official development assistance associated with biological diversity, where biodiversity is identified as a priority by developing country Parties in poverty reduction strategies, national development strategies, United Nations development assistance frameworks and other development assistance strategies and in accordance with priorities identified in national biodiversity strategies and action plans. 
Part V. Implementation and follow-up of the Strategy
The Strategic and operational objectives of the updated Belgium's National Biodiversity Stgrategy are considered to be key elements to ensure a coherent implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity and biodiversity-related conventions by Belgium until 2020.
The Strategy also identified 7886 operational objectives; many of them are already included in Regional and/or Federal biodiversity plans and are being implemented or being prepared to be implemented. To have a clear picture of the Belgian situation, a table summarizing the level of implementation, at regional and federal level, for each of the objectives identified in the strategy will be developed. This will allow evaluating the actions already done on the ground and the actions that still need to be done to achieve the 2010 target. The mid-term state of play of the implementation of the Strategy (2006-2011) provided an overview of the actions taken so far to avert biodiversity loss and formulated recommendations for updating the strategy. The necessary complementary measures to implement the operational objectives will be undertaken where necessary in a coordinated way by the Regional and Federal Governments and other relevant actors. Where necessary, a coherent legal framework will be adopted to allow for efficient and effective implementation of the strategic and operational objectives. There should be conformity between objectives, measures and allocated means. 

The objectives formulated in the Strategy in 2006 and up-dated in 2012 should not merely be good intentions but rather considered to be a specific impetus towards the 2010 2020 target of halting the loss of biodiversity and the degradation of ecosystem services and beyond. As far as possible, decision makers will take concrete decisions that specify targets, measures, schedules, budget, responsible actors and possibly specific target groups in order to guarantee implementation. For specific issues, appropriate thematic and sectoral action plans will need to be designed or updated.

V.1 - Governance
When implementing the Strategy, specific attention will be paid to stakeholders’ information, involvement and participation. This implies consultation and collaboration between the different stakeholders, which will increase the support for and thus give a boost to the carrying out of Belgium’s National Biodiversity Strategy. Collaboration with stakeholders on concrete projects associated to priority objective of the strategy will also help to raise their interest.

It is crucial to ensure that Belgium’s National Biodiversity Strategy is taken into account and considered at the decision-making and environmental planning levels.
The progress made towards the 2010 2020 target and the objectives of the Strategy need to be periodically assessed. Once the Strategy has been adopted, it is crucial to ensure that appropriate arrangements are made by the Federal, Regional and Community Governments for its implementation and to evaluate their effectiveness. Timetables will have to be drawn up for efficient and effective implementation of the complementary measures that have been identified.

V.2 - Monitoring and support mechanisms

SM1. By 2015, adopt and apply indicators for measuring progress against the strategic objectives of the NBS (see appendix 4)

Stakeholders: federal and regional authorities, Steering Committee CBD

The implementation of the strategy will be monitored and assessed using indicators (cf. EEA) in order to provide guidance as to further actions needed. The Steering committee Biodiversity Convention will develop the appropriate milestones and indicators for the follow-up of the implementation. 
Furthermore, Belgium will contribute to the efforts to develop biodiversity indicators at the CBD and  European  level (CBD Headline indicators, SEBI-initiative). The SEBI indicators are used to report to the European Commission on the Member State's common implementation of the EU biodiversity Strategy to 2020. The mid-term report of the EU strategy is expected in 2015. 

These outcome indicators will be used for the 5th and 6th national reports to the CBD.
SM2. By 2015, implement the EU reporting tool for NBS's on the CHM website 

Stakeholders: CHM National Focal Point, federal and regional authorities, Steering Committee CBD

In 2013, the EU portable toolkit for the CHM has developed a module for the online integrated reporting on the Aichi targets, the EU Biodiversity Strategy and the national biodiversity strategies. The Belgian CHM website will integrate this module on its website. This will facilitate the sharing of, and access to, information related to the Aichi Targets, the EU biodiversity strategy and the national strategy.
The information in the tool will be updated periodically based on the results of SM1. Belgium will be involved in further developing the tool, through a special working group of the EU, to ensure that the tool will allow adding implementation information between national and EU reporting cyclises. 

SM3. By 2015, have a functional Clearing-House Mechanism in place for the Convention and its protocols, including a network of practitioners

Stakeholders: CHM, BCH and ABS-CH National Focal Points, federal and regional authorities, Steering Committee CBD, CBD National Focal Point, Belgian Biodiversity Platform, universities, nature agencies, NGO's, public and private sector.
Collectively those involved in implementing the NBS have a wealth of experience and have developed many useful good practice cases, tools and guidance. There is additional useful information beyond this community. The global CHM work programme asks for parties to develop a biodiversity knowledge network, including a database and network of practitioners, to bring together this knowledge and experience and to make it available through the clearing house mechanism to facilitate and support enhanced implementation of the CBD, including its various programmes and the national biodiversity strategies and action plans. It also asks for a sustained national CHM so that in each Party, all have access to the information, expertise and experience required to implement the Convention. National clearing house mechanism nodes should also be linked to the central clearing house mechanism managed by the Secretariat of the Convention, and information exchange between these should be facilitated.

The national CHM should be adapted and be able to reply to the role that has been mandated by the Strategic Plan 2011 – 2020 of the Convention. It should be actively used by the biodiversity community in Belgium to add and update information relevant for the follow up on the implementation of the national strategy. Regional information on biodiversity and the implementation of the Convention should be linked in the national CHM, if available on a regional web site, or posted to the national CHM web site by the relevant region if no specific web site is available. 

The Belgian partnering role for the CHM should continue to assist national CHMs in developing countries and elsewhere, to enlarge the community of users and its networks. 
SM4. By 2015, functional Clearing-Houses for implementation and technology transfer are in place for the CBD and its Protocols (BCH, ABS-CH)

Stakeholders: CHM, ABS and BCH Focal Points, federal and regional authorities

The Convention on Biological Diversity asks the Parties to the Convention to establish a national Clearing House Mechanism (CHM) to enable both information exchange on biodiversity and scientific and technical cooperation. During COP-10 the mandate for the CHM was enlarged and it should also be a tool to follow up the implementation of the national strategies and action plans. The Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety establishes a Biosafety Clearing House (BCH) to assist Parties to implement the Protocol and to facilitate the exchange of scientific, technical, environmental and legal information on, and experience with, genetically modified organisms (GMOs). The Nagoya Protocol on Access and Benefit sharing (ABS) also requires the establishment of an ABS-CH.

Belgium should ensure that the different Clearing Houses are functional and fulfil their mandates under the Convention and its Protocols. As biodiversity in Belgium is mainly a regional competence, the Regions should also ensure that, if no regional Clearing Houses are established, the relevant information is added to the national clearing-house or references to relevant information sources are available.
Technology transfer has taken place since the entry into force of the Convention by different Belgian stakeholders on the demand of partners in developing and other countries. The national CHM, in collaboration with the BCH and the Belgian Biodiversity Platform, will develop a special section on the website to highlight technology transfer activities related to biodiversity that have taken place. This can be used as an information source to interested parties that are searching for technology for biodiversity. The Secretariat of the Convention has been asked to compile information on technology transfer and needs or parties in decision XI/2 article 17. Belgium should ensure that the information on technology transfer by Belgian stakeholders is exchanged on a regular basis with the Secretariat. Demands for technology transfer by Parties will be posted on the CHM and to the stakeholders.
V.3 - Duration, reporting, evaluation and review

Initially, tThe duration of the first national Strategy was for is 10 years, until 2016. A first evaluation is foreseen in 2010. The conclusions of the mid-term state of play of the strategy (2012) recommended to up-date the text. It was decided to align the objectives and duration of the strategy with the 2020 Aichi targets and the EU Biodiversity Strategy to 2020.
Evaluation of The implementation of the strategy will be monitored and assessed using strategic indicators (cf. Support Measure 1 aboveEEA) in order to provide guidance as to further actions needed.

Evaluation will address environmental as well as socio economic impacts. Evaluation and reporting on progress made and obstacles for implementing the National Biodiversity Strategy will be made available on the CHM website and published every 4 years through the national reporting procedure for the CBD (every 4 years). This will allow for the Steering Committee “Biodiversity Convention” to review the effectiveness of the measures taken and identify priorities to guide further actions.

An independent review of the outcome of the NBS is foreseen at the term of its extended validity, in 2020. Evaluation It will address environmental as well as socio economic impacts. 

















Figure 5: Steps for the development and implementation of Belgium’s National Biodiversity Strategy.
List of abbreviations
ABS 
Access and Benefit-Sharing

ABS-CH
Access and Benefit Sharing Clearing-House
BCH
Biosafety Clearing-House
AFLEG
Africa Forest Law Enforcement and Governance
CAP
Common Agricultural Policy

CBD
or UNCBD, United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity

CCIEP
Committee for International Environment Policy

CEPA
Communication, Education and Public Awareness

CFP
Common Fishery Policy

CHM
Clearing-House Mechanism

CITES
Convention on International Trade of Endangered Species

COP/MOP
Conference of the Parties serving as the Meeting of the Parties CRIE
‘Centres Régional d’Initiation à l’Environnement’ or in English ‘Nature Education Center in Wallonia’

CSD
Commission on Sustainable Development

CWEDD
‘Conseil Wallon pour l’Environnement et le Développement Durable’ or in English ‘Walloon Council of the Environment for Sustainable Development’

EAFRD
European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development

EEA
European Environment Agency

EFF
European Fisheries Fund
EIA
Environmental Impact Assessment

ESD
Education for Sustainable Development

EU
European Union

FAO
Food and Agriculture Organisation

FEEDIS
Feeding Information System

FLEGT
Forest Law Enforcement, Governance and Trade

FPS
Federal Public Service

FPSD
Federal Plan for Sustainable Development

FSC
Forest Stewardship Council 

GBIF
Global Biodiversity Information Facility

GBO
Global Biodiversity Outlook

GM 
genetically modified

GMO
Genetically Modified Organism

GTI
Global Taxonomy Initiative

IAS
Invasive Alien Species

ICES
International Council for the Exploration of the Sea

ICZM
Integrated Coastal Zone Management

IMO
International Marine Organisation

IPEN
International Plant Exchange Network

ITTO
International Tropical Timber Organisation 

IUCN
World Conservation Union

IVON
‘Integraal Verwevings- en Ondersteunend Netwerk’ or in English ‘Integrated Natural Interweaving and Support Network’
IUCN
International Union for the Conservation of Nature

IWC
International Whaling Commission

LIFE
EU Financial Instrument for the Environment

MA
Millennium Ecosystem Assessment

MAES
European project "Mapping and Assessment of Ecosystems and their Services"

MDGs
Millennium Development Goals

MEAs
Multilateral Environment Agreements

MINA-Plan
Flemish Environment and Nature Policy Plan

MOSAICC
Micro-organisms Sustainable Use and Access Regulation International Code of Conduct

MPAs
Marine Protected Areas

NAPLAN
Nature Plan of Brussels-Capital Region

NBG
National Botanical Garden of Belgium

NFPs
National Forest Programmes

NGO
Non-Governmental Organisation

OSPAR
Convention for the Protection of the Marine Environment of the North-East Atlantic

PCDN
‘Plan Communaux pour le Développement de la Nature’ or in English ‘Communal Plans for Nature Development’

PDOV
‘Plan Duurzame Ontwikkeling voor Vlaanderen’ or in English ‘Plan for Sustainable Development for the Flemish Region’

PEDD
‘Plan d’Environnement pour le Développement Durable de la Wallonie’ or in English ‘Environmental Plan for Sustainable Development of Wallonia’

PEFC
Programme for the Endorsement of Forest Certification schemes
PRD-GewOP
‘Plan regional de développement / Gewestelijk Ontwikkelingsplan’ or in English ‘Regional Development Plan of Brussels Capital Region’

PRDD

RBINS 
Royal Belgian Institute of Natural Sciences

SEA
Strategic Impact Assessment

SEBI
Streamlining European Biodiversity Indicators

SIA
Strategic Impact Assessment

SSD
Science for a Sustainable Development

TRIPS
Trade-Related Intellectual Property Rights

UNCBD
United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity (or CBD)

UNCCD
United Nations Convention to Combat Desertification

UNEP
United Nations Environment Programme

UNDP
United Nations Development Programme

VEN
‘Vlaams Ecologisch Netwerk’ or in English ‘Flemish Ecological Network’

WTO
World Trade Organisation
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Appendix  4

Concordance of the Aichi Targets with the EU biodiversity strategy 2020
and Aichi targets with the Update of Belgium’s National Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016 
	Aichi Biodiversity Targets 2011 - 2020

· 5 Strategic Goals

· 20 Targets
	EU biodiversity strategy to 2020 - COM(2011) 244 

· 6 Targets

· 20 Actions
	Belgium’s updated NBS  
· 15 Strategic Objectives

· 86 Operational Objectives

	Possible means, milestones and CBD indicators for the Aichi targets of the Strategic Plan 2011-2020 are containted in document UNEP/CBD/COP/27/Add1

(19/12/2010) (p. 11-20) http://www.cbd.int/doc/meetings/cop/cop-10/official/cop-10-27-add1-en.pdf 
	Chapter 9.4 of the Impact assessment of the COM contains contains few milestones (p. 82).

Annex 15 to the Annexe to the Impatc Assessment contains a list of relevant SEBI indicators for the targets (p. 68)

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/biodiversity/comm2006/2020.htm 
	Document of the Strategy in EN/ FR/NL/DE

http://www.biodiv.be/implementation/docs/stratactplan
Milestones and strategic indicators yet to be developed (SM1)


	Vision

The vision of this Strategic Plan is a world of “Living in harmony with nature” where “By 2050, biodiversity is valued, conserved, restored and wisely used, maintaining ecosystem services, sustaining a healthy planet and delivering benefits essential for all people.”
	2050 Vision

By 2050, European Union biodiversity and the ecosystem services it provides — its natural capital — are protected, valued and appropriately restored for biodiversity's intrinsic value and for their essential contribution to human wellbeing and economic prosperity, and so that catastrophic changes caused by the loss of biodiversity are avoided.
	Vision to 2050

By 2050, our Biodiversity and the ecosystem services it provides - our natural capital - are valued, conserved, appropriately restored and wisely used for their intrinsic value and for their essential contribution to human wellbeing and economic prosperity, and so that catastrophic changes caused by the loss of biodiversity are avoided

	Mission

The mission of the Strategic Plan is to “take effective and urgent action to halt the loss of biodiversity in order to ensure that by 2020 ecosystems are resilient and continue to provide essential services, thereby securing the planet’s variety of life, and contributing to human well-being, and poverty eradication. To ensure this, pressures on biodiversity are reduced, ecosystems are restored, biological resources are sustainably used and benefits arising out of utilization of genetic resources are shared in a fair and equitable manner; adequate financial resources are provided, capacities are enhanced, biodiversity issues and values mainstreamed, appropriate policies are effectively implemented, and decision-making is based on sound science and the precautionary approach.”
	2020 headline target

Halting the loss of biodiversity and the degradation of ecosystem services in the EU by 2020, and restoring them in so far as feasible, while stepping up the EU contribution to averting global biodiversity loss.
	General objective of the Strategy until 2020

The general objective of the Strategy is to contribute nationally and internationally to the achievement of the 2020 target of halting the loss of biodiversity and the degradation of ecosystem services, and restoring them in so far as feasible, while stepping up our contribution to averting global biodiversity loss
Guiding principles for interpretation and implementation :

1. Principle of preventive action; 2. Precautionary principle; 3. Polluter Pays principle; 4. Public participation and public access to information and justice in environmental matters; 5. Good governance; 6. Sectoral integration; 7. Ecosystem approach; 8. Ecological networks; 9. Subsidiarity principle; 10. Compensation principle



	· Strategic Goal A: Address the underlying causes of biodiversity loss by mainstreaming biodiversity across government and society

· Strategic Goal B: Reduce the direct pressures on biodiversity and promote sustainable use 

· Strategic Goal C: To improve the status of biodiversity by safeguarding ecosystems, species and genetic diversity 

· Strategic Goal D: Enhance the benefits to all from biodiversity and ecosystem services 

· Strategic Goal E: Enhance implementation through participatory planning, knowledge management and capacity building
	· EU Target 1 - Fully implement the Birds and Habitats Directives

· EU Target 2 - Maintaining and enhancing ecosystems and their services 
· EU Target 3 - Increase the contribution of agriculture and forestry to maintaining and enhancing biodiversity

· EU Target 4 - Ensure the sustainable use of fisheries resources 
· EU Target 5 - Combat invasive alien species

· EU Target 6 - Help avert global biodiversity crisis


	NBS 15 Strategic Objectives and 89 Operational objectives listed in ascending order of their international dimension; no priority ranking.



	Aichi Target 1 - By 2020, at the latest, people are aware of the values of biodiversity and the steps they can take to conserve and use it sustainably.
	EU T1 - Fully implement the Birds and Habitats Directives 

EU Target 1 - To halt the deterioration in the status of all species and habitats covered by EU nature legislation and achieve a significant and measurable improvement in their status so that, by 2020, compared to current assessments: (i) 100% more habitat assessments and 50% more species assessments under the Habitats Directive show an improved conservation status; and (ii) 50% more species assessments under the Birds Directive show a secure or improved status.
	Op.obj 4c.2 Enhance and encourage the role of farmers as biodiversity actors

Op.obj 4c.4 Promote the integration of biodiversity into rural development

Op.obj 4d.1 Promote the implementation of good fishing practices in the North Sea, favourable to fish protection and their habitats

Op.obj 4f.1 Promote the conservation of forest biodiversity through independent credible forest certification systems that provide a guarantee for sustainable forest management

Op.obj 4g.1 Promote integrated management of hunting grounds in cooperation with farmers, foresters and environmental NGO’s and application of good hunting practices

Op.obj 4g.2 Promote the involvement of hunters as biodiversity actors
Op.obj 5.3 Ensure that this Strategy is taken into account in decision-making and policy discussions and encourage the development and the use of guidelines for the integration of biodiversity into all relevant sectoral policies
Obj 8. Involve the community through communication, education, public awareness and training (all operational objectives)
Op.obj 9.3.  Ensure full implementation and improve enforcement of biodiversity policies, including the Birds and Habitats directives, through inter alia training programs of relevant authorities, in particular judges, prosecutors, inspectors and customs officials  

	Aichi Target 2 - By 2020, at the latest, biodiversity values have been integrated into national and local development and poverty reduction strategies and planning processes and are being incorporated into national accounting, as appropriate, and reporting systems.
	EU T2 - Maintaining and enhancing ecosystems and their services 
EU Target 2 - By 2020, ecosystems and their services are maintained and enhanced by establishing green infrastructure and restoring at least 15 % of degraded ecosystems.

EU T6 - Help avert global biodiversity crisis
EU Target 6 - By 2020, the EU has stepped up its contribution to averting global biodiversity loss.
	Obj 5. Improve the integration of biodiversity concerns into all relevant sectoral policies.

Op. obj 5.11 Biodiversity values have been integrated into national (federal and regional) policies, programs, planning processes and reporting systems, and an approach to support incorporation into national accounting has been developed if needed.


	Aichi Target 3 - By 2020, at the latest, incentives, including subsidies, harmful to biodiversity are eliminated, phased out or reformed in order to minimize or avoid negative impacts, and positive incentives for the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity are developed and applied, consistent and in harmony with the Convention and other relevant international obligations, taking into account national socio economic conditions.
	EU T3 - Increase the contribution of agriculture and forestry to maintaining and enhancing biodiversity
EU Target 3 A) - Agriculture: By 2020, maximise areas under agriculture across grasslands, arable land and permanent crops that are covered by biodiversity-related measures under the CAP so as to ensure the conservation of  biodiversity and to bring about a measurable improvement in the conservation status of species and habitats that depend on or are affected by agriculture and in the provision of ecosystem services as compared to the EU2010 Baseline, thus contributing to enhance sustainable management. 

EU Target 3 B) - Forests: By 2020, Forest Management Plans or equivalent instruments, in line with Sustainable Forest Management (SFM)30, are in place for all forests that are publicly owned and for forest holdings above a certain size (to be defined by the Member States or regions and communicated in their Rural Development Programmes) that receive funding under the EU Rural Development Policy so as to bring about a measurable improvement in the conservation status of species and habitats that depend on or are affected by forestry and in the provision of related ecosystem services as compared to the EU 2010 Baseline.

EU T4 - Ensure the sustainable use of  fisheries resources 

EU Target 4 -Achieve Maximum Sustainable Yield (MSY) by 2015. Achieve a population age and size distribution indicative of a healthy stock, through fisheries management with no significant adverse impacts on other stocks, species and ecosystems, in support of achieving Good Environmental Status by 2020, as required under the Marine Strategy Framework Directive.

EU T6 - Help avert global biodiversity crisis
(See above, Aichi Target 2) 
	Obj 4: Ensure and promote sustainable use of components of biodiversity.
Several operational objectives are relevant, in particular :

Op.obj  4a.1. Identify and promote good practices involving sustainable use of biodiversity 
Op.obj  4b.1 Avoid or minimise the risk for biodiversity posed by production and consumption, and products and services

Op.obj  4b.2 Adopt biodiversity criteria in public procurement policies to prevent biodiversity loss
Op.obj  4c.1 Take biodiversity more into account in “cross-compliance” criteria
Op.obj  4f.1 Promote the conservation of forest biodiversity through independent credible forest certification systems that provide a guarantee for sustainable forest management

Op.obj  4g.1 Promote integrated management of hunting grounds in cooperation with farmers, foresters and environmental NGO’s and application of good hunting practices

Op.obj  5.5 Eliminate, phase out or reform incentives, including subsidies, harmful to biodiversity in order to minimize or avoid negative impacts on biodiversity and encourage the development and application of incentive measures favourable to conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity, including economic, fiscal and financial instruments 

	Aichi Target 4 - By 2020, at the latest, Governments, business and stakeholders at all levels have taken steps to achieve or have implemented plans for sustainable production and consumption and have kept the impacts of use of natural resources well within safe ecological limits.
	EU T3 - Increase the contribution of agriculture and forestry to maintaining and enhancing biodiversity
(See above, Aichi Target 3) 

EU T4 - Ensure the sustainable use of  fisheries resources (See above, Aichi Target 3)
EU T6 - Help avert global biodiversity crisis
(See above, Aichi Target 2) 
	Op.obj 2.3 Investigate at the Belgian level the potential impact on biodiversity of the internal trade (legal and illegal) of live animals and plants and potentially adapt  relevant regulations, including  market regulation when appropriate  

Obj  4: Ensure and promote sustainable use of components of biodiversity 

(including the 24 operational objectives under obj. 4)

Op.obj 5.1 Promote  and support stakeholders involvement inter alia through partnerships at all levels of decision-making relating to biodiversity 
Op.obj 5.3 Ensure that this Strategy is taken into account in decision-making and policy discussions and encourage the development and the use of guidelines for the integration of biodiversity into all relevant sectoral policies

	Aichi Target 5 - By 2020, the rate of loss of all natural habitats, including forests, is at least halved and where feasible brought close to zero, and degradation and fragmentation is significantly reduced.
	EU T1 - Fully implement the Birds and Habitats Directives (See above, Aichi Target 1)
EU T2 - Maintaining and enhancing ecosystems and their services (See above, Aichi Target 2)

	Op.obj 1.2. Identify and monitor priority species, habitats and genetic components of biodiversity 
Obj 3: Maintain or restore biodiversity and ecosystem services in Belgium to a favourable conservation status (all operational objectives)


	Aichi Target 6 - By 2020 all fish and invertebrate stocks and aquatic plants are managed and harvested sustainably, legally and applying ecosystem based approaches, so that overfishing is avoided, recovery plans and measures are in place for all depleted species, fisheries have no significant adverse impacts on threatened species and vulnerable ecosystems and the impacts of fisheries on stocks, species and ecosystems are within safe ecological limits.
	EU T2 - Maintaining and enhancing ecosystems and their services (See above, Aichi Target 2)
EU T4 - Ensure the sustainable use of  fisheries resources (See above, Aichi Target 3)
	Op.obj 4b.1. Avoid or minimise the risk for biodiversity posed by production and consumption, and products and services 
Op.obj 4c.0  Promote measures favourable to biodiversity under the implementation of the Common Agricultural Policy
Op.obj 4d Fishery in marine and inland waters

Op.obj 4d.1 Promote the implementation of good fishing practices in the North Sea, favourable to fish protection and their habitats

Op.obj 4d.2 Provide for a management of inland water fisheries catering for sport purposes that responds to ecological management objectives and ensures the balance and the quality of the fish populations

Op.obj 4d.3 Prevent GM fish from threatening marine and freshwater biodiversity and populations

	Aichi Target 7 - By 2020 areas under agriculture, aquaculture and forestry are managed sustainably, ensuring conservation of biodiversity.
	EU T2 - Maintaining and enhancing ecosystems and their services (See above, Aichi Target 2)
EU T3 - Increase the contribution of agriculture and forestry to maintaining and enhancing biodiversity
(See above, Aichi Target 3) 
	Obj  4: Ensure and promote sustainable use of components of biodiversity (includes objectives on agriculture, forestry, fishery in marine and inland waters)
Op.obj 5.3 Ensure that this Strategy is taken into account in decision-making and policy discussions and encourage the development and the use of guidelines for the integration of biodiversity into all relevant sectoral policies
Op.obj 11.6. Contribute to creating an enabling environment for biodiversity in partner countries,based on national priorities, in particular in support of the development of National Protected Area programmes,  National Forest Programmes, integrated coastal and marine programmes, or other equivalent instruments, as well as their integration into relevant policy instruments


	Aichi Target 8 - By 2020, pollution, including from excess nutrients, has been brought to levels that are not detrimental to ecosystem function and biodiversity.
	EU T3 - Increase the contribution of agriculture and forestry to maintaining and enhancing biodiversity
(See above, Aichi Target 3) 
	Op.obj 3.6 Take measures to minimise the impact of the identified processes and activities threatening biodiversity
Op.obj 4a.1. Identify and promote good practices involving sustainable use of biodiversity
Op.obj 4c.6 Reduce the impacts of pesticides on biodiversity
Op.obj 4f.1 Promote the conservation of forest biodiversity through independent credible forest certification systems that provide a guarantee for sustainable forest management

Op.obj 4g.1 Promote integrated management of hunting grounds in cooperation with farmers, foresters and environmental NGO’s and application of good hunting practices

	Aichi Target 9 - By 2020, invasive alien species and pathways are identified and prioritized, priority species are controlled or eradicated, and measures are in place to manage pathways to prevent their introduction and establishment.
	EU T 5 - Combat Invasive Alien Species

EU Target 5 - By 2020, Invasive Alien Species and their pathways are identified and prioritised, priority

species are controlled or eradicated, and pathways are managed to prevent the introduction

and establishment of new IAS.
	Op.obj 2.1 Investigate and monitor in Belgium ,the effects  and causes of activities and processes, including new and emerging risks, that threaten components of biodiversity
Op.obj 3.7 Invasive alien species (IAS) and pathways are identified and prioritized, priority species are controlled or eradicated, and measures are in place to manage pathways to prevent their introduction and establishment

Op.obj 4c.8 Ensure that the production of plants, inter alia non indigenous plants, for renewable energy does not negatively impact on biodiversity 
Op.obj 5.7 Consider the potential impact on biodiversity, and in particular the invasiveness of species, in making import and export decisions 

	Aichi Target 10 - By 2015, the multiple anthropogenic pressures on coral reefs, and other vulnerable ecosystems impacted by climate change or ocean acidification are minimized, so as to maintain their integrity and functioning.
	EU T2 - Maintaining and enhancing ecosystems and their services (See above, Aichi Target 2)
EU T4 - Ensure the sustainable use of  fisheries resources (See above, Aichi Target 3)

	Op.obj 2.2 Investigate and monitor the effects of climate change on biodiversity

Obj 3: Maintain or restore biodiversity and ecosystem services in Belgium to a favourable conservation status.

	Aichi Target 11 - By 2020, at least 17 per cent of terrestrial and inland water, and 10 per cent of coastal and marine areas, especially areas of particular importance for biodiversity and ecosystem services, are conserved through effectively and equitably managed, ecologically representative and well connected systems of protected areas and other effective area-based conservation measures, and integrated into the wider landscapes and seascapes.
	EU T1 - Fully implement the Birds and Habitats Directives (See above, Aichi Target 1)
EU T2 - Maintaining and enhancing ecosystems and their services (See above, Aichi Target 2)
	Obj 3: Maintain or restore biodiversity and ecosystem services in Belgium to a favourable conservation status 
Op.obj 3.1 At least 17 per cent of terrestrial and inland water, especially areas of particular importance for biodiversity and ecosystem services, are conserved through effectively and equitably managed, ecologically representative and well connected  systems of protected areas and other effective area-based conservation measures, and are integrated into the wider landscapes

Op.obj 3.2 At least 10 per cent of coastal and marine areas, especially areas of particular importance for biodiversity and ecosystem services, are conserved through effectively and equitably managed, ecologically representative and well connected systems of protected areas and other effective area-based conservation measures, and are integrated into the wider seascapes

Op.obj 4h.1 Apply CBD tools to monitor and control the impact of tourism on biodiversity in protected areas



	Aichi Target 12 - By 2020 the extinction of known threatened species has been prevented and their conservation status, particularly of those most in decline, has been improved and sustained.
	EU T1 - Fully implement the Birds and Habitats Directives (See above, Aichi Target 1)

	Op.obj 3.4 Develop and implement action plans so as to ensure the maintenance or rehabilitation of our most threatened species to a favourable conservation status

	Target 13 - By 2020, the genetic diversity of cultivated plants and farmed and domesticated animals and of wild relatives, including other socio-economically as well as culturally valuable species, is maintained, and strategies have been developed and implemented for minimizing genetic erosion and safeguarding their genetic diversity.
	EU T3 - Increase the contribution of agriculture and forestry to maintaining and enhancing biodiversity
(See above, Aichi Target 3) 
	Op.obj 4c.5 Promote sustainable use of genetic resources for food, and agriculture

	Aichi Target 14 - By 2020, ecosystems that provide essential services, including services related to water, and contribute to health, livelihoods and well-being, are restored and safeguarded, taking into account the needs of women, indigenous and local communities, and the poor and vulnerable.
	EU T2 - Maintaining and enhancing ecosystems and their services (See above, Aichi Target 2)
EU T3 - Increase the contribution of agriculture and forestry to maintaining and enhancing biodiversity
(See above, Aichi Target 3) 
	Obj 3: Maintain or restore biodiversity and ecosystem services in Belgium to a favourable conservation status.
Op.obj 3.3 Ecosystems, their resilience and their services are maintained and enhanced by establishing,inter alia,  a green infrastructure and restoring at least 15% of degraded ecosystems.

Op.obj 5.8 Maximalise the advantages for health arising from biodiversity and ecosystem services and expand the collaboration between the interested organisations / public services



	Aichi Target 15 - By 2020, ecosystem resilience and the contribution of biodiversity to carbon stocks has been enhanced, through conservation and restoration, including restoration of at least 15 per cent of degraded ecosystems, thereby contributing to climate change mitigation and adaptation and to combating desertification.
	EU T3 - Increase the contribution of agriculture and forestry to maintaining and enhancing biodiversity
(See above, Aichi Target 3) 
	Obj 3. Maintain or rehabilitate biodiversity in Belgium to a favourable conservation status.
Op.obj 3.3 Ecosystems, their resilience and their services are maintained and enhanced by establishing,inter alia,  a green infrastructure and restoring at least 15% of degraded ecosystems.



	Aichi Target 16 - ABS Protocol
By 2015, the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of Benefits Arising from their Utilization is in force and operational, consistent with national legislation.
	EU T6 - Help avert global biodiversity crisis
(See above, Aichi Target 2) 
	Obj 6. Promote and contribute to an equitable access to and sharing of benefits arising from the use of genetic resources

Op.obj  6.1 By 2015, raise awareness on the concept of ABS in the context of the CBD and the Nagoya Protocol, and disseminate widely information on ABS

Op.obj 6.2 By 2014, ratify and implement the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of Benefits Arising from their Utilization

Op.obj 6.3 By 2020, have mechanisms in place to enhance cooperation nationally and globally on ABS issues 
Op.obj 6.5 By 2015, have a functional Access and Benefit Sharing Clearing- House in place 


	Aichi Target 17 - By 2015 each Party has developed, adopted as a policy instrument, and has commenced implementing an effective, participatory and updated national biodiversity strategy and action plan.
	EU T6 - Help avert global biodiversity crisis
(See above, Aichi Target 2) 
	Belgium intends to revise its NBS by WGRI-6 in 2014



	Aichi Target 18 - By 2020, the traditional knowledge, innovations and practices of indigenous and local communities relevant for the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity, and their customary use of biological resources, are respected, subject to national legislation and relevant international obligations, and fully integrated and reflected in the implementation of the Convention with the full and effective participation of indigenous and local communities, at all relevant levels.
	EU T6 - Help avert global biodiversity crisis
(See above, Aichi Target 2) 
	Op.obj 6.4 By 2020, create operational mechanisms to protect the knowledge, innovations and practices of indigenous and local communities embodying traditional lifestyles relevant for the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity


	Aichi Target 19 -By 2020, knowledge, the science base and technologies relating to biodiversity, its values, functioning, status and trends, and the consequences of its loss, are improved, widely shared and transferred, and applied 
	EU T2 - Maintaining and enhancing ecosystems and their services 
EU Target 2, Action 5 - Improve knowledge of ecosystems and their services in the EU

	Obj 7. Improve and communicate scientific knowledge on biodiversity (all operational objectives under obj.7)



	Aichi Target 20 -By 2020, at the latest, the mobilization of financial resources for effectively implementing the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 from all sources, and in accordance with the consolidated and agreed process in the Strategy for Resource Mobilization, should increase substantially from the current levels. This target will be subject to changes contingent to resource needs assessments to be developed and reported by Parties.
	EU T1 - Fully implement the Birds and Habitats Directives 

EU Target 1, Action 2- Ensure adequate financing of Natura 2000 sites

EU T6 - Help avert global biodiversity crisis
EU Target 6, Action 18- Mobilise additional resources for global biodiversity conservation:


	Obj 15. Ensure the provision of adequate resources for biodiversity

Op.obj 15.1. By 2020 at the latest, the mobilization of financial resources for biodiversity from all sources (including possible innovative financial mechanisms), should increase substantially compared to average annual biodiversity funding for the years 2006-2010

Op.obj 15.2 Fully use existing EU financing instruments to promote biodiversity
Op.obj 15.3 By 2015,  double total biodiversity-related financial resource flows to developing countries and at least maintain this level until 2020, including through a country-driven prioritization of biodiversity within development plans in recipient countries, using as preliminary baseline  the average annual biodiversity funding  to developing countries for the years 2006–2010

Op.obj 15.4 By 2020 Support, as appropriate, developing countries to enhance institutional, national, administrative and managerial capacities, in order to increase the effectiveness and sustainability of international and national financial flows for biodiversity

	Support Mechanisms 

· Capacity-building for effective national action

· Clearing-house mechanism and technology transfer

· Financial resources

· Partnerships and initiatives to enhance cooperation

· Support mechanisms for research, monitoring and assessment
	We are all in this together

· Partnerships for biodiversity

· Mobilising resources to support biodiversity and ecosystem services

· A common implementation strategy for the EU


	Monitoring and support mechanisms

SM1. By 2015, adopt and apply indicators for measuring progress against the strategic objectives of the NBS (see appendix 4)

SM2. By 2015, implement the EU reporting tool for NBS's on the CHM website 

SM3. By 2015, have a functional Clearing-House Mechanism in place for the Convention and its Protocols, including a network of practitioners

SM4. By 2015, functional Clearing-Houses for specific implementation and technology transfer are in place for the CBD and its Protocols (BCH, ABS-CH)
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CBD milestones in Belgium
Adoption of Belgium’s National Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016: October2006, update in 2013
Endorsement of CDB: 5 June 1992 (United Nations Conference on Environment and Development)

Establishment of the Coordination Committee for International Environment Policy (CCIEP): 
5 April 1995, chaired by FPS Health, Food Chain Security and Environment – DG Environment

Designation of the CBD National Focal Point: July 1995, the Royal Belgian Institute of Natural Sciences.

Regional Focal Points: ANB (Flanders), Brussels Environment (Brussels), DGARNE (Wallonia).

Set up of the Steering Committee “Biodiversity Convention” and “Nature”: 1995
Ratification of the Convention on Biological Diversity: 22 November 1996
Entry into force: 20 February 1997

National reports on implementation of the CBD: 1998, 2001, 2005, 2009, 2014
Thematic reports: Indicators (2001), Forests (2002), Protected areas (2003, 2007, 2009), Global Taxonomy Initiative (2004), Marine and Coastal Biodiversity (2009)
The Clearing-House Mechanism (CHM) under the CBD is an information-sharing mechanism set up to promote and facilitate scientific and technical cooperation in relation to the three objectives of the Convention. It also plays an important role in developing public awareness on these three objectives. The CHM operates mainly, but not exclusively, through the Internet and has the form of a structurally decentralised and distributed network of Parties and partners working together to facilitate the implementation of the Convention. Belgium has been an active participant since 1996. The URL of the website is http://www.biodiv.be

Endorsement of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety: May 2000

Ratification of the Biosafety Protocol: 15 April 2004

Designation of the Biosafety Focal Point: September 2004, the Federal Public Service of Health, Food Chain Safety and Environment

The Biosafety Clearing-House under the CBD is the information sharing mechanism for the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety. Belgium has been an active participant since 2004. The URL of the website is http://www.biosafetyprotocol.be

Endorsement of the Nagoya Protocol on ABS: 21 September 2011
Endorsement of the Nagoya – Kuala Lumpur Supplementary Protocol on Liability and Redress to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety: 20 September 2011

Publications of the CBD National Focal Point:
The book ‘Biodiversity in Belgium, a country study’ (2003) presents a panorama of the status of knowledge and trends of biodiversity in Belgium (including prokaryotic, fungal, botanical and zoological diversity). The publication ‘La biodiversité en Belgique, un aperçu / Biodiversiteit in België, een overzicht’ (2009) presents an updated summary of the country study for the general public and is freely available upon request so as the publication ‘La biodiversité en Belgique, une question vitale / Biodiversiteit in België, van vitaal belang’ (2009) and ‘366 gestes pour la bidoiversité / 366 tips voor biodiversiteit’.
Contact: Biodiversity, 29 rue Vautierstraat, 1000 Brussels, e-mail: biodiversity@naturalsciences.be; tel: 02 627 45 45.

Belgian species list (all things considered): www.species.be
General information on the Regional and Federal web portals for environment:

- Federal Portal for the Environment: www.health.belgium.be 
- Agentschap voor Natuur en Bos: www.natuurenbos.be
- Service public de Wallonie: biodiversite.wallonie.be/fr/

- Bruxelles environnement: www.bruxellesenvironnement.be
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A) Tackle emerging risks and the impact of internal trade of live specimens


B) Protect and restore biodiversity and associated ecosystem services through protected areas – green infrastructure – no net loss. Identify pathways of introduction of Invasive Alien Species (IAS)


C) Phase out perverse incentives and using guidelines for the integration of the values of biodiversity and ecosystem services, including in development strategies, planning processes and reporting systems. Developing an approach to include these values in national accounting


D) Implement the Nagoya Protocol 


E) Map ecosystem services in Belgium and assess their economic value


F) Ensure implementation and enforcement of biodiversity legislation


G) Involve provinces, cities and other local authorities


H) Increase the mobilization of resources (including through innovative mechanisms) and enhance capacities
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Monitoring and support mechanisms


Duration, reporting, evaluation and review





Overview of the 2020 biodiversity strategy (Update 2013)
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15 STRATEGIC OBJECTIVES�86 proposed measures and 10 guiding principles for implementation 





2050 Vision





By 2050, our Biodiversity and the ecosystem services it provides - our natural capital - are valued, conserved, appropriately restored and wisely used for their intrinsic value and for their essential contribution to human wellbeing and economic prosperity, and so that catastrophic changes caused by the loss of biodiversity are avoided


General objective of the Strategy:�Halt biodiversity loss - restore and value ecosystem services – global contribution





Belgian Biodiversity Strategy 2020








   Regions








Walloon Region (PEDD, Contrat d’avenir pour les wallons, Strategic plan 2008-2013)








Flemish Region (MINA Plan-4 2011-2015, PDOV)








Brussels Region (PRD, PRDD, NAPLAN)





 Federal State (Biodiversity Integration Plan into 4 key sectors 2009-2013, FPSD3, Master Plan North Sea, SPSD3, SSD, BRAIN-BE)





NEW OPERATIONAL OBJECTIVES
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Local authorities
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Development of Regional �and Federal plans


PEDD, Contrat d’avenir pour les wallons, Blue/Green Network, MINA, PDOV, FPSD, Master Plan North Sea





Governmental mandates �for the Country study (2003), for the National Biodiversity Strategy (2006, 2013) and for the National reports





Interministerial Conference on the Environment 








Biodiversity in Belgium:�A country study�(2003)





Development of the first national strategy





Belgium’s National Biodiversity Strategy 2006-2016








Implementation over 5 years, development of actions (and action plans where necessary),  





Administrations, institutions, organisations and all biodiversity actors


4th report on Implementation of the CBD (2009)








Mid-term state of play (2012) and review of the National strategy by the Steering Committees “Biodiversity Convention” 





First up-date in 2013


Duration of the strategy extended to 2020





Independent evaluation (2019)


Review by the Steering Committee "Biodiversity Convention" (2020)





Full review in 2020





Monitoring and reporting





5th National report to the CBD (2014, 2019)


Mid-term report for EU biodiversity strategy (2015, 2019)








� A concerted advice on the NBS will be provided by the NGO's during the public consultation


� Documents available on the Belgian Clearing-House Mechanisms at � HYPERLINK "http://www.biodiv.be/implementation/docs/stratactplan" �http://www.biodiv.be/implementation/docs/stratactplan�


� An overview of strategies and action plans for Biodiversity at federal and regional level is provided in annex to the mid-term state of play of the NBS 2006-2016.


� The strategy 2006-2016 is available online � HYPERLINK "http://www.biodiv.be/implementation/docs/stratactplan" �http://www.biodiv.be/implementation/docs/stratactplan�


� http://www.biodiv.be/implementation/docs/stratactplan


� http://www.teebweb.org


� The Ecosystem Approach is a strategy for the management of land, water and living resources that


promotes conservation and sustainable use in an equitable way. It was endorsed by the fifth Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) in Nairobi, Kenya, in May 2000.


� The word “terrestrial” includes inland waters.


� Calculated on the basis of Natura 2000 Barometer data - June 2012: [(3 890,52 km2 at land) + 1 262,89 km2 at sea]/33 819,84 km2 (surface of Belgium) = 15,24 % of the country is covered by Natura 2000 


(http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/info/pubs/docs/nat2000newsl/nat32_en.pdf)


� These documents are included in the list of references.


� Introgression: the introduction of genes from the gene pool of one species into that of another during hybridization.


� Christine Frison, Tom Dedeurwaerdere. July 2006. Belgian federal survey: "Public infrastructure and regulations on access to genetic resources and the sharing of benefits arising out of their utilisation for innovation in life sciences research. Access to, conservation of and use of biological diversity in the general interest."


� The UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (document A/61/L.67) was adopted by the General Assembly on 13 September 2007 during its 61st regular session. Information September 2006: The EU is supporting the adoption of an Universal Declaration of the rights of indigenous peoples recognising their needs to obtain the free prior and informed consent of indigenous peoples before activities are undertaken that affect indigenous people’s traditional territories and natural resources, including biodiversity.


� See also the initiative advice from the Walloon Council of the Environment for Sustainable Development (2005) "Propositions pour faire de la biodiversité un enjeux citoyen" (CWEDD/05/AV.01).


� The green infrastructure includes the green and blue networks. The exact definition will be provided  after the publication of the communication of the European Commission on green infrastructure (expected in June 2013).
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