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EUROPARC Nordic-Baltic Section
Members Meeting 2018
Time  18 September 2018 at 18:00-20:00 
Venue  Peregrine Suite, Macdonald Aviemore Resort, EUROPARC Conference 2018, Aviemore, Scotland, UK  

1  Opening of the meeting

Timo Tanninen, Director of Metsähallitus Parks & Wildlife Finland welcomed all members and told that 
he was presiding the meeting in the absence of the EUROPARC Nordic-Baltic Section (NBS) President 
Stig Johansson. Timo Tanninen then opened the meeting. The agenda of the meeting is attached as 
Annex 1.

2  Tour de Table

Timo Tanninen asked everybody to present themselves, their organisation and country of origin. There 
were 43 participants representing all eight Nordic-Baltic Section countries. In addition, Marta Múgica 
as Representative of Sections in the EUROPARC Council was invited to participate in the meeting. The 
participants list is attached as Annex 2.

3  Presentation by the Representative of the Sections in the EUROPARC Council

Marta Múgica from EUROPARC Spain is the Representative of Sections in the EUROPARC Council. 
She  started her work in 2017. She was invited to participate in the Nordic-Baltic Section meeting 
to present herself and her work in the Council. She told that EUROPARC Sections differ in many 
ways from one another. There are different cultures and management structures, some Sections are  
comprised of many countries and some are national, some Sections have been around for a long time 
and some are fairly new, some Sections are project-oriented and others less so. For this  reason, 
representing the Sections in the Council is not an easy task.

One Council meeting was held in Spain in conjunction with celebration of 25 years of the EUROPARC  
Spain. This enabled the Council members to get to know more in detail how a Section works. It also  
served to present to the Spanish members the European perspective of EUROPARC.

It would be good to find common work for the different Sections, e.g. cooperating in the celebrations 
of European Day of Parks could be one way of doing this. Also finding common projects would enhance 
cooperation between Sections. It is important to work on a policy level as well as on practical level.

The Sections are thought to be an important part of the Federation by the Council and Directorate.

4  Updates from the Council

Nele Sõber, EUROPARC Council member, told that the financial situation of the EUROPARC Federation 
is good. The Directorate is running five projects at the moment. The Federation has received an NGO 
grant from the European Parliament which covers 20% of the budget. The grant application might not 
be renewed as other funds have become available, such as project funding. The Council is currently 
working on issues of fundraising.

The Council has discussed whether the Council member term should be changed. There are proposals 
to prolong the term from three years to four years. There is also the possibility that a person could run 
for the Council three times instead of the two as now. The term could be 4 + 4  years or 4 + 2 years. 
Different options are being discussed. It was suggested that maybe a half of the Council members 
could change, not the entire Council. The Council meets 3 times/year having one meeting in January-
February, one meeting in May-June and one meeting during the EUROPARC  Conference. The meetings 
are held in the countries that the Council members are from. They have also online meetings.

http://www.europarc-nb.org/
http://www.macdonaldhotels.co.uk/our-hotels/macdonald-aviemore-resort/
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5  Updates from the Commissions and Transboundary Parks Programme

Agriculture and Protected Areas Commission, Kaja Lotman
The presentation by Kaja is as Annex 3. The Commission will undertake a feasibility study exploring 
the option of a Charter for Sustainable Agriculture. The Charter would recognise best protected areas 
that have good cooperation and communication with farmers. EUROPARC has as a strategic objective 
to promote nature-friendly agriculture across Europe. It is recognised that conflicts between protected 
areas and agriculture are more known than the many examples of positive relations, collaborations and 
common initiatives already existing and promoted together by protected areas and local farmers. It is 
crucial for many protected area managers to build alliances and mutual understanding with farmers. In 
many protected areas there are farmlands inside the protected area which can affect biodiversity. It is 
important to encourage farmers for sustainable agriculture, but it is not always easy to do this.
EUROPARC works with the European Union and has two main issues regarding the Common Agricultural 
Policy (CAP) of the European Union. These are: 1) special recognition of farmers working in partnership 
with protected areas, and 2) recognition of protected areas as key actors for  the rural development.  
http://www.europarc.org/european-policy-natura-2000/sustainable-agriculture/
The Commission had a workshop with three case studies in the EUROPARC Conference 2017 in Portugal. 
The Commission organised two webinars: 1) “Protected Areas for Sustainable Agriculture  ― building 
partnership with farmers”, and 2) “Large carnivores strategies for a better coexistence”. EUROPARC 
has signed a Memorandum of Understanding with Slow Food International.
There is an EU Platform on Coexistence between People and Large Carnivores. There is information on 
the situation of the large carnivores. This could be a topic for discussion also in NBS.
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/conservation/species/carnivores/coexistence_platform.htm

Health and Protected Areas Commission, Joel Erkkonen
The presentation by Joel is as Annex 4. The Commission’s mission is to develop the agenda of Health 
and Protected Areas on behalf of EUROPARC Federation which in practice means that the Commission 
prepares material to help members to collect information and examples of good  practice. The 
Commission has developed a toolkit Health & Well-being benefits from Parks &  Protected Areas: 
https://www.europarc.org/toolkit-health-benefits-from-parks/
The Commission has had online meetings and one face-to-face meeting in Finland as well as 
a  webinar “Parks as ‘Natural Health Centres’”. They will have a workshop at the EUROPARC  
Conference 2018.

Fedenatur/Periurban Commission, Liisa Neuvonen  
The presentation by Liisa is as Annex 5. The Commission was formed from Fedenatur and EUROPARC 
in 2017. Fedenatur was an association of Periurban Parks in Europe. Periurban parks are natural areas 
located in zones which are influenced by cities and metropolitan areas. They have a double role: they 
host a large public, while maintaining biodiversity. These areas are important as 80 % of  Europeans live 
in urban and periurban areas. The long-term mission of the Commission is to encourage European cities 
with periurban parks to become a part of EUROPARC network.
During the past year the commission has set up goals for the Commission, listed 30 periurban parks,  
made a collection of case studies, produced a key document for EUROPARC, and started producing 
a  toolbox for public use management. The next step is to renew commission for September 2018 to  
September 2020.

Natura 2000 Areas, prepared by Pirkko Siikamäki, information given by Sanna-Kaisa Juvonen  
The Commission has had online meetings. On 6 November 2018, it will organise a webinar “Facing  
Climate Change in N2000”. The Commission is in the process of gathering existing management guides 
on Natura 2000 site management in EU countries. They have collected guides on habitat type and 
species management, and these will be accessible through EUROPARC website.

Transboundary Parks Programme, Riina Tervo
EUROPARC’s Transboundary Parks Programme is a verification and certification system to promote and 
facilitate transboundary cooperation between European protected areas. The idea is to provide

http://www.europarc.org/european-policy-natura-2000/sustainable-agriculture/
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/conservation/species/carnivores/coexistence_platform.htm
https://www.europarc.org/toolkit-health-benefits-from-parks/
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good tools for management of transboundary parks and to mentor parks that are interested to 
become verified and certified as a EUROPARC Transboundary Area. The certified parks that have 
a  formal certification as the EUROPARC Transboundary Area form a network of transboundary 
parks,  TransParcNet. At the moment there are two transboundary areas in the Nordic-Baltic Section 
countries, Pasvik-Inari Trilateral Park (Finland, Norway, Russia) and Oulanka-Paanajärvi National Parks 
(Finland, Russia). It has been identified that there are several potential transboundary parks  in NBS 
area. These include e.g. Halti Transboundary area (Norway-Finland), Kostamuksha Strict  Nature 
Reserve-Friendship Park (Russia-Finland), Curonian Spit (Lithuania-Russia and Ytre Hvaler-Kosterhavet 
National Parks (Norway-Sweden.
Pasvik-Inari Trilateral Park was formalised with an official trilateral cooperation agreement and was 
also certified 10 years ago in 2018. It is important to have an official agreement and standards for 
cooperation. The standards should be simple for cooperation to develop. Funding for cooperation 
activities comes from annual budgets and also from joint projects. There is a 10-year action plan that 
is a road map for selecting activities to implement.
The next TransParcNet meeting will be in Oulanka National Park in Finland on 10-14 June 2019.

6  Updates from the Nordic-Baltic Section Coordination

Questionnaire
Sanna reminded everybody that the coordination has sent a link to a questionnaire on future 
activities of the NBS. So far there have been very few answers and members are encouraged to fulfil  
the questionnaire. Sanna will send the link again to all members.

Sustainable Tourism Charter II, Elena Bazhenova, Kullaberg Nature Reserve
Charter part II is the next step in the Charter process as it is the certification of sustainable tourism 
partners. There are NBS guidelines for Charter II from 2011 and these need to be updated. Kullaberg 
Nature Reserve made changes to the guidelines and the draft document will be circulated for 
comments.

Next Members Assembly: date, venue, theme
Kullaberg Nature Reserve showed an interest to host the next Members Assembly in 2019. The 
coordination will inform the members about the time and venue as soon as these are confirmed.

7  Presentation on Wildlife Tutor programme: “Inspiring children and youth to nature experiences”
Madeleine Nyman of Metsähallitus Parks & Wildlife Finland made a presentation which is attached 
as  Annex 6. She told that the Wildlife Tutor programme was launched in 2015 and is essentially a 
programme in which volunteers help teachers to take children out to nature. Her own interest in the 
subject stemmed from the fact that she wanted to have her own children learn about nature and be 
taken out to nature. She was worried that many children have no connection to nature, and they are 
the ones making decisions in the future. So, something needed to be done. The idea was to teach 
the teachers. Now there are 400 tutors covering whole of Finland. They are mostly retired people. 
The materials for the programme are produced in Finnish, Swedish and English. The materials are 
designed to be connected to school materials. Tutors teach the teachers how to use the material. 
100 schools/year learn about the programme. Children with multicultural background are also in 
the focus. There is no money involved for tutors. The programme is managed by Metsähallitus Parks 
& Wildlife Finland. There are regional meetings every year in the framework of the programme. 
Facebook has been used to get tutors, also word of mouth. Tutors cannot have a criminal record if 
they want to work with schools. The estimation is that about 1000 schools have been reached through 
the programme.

8  Any other business
Ramūnas Lydis of Zemaitija National Park in Lithuania had asked for a slot to give a presentation on 
the LIFE Integrated project “Optimizing the Management ff Natura 2000 Network in Lithuania”. A  
video on the project was shown at the end of the meeting. The video can be found in YouTube:
https://youtu.be/S6-fFq4KJpI. A presentation on the project is attached as Annex 7.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S6-fFq4KJpI&feature=youtu.be
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9  Closing of the meeting
Timo Tanninen closed the meeting at 19:50.

Annexes

Annex 1  Agenda of the meeting 
Annex 2  Participants list 
Annex 3  Presentation on Agriculture and Protected Areas Commission by Kaja Lotman 
Annex 4  Presentation on Health and Protected Areas Commission by Joel Erkkonen 
Annex 5  Presentation on Fedenatur/Periurban Commission by Liisa Neuvonen 
Annex 6  Presentation on Wildlife Tutor programme: “Inspiring children and youth to nature experiences” by 
Madeleine Nyman 
Annex 7  Presentation on the LIFE IP project “Optimizing the Management ff Natura 2000 Network in 
Lithuania” by Participants of the EUROPARC Nordic-Baltic Section Members Meeting, 18 September 2018, 
Cairngorms National Park, Aviemore, Scotland.
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Annex 1. Agenda of the meeting

EUROPARC NORDIC-BALTIC SECTION MEMBERS MEETING 

Date and time: Tuesday 18 September 2018, 18:00-20:00 
Venue: Peregrine Suite, Macdonald Aviemore Resort  

AGENDA

18:00-18:05  Opening of the meeting
	§ Timo Tanninen, Director, presiding the meeting on behalf of Mr. Stig Johansson, 

Metsähallitus Parks & Wildlife Finland

18:05-18:15  Tour de Table 

18:15-18:25  Presentation of the Representative of the Sections at the EUROPARC Council and  
  highlights from the Sections and Council Meeting

	§ Marta Múgica, Representative of the Sections at the EUROPARC Council

18:25-18:30  Updates from the Council
	§ Nele Sõber, EUROPARC Council

18:35-19:00  Updates from the Commissions and Transboundary Parks Programme  
  (5 min each)

	• Agriculture and Protected Areas by Kaja Lotman
	• Fedenatur/Periurban by Liisa Neuvonen
	• Health and Protected Areas by Joel Erkkonen
	• Natura 2000 Areas by Sanna-Kaisa Juvonen
	• Transboundary Parks Programme by Riina Tervo

19:00-19:30  Updates from the Nordic-Baltic Section Coordination
	• Questionnaire by Sanna-Kaisa Juvonen
	• Sustainable Tourism — Charter II by Elena Bazhenova of Kullaberg Nature Reserve 
	• Next Members Assembly: date, venue, theme

19:30-19:50  Presentation on Wildlife Tutor programme: “Inspiring children and youth to nature   
  experiences”

	§ Madeleine Nyman, Metsähallitus Parks & Wildlife Finland

19:50-20:00  Any other business and closing of the meeting
	§ Timo Tanninen, Metsähallitus Parks & Wildlife Finland

http://www.macdonaldhotels.co.uk/our-hotels/macdonald-aviemore-resort/


EUROPARC Federation 
Comission of Agriculture

Kaja Lotman 
Environmental Board adviser, 
Europarc Federation, 
member of the Council



Requests of the Comission 
http://www.europarc.
org/eur opean-policy-
natura-2000/sustainable-
agriculture/

EUROPARC two key 
requests for the new CAP 
are:
	§ special recognitions  
 of farmers working in
 partnership with  
 Protected Areas
	§ recognition of PAs as   
 key actors for the rural 
 development

https://www.europarc.org/european-policy/sustainable-agriculture/
https://www.europarc.org/european-policy/sustainable-agriculture/


Mission and strategy

Mission: To undertake a feasibility study 
exploring the option of a  Charter for 
Sustainable  Agriculture. 
 
EF strategical objective: To promote  
nature friendly agriculture across 
Europe

The conflicts between protected 
areas and agriculture are more known 
than the huge numbers of positive 
relations, collaborations and common 
initiatives already existing and 
promoted together by PAs and local 
farmers.

To build alliances and mutual 
understanding with farmers is 
crucial for many Protected Areas 
managers.



Actions
Workshop with 3 case studies at 
the EF Conferencein Portgal
Webinar „PA-s for Sustainable 
Agriculture – building partnership 
with farmers“
Webinar Large carnivores 
Memorandum of Understandings 
with Slow Food International
Case studies collection:
(EF_our network –Toolas and 
training-Toolbox –Sustainable 
Agriculture)
Working for better Common 
Policy of  Agriculture



Platform for coexisting with 
large carnivores

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/conserva 
tion/species/carnivores/coexistence_platform.htm

John Lindell: The data is taken from Member States 
official monitoring where this is available. Member 
states use different monitoring methods and metrics to 
assess the numbers of carnivores within their borders. 
Data quality differs. As a very broad European overview, 
the data analysed to date suggests the following:

Wolverine: population in numbers overall remain 
stable.Expansion in Central Finland.

Bear: general distribution not much changed.

Population: some increases, planned decrease in 
number of bears in Sweden.

Wolves: expansion of range, especially in Germany

(central European population). Increase in numbers, 
especially in Germany.

Lynx: distribution: stable. Numbers: some  populations 
increased, some decreased

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/conservation/species/carnivores/coexistence_platform.htm


Thank you!

Kaja Lotman 
Kaja.Lotman@keskkonnaamet.ee  



Updates from the Health & Protected Areas Commission
Joel Erkkonen – Parks & Wildlife Finland



Updates from the Health & Protected Areas Commission

Overall Mission 
 •  To develop the agenda of Health and Protected 

	 	 Areas	on	behalf	of	EUROPARC	Federation 

In	practice	
 •  The Health & Protected Areas Commission 

prepares material to help members
 • 	 collects	information	and	examples	of	good	practice
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Updates from the Health & Protected Areas Commission

“Carol and the Commissioners”  

Who are we?
 • Peter Rawcliffe,	Scottish	Natural	Heritage	(UK)
 • Bridget Finton,	Scottish	Natural	Heritage	(UK)
 • Joel Erkkonen,	Metsähallitus	Parks	&	Wildlife 

	 Finland	(FI)
 • Carles Castell,	Diputació	de	Barcelona	(ES)
 • Nele Sõber,	Estonian	Environmental	Board	(EE)
 • Carol Ritchie,	EUROPARC	Fedetarion	(UK)
 • Mélissa Desbois,	Parc	National	des	Calanques

	 (FR)
 • Tony Gates,	Northumberland	National	Park	(UK)



Updates from the Health & Protected Areas Commission  

“Webinar on air”  

What have we done 
this year?

 • GoTo/Skype	meetings
 • Toolkit
 • Health	&	Well-being	benefits	from	Parks	& 

 Protected Areas
 • Face-to-face	meeting	in	Finland 

 3.-6.9.2018
 • Webinar

 •   5.9.2018
 • 	about	100	participants

 • Workshop
 •   19.9.2018



Updates from the Health & Protected Areas Commission  

Next steps forward
 • Activate	the	members	of	the	commission	
 • Promote the Toolkit
 • Further	develop	of	the	check	list 

	 (self-certification)
 • Build	links	with	European	public	health 

	 bodies	and	medical	associations		etc.
 • Develop	a	European	“Healthy	Parks,	Healthy
 People” type of programme

www.europarc.org/toolkit-health-benefits-from-parks/

www.europarc.org/toolkit-health-benefits-from-parks/


THANK YOU!

www.europarc.org/network/europarc-
commissions/health-protected-areas-commission/

“Carol and the Commissioners”  

Updates from the Health & Protected Areas Commission

http://www.europarc.org/network/europarc-commissions/health-protected-areas-commission/


FEDENATUR / PERIURBAN COMMISSION
EUROPARC NORDIC-BALTIC SECTION MEMBERS MEETING     18th September 2018

Liisa Neuvonen 
Metsähallitus, Parks & Wildlife Finland

photo: Dronepicr, edited by King of Hearts, CC 3,0.  



What is Fedenatur / Periurban commission?

Formed from the FEDENATUR and EUROPARC in 2017  
FEDENATUR was an association of  Periurban Parks in Europe 
 

PERIURBAN parks are natural areas located in zones which 
are influenced by cities and metropolitan areas.

Periurban parks have a double role: 

hosting a large public, while 
maintaining biodiversity.

80 % of 
Europeans 

live in urban 
and periurban 

areas

9 representatives, mainly from central and southern Europe



photo: Liisa Neuvonen  

The commission in action
Long-term mission is to encourage European cities 
with periurban parks to become a part of EUROPARC 
network  
Past year the commission has 
 Set up goals for the commission 
 Listed 30 Periurban parks 
 Collection of case studies 
 Produced a key document for EUROPARC  
 Started producing a toolbox for public use  
 management 
 
Next step is to set up a renew commission for Sep 2018-
Sep 2020. More information after conference!



Wildlife tutor programme: inspiring children and 
youth to nature exprerience

Madeleine	Nyman,	Parks	&	wildlife	Finland



Situation today

Children are loosing their personal relation to 
nature and sustainable use

	§ Not	playing	outdoors	anymore
	§ More interested in gadgets and technological 
	 inventions
	§ Many	hobbies	fill	up	leisure	time

Wildlife topics are not covered in school
	§ Too	sensitive	subject,	no	material	available, 
	 lack	of	knowledge 

No educational package available covering the 
whole field of wildlife conservation and  
sustainable use



Why environmental  
education?

To give children experiences and an  
understanding of nature!
	§	 Builds	up	a	personal	relation	to	nature 
§		 Raises	an	interest	in	how	nature	and 
  wildlife	is	managed,	and	used	 
	 	 sustainably
	§	 Gives	an	insight	into	nature,	as	not 

   being	a	”museum”	or	a	”dangerous		 
   place”



What about wildlife education?

	§ Nature	conservation	education	is	taught	in		
 schools	and	outdoors	schools,	using	material	 
	 mostly	from	nature	protection	NGO’s
	§ Wildlife	management	education	is	taught	 

 ad	hoc	by	local	hunters	and	fishermen		 	
	 during	leisure	time
	§ A	need	for	a	common	platform	to	give 

 children	a	possibility	to	get	introduced	to 
	 nature	and	the	environment	as	a	whole



Wildlife tutors programme

Being in nature is FUN!
	§ 	 Guide	children	of	all	ages	to	move	around 
	 	 in	nature	with	experienced	guides
	§ 	 Help	children	to	build	up	a	personal 

  relation	through	successful	experiences	 
	 	 and	inspiring	tasks	outdoors
	§ 	 Guide	children	to	respect	and	value	nature 
	 	 and	wildlife
Motivate and support teachers	to	include	

wildlife	education	in	their	tuition



Wildlife Tutors Programme

Goal in 10 years
1. National	network	of	voluntary	wildlife		 
	 	 tutors
2. Tuition	material	available	on	the	net
3. National	cooperation	with	other 
	 	 administrative	units	and	NGO´s
4. Different	forms	of	activity	depending	on	
tutor’s	interest	(school	visits,	clubs,	summer	camps) 

Wildlife passport	–	educational	package	on	
wildlife	conservation	and	sustainable	use	
for	teachers	and	others	working	with	
children	and	youth	www.erapassi.fi

http://www.erapassi.fi


Start up phase 2015-17

	§ Training	new	tutors	and	help	them	start 
	 activities	locally
	§ Building	up	the	organisation	model	(roles, 
	 responibilities,	resourses)
	§ Launching	a	brand	(logo,	homepage	etc) 
§	 Producing	a	material	bank	for	tutors	and 
 teachers
	§ Developing the net services www.Eräkummit.fi 

 and	the	wildlife	passport www.erapassi.fi

http://www.Eräkummit.fi
http://www.erapassi.fi/
http://www.erapassi.fi


2018-2024

	§ Expanding	the	network	of	voluntary 
	 wildlife	tutors	to	all	areas	in	Finland
	§ Recruitment	and	training	of	new 
	 tutors
	§ Activating	schools	to	use	material 

 and	tutors	as	a	part	of	their	 
	 educational	programme
	§ Update	existing	and	production	of 
	 new	material
	§ Expanding	co-operation	with	other 
	 stakeholders	in	the	field



Thank you for  
your attention!



LIFE Integrated Project

OPTIMIZING THE MANAGEMENT OF NATURA  
2000 NETWORK IN LITHUANIA

LIFE-IP-PAF-NATURALIT



WHY?

 • Pace of Natura 2000 implementation in Lithuania is considered to 
be slow due to imperfect institutional structure, lack of management 
capacities and overdependance on external expertise in many areas.

 • Lack of int egration of Natura 2000 and biodiversity aspects into 
main related economic sectors (especially agriculture, forestry, 
tourism sectors).

 • Necessity to change the prevailing conservation concept from passive 
restrictions and “no management” to more proactive management 
strategies and integration in other sectors.

 • Knowledge gaps in combining conservation measures for the best 
result for biodiversity, a lack of practice of setting measurable 
conservation priorities and achieving ecosystem based conservation 
instead of single species protection approach.



Project objectives

(1) setting specific measurable, attainable, realistic, timely conservation 
objectives for Natura 2000 network at national and local levels, in line 
with defined favourable reference values of natural habitats and species 
of Community interests;

(2) improving efficiency of management, surveillance and analysis 
processes towards achieving and maintaining favourable conservation 
status of species and habitats of Community interest;

(3) assurance of the integration and implementation of the nature 
conservation measures into other sectors, especially agriculture, forestry 
and tourism;

(4) capacity building of the institutions responsible for the 
implementation of the Prioritised Action Framework (PAF).



Main expected outcomes

Natura 2000 network is fully completed. All SC RESs, IN MODs and IN 
MINs are solved by completing necessary studies, by establishment of new 
sites or revision of existing sites. 
SMART conservation objectives for Natura 2000 are agreed at national 
and site level and supported by defined favourable reference values. 
Necessary conservation measures (incl. management plans or equivalent 
planning documents) for all Natura 2000 sites are in place and allow for 
robust progress in species and habitats conservation status. 
Appropriate level of Natura 2000 management capacities of competent 
authorities (incl. on systematic surveillance of conservation status of 
species and habitats) is assured. 
Forest management planning fully respects and involves Natura 2000 
conservation aspects as standard part of its process. 
Rural Development Programme involves necessary variety of specific 
biodiversity support measures (incl. for restoration of habitats and 
pastoralism as viable maintenance scheme). 
The multiple socio-economic benefits of Natura 2000 network are 
assessed, highlighted and taken into account in public administration 
decision making processes.



Expected changes in conservation status 
of species and habitats

	Ø positive changes in SC of at least 19 species of Community  
 interest or 19 % of all species nationally reported under Art. 17  
 of the HD;  

	Ø positive changes in CS of at least 18 habitat types of Community  
 interest or 33 % of all natural habitat types nationally reported  
 under Art. 17 of the HD; 

	Ø positive changes in population trends of at least 23 bird species  
 or 11 % of all bird species reported under Art. 12 of the BD.



Beneficiaries

Name of the coordinating beneficiary:
(1) Environmental Projects Management Agency under Ministry of   
Environment of Republic of Lithuania (EPMA)  
    Name of the associated beneficiaries: 
(2) Ministry of Environment of Republic of Lithuania (MoE) 
(3) State Service for Protected Areas under the Ministry of 
Environment  (SSPA) 
(4) Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic of Lithuania (MoA) 
(5) Aukštaitija National Park and Labanoras Regional Park 
Administration (ANP) 
(6) Dzūkija National Park and Čepkeliai Strict Nature Reserve 
Administration (DNP) 
(7) Žemaitija National Park Administration (ZNP) 
(8) NGO Baltic Environmental Forum Lithuania (BEF-LT) 
(9) Aleksandras Stulginskis University (Institute of Forest Biology and  
Silviculture of Faculty of Forest Science and Ecology,) (ASU) 
(10) State Forest Enterprise (SFE)



Principles for selecting the beneficiaries 

EPMA - public institution managing projects for the environmental 
sector funded by the EU structural funds (ISPA – prior 2007, European 
Regional Development Fund, Cohesion Fund), LIFE + and LIFE 
programmes, and the Republic of Lithuania. 
MoE – institution responsible for the environmental policy development 
including on national protected areas and Natura 2000 network. 
SSPA – institution responsible for implementation of policy on national 
protected areas and Natura 2000 network. 
MoA – institution responsible for development and administration of 
Rural Development Programme (Agri-Environment Payments; Payments 
to Farmers in Areas with Handicaps; The NATURA 2000 Payments); 
important for the implementation of NATURALIT activities related to 
integration of nature conservation measures into RDP. 
ANP, DNP, ZNP – national parks representing three different Lithuanian 
regions. Their administrations (institutions under SSPA) are responsible 
for implementation of sub-actions related to habitat restoration and 
maintenance and infrastructure establishment.



Principles for selecting the beneficiaries

BEF-LT – well experienced NGO working on biodiversity conservation 
(especially in agricultural landscapes), on communities’ involvement 
in conservation work, as well as on social and economic aspects as 
precondition for ensuring favourable conservation status of protected 
species/habitats. 
ASU – agricultural university with its Institute of Forest Biology and 
Silviculture is one of the most qualified scientific institutions working 
on forestry and forest biodiversity; important for implementation of 
NATURALIT activities related to integration of nature conservation 
measures into forest management practises. 
VSFE, SFE – two state forest enterprises ar essential partners for 
smooth implementation of foreseen conservations measures in their 
respective forest territories.



Time and Budget

Expected start date: 01/01/2018
Expected end date: 31/12/2027
Duration: 10 years
Phases: 5

*Increase: 195.020 EUR after revision of action D.1 “Monitoring of conservation 
actions impact“ 

Budget:
Current budget, 

EUR
Requested budget*

(after revision phase), 
EUR

Total	integrated	project	budget 17.000.044 17.195.064
Total	eligible	project	budget 17.000.044 17.195.064

EU LIFE financial 
contributionrequested
(60%	of	total	eligible	budget)

10.200.026 10.317.038



A actions

No. Actions
A.1. Filling baseline gaps, setting favourable reference values, 

SMARTconservation objectives and developing innovative 
biodiversityconservation methods

A.1.1. Inventory of insufficiently known species of Community interest

A.1.2. Determination of favourable reference values and conservation objectives 
atsite and at national level for all species and habitats of Community interest

A.2 Revision and acceleration of nature management planning process
A.2.1. Evaluation of nature management plans preparation experience 

andimprovement of nature management planning process
A.2.2 Preparation and update of nature management plans for Natura 2000 sites

A.3 Strengthening integration of nature conservation measures into 
Ruraldevelopment programme

A.3.1 Application of EU best practice and development of innovative agri-
environmental measures

A.3.2 Application of best practices in administration processes of agri-
environmentalmeasures

A.3.3 Evidence based studies to validate and improve practices in the current agri-
environmental measures



No. Actions

A.4 Strengthening integration of nature conservation measures 
intoforest management planning

A.4.1 Revision of the regulation on management rights on the forest land 
andpotential legislative adjustments preparation

A.4.2
Preparation of the methodical guidance and forest management 
planningstandards on integration of nature conservation measures into 
forestrymanagement planning process

A.5 Preparatory activities for conservation works in pilot territories
A.5.1 Update of Grybaulia fish ponds restoration management plan
A.5.2 Preparation of Ginučiai management plan

A.6 Improvement of efficiency of institutions responsible for 
theimplementation of Prioritised Action Framework (PAF)

A.6.1 Evaluation of functions and preparation of suggestions for increasing 
theeffectiveness of institutions responsible for the implementation of PAF

A.6.2 Set up of Natura 2000 Methodical analytical centre



C actions  
No. Actions

C.1 Filling Natura 2000 network gaps: site establishment and 
landpurchase

C.1.1 Further development of Natura 2000 network, strengthening of 
itsecological connectivity and coherence. Designation of Natura 2000 
sites

C.1.2 Preparation and realization of the programme of purchase of 
privateagricultural and forest lands in Natura 2000 network

C.1.3 Strengthening of conservation of nature values of Community interest 
inthe private land by conservation agreements with land owners

C.2 Pilot forest conservation management plan implementation in
Dzū kija National Park

C.3 Implementation of innovative agri-environmental schemes and 
itsmanagement approaches

C.3.1 Pilot testing of innovative agri-environmental measures

C.3.2 Pilot testing innovative administration processes of agri-
environmentalmeasures

C.3.3 Integration of tested measures into national rural 
developmentprogramme

C.3.4 Improvement and design of the new biodiversity related measures forthe 
Lithuanian RDP



No. Actions

C.4 Establishment of a full cycle of maintaining Favourable
Conservation Status (FCS) of wetland habitats

C.4.1
Development and testing of innovative technologies for the 
wetlandsrestoration(Už pelkiai telmological reserve) and practical 
testing undernatural conditions

C.4.2
Promotion of management of the habitats being exposed to the risk 
ofabandonment and the risk reduction by use of alternative methods 
ofbiomass utilization

C.5 Promoting animal grazing for sustainable and economically 
viablemanagement of open habitats

C.5.1 Initiating cooperation with land owners and farmers

C.5.2 Restoring habitats and setting up infrastructure necessary for 
animalgrazing in pilot areas

C.5.3 Developing preconditions for long-term sustainability and 
economicviability of grazing measures

C.5.4 Reviving pastoralism as a traditional way to manage open habitats



No. Actions

C.6 Promotion of local business benefiting from ecosystem 
servicesdelivered by Natura 2000

C.6.1 Restoration of Grybaulia fishponds
C.6.2 Business development and marketing
C.6.3 Development of nature tourism infrastructure and services

C.7
Capacity and knowledge building in development of 
innovativebiodiversity conservation, population and habitat 
evaluationmethods

C.7.1 Development and adaptation of innovative biodiversity 
conservationmethod No Net Loss

C.7.2 Development of innovative population and habitat evaluation methods
C.8 Capacity building
C.8.1 Internal trainings
C.8.2 Study visits abroad



D, E, F actions  

No. Actions

D.1 Monitoring of conservation actions impact
D.2 Monitoring of PAF implementation
E.1 Project visibility, dissemination of project results
E.1.1 Project visibility strategy
E.1.2 Project website
E.1.3 Producing project materials
E.1.4 Final conference
E.1.5 Work with media
E.1.6 Laymen’s report



No. Actions

E.2 Awareness raising about Natura 2000 and ecosystem services in
Lithuania

E.2.1 Information system setup
E.2.2 Nature festivals and community involvement
E.2.3 Promoting NATURA 2000 network through label of protected areas
E.3 Experience exchange and replication

E.3.1 Thematic conferences sharing project experience and participation 
ininternational events

E.3.2 Networking with other projects
F.1 Overall project management and administration
F.2 Financial audit of the project
F.3 Revision of PAF
F.4 After-LIFE plan
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