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- Background

Financing
Natura 2000:

A political commitment...

1.EU Biodiversity Strategy:
Target 1, Action 2

2.Multiannual Financial
Framework 2014-2020

3.Prioritized Action
Frameworks — a strategic
approach to funding needs
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Background

...In a strategic framework

EUROPE 2020 STRATEGY

thematic approach, introducing 7 flagship initiatives

£
Resource Efficient Europe

flagship initiative: umbrella for EU environmental
objectives, including protection of ecological assets

et
{EUJ Biediversity Strategy to 2@2@}

|Identifies measures for action in the mid-term




Funding needs of Natura 2000

360 -

* Funding needs for Natura 2000
€5,8 billion per year

=Benefits from Natura 2000:
€200-300 bn per year 200 -

160 -

300 -

*Funding sources:
=National budget 100 -
*EU funds, including EARDF,

ERDF, EMMF, LIFE
"innovative funding sources 0

ERDF/ESF/CF EAFRD EMFF LIFE

> Only 2-3% of EU Budget needed




EU funding sources:

*ERDF - focus on growth and jobs, infrastructure and business
support — investment in and the value of nature receives limited
attention

eEAFRD - beneficiaries restricted to agricultural sector, Natura
payments rather low, measures often not site specific

eLIFE — small budget, co-financing rate high

*EMFF - limited budget, spending traditionally not very
environmentally oriented

=> Only 10-20% of Natura 2000 are covered




Natura Funding

Natura 2000 Guidance

NATURA 20

EU funding opportunities
in 2014-2020

Financing it
Natura 2000

Handbook

-Strategy

natural resources,
conservation priorities,
ECOSYStem Services,
Prioritized Action
Framework.

Analysis: keyword Level of ‘The level of Natura 2000
search or verification of | recognition | recognition is very good
overview tables in the for Natura | the following conditions
op 2000 apply:
SWOT and identification of needs >> PLEASE ADD CHAPTER OF AN
Search for keywords: Very good The objective of the OP i
biodiversity, Natura Moderate improve conservation st
2000, protected areas, Minor of the habitats or species
MNone and/or recognise econor

or recreational importan
of natural areas and thei
potential to minimize na
risks such as floods and/
help adapt to climate chz
in synergy with nature

conservation (e.g. throug
ecosystem adaptation).<

,Step 1

Strategy >> PLEASE ADD CHAPTER OF ANALYSED OP<<

Check overview table of
the programme
investment strategy for
ERDF; are biodiversity
related investment
priorities and specific
objectives included?®

Check specific objectives
and actions under
Thematic Objective 6(d)
and &6(e). To which
extent do they relate to
Matura 2000 (check
Handbook for details).

Very good
Moderate
Minor
None

Very good
Moderate
Minor
None

Strategy sets biodiversity o
ecosystem services as a pri
axis of the programme or
biodiversity and Natura 20
an investment priority
integrated in other axes wk
address environment indir
(e.g. through sustainable w
development).

Positive if relevant numt
of measures exist and if1
indicate a large variety o
possible interventions (P
detailed analysis takes p
in PAF - OP checklist).

Toolkit
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WORKSHOP
FINANZIARE NATURA 2000
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e\'lLR\ 2000 . NATURA 2000
| FONDI COMUNITARI 2014 - 2020 PER L'ATTUAZIONE
DELLE DIRETTIVE UE PER LA BIODIVERSITA
Giovedi’ 7 novembre 2013 — Ore 9.30
Auditorium del Ministero dell’Ambiente della Tulela del Territorio e del Mare
ROMA, - Via Capitan Bavastro, 174
“Europa 20207 per una crescita intelligente, sostenibile ed inclusiva definisce il quadro strategico globale

per fa poltica delUE nel perota 2014-2020. L'azione a medio lermine della UE prevede na sene di
misure, tra cui il ncio della Olrdlcnn 020 del’'UE per la biodiversita. .ﬂppmila dagh Stati membri &

&

Workshops
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.. A MURE STR ATEEIC The Prioritized Action Frameworks
WP _— (PAFs) are the national and
g )| TS regional planning tools that help
' APPRUA[H T[] to secure financial resources for the

management of Natura 2000 and
Fl NAN [lNﬁ NATURE ensure that the funding available

meets the needs of the network.

PAFs are planning and financing

tools in which the Natura 2000 investments are
prioritized, costs are identified and matched with the
appropriate funding source (EU and national funds).
There is a legal basis for PAFs under Article 8 of the
EU Habitats Directive.

~ Our NatorahCapital

A Profitable Investment fn Times,OF Crisis _,_

Experience from Natura 2000
Guidance development




Habitats Directive art 8

Determines:

EU co-financing for management of Natura
2000 network

Development of Prioritized Action Framework —
PAF

Natura 2000 financing
2004 EC Communication on financing of Natura
2000 - integrated approach or using different EU

funds
2007-2013 integrated approach, problem — small

use of funds
Solution — better planning — development of PAF



Prioritized Action Framework 2014-2020

Objective:
— Setting strategic objectives

— Defining measures for achieving
the objectives

Deadline for Member States end 2012 —
beginning 2013



The structure of PAF

A. Overview of Natura 2000 network

B. Conservation status of habitats and species

C. Management of Natura 2000 network

D. Use of EU funds in 2007-2013

E. Financing needs for Natura 2000 network

F. Strategic objectives of Natura 2000 network

G. The main measures for achieving the objectives
H. Monitoring, assessment and review/updating



Summary of workshop results

NATURA 20040

Do you think that the PAF will help to improve the financing of
Natura 2000 in your country?
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Strengthening the uptake of EU funds for Natura 2000

www.financing-natura2000.eu
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Summary of workshop results

* Integration clearly considered as the right way forward
=> as a large biodiversity fund has no political support

 Sceptism remains that funding situation will improve
=> as environmental arguments cannot compete with
jobs and growth...unless ecosystem services are
accounted properly

 PAFs are clearly seen as a very helpful instrument
=> but they are not legally binding, were implemented
to late during budget negotiation...but can be a
strategic tool for next financial perspective




EU funding opportunities
in 2014-2020
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Financing cuidance Handbaok
Natura 2000

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/nature/natura2000/financing/index_en.htm

Datei Bearbeiten Ansicht Chronik Lesezeichen Extras Hilfe
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L SURF
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About
Partners
Publications
Database
News
Events
Contacts

Links

Publications
Select a partner = v

Here you can find aII pro]ect related publlcatlons |n Engllsh Some of

into the respective partner
Iangua?es Please select a partner to find out if a certain brochure is
available in your language or check this overview:

[ 140313 Overview - All SURF Publications and
Translations
Download (187 KB)

B 111212 Thematic Booklet on Natura 2000
Management
Regonal Development funding as part of the integrated
funding approach for biodiversty
Download (187 KB)

I 201112 Guidance on Assessing Socio-Economic
Benefits for better access to Structural
Funds for Biodiversity

Download (980 KB)

Events

13.06.2013
12th Trainin% Session
in Olomouc/Czech
Republic
A second set of training sessions

s been organised from the Czech
partner for students of tf

the
University in Olomouc at October
24th and 30th, Novemb...

08.01.2013 /

11th Training Session
in Giurgiu Coun
Romania on 15th of
November,

On 15th November 2(

-Romania and vagm County
Coundl organsed the sem\nav
“European funds an
access\bimy for nature conservation
a.

All Events | >

Home | About | Partners | Pubications | Database | News | Events | Contacts | Links

Imprint | 2010 © SURF nature.
Co-Financed by European Regional Development Fund.
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EAFRD

| - Germany and Austria
strong emphasis on Art.
18 and/or 21

Natura payments seen
as only instrument by
some MoA

B ————

Ensure green AECP!  —
LEADER approach
Diversification of rural
areas

Alternative income

Ensure clear green measures under
Agri-Env-Climate payments

Natura payments must become more
attractive to farmers




* New MS with priority
axis on biodiversity

* Pressure for
concentration in Old MS

- | + Ecosystem services

* Green Infrastructure

» Opportunities through
European Territorial
Cooperation

-| priority

| restoration, only innovative approach

Defending old budget allocations is

Linking climate funding with peatland




EMFF

* .EMFF too small to
really consider Natura

20007

- Art. 38 on biodiversity

and management often

¥ ——-—

ﬂotused / B

Enwronmental actlvrtles >
1 m&through aquaculture plllar Sy

_and fisheries pillar-
.| possible

___~ |« Stronger link-to

environmental friendly

practices

\\
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Guidance Handbook and SURF opportunities — as funds are more
directed towards economic development, there is lack of convincing
information about biodiversity values, threats and risks

=> BID — REX to check what is already possible?

Legislative hooks —sectoral or regional programmes mention
biodiversity as a topic but do not take concrete action to preserve it
as there is often lack of convincing data

=> BID-REX to engage in future ERDF discussion to identify
potential for change?

PAF was developed as a strategic tool for Natura 2000 funding and
needs a stronger impact in decision making based on reliable data!
=> BID-REX to identify the weakness of the process and consider
lessons learned from this process for prioritisation
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Thank you!

Peter.torkler@baltcf.org

' Baltic Sea Conservation Foundation

21. Juni 2016



