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European nature

• Generally state of European nature well 
known:
– Best described
– Most modified/human influenced/dependent
– Relatively moderate diversity
– Very low  share of preserved 

virgin/wilderness areas
– Policy, legislation, measures and tools 

among the most evolved in the World 





View of public and partners

• Eurobarometer opinion polls: nature 
protection seen as a priority of public

• On the other hand, nature legislation 
seen as too restrictive, unflexible, 
creating a problem for development, 
competitiveness

• Call for open debate with public: are we 
confident enough to start debate to see 
what we as Europeans want our nature 
to be?



How do we make the debate 
accessible?

• Experts jargon: biodiversity, ecosystem 
services and goods, ecosystem 
assessments….etc.

• How many people understand these 
terms? Do we need them to keep profile 
‘scientific/high’ ?

• Are we ready to speak in simple terms 
like nature and balance?





What kind of nature do we want?

• EU policy set out in recent 
Communication on Biodiversity with its 
Action Plan

• Immediate future is to deliver on the 
actions foreseen

• Discussion about vision for European 
nature beyond 2010 envisaged together 
with creation of authoritative EU panel

• How to approach this discussion?



What kind of nature do we want? (2)

• Different options, eg.:
– ‘end of nature’ concept: nature as a technology 

result, full management, ‘creation of nature’
– Natural processes support, re-establishment of ‘rul e 

of nature’, support for self-regulation and low-inp ut
– ‘something in between’
– ‘a bit of everything’

• Different approaches, eg.:
– radical/ step by step/ long term planning
– voluntary/ incentives/ imposed
– sectoral/ horizontal integration
– one of the pillars/ base for everything





Existing EU nature legislation framework
• Birds & Habitats Directives: establishment of 

Natura 2000 network
– Designation phase ending
– Implementation phase at start: management as a 

challenge
– Priority: completion of network, including new 

member states

• Network or patchwork?
• Challenging issues:

– Connectivity, corridors
– Broader landscape matrix, land use, planning
– Virgin/ wilderness areas
– Specific problems: climate change, aliens,….



What we are actually trying to protect?

• Individual species (or even individuals) and habita ts
• Ecosystems and their associated functions
• Crucial question for every particular place or even  

it’s homogenous part: Are we going to protect the 
particular (present) succession stage or the abilit y of 
natural processes to run the ecosystem?

• Overlap (more-less) of the two only in climax 
ecosystems, but even here climate change may 
change the situation: what we are going to do? 
Accept the change? Fight to keep the present state?

• Self regulation works alone and is cheaper, BUT: do  
we really want it?? And if so, under which 
conditions?





Issue of Ecosystem goods and services

• Seen as communication tool towards 
economic community and public

• How to explain – what does it mean? Is 
it to be understood and accepted only 
in situations where there is a lack of it?

• How to avoid antropo-centric views to 
not loose the argument for protection 
of things like Iberian Lynx, rare 
endemic plant or simply a natural 
beauty of countryside?



Knowledge base and information

• In 2010, which of us will be able to answer 
the question whether we halted the decline of 
biodiversity? There is a strong need of 
definition of success!

• A lot of information is collected – do we have 
the right one? Are we able to create a 
coherent data streams allowing informed 
choices and decisions?

• Need to shape this debate apparent: data 
collection streamlining versus tradition, 
lobbies, particular interests





New partners, new avenues
• Business and Biodiversity (Portuguese 

presidency priority) – how to approach?
• Nature and local economy: green 

produce, organic goods, tourism, nature 
management as job opportunity, social 
support/nature management support 
trade-offs

• More effective use of financial 
measures: CAP, Regional Development, 
Structural Funds, other financial 
mechanisms



Adaptation and mitigation

• Seen as two answers to climate change 
negative effects

• Same approach to other problems?
• Priorities / framework for mitigation or 

protective measures to be set: realistic, 
achievable

• Trade-offs for adaptation measures to 
be defined (eg. habitat ‘banking’)





Vision discussion

• To be started now

• Broad, participatory, but coordinated:
– Science
– Public
– Nature and non-nature NGOs
– Stakeholders groups (business, farming, forestry, 

hunting…etc.)

• Link with future of Europe: German 
Presidency proposes Declaration of 
European values: connect with biodiversity!



Some elements of my vision…
• (1) skeleton: existing high value areas with highes t 

priority for natural processes (concept of wild areas 
missing)

• (2) space for nature : defining of minimum area 
necessary for keeping the nature working – Natura 
2000 then contributing even if climate change occur s 
– need for proper management and (flexible) 
conservation objectives

• (3) defragmentation, increased connectivity : land 
use, ecological planning, landscape protection
(broader policy for landscape protection missing)

• (4) restoration of deteriorated habitats with a 
potential to contribute overall ecological stabilit y

• (5) ‘creation of new nature’ where previous 
impossible

• (6) special protection (iconic species, endemites, 
rare species, beauty etc.)





Conclusions
• As much as possible, unified approach needed 

(remember: ‘Divide et impera’ works!)
• Framework for biodiversity: is it nature? Life? 

Ecosystems? How to communicate/ not 
exclude/ attract others?

• Definition of success: science support and 
political framework

• Spiritual and aesthetic value not to be 
forgotten: how to take account of it?

• Are we ready for honest debate on what our 
fellow citizens want their nature to be? And –
can we trust them to get the right answer? 

• Good scientific base – careful preparation and 
early start of discussion necessary



Thank you for attention!


