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Overview

2Im Folienmaster oder über "Einfügen Kopf und Fußzeile" den Titel und das Datum einsetzen.

• Principles of habitat interpretation

• Quality and difficulties of habitat mapping

• Habitat complexes

• Data as a key in Management Planning

• How to ensure proper management to contribute to FCS

with some examples from Germany

• Ways forward, exchange of knowledge and experiences on 
restoring favourable conservation status



Principles of habitat interpretation

3Im Folienmaster oder über "Einfügen Kopf und Fußzeile" den Titel und das Datum einsetzen.

• Mapping both of primary and secondary occurrences – no 
exclusions unless explicitely stated in EU interpretation manual

• Cover all variation of the habitat (subtypes need to be known or 
defined)

• Vegetation link to European standard of Mucina et al 
EuroVegChecklist and to newest EUNIS-standard

• Mapping should include degree of conservation

• Need to explicitly define degree of conservation for every habitat 
type



Principles of habitat interpretation II

4Im Folienmaster oder über "Einfügen Kopf und Fußzeile" den Titel und das Datum einsetzen.

• EU Interpretation Manual –not all species must be present at the 
same time – indicative species list

• National Manuals or Descriptions

• Mapping categories and prescision needed



Quality and difficulties of habitat mapping

5Im Folienmaster oder über "Einfügen Kopf und Fußzeile" den Titel und das Datum einsetzen.

Mapping within sites needs to address

• All habitat types present

• All annex species present

• If possible “White patches” in between (restoration potential 
and potential threats)

• Some information on the surroundings/ adjacent areas especially 
if negative impacts may be there

• Mapping data need to be actualized – ideally every 6 years, see 
also recommendations for SDF



Habitat complexes

6Im Folienmaster oder über "Einfügen Kopf und Fußzeile" den Titel und das Datum einsetzen.

• Annex I habitats can be quite precise habitats, but also 
complexes like estuaries

• In the case of landscape complexes details including other Annex 
I habitats need to be mapped and assessed

• Small scale mosaics (m² within other habitats) such as the Alysso
Sedion:

• Mapping of the whole complex, but give at least for each 
polygon an estimate of relative percentage of its components 
and of the degree of conservation

• Management needs to specifically address these complexes



How to ensure proper management

7Im Folienmaster oder über "Einfügen Kopf und Fußzeile" den Titel und das Datum einsetzen.

• How to ensure proper management to contribute to FCS with 
some examples from Germany

• National level (biogeographical results) of CS need to be 
transferred to the regional and site level (example Northrine-
Westfalia)

• Site management responsibilities need to be clear, example 
biological station and county nature conservation authorities

• Site managers need to be trained 



Ways forward

8Im Folienmaster oder über "Einfügen Kopf und Fußzeile" den Titel und das Datum einsetzen.

• Ways forward, exchange of knowledge and experiences on 
restoring favourable conservation status

• Completing Management plans

• Foresee updates of Management Plans

• Pledges process under the 2030 EU Biodiversity Strategy and EU 
Restoration law



Case study Germany ... (I)

9Ssymank et al., Conservation Status Pledges in Germany, May 2023

Key facts of Germany‘s Natura 2000-network

 ca. 15.5 % of the terrestrial area  (slightly below 
the EU average of 18.5 %)

 4544 SAC‘s and 742 SPA‘s, average size of 
SAC‘s among the smallest of the EU

 ca 45% of the marine area

 large sites and very high percentage compared 
to other MS

 Range of habitat/species coverage within N2000 
is comparable to other MS between ca. 20% 
(wide spread species, mostly 50-70%, rare 
habitats/ species up to 100 %) 

SAC‘s Germany



Results of the last national Art. 17 report 2019

10

Conservation status of species

Summary of all German species assessments:

• Overall 25% of species in a favourable conservation status, e.g. 
brown long-eared bat, ibex or alpine longhorn beetle

• 33% in a bad conservation status, especially insects and other 
invertebrates, amphibians and higher plants, e.g. fen orchid and 
European tree frog
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Ssymank et al., Conservation Status Pledges in Germany, May 2023

Alpine Continental Atlantic overall



Comparison 2013 -2019, what happened in the past?

11

• Almost no real changes of conservation status compared to the 
2013 report

• Positive changes on local or district level yes, bus usually too 
weak for a change at biogeographical level

• Exception some positive changes in species

• Most changes only relate to methodological changes or better 
data

• Positive development: significant reduction of unknown 
assessments for species, but still a long way to go…

• Not an exception, but a general problem of many Member 
States ....

• In Germany: New national working groups on how to improve 
Conservation Status, new Natura 2000 stations in Thuringia, 
new forestry consultancy in Baden-Württemberg & new 
assistance for land-users planned in some of the Länder etc. 
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Ssymank et al., Conservation Status Pledges in Germany, May 2023



Selected major (additional) challenges?

12

• Enhance consistent implementation of conservation 
objectives from reporting results to management planning & 
site management 

• How to best stop or control slow degradation from adjacent 
areas – need for buffer zones or enlarged protected areas?

• How to promote better integrated approaches with land-users

• Additional recent challenges of the past 2-3 decades:
Massive decline of insect species, especially due to 

intensive agriculture (loss of typical species, quality)
No significant reduction in N-input yet (about 1/2 of 

habitats are very sensitive to Nitrogen with CL<20kg/ha x a) 
with higher management costs

Additional fragmentation (both spatially and in time by 
monotony of land use practices) 

Pesticide and seed-coating input (Neonicotinoids etc.)
 Slowly more effects of climate change are visible
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Ssymank et al., Conservation Status Pledges in Germany, May 2023



13Im Folienmaster oder über "Einfügen Kopf und Fußzeile" den Titel und das Datum einsetzen.

Have a nice and fruitful conference!

Natura
2000

maintains 
biodiversity!



Results of the last national Art. 17 report 2019

14
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Conservation status of habitats

Summary of all German  habitat assessments:

• 30% of the habitats are in a favourable conservation status, e.g. 
most of the rocky habitats and widespread beech forest habitats in 
the continental region

• Highest percentage of favourable assessments in the alpine region

• 37% of the habitats are in a bad conservation status, especially 
grassland and freshwater habitats

Ssymank et al., Conservation Status Pledges in Germany, May 2023

Alpine Continental Atlantic overall
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