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Introduction

In 2011, in the Oslo Ministerial Decision; European Forests 2020, ministers responsible for European
forests made a number of commitments, notably the Goals for European Forests and the European
2020 Targets for Forests. The eighth Ministerial Conference on the Protection of Forests in Europe,
to be held in Bratislava in 2020, will review progress towards these goals and targets, as well as
carrying out the regular study on the State of Europe’s Forests, based on the pan-European criteria
and indicators of sustainable forest management. The study will serve as background information to
shape political and technical discussions on future opportunities and challenges, and political
responses to these developments.
To improve data quality and to reduce the reporting burden, the reporting processes for the goals and
targets and for the qualitative indicators of sustainable forest management are being combined, as
there is significant overlap in the areas on which information is needed. This enquiry requests
information on progress towards the goals and targets, which mostly concern measures and actions
at the national level, as well as information on the qualitative indicators on sustainable forest
management, which concern legal, institutional, policy, financial and informational instruments.
Information provided for this enquiry, combined with the parallel enquiry on the quantitative indicators
of sustainable forest management, will provide sufficient information for the State of Europe’s Forests
2020, which will also report on progress towards the goals and targets.
This enquiry is structured according to the updated pan-European qualitative indicators for
sustainable forest management, as adopted in Annex 1 to the Madrid Ministerial Declaration 2015.
In completing the enquiry, you may wish to consult the following sources of information on policies
and institutions:
STATE OF EUROPE’S FORESTS 2015:
http://foresteurope.org/state-europes-forests-2015-report/
Background information for the updated pan-European indicators for sustainable forest
management:
http://foresteurope.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/3AG_UPI_Updated_Backgr_Info.pdf
FAO-LEX: http://faolex.fao.org/faolex
All FOREST EUROPE members are also members of the UN Forum on Forests, which will also
invite members to report, on a voluntary basis, on progress towards the Global Forest Goals and
Targets for a report scheduled for 2021. The two processes (global and pan-European) are
formally quite separate, but clearly overlap in subject matter. To the extent possible, this
reporting format has been designed to reduce the reporting burden, so that respondents may
provide the same information in both fora.

For more information please contact Liaison Unit Bratislava
(Liaison.Unit.Bratislava@foresteurope.org, rastislav.rasi@foresteurope.org)

Deadline for submission: 31 October 2018
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Part 1: Reporting on progress towards the Goals for European Forests
and the European 2020 Targets for Forests
With regard to the Forest Europe Work Programme 2016-2020, activity 4.2.4, please provide
information, following the template below, on the major actions and measures taken in your
country to achieve the Goals for European Forests and the European 2020 Targets for Forests. In the
interests of analysis and to facilitate the identification of regional trends, please keep your answer
short, restricting yourself to the five most important actions or measures, and identifying a
maximum of five remaining challenges. If you wish to list more actions, or provide more detail,
please do so in a separate message.
Please ensure that all the actions/measures and challenges you list are directly connected to the
specific goal or target, and not to more general forest governance measures (which are addressed in
the next part of this enquiry).

Goals for European Forests
During the FOREST EUROPE Ministerial Conference held in 2011 in Oslo, Norway, ministers
responsible for forests in Europe adopted eight “Goals for European Forests” which are of long term
nature. The below questions relate to the progress so far achieved.

Goal I. Sustainable management of all European forests ensures
multiple forest functions and enhances lasting provision of goods and
services
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken towards achieving Goal I
(maximum of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be
referenced as Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1

Action /
Measure 2

Action /
Measure 3

Action /
Measure 4

Action /
Measure 5

[V] Existing criteria for SFM are integrated in Criteria for Integrated Nature
Management.

[V] New system of management planning with possibility for differentiated
implementation around triple P approach (People; Plant; Profit) which take the
ecosystem approach into account based on sustainable deliverance of ecosystem
services. Measure 1 and 2 can be referenced as Best Practice Example.

[V] New approach in protecting the most valuable forests against deforestation.

[W] Sustainability and Multifunctionality, and existing criteria of SFM are the pillars of
the Walloon Forest Code

[All] Sustainability and Multifunctionality remain the basic principles for forest policy
and forest management, including Natura 2000
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Please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve Goal I (maximum of 100
words per challenge, please)
Challenge 1

[All] Making the ecosystem services more visible and accountable. Financial flows do
not follow in the overall economic and accounting systems with which governments
work.

Challenge 2

[V] Turn the balance of the compensation scheme for deforestation positively and to
catch up on the targets for afforestation.
Challenge 3

[W] Restore the balance between the forest and the big game
Challenge 4

[B-W] Forest management will have to make the forests more resilient, facing the
effects of climate change and the high pressure of the public in periurbain context.
Challenge 5

[All] Social representations of forest by urbanized society which are increasingly
endorsing trends towards sacralising/untouched forest, should become a priority and
should be addressed in an appropriate way

Goal II. European forests contribute to a green economy, including
through increased provision of wood, other forest products and
ecosystem services from sustainable sources
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken towards achieving Goal II
(maximum of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be
referenced as Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1

[V] More differentiation in the new criteria for timber production.

Action /
Measure 2

[V] Long term vision established for timber production in the state owned forests.

Action /
Measure 3

[V-W] More timber is being produced through means of collaborative efforts by small
scale forest owners by mean of ‘forest groupings’ or collaborative management; [W]
creation of a service to help and support private forest owners of small and very small
forests (Cellule d’Appui à la Petite Propriété Forestière Privée http://www.oewb.be/lacellule-d-appui-a-la-petite-foret-privee)

Action /
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Measure 4

Action /
Measure 5

[All] Innovative approaches and experiments in auctioning and exploitation methods
of trees in forests.

[B-W] Stimulating local economy short chain and ensuring better coordination in the
wood chain; [W] creation of a specific public agency for coordination of wood-related
actors - http://www.oewb.be/; [W] creation of a local wood label

Please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve Goal II (maximum of 100
words per challenge, please)
Challenge 1

[All] Improving technical capacity and field expertise of forest owners and managers.
Challenge 2

[All] Be even more innovative in timber auctioning.
Challenge 3

[All] Increase local capacity for processing the timber and increase value chains
Challenge 4

[All] Practical solutions for implementing the cascading principle for use of timber.
Challenge 5

Repeat [All] Social representations of forest by urbanized society which are
increasingly endorsing trends towards sacralising/untouched forest, should become a
priority and should be addressed in an appropriate way

Goal III. Forest management in Europe is being adapted to changes in
climate, forests are healthy and resilient to natural hazards and
protected against human-induced threats such as forest fires, and the
productive and protective functions of forests are maintained
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken towards achieving Goal III
(maximum of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be
referenced as Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1

Action /
Measure 2

[All] Increased attention in information and education for the benefits of more diverse
species composition and diversity in forest structure and composition. Results of the
forest inventory show that forests are becoming more divers in structure and trees
species composition.

[V] Support systems in the context of EU rural development policy promote the
multiple species use in afforestation and reforestation by planting or natural
regeneration or combination.
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Action /
Measure 3

Action /
Measure 4
Action /
Measure 5

[All] Climate Change programmes based on the principle of nature based solution
(sequestration; increasing resilience; adaptation measures; energy efficiency and
measures on mobility)

[V] Prevention and action plan for forest and nature fires is updated.

[W] Establishment of a forest health observatory and an interdepartmental group on
invasive species

Please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve Goal III (maximum of 100
words per challenge, please)
Challenge 1

[All] Forests in Belgium are usually fragmented, at landscape level and in ownership
structure. That has a negative effect on resilience. Make forests thus more resilient at
the landscape level.
Challenge 2

[All] Work to do on emergency plans for heavy damages in forests in case of storms.
Challenge 3

[V] Revisit the policy guidance on use of exotic tree species which are non-invasive.
Challenge 4

[W] Strengthen quick reaction to crisis such as bark beetle and other pests
Challenge 5

Goal IV. The potential of European forests to mitigate climate change,
through carbon sequestration in trees and soils, carbon storage in forest
products and substitution of non-renewable materials and energy
sources, is utilised to minimise Europe’s ecological footprint without
harming the global carbon balance
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken towards achieving Goal IV
(maximum of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be
referenced as Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1

See actions under goal I and III.
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Action /
Measure 2

Action /
Measure 3

Action /
Measure 4

Action /
Measure 5

[V] New climate policy plan (in draft) sees more short term benefits in Flanders from
limiting deforestation then from enhancing carbon stocks in forests through forest
management and afforestation.

[W] Adaptation of guidelines for planting in particular in the phase of selecting species
and encourage close-to-nature sylviculture (Pro-Silva) in public forests (with specific
guidelines)

[W] specific academic training dedicated to integrate wood in architecture and
building

[W] redacting guidelines for forest adaptation to climate change

Please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve Goal IV (maximum of 100
words per challenge, please)
Challenge 1

Repeat: practical solutions for implementing the cascading principle for use of timber.
Challenge 2

[All] Upscaling actions in promoting use of timber with long life cycles (in
construction; promoting re-use of timber).
Challenge 3

[All] Upscaling efforts on the use and integration of forests and green and blue areas
for climate buffering in urbanised areas.
Challenge 4

Challenge 5

Goal V. The loss of forest biodiversity in Europe is halted and degraded
forests are restored or rehabilitated
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken towards achieving Goal V
(maximum of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be
referenced as Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1

[V]Implementation strategy and action programme on Natura2000 forest types. Goals
are set for increasing the area of N2000 forest habitats in and outside N2000-
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protected sites (afforestation; reconversion of not-N2000 forest habitat types into
N2000 forest habitat types). [B] Almost all forests and woods in the Brussels region are
in the N2000 network.
Action /
Measure 2

Action /
Measure 3

Action /
Measure 4

Action /
Measure 5

Repeat: results of the forest inventory show that forests in Flanders are becoming
more divers in structure and trees species composition, which has a positive effect on
biodiversity.

[All] General concept of integrating biodiversity concerns is well recognised, including
in forest planning, and is being implemented, however on different levels of
ambitions.

[V] More possibilities for financial support for biodiversity related actions in the new
system of management planning.

[W] Inclusion in the Forest Code of measures directly favourable to biodiversity
(increase of dead wood, tiered edges, conservation of trees of biological interest),
application of Pro Sylva silviculture in state forest, deciduous forest restoration
program, mapping of old-growth forests in order to identify them and take them into
account in forest management

Please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve Goal V (maximum of 100
words per challenge, please)
Challenge 1

[All] Limiting deforestation of most valuable and ‘old’ forest on sites with long-term
historic documented forest use.
Challenge 2

[All] Pressure on forest biodiversity is still high, due to fragmentation of forests and
general environmental condition.
Challenge 3

[V] Upscaling efforts on planned increase of N2000 forest habitats in and outside
N2000-protected sites (afforestation; reconversion of not-N2000 forest habitat types
into N2000 forest habitat types).
Challenge 4

[W] Reach to control the excess of big game (deer and wild boar)
Challenge 5
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Goal VI. The role of forests in combating the progress of desertification
is strengthened
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken towards achieving Goal VI
(maximum of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be
referenced as Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1

Thankfully the issue of desertification is not prominent in Belgium.

Action /
Measure 2
Action /
Measure 3
Action /
Measure 4
Action /
Measure 5
Please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve Goal VI (maximum of 100
words per challenge, please)
Challenge 1

[All] Questions from private forest owners are not (yet) recognised in relation to
access to disaster funds for compensation of damage in forest regeneration in case of
extreme drought (see existing systems for agricultural crops).

Challenge 2

Challenge 3

Challenge 4

Challenge 5

Goal VII. Socioeconomic and cultural benefits, especially for livelihoods,
rural development and employment from European forests are
optimised
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken towards achieving Goal VII
(maximum of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be
referenced as Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1
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[All] System of ‘forest groupings’ or coordinated management at landscape level, aims
at eliminating the negative scale effects of forest fragmentation. In the hope that this
will decrease costs and up scales revenues from forest management.
Action /
Measure 2

Action /
Measure 3

Action /
Measure 4

Action /
Measure 5

[V] Support mechanisms in place to enhance employment of vulnerable groups in
society by means of professional training and financial support in case of employment
in forestry, nature conservation zones, green public areas.

[All] Strong attention in forest policy for possibilities for recreation and increasing
‘forest and nature experiences’. Programmes to attract activities linked to every stage
of the human live cycle (e.g. planting ‘birth trees and forests’; areas specific
designated for playing for youth; possible to be legally buried in forests/nature areas).

[All] Growing attention for the relationship between nature/forests/green areas and
human health.

[W] Progress towards real implementation of agro-forestry including by solving legal
inconsistencies

Please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve Goal VII (maximum of 100
words per challenge, please)
Challenge 1

[V] Structural low financial profitability of forestry in Flanders is a major challenge.
Possibilities for forest owners to influence to pricing of the timber in a global market
are limited.
Challenge 2

[All] Make more and better use of possibilities within the EU rural development
schemes.
Challenge 3

[All] Increase domestic use and local transformation of wood.
Challenge 4

[B-W] Stimulating short chain economy.
Challenge 5

[W] Progress should be made by strengthening the dialogue between the society and
forest professional while respecting the various ethical models in place. Beside
economics and scientific criteria, ethical and symbolical ones should also be taken into
account in the decision-making process

Goal VIII. Illegal logging and associated trade in wood and other forest
products are eliminated in Europe;
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Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken towards achieving Goal VIII
(maximum of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be
referenced as Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1
Action /
Measure 2

[All] Implementation of the EU Timber regulation is operational.

[V] Still illegal logging is also taken place in Flanders and is being documented in the
yearly enforcement report of the Agency for Nature and Forests. Evolution is more or
less stable over the last years. Causes are combination of illegal logging in forests and
illegal deforestation (e.g. deforestation not permitted through deforestation licence or
not in line with the licensed deforestation). Illegal logging and illegal deforestation is a
top priority for enforcement agents.

Action /
Measure 3
Action /
Measure 4
Action /
Measure 5
Please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve Goal VIII (maximum of
100 words per challenge, please)
Challenge 1

[All] More cooperation between responsible agencies at regional level (responsible for
forest management) and federal/national level (responsible for tracing legality of
trade in timber products).
Challenge 2

Challenge 3

Challenge 4

Challenge 5

European 2020 Targets for Forests
During the FOREST EUROPE Ministerial Conference held in 2011 in Oslo, Norway, ministers
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responsible for forests in Europe adopted also nine “European 2020 Targets for Forests”. These
targets are supposed to be achieved by 2020 and the below questions focus on information related
to the extent of achievement.

Target I. All European countries have developed and are implementing
national forest programmes, or its equivalent, in line with the shared
vision and goals and the pan-European approach to national forest
programmes
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken to achieve Target I (maximum
of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be referenced as
Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1

Action /
Measure 2

Action /
Measure 3

Action /
Measure 4

[All] Forest policy is part of overall biodiversity policy. Sustainability and
Multifunctionality remain the basic principles for forest policy and forest
management.

[All] Forest legislation is almost permanent in evolution and is changed regularly in
line with fast evolutions in society.

[V] New long term vision presented at conference on 17/11/2017 that was
developed by the ‘forest forum’, a broad alliance of stakeholders (including new
groups like organisations working in health policy) and supported by the Flemish
minister with active participation of the Flemish Agency for Nature and Forests. The
vision builds on existing principles for forest policy but proposes 11 new ‘yards’ for
innovative or reinforced actions. Now an implementation plan is under
development.

[W] The first draft of the first Regional Forest Programme is on track in the
framework of an inclusive initiative involving the majors stakeholders

Action /
Measure 5
Do you consider the target to be achieved at national level?
Target fully achieved
On track to achieve target (we expect to achieve the target by 2020)
Progress to achieve target (but we do not expect to achieve the target by 2020
No progress
If not fully achieved, please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve
Target I (maximum of 100 words per challenge, please).
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Challenge 1

[All] No single reference document that oversees all aspects of policy related to
forests. No explicit one single ‘forest programme’ document.
Challenge 2

[All] Coordination for implementation the new long term vision.
Challenge 3

[All] Adaptation of forest legislation is in progress.
Challenge 4

[W] Accelerate the finalization of the Regional Forest Programme
Challenge 5

Target II. In addressing emerging issues forest knowledge is improved
through research, education, innovation, information sharing and
communication
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken to achieve Target II (maximum
of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be referenced as
Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1

Action /
Measure 2

Action /
Measure 3

Action /
Measure 4

[All] Mechanisms for communication, information sharing and education and active
participation of stakeholders. [W] Annual meeting on wood issues http://www.oewb.be/filiere/rencontres-filiere-bois

[V] New long term approach and vision on research on forests underway. Symposium
in May 2017 to gather open input from different stakeholders. Consolidation of the
report still ongoing (foreseen to be finalised end 2018).

[B] For the Sonian forest a Foundation will implement the needs of information
sharing and communication on a tri-regional level.

[W] Contribution to regional efforts of interoperability of information including spatial
ones in the framework of the Walloon web-portal - http://www.wallonie.be/

Action /
Measure 5
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[W] specific programme of forest-related research funded by public service on public
concerns (accord cadre de recherche forestière), including communication and
extension components (Forêt Wallonne - https://www.foretwallonne.be/)
Do you consider the target to be achieved at national level?
Target fully achieved
On track to achieve target (we expect to achieve the target by 2020)
Progress to achieve target (but we do not expect to achieve the target by 2020
No progress
If not fully achieved, please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve
Target II (maximum of 100 words per challenge, please).
Challenge 1

[V] Realise active interaction with new policy vision and the research vision.
Challenge 2

[All] Challenge to keep the information, communication and education actions in track
and in tune with policy vision.
Challenge 3

[All] Public media and opinion makers tend to focus on the bad news, not on the
positive realisations and progress.
Challenge 4

[All] Social representations of forest by urbanized society increasingly endorsing
trends towards sacralising/untouched forest
Challenge 5

Target III. In response to political objectives on the use of renewable
raw material and energy in Europe, the supply of wood and other forest
products from sustainably managed forests has increased substantially
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken to achieve Target III
(maximum of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be
referenced as Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1

[V] Certification programme by means of a group management system under FSCscheme is operational. Area under FSC-licensed group system: in 2010 = 15.188ha; in
2017 = 22.177ha. Timber sold under FSC-licenced group system: in 2010 = 62.325m³;
in 2017 = 89.718m³.
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Action /
Measure 2

Action /
Measure 3
Action /
Measure 4

Action /
Measure 5

[V] Area under forest management that implements the Flemish criteria for SFM as
increased significantly. Area under such ‘extended forest management plans: in 2010 =
25.448 ha; in 2016 = 36.778ha

[B] Sonian Forest is FSC labelled (1657 ha)

[B] Area under forest management that implements SFM is 1735,5 ha. Sustainability
and Multifunctionality remain the basic principles for forest policy and forest
management.

[W] Walloon forest under PEFC scheme. Public forests : 266.500 ha (97%). Private
forests: 34.237 ha (11%)

Do you consider the target to be achieved at national level?
Target fully achieved
On track to achieve target (we expect to achieve the target by 2020)
Progress to achieve target (but we do not expect to achieve the target by 2020
No progress
If not fully achieved, please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve
Target III (maximum of 100 words per challenge, please).
Challenge 1

[V] Results needs to be nuanced: no clear policy targets were set on the outset.
Documentation is publicly available through www.natuurindicatoren.be
Challenge 2

[V] Continuous but slow progress is area under FSC-license is due to the fact that an
extended management plan is a condition to enter the FSC group system.
Challenge 3

[B] FSC certification for all public woods in Brussels region is an option. It could evolve
to a group management system.
Challenge 4

[W] Progress still to be done in private forests (high level of fragmentation, high
number of owners and low average area). Need for reduce brakes and better
identifies incentives
Challenge 5
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Target IV. The full value of forest ecosystem services across Europe is
being estimated with a view to using common valuation approaches,
and that values are increasingly reflected in relevant national policies
and market-based instruments such as payments for ecosystem services
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken to achieve Target IV
(maximum of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be
referenced as Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1

Action /
Measure 2

Action /
Measure 3

Action /
Measure 4

[V] Calculating the value of ecosystem services (not only for forests!) is available
through a web-application https://www.natuurwaardeverkenner.be/#/ This tool is set
up as an interactive assessment tool on project level for a wide range of activities,
including afforestation. Different scenarios can be checked (e.g. large scale
infrastructural projects, housing and city planning activities) and example scenarios
are available, including a manual.

[V] Assessing ecosystem services in Flanders is done by the Institute For Nature and
Forest Research (INBO). For 15 of the 16 documented ecosystem services, the demand
is always greater than the supply, with the demand being much greater than the
supply for six ecosystem services. Because for almost all services the demand exceeds
the supply (amply), most ecosystem services in Flanders are used or used extensively.
See www.natuurindicatoren.be

[B] Brussels-Environment writes every 4 years a complete report on the state of the
environment. The environment report takes a series of indicators :
https://environnement.brussels/etat-de-lenvironnement/

[W] Notion being developed especially at the level of university research (faculties of
agronomy). Concept increasingly emphasized in debates and political arguments

Action /
Measure 5
Do you consider the target to be achieved at national level?
Target fully achieved
On track to achieve target (we expect to achieve the target by 2020)
Progress to achieve target (but we do not expect to achieve the target by 2020
No progress
If not fully achieved, please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve
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Target IV (maximum of 100 words per challenge, please).
Challenge 1

[All] We consider this not yet fully achieved because a common approach in Europe is
still missing. [V] At the Flemish level, tools are available but not yet fully used to the
maximum possible extend. [B-W] At the Brussels and Walloon level, tools are not yet
fully available.
Challenge 2

Repeat: making the ecosystem services more visible and accountable. Financial flows
do not follow in the overall economic and accounting systems with which
governments work
Challenge 3

Challenge 4

Challenge 5

Target V. All European countries include strategies for forests and
climate change adaptation and mitigation in national forest
programmes or equivalents and all other relevant national strategies
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken to achieve Target V (maximum
of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be referenced as
Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1

Action /
Measure 2

Action /
Measure 3

Repeat: Climate Change programme of the Agency based on the principle of nature
based solution (sequestration; increasing resilience; adaptation measures; energy
efficiency and measures on mobility)

[V] New climate policy plan for the period 2021-2030 under way. The plan lays down
the guidelines for the climate policy in the period 2021-2030 in the Flemish Region.
Together with the Flemish Energy Policy Plan 2021-2030, this plan will be the Flemish
input for the design of the Belgian integrated energy and climate plan. The Flemish
Climate Policy Plan 2021-2030 is approved by Flemish government on 20/07/2018 and
is now submitted for advice by advisory councils (environment; economic and social
affairs; youth).

[V] Forest action are integrated in the new climate policy plan 2021-2030.

Action /
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Measure 4
Action /
Measure 5

Do you consider the target to be achieved at national level?
Target fully achieved
On track to achieve target (we expect to achieve the target by 2020)
Progress to achieve target (but we do not expect to achieve the target by 2020
No progress
If not fully achieved, please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve
Target V (maximum of 100 words per challenge, please).
Challenge 1

Repeat: upscaling actions in promoting use of timber with long life cycles (in
construction; promoting re-use of timber).
Challenge 2

Challenge 3

Challenge 4

Challenge 5

Target VI. The rate of loss of forest biodiversity at habitat level is at
least halved and where feasible brought close to zero, and measures are
taken to significantly reduce forest fragmentation and degradation and
to restore degraded forests
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken to achieve Target VI
(maximum of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be
referenced as Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1

[V] Forest area: new method for establishing a quick method to measure forest area
based on semi-automatic processing of high-definition remote sensing data, is heavily
criticized after publication of the second edition. Methodology was refined, and
applied in the third edition. But still no final agreement. Major conclusion after three
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editions (2009; 2012; 2015): no statistical evidence for decline or enlargement of
forest areas. Results fall within the width of the confidence interval. However this
interval (+/- ca; 6000ha) is considered as too broad since forest area changes yearly
within limits of appr. 100 ha.
Action /
Measure 2

Action /
Measure 3

Action /
Measure 4

Action /
Measure 5

[V] Natura2000 habitat types: the vast majority of all habitat types (38 op 47),
including the 8 forest habitats for which N2000 sites were designated, are in a very
unfavourable state of conservation. Four habitat types (9%) were in a moderately
unfavourable state, among which one is a coastal dune habitat that can legally be
considered as a forest. Only five habitat types (11%) were in a favourable conservation
status, among which one can legally be considered as a forest (coastal dune habitat:
dunes with sea buckthorn). Nevertheless, 7 of them still have a slight improvement in
the field, of which 2 forest habitats (9120; 91E0).

[W] Inclusion in the Forest Code of measures directly favorable to biodiversity
(increase of dead wood, tiered edges, conservation of trees of biological interest),
application of Pro Sylva silviculture in state forest. 165,000 ha Natura 2000 network,
deciduous forest restoration program, mapping of old-growth forests in order to
identify them and take them into account in forest management

[B] Internal and external defragmentation and reconnexion are basic goals of the new
management plans. Different types of forest reconnection infrastructures are under
construction and will be realised in the coming years. Initiatives for external
defragmentation are being taken.

[B] Conservation objectives have been described for 5 Natura2000 forest habitat
types. These habitat types cover the vast majority of regional forest in the Brussels
Capital Region.

Do you consider the target to be achieved at national level?
Target fully achieved
On track to achieve target (we expect to achieve the target by 2020)
Progress to achieve target (but we do not expect to achieve the target by 2020
No progress
If not fully achieved, please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve
Target VI (maximum of 100 words per challenge, please).
Challenge 1

[V] Achieve agreement on the method for quick measurement of forest area.
Challenge 2
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[V] Major general challenges: stop deforestation and make compensation system
positive; overcome fragmentation at landscape level; improve general environmental
condition (esp. acidification and eutrophication).
Challenge 3

[W] Restore the balance between the forest and the big game
Challenge 4

[B] Defragmentation is an ongoing process in collaboration with the Flemish and
Walloon region for the Sonian forest. Global approaches are foreseen for other woods
in the Brussels region.
Challenge 5

[B] Specific measures to improve the overall conservation status of forest habitats are
integrated in the Natura 2000 management plans (in preparation).

Target VII. The role of forests in combating desertification is fully
recognised and forests are also managed to that end
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken to achieve Target VII
(maximum of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be
referenced as Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1

Thankfully the issue of desertification is not prominent in Belgium

Action /
Measure 2
Action /
Measure 3
Action /
Measure 4
Action /
Measure 5
Do you consider the target to be achieved at national level?
Target fully achieved
On track to achieve target (we expect to achieve the target by 2020)
Progress to achieve target (but we do not expect to achieve the target by 2020
No progress
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If not fully achieved, please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve
Target VII (maximum of 100 words per challenge, please).
Challenge 1

[All] To be honest: not item for Belgium forest policy. Climate conditions and general
health and vitality of forests are monitored.
Challenge 2

Challenge 3

Challenge 4

Challenge 5

Target VIII. All European countries have policies and measures which
ensure a significant increase in socio-economic and cultural benefits,
especially for human health, livelihoods, rural development and
employment from forests
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken to achieve Target VIII
(maximum of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be
referenced as Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1

[All] See target I and Goal VII above. [V] Part of the triple P approach.

Action /
Measure 2
Action /
Measure 3
Action /
Measure 4
Action /
Measure 5
Do you consider the target to be achieved at national level?
Target fully achieved
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On track to achieve target (we expect to achieve the target by 2020)
Progress to achieve target (but we do not expect to achieve the target by 2020
No progress
If not fully achieved, please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve
Target VIII (maximum of 100 words per challenge, please).
Challenge 1

[V] ‘significant increase’ needs to be nuanced. Was already at high level.
Challenge 2

[B] It’s an ongoing process and will be facilitated by the interregional collaboration for
the Sonian forest (Foundation) and a communication platform for all (public) woods in
the Brussels region.
Challenge 3

See Goal VII above
Challenge 4

Challenge 5

Target IX. Effective measures are taken at regional, sub-regional and
national levels to eliminate illegal logging and associated trade
Please describe a maximum of five major actions and measures taken to achieve Target IX
(maximum of 100 words per action, please). Please indicate, if an action or measure could be
referenced as Best Practice Example.
Action /
Measure 1
Action /
Measure 2

[V] See goal VIII above.

[V] Warranted illegal deforestation: average 23,97 ha/y over 6 years. Highest in 2011
with 27,63ha and lowest in 2013 with 13,08ha.

Action /
Measure 3
Action /
Measure 4
Action /
Measure 5
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Do you consider the target to be achieved at national level?
Target fully achieved
On track to achieve target (we expect to achieve the target by 2020)
Progress to achieve target (but we do not expect to achieve the target by 2020
No progress
If not fully achieved, please describe a maximum of five major remaining challenges to achieve
Target IX (maximum of 100 words per challenge, please).
Challenge 1

[V] Devil is in the details! What does ‘effective measures’ and ‘eliminate’ in the
formulation of this target means? In the ticking the box above, we interpreted this as
being ‘fully eradicated and brought to zero’ (which is almost impossible to realise).
Although we feel that we effective measures in place, which is illustrated by the fact
we publish reports, but only available in Dutch: https://www.natuurenbos.be/beleidwetgeving/natuurinspectie/handhavingsrapport
Challenge 2

Challenge 3

Challenge 4

Challenge 5

FOREST EUROPE/UNECE/FAO pan-European questionnaire on the qualitative Indicators for SFM

Part 2: Reporting on the pan‐European Qualitative Indicators

Reporting on pan-European Qualitative Indicators consists of five overall forest policy and
governance indicators (Indicators 1-5) and indicators for policies, institutions and instruments related
to 6 criteria for SFM (Indicators C1-6).
Please see Annex 1 for “Terms and Definitions”.
For reporting, please note the following:
1. All requests for responses are limited to approximately 100 words or 650 letters (including
blank spaces) automatically in order to keep the analytical efforts within reasonable bounds.
If you wish to provide more detail, please do so in a separate message.
2. Significant changes since 2014 will be analysed systematically. If no information is provided,
that will be interpreted as “no significant change”.
3. Please provide further information on the measures taken, as deemed relevant, e.g. major
partners in implementation, period, and budget involved experiences made (lessons learned,
obstacles encountered and solutions).
4. Please provide the latest information available unless otherwise specified.
5. Please specify reference documents as follows: - Author or institution. Year of publication (if
published). Title. Reference Number. Publisher, Link;
6. In terms of indicators C1-C6, please report only these changes in policies, institutions and
instruments that are related specifically to the individual criteria, the overall status and
changes related to the SFM should be reported under indicators 1-5.

2A: Forest Policy and Governance
The five overall Forest policy and governance indicators cover the overall policy approaches, institutions and instruments for
implementation and communication of SFM:

1. National Forest Programmes (NFPs) or equivalent;
2. Institutional frameworks;
3. Legal/regulatory framework: National (and/or sub-national) and international
commitments;
4. Financial and economic instruments;
5. Information and communication.

1. National forest programmes (NFP) or equivalent
NFP or equivalent process/documents for forest related dialogue, policy development
& implementation
Existence of NFP or
equivalent process

Yes, at national level
Yes, at subnational level
No
Under elaboration
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Ministry responsible for forestry
Main formal decision
making body of the
process

Significant changes
related to the NFP or
equivalent process since
2014

Key lessons learned on
the NFP process or
similar

Body with members other than Ministry responsible for forestry
Other. Please specify:

Yes

If yes, please describe the reason/s for and type
of changes [max.100 words]:

No

Ministry responsible for forestry
[V] See Target I: New long term vision presented at conference on
17/11/2017 that was developed by the ‘forest forum’, a broad alliance of
stakeholders (including new groups like organisations working in health
policy)
and
supported
the
Flemish
minister with
active
Please
specify
[max.by
100
words],
particularly
on the
NPFparticipation of
principles
as iterative
process,
the
Flemish related
Agencyto
forNFP
Nature
and Forests.
Thestakeholder
vision builds on existing
participation
and approaches
to inter-sectoral
and
principles
for forest
policy but proposes
11 newcoordination
‘yards’ for innovative
or
collaboration:
reinforced actions. Now an implementation plan is under development [B]
Implementation of the Natura2000 goals is formalised in “designation
decrees”
and
goals
forwas
the initiated
respective
A new
Foundation
[V] Process
forspecific
the new
vision
byhabitats.
a broad new
movement,
will
be
on
track
at
the
end
of
2019
realising
a
communication
platform
including new stakeholder organisations out of the ‘usual suspects’ and
with
all stakeholders
in the Sonian
[W] Ongoing
project
of drafting
was supported
by government
Theforest.
vision builds
on existing
principles
for
the
first
draft
of
the
Regional
Forest
Programme
in
an
inclusive
process
forest policy but proposes 11 new ‘yards’ for innovative or reinforced
with
all stakeholders
actions.
Now an implementation plan is under development. In forest law
a system or policy planning is described (Article 6 of the Flemish forest
decree, but this was never implemented). [W] Continuous learning
process where traditional actors are to accept other legitimacies
Name:

Main forest policy
document other than law
(such as national forest
programme, forest policy
statement, strategy or
other)

[V] Visie Bos en Samenleving. Een rijker bos ten dienste van een
rijkere samenleving. Hoe meer en beter bos bijdraagt tot
gezondheid, welzijn en welvaart. [B] Name: New management
plan for the Sonian forest [W] Name: to be defined
Internet link:

[V]www.bosforum.be, [B] Not yet available,
Starting year:

[V]2017, [B] 2019
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Yes explicit Partially
Inclusion of FOREST
EUROPE (FE)
instruments in the
main forest policy
document

Evaluation of the
implementation of NFP or
similar process

Binding status of the main
(other than law) forest
policy document
Allocation of financial
resources for the
implementation of NFP or
equivalent document /
process)

Significant changes
related to the main forest
policy document during
last five years

o

FE definition of SFM

o

FE criteria and indicators for
SFM

o

FE guidelines for NFPs

o

FE Classification of Protected
and Protective Forests and
Other Wooded Land

o

FE Pan-European
Operational Level
Guidelines for Sustainable
Forest Management.

o

FE Pan-European
Guidelines for Afforestation
and Reforestation

Periodically, pre-specified in the main forest policy document
Irregularly conducted
Not specified
Other:

Compulsory
Recommendatory
Bulk allocation
Goal-specified allocation
Relying on external resources
Not specified, not planned
Other:

Yes

If yes, please describe the reason/s for and
type of changes [max.100 words]

No
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No

Forest legislation is almost permanent in evolution and is changed
regularly in line with fast evolutions in society.

Existence of other overall
policy instruments/
documents from the sector
or other sectors that
explicitly encourage SFM
or address key forest
policy issues

Yes
No
Title:

[V] Title: Vlaams Natura 2000- programma [B] Designation
decrees N2000 [W] Walloon Forest Code;
Internet links:

[V] Internet links:
https://www.natura2000.vlaanderen.be/publicaties
Reporting notes
“Formal NFP process” means a process which is formally and explicitly acknowledged and referred to
as an “NFP process” acc. Vienna Resolution 1
(http://foresteurope.org/docs/MC/MC_vienna_resolutionV1.pdf).
1

2. Institutional frameworks
Please specify the type of forestrelated institutional arrangements
according to their responsibility

Government
bodies and public
organizations

Part of
ministry

Sub-national
ministries or
similar bodies

- forest policy administration
- legislative supervision & enforcement
- support to private forest management
- management of public forests
- forest management planning
- forest inventory
- research (Target 2)
Other. Please specify:
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Other bodies.
Please specify
below

Comments [max. 100 words]

as the regional governements in Belgium have full authority and competence with
respect to forests and nature policy and management, institutional frameworks are
defined for each region, without “Belgian institutions” dealing with forests and
forestry. In Wallonia, forest services are part of the Ministry; in other regions, separate
bodies are in charge of forest management

2017;
Full
time
equival
ent

Name or group/type1:

Total
...of which forest administration
Forest-related
staff2 Resources
and capacity of
government
bodies and public
organizations
related to forests
(Goals 7, Target
8)

3

...of which management of public forests
…of which public forest research, education and training institutions
and other specialized agencies
… of which other permanent or temporary workers

Comments [max. 100 words]

Total [V] 934 [B]57,4 full time equivalent ...of which forest administration3
[V] 274 ...of which management of public forests [V] 412 ...of which public
forest research, education and training institutions and other specialized
agencies [V] 40 in training, communication and marketing 208 Research in
nature conservation and forestry, incl administration [V] After integration of
themes ‘forest’ and ‘nature conservation’ in both administration and
governmental
research, splitting out the data for forests only is not possible.
Yes
No
Figures
above
only
for the
agencies
and INBO).
There
also
Significant
If yes, please describe
andFlemish
incl. reason/s
for(ANB
the changes
[max.
100iswords]
changes in the
executive staff and personnel for management at level of provinces, cities
institutional
and municipalities. Research is also done at universities. Number for training
framework, public If yes, please describe and incl. reason/s for the changes [max. 100 words] [V]
and education
= staff
of “Natuurinvest”.
and private,
Reduction
of staff in
administration
and research following horizontal ‘savings’ in
during last 5
period 2014-2019.
years

Policies, objectives
and

Forest-related research (Target 2)
Please explain [max. 100 words] and provide reference documents where
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measures/actions
taken in:

relevant.

[V] See target II: New long term approach and vision on research on forests underway.
Symposium in May 2017 to gather open input from different stakeholders.
Consolidation of the report still ongoing (foreseen to be finalised end 2018).
https://www.inbo.be/nl/bossymposium-welke-kennis-voor-het-bos-van-de-toekomstjb-17 [B] Forest-related research (Target 2) Stationary studies, SPINA studies, Study:
Support mission of the regeneration of the Sonian Forest (CDAF), Study: Analysis of the
influence of the climatic change on the growth of beech in the Sonian Forest,
permanent forest inventory, Natura2000 monitoring, study: Dogs in the Brussels public
space, Estimate of recreational attendance in the Sonian Forest, Health monitoring of
trees, Wildlife monitoring. [W] Forest research is mainly driven by a 5-year framework
agreement between the forest service and the two main universities in charge of forest
education. The topics are defined by the forest service to response to their needs for
knowledge.
Forest-related training and education (Target 2)
Please explain [max. 100 words] and provide reference documents where
relevant.

[V] Training and education “Natuurinvest” is linked to the Flemish Agency for Nature
and Forests, but has its own legal personality. https://www.natuurinvest.be/ [B]
Training and education is linked to Brussels Environment. [W] Forêt Wallonne et SRFB;
formation bois dans la construction

Forest-related capacity building in other institutional framework
Please explain [max. 100 words] and provide reference documents where
relevant.

[V] Limited capacity in numbers but strategically important: strategic advice councils. A
strategic advisory council is a permanent body that provides advice on strategic policy
issues and policy outlines. Members of a strategic advisory council are representatives
of stakeholders from civil society, sometimes supplemented with independent experts.
A strategic advisory council can provide advice to the Flemish Parliament, the Flemish
Government or individual ministers. For forest issue : Mina-raad
https://www.minaraad.be/ [B] The Foundation Sonian forest will implement
communication
strategies for the Sonian forest on a national level. The European
Comments [max. 100 words]
Beech Network is an international level on which beech reserves and the Unesco world
heritage are commented and discussed.

Reporting notes
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1.

Please provide aggregated figures for each group/type of organizations, including all levels of government.
Publicly owned business entities should be excluded. Where it is impossible or inappropriate to separate the
activities of publicly owned business entities from other public sector activities in forest sector, this should be
noted and staff of the entities should be included in the table. Please specify in the space left for comments which
institutions are included (or not) in the figures you provide.

2.

Forest-related staff in public organizations includes human resources within public forest institutions at
subnational level. This refers to professionals as well as administrative staff.

3.

"Forest administration" includes the first three sub-categories mentioned in the previous part of the table, i.e. forest
policy administration, legislative supervision & enforcement, and support to private forest management.

Proportion of forest and other wooded land under a management plan or
equivalent instrument
Forest-related
management document

Yes


Management plan



Equivalent of
management plan



Other forest-related
type of management
document/instrument
at operational level

Forest area under
document

Use of document
in the country
No

Ha

%

Other wooded land area
under document
Ha

%

Are forest management plans an obligatory instrument?

Yes

No

Are the forest-related management plans / equivalents / other types of
management documents registered with official body?

Yes

No

Are the measures of forest management plans compulsory?

Yes

Partially

No

Do forest management plans regulate:

Yes

Partially

No

Volume of harvest
Regeneration systems
Reforestation species composition
Tending and other silvicultural operations
Deadwood volume
Comments:

Management plan [V] 81.169 [B] 1657; % [V] 42 [B] 95.5 FMPs obligatory in [B]. FMPs measures partially
compulsory in [W]. [V] Since October 2017 management plans are no longer obligatory, except for forests
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under management by the Agency for Nature and Forests itself. Till October 2017, management plans
were obligatory for every publicly owned forest (e.g. provinces, cities and municipalities) and for every
private forest > 5ha. Two versions for a forest management plan: limited version for private forests;
extended version for forests under management following the criteria for sustainable forest
management(= mandatory for all publicly owned forests and all forests in the Flemish Ecological Network,
including private owned forests; not mandatary for all other forests). Management plan = a document
officially approved by the competent authority according to legislation for forest or nature conservation
management. In 2016 : limited version of forest management plan = 31.681ha1; extended version of forest
management plan = 36.778ha1; management plans for forest reserve = 3.186ha1; forests in nature
reserves with management plan = 9.524ha2 New system for management plan started in October 2018.
Reference : https://www.inbo.be/nl/natuurindicator/oppervlakte-bosbeheerplan. 1 Source:
www.natuurindicatoren.be; reference year 2016. 2 Source: ANB, GIS overlay boswijzer2015 with map of
nature reserves status 31/12/2014. Forest area used as reference= result of Boswijzer 2.0 in 2015 =
164.263ha (+/- 5.899ha). Other forest-related type of management document/instrument at operational
level = individual licenses for every activity in forests (e.g. thinnings, clear cut, regeneration etc) in case of
absence of a management plan. No estimate of area, but in theory equals to “total forest area minus area
under management plan”. [B] All Natura2000 sites needs a management plan.

Proportion of forest and other wooded land under third party certification
schemes
Certification
scheme

Use of
scheme in
the country
Yes









No

Forest area under scheme

Ha

%

Other wooded land
area under scheme
Ha

Forest
Stewardship
Council
certification
(FSC)
scheme
Programme
for the
Endorsement
of Forest
certification
(PEFC)
Other
international
forest
management
certification
Other country
specific
management
certification
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%



Overlapping
of certification
schemes

Comments:

FSC and PEFC: [V]22.177ha [B] 1657 [W] Public: 266.500ha Private 34.237ha FSC and PEFC %: [V] 14%
[B] 95.5 [W] Public: 97% Private: 11% [V] FSC = system of group certification open for every forest
under ‘extended forest management plan’. Forest area used as reference= result of Boswijzer 2.0 in
2015 = 164.263ha (+/- 5.899ha).

3. Legal/regulatory frameworks and international commitments
Legal/regulatory frameworks
General
characteristics of
legal/regulatory
framework – formal
authority on main
forest matters is laid
down

in constitution
in legislation enacted by
parliament
in administrative decrees /
regulations
other:

at national level
at sub-national level
other:

& at national level

& in administrative
decrees / regulations

Main forest and SFM
related
legal/regulatory act
with national scope
(e.g. Forest law, act,
code or similar
document)

Name and reference to legal
document:

[W] - Forest Code
http://wallex.wallonie.be/index.php
?doc=11597 [B] - Le Code forestier loi du 19 décembre 1854 Date of enactment:
l’ordonnance du 1er mars 2012
[V]
13/06/1990
relative
à la conservation de la
nature
l'arrêté de désignation du
Date of latest amendment:
Gouvernement de la Région de
[V]
22/06/2018 du 14 avril 2016
Bruxelles-Capitale
portant désignation du site Natura
2000 – BE1000001: « La Forêt de
Soignes avec lisières et domaines
boisés avoisinants et la Vallée de la
Woluwe - complexe Forêt de Soignes
- Vallée de la Woluwe » - l'arrêté du
Gouvernement de la Région de
Bruxelles-Capitale du 24 septembre
2015 portant désignation du site
Natura 2000 - BE1000002 : « Zones
boisées et ouvertes au Sud de la
FOREST EUROPE/UNECE/FAO pan-European questionnaire on the qualitative
Indicators for- complexe
SFM
Région bruxelloise
Verrewinkel – Kinsendael » ; l'arrêté
du Gouvernement de la Région de

Significant changes
in the
legal/regulatory
framework during
last 5 years

Yes
No
If yes, please describe and incl. reason/s for the changes [max. 100
words]

[V] First phase of integration with Decree on nature conservation;
Implementation Natura2000 policy; changes in rules on deforestation;
tuning with changes on other regulations, like environmental licensing,
heritage; fiscal stimuli.

International commitments
Are the following
FOREST EUROPE
instruments explicitly
referred to in the
legal/regulatory act?

Main international
commitments related to
forests signed by the
country

Fully

Partially

FOREST EUROPE Definition of SFM
FOREST EUROPE C&I for SFM
Other: please specify:
[V] Untill 27th of October 2017 the FE
C&I and PEOLG were ‘translated’ into a
specific set of criteria for SFM, endorsed
by Act of the Flemish Government.
In
Yes
No
that act the FE definition of SFM was
CBD
repeated.
Since November 2017 the
AICHI
specific
Flemish
criteria of SFM are
UNCCD
integrated
in
the
new system of
UNFCCC
management
Kyoto
Protocolplanning, including criteria
for integrated
nature management. In
Paris
Agreement
that process,
the specific link with FE is
Alpine
Convention
lost literally,convention
but not conceptually.
Carpathian
Other: Please specify
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No

Significant initiatives
undertaken during last
5 years in
implementation of
international
commitments related
to forests signed by
your country

Comments

Yes
No
If yes, please describe and incl. reason/s for the changes [max. 100
words]

[V] Implementation of Natura2000: new system for management
planning, and setting of targets for forest habitats and forest depending
species. Changes in financial support, following the new system of
management planning. Implementing the Flemish programme in context
of EU rural development programme, e.g. financial support or
afforestation and reforestation.

Please explain [max. 100 words] and provide reference documents
where relevant.

4. FINANCIAL AND ECONOMIC INSTRUMENTS
Main characteristics of
economic policy related
to forests

Please specify objectives of main measures taken to address economic
aspects of publicly owned forests
[max. 100 words]

Promote the use of indigenous tree species. Afforestation and reforestation.
Making management plans. Purchasing lands for afforestation. Management
costs of managing a specific range of certain habitat types, incl. forest
conversion, monitoring. Non-productive investments in line with
Natura2000-policy. Investments and maintenance of recreational
infrastructure. A residual financing subsidy that can be obtained on top of a
subsidy granted under the LIFE program.
Please specify objectives of main measures taken to address economic
aspects of privately owned forests or other
[max. 100 words]

Promote the use of indigenous tree species. Afforestation and reforestation.
Making management plans. Purchasing lands for afforestation and creation
of nature reserves. Management costs of managing a specific range of
certain habitattypes, incl. forest conversion, monitoring. Non-productive
investments in line with Natura2000-policy. Investments and maintenance
of recreational infrastructure. A residual financing subsidy that can be
obtained on top of a subsidy granted under the LIFE program.
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Significant changes in
economic policy related
to forests (public and
private) during the last
five years

Yes
No
If yes, please describe and incl. reason/s for the changes [max. 100 words]

If yes, please describe and incl. reason/s for the changes [max. 100 words]
[V] Implementation of Natura2000: new system for management planning,
and setting of targets for forest habitats and forest depending species.
Changes in financial support, following the new system of management
planning. Expanding the fiscal stimuli. [B ] Implementation of Natura2000:
new system for management planning, slation and setting of targets for
forest habitats and forest depending species.

Comments

Please explain [max. 100 words] and provide reference documents where
relevant.

[V] Main economic instrument are grants, subsidies and fiscal instruments.
Same systems apply for private forests and publicly owned forests, but not
for forests owned by central or regional governments. Only subsidies for
purchase of lands in order to establish nature reserves is not intended for
publicly owned forests. [W] Fiscality is decreasing with the suppression of
inheritance taxes on growing since the new Forest Code (2008)

State/federal forests
management

Please specify financial arrangements related to state-owned forests and
their management
Profit-making or financially self-sufficient forest management
Additional financial support from a state budget to forest
management
Other. Please specify:

& Additional financial support from a state budget to forest
management
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Comments

Please explain [max. 100 words] and provide reference documents where
relevant.

[V] Financial revenues from management of forest owned by Flemish
Government flow to “natuurinvest”. Main source of income are the public
sale of timber from the forests. Every year it involves av. 100,000 m³ of
wood. The timber sales are the most important commercial source of
income for “natuurinvest”, which manages this income as a good steward by
re-investing in nature. “Natuurinvest” is the service provider that generates
resources from nature and invests these funds in knowledge programs,
education, professional training and nature experiences. Several ‘brands’,
products or services are marketed by “natuurinvest”, like Houtverkopen
(auctioning of timber), Natuurlocaties (locations, renting and consessions),
Inverde (education, learning and formation) and Ecopedia (e-platform from
learning and dissemination of information).
Please specify the use of financial instruments for private forests and their
https://www.natuurinvest.be/over-natuurinvest
management. For the EU Member States, please specify separately
expenditure connected to the EU Rural Development Programme Funds.
Grants/subsidies, Please specify:

see above
of which RDPF. Please specify:

[V] afforestation, reforestation, non-productive investments in line with
Natura2000-policy [W] afforestation and reforestation (in one province;
Natura 2000 grants: Financial benefits and grants for ecological restoration
Loans. Please specify:

Government
financial
instruments applied
to private forest
management

Tax measures. Please specify:

[V] To encourage managers of forests and nature areas to opt for a higher
level of ambition in their management planning, various tax advantages are
foreseen. Following tax benefits can be granted for vacant real estate, for
which a nature management plan type 2, 3 or 4 has been drawn up or will be
drawn up: inheritance tax, donation or gift taxes, sales rights, property tax.
The tax exemption applies to both the ground value and the timber value on
stem (value of the wood that can be harvested from the trees in the forest).
[W] Fiscality is decreasing with the suppression of inheritance taxes since
the new Forest Code (2008) and specific efforts in Natura 2000; Exemption
from property tax if Natura 2000;
Other. Please specify:

Indirect support: public subsidies paid to structures developing services for
private forest management - Support Unit for the Small Private Forest
(information for small landowners, development of group forest
management actions ...) - Royal Forestry Society of Belgium (subsidy for
training / information activities, promotion of forest certification) - Walloon
forest (ecological file of species etc.) - Natagriwal (advice to owners
concerned by Natura 2000) ... (Life projects, Interreg ...)
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Please explain [max. 100 words] and provide reference documents where
relevant.

Comments

Year:
Total (million, national
currency)

2017

Of that private sources,
if available (million,
national currency)

Operational expenditure1

Transfer payments to private forests2
Cost of forest administration3 (not
including the costs associated with
managing public forests):
of which…

1,3
84

Forest administration

63,4

Public forest research

15,3

Forest education and training
institutions

5,3

Other institutions. Please specify:

provided figures apply to
[V]

Total expenditure

140.5
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If transfer payments
are made to private
forests, indicate for
what specific
objective(s) – Please
tick all that apply.

Comments

Reforestation
Afforestation
Forest inventory and/or planning
Conservation of forest biodiversity
Protection of soil and water
Forest stand improvement
Climate change adaptation
Establishment or maintenance of protected areas
Recreation
Other, please specify:

Please explain [max. 100 words] and provide reference documents where
relevant.

[V] Protection of soil and water: not specifically, but these services
can be provided through mains of forest management that is site
adapted and subsidised through afforestation/reforestation,
change in species composition etc.
Reporting notes
Please specify the year which the data refers to in the intended box.

1. Operational expenditure includes public and private domestic or external sources of finance (personnel,
materials, operating costs) for operational forest activities (e.g. silviciltural and protective measures). It also
includes expenditure on contract or outsourced activities. It also includes the operating costs associated
with any forest sector incentive schemes.
It excludes public and private capital expenditure on investments in accordance with the national tax laws
(construction and maintenance of forest roads, buildings; investments to equipment, tools, vehicles,
machinery and technologies and other investments e.g. IT and/or intangible investments etc.). Data on
capital expenditure are included in the questionnaire on quantitative indicators (indicator 6.4).
it should exclude the expenditure of publicly owned business entities. Where it is impossible or
inappropriate to separate the activities of publicly owned business entities from other public sector activities
in forest sector, this should be noted and expenditure of the entities should be included in the table. In this
case, please specify in the space left for comments which institutions you included (or not).
It also excludes expenditure on: marketing; trade facilitation; or development projects, where forest is not
the main focus of activities.

2. Transfer payments to private forests includes all government expenditures (including external) on direct
financial incentives (grants or subsidies) paid to non-government and private-sector institutions, enterprises,
communities or individuals operating in the forest sector to implement forest related activities. It excludes tax
incentives; government loans; benefits in kind (free or subsidized materials and/or advice). It also excludes
direct financial incentives available to all individuals and enterprises not specifically related to forest related
activities (e.g. relocation grants, employment subsidies, general training grant schemes).

3. Cost of forest administration is government expenditure on public institutions solely engaged in the forest
sector. It includes all public expenditure (including external) on implementing forest policy and legislation to
the entire forest areas, mainly: expenditures for state administration bodies, support to other forest
institutions (e.g. for research, education, training, forest inventory, management plans).
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Yes, at public level
Yes, at private level
No
If yes, please describe and provide reference documents where
relevant. [max. 100 words]

Are any types of
Payments for
[V] Implementation of Natura2000: new system for management planning,
Ecosystem Services
(PES) schemes applied and setting of targets for forest habitats and forest depending species.
in your country?
Changes in financial support, following the new system of

management planning.
Expanding the fiscal stimuli.
[B ] Implementation of Natura2000: new system for management
planning, slation and setting of targets for forest habitats and forest
depending species.
Note:
Types of markets for example: Public payment schemes for private land owners; Formal markets with open trading
between buyers and sellers; Self-organized private deals.

5. Information and communication
Main characteristics
of informational
means

Is forest monitoring in your country
sufficient for information and
communication needs?

Yes
Partially
No

If no, please specify:

Is there public access to forest
inventory data?

Yes
Partially (e.g. just aggregated data)
No

If yes or partially, please specify:
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Does an official (governmental) forestrelated outreach and communication
strategy exist?

Yes
Partially
No

If yes, please provide reference:

[V] Part of the business plan of the
agency.
https://www.natuurenbos.be/overhet-anb/wie-zijn-we
https://www.natuurenbos.be/beleidwetgeving/natuurbeheer/bosinventa
risatie [B]
https://environnement.brussels/
http://www.foret-de-soignes.be/
Future Sonian Forest Foundation
Does a national report on the state of
sustainable forest management exist?
If yes or partially, please provide
reference/link:

Yes
Partially
No

[V] Available reports doesn’t make us
of all SFM C&I in their full extent.
www.natuurindicatoren.be
https://www.inbo.be/nl/inbonatuurrapport
https://www.natuurenbos.be/beleidwetgeving/natuurbeheer/bosinventa
risatie [W] State of Walloon
Environment
http://etat.environnement.wallonie.b
e/home.html
Is there a national platform for
stakeholder participation in forest
policy development and/or decisionmaking?
If yes or partially, please specify:

Yes
Partially
No

[V] Formally: see strategic advisory
council: for forest issues = MINAraad. Specifically for Flemish Agency
for Nature and Forests: regular
consultation with stakeholders, for
forestry a specific “consultation
group of stakeholders” meets with
the Agency 3 to 4 times a year. [B]
Future Sonian Forest Foundation [W]
no
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Significant changes
in informational
means during last
five years

Yes
No
If yes, please describe and incl. reason/s for the changes [max. 100 words]

[V] New but not yet consolidated system for measuring forest area
(Boswijzer). By the end of 2018: second cycle of the Flemish regional
forest inventory will be completed. Preliminary results are published:
https://www.natuurenbos.be/beleidwetgeving/natuurbeheer/bosinventarisatie

Significant changes in
forest related
communication during
last five years

Yes
No
If yes, please describe and include reason/s for the changes [max. 100 words]

[V] Change in general communication strategy which uses ‘experiencing nature
and forests’ as point of entry, rather than ‘technical and scientific facts and
figures’.

Reporting notes
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2B: Policies, institutions and instruments related to specific criteria
Part 2B requests additional information since the last reporting in 2014 on policies,
institutions and instruments for individual criteria for SFM:
C1. Maintenance and appropriate enhancement of forest resources and their contribution
to global carbon cycles;
C2. Maintenance of forest ecosystem health and vitality;
C3. Maintenance and encouragement of productive functions of forests (wood and nonwood);
C4. Maintenance, conservation and appropriate enhancement of biological diversity in
forest ecosystems;
C5. Maintenance and appropriate enhancement of the protective functions in forest
management (notably soil and water);
C6. Maintenance of other socioeconomic functions and conditions.

Criterion 1 Maintenance and appropriate enhancement of forest resources and their contribution to global carbon cycles

Have policy objectives been formulated with respect to Criterion 1?
Please describe the policy
objectives, including
quantitative targets if any
have been formulated

Please describe any
institutional measures taken
to achieve these objectives

What policy tools have been
put in place to achieve these
objectives (e.g. legal,
financial, communication)?

Please describe
achievements in the area of
Criterion 1 over the past five
years

☒Yes ☐No

(max. 100 words, please)

[V] Better protection of most vulnerable and valuable
forests. Targets for enlarging the area forest habitat
under EU Habitat directive: target to reach by 2050 an
increase of area covered forest habitats listed in the EU
habitat directive of 38.348ha (through afforestation and
conversion of non-habitat forests tot habitat forests. [B]
Better protection of most vulnerable and valuable
forests (max. 100 words, please)

(max. 100 words, please)

[All] No institutional changes needed (max. 100 words,
please)
(max. 100 words, please)

[V] Change of legislation concerning deforestation and
forest compensation. Change of internal directives in
order to assess project proposals concerning
deforestation. New system of management planning and
policy planning for Natura 2000 sites. [B] New system of
management planning and policy planning for Natura
2000 sites. (max. 100 words, please)
(max. 100 words, please)

[V] New system for management planning and
supporting incentives are in place (financial; education;

FOREST EUROPE/UNECE/FAO pan-European questionnaire on the qualitative Indicators for SFM

communication). [All] Targets for Natura 2000 are
decided. (max. 100 words, please)
What are the major
challenges in the area of
Criterion 1, and the major
obstacles to achieving the
policy objectives?

(max. 100 words, please)

[All] Keep implementation on track. Organise
participation and actions at the local site level.(max. 100
words, please)

Criterion 2 Maintenance of forest health and vitality

Have policy objectives been formulated with respect to
☒Yes ☐No
Criterion 2?
Please describe the
(max. 100 words, please)
policy objectives,
including quantitative
[All] More emphasis on enriching species composition in case of
targets if any have
afforestation/reforestation.(max. 100 words, please)
been formulated
Please describe any
institutional
measures taken to
achieve these
objectives
What policy tools
have been put in
place to achieve
these objectives (e.g.
legal, financial,
communication)?

Please describe
achievements in the
area of Criterion 2
over the past five
years

What are the major
challenges in the
area of Criterion 2,
and the major
obstacles to
achieving the policy
objectives?

(max. 100 words, please)

[All] Enhanced cooperation with agency on the federal level that
are responsible for plant health and sanitary policy.(max. 100
words, please)
(max. 100 words, please)

[V] Change in regulations for financial support. Information and
education: awareness rising that diversity in forest composition
and structure helps increasing the vitality and resilience of
forests. [W] Establishment of a regional forest health
observatory (max. 100 words, please)
(max. 100 words, please)

[V] Publications, excursions. Yearly report on the general
condition and vitality of forest.
https://www.inbo.be/nl/vlaanderen-rapporteert-mee-overeuropese-bosvitaliteit-nb-1216 [B] Yearly report on the general
condition and vitality of forest. [W]
http://owsf.environnement.wallonie.be/fr/index.html?IDC=5636
(max. 100 words, please)
(max. 100 words, please)

[All] Invasive species: organise in cost effective way early
warning systems. Reaching a general good quality of the site
conditions (quality of air, water, soil) in combination with
increased quality conditions for specific sites with high
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conservation values [W] Fight against excess of big game, Asian
swine fever and bark beetles (max. 100 words, please)

Criterion 3 Maintenance and encouragement of productive functions of forests (wood and non-wood)

Have policy objectives been formulated with respect to Criterion 3?
Please describe the policy
objectives, including
quantitative targets if any
have been formulated

Please describe any
institutional measures taken
to achieve these objectives

What policy tools have been
put in place to achieve these
objectives (e.g. legal,
financial, communication)?

Please describe
achievements in the area of
Criterion 3 over the past five
years

What are the major
challenges in the area of
Criterion 3, and the major
obstacles to achieving the
policy objectives?

☒Yes ☐No

(max. 100 words, please)

[V] Less restrictive criteria on the management of
uniform forest stands in the new criteria for integrated
nature management. This gives forest managers more
flexibility on the landscape level how the balance
production in the context of overall concept of
multifunctionality. [W] Upstream, strengthen the
resilience of forests and downstream, support better
structuring of the wood-sector
(max. 100 words, please)

[W] Creation of the Walloon Economic Office for Wood

(max. 100 words, please)

[V] Change in legislation and change in internal directives
how to interpret the ‘stand still’ principle. [W]
Publication of “Panorabois” http://www.oewb.be/filiere/panorabois
(max. 100 words, please)

[V] Tools for assessing and forecasting timber production
in light of climate change and multifunctionality. [W]
New updated tool (considering climate change) for
helping manager and owner choosing the right species to
be plant at the right place (station)
(max. 100 words, please)

[V] How to balance and make multifunctionality work:
landscape level vs site or stands level (e.g. large areas of
mono-functional forest stands arranged in a clever way
over time and space vs. more stand and site specific
approach which aims at maximising/optimising as much
as possible forest functions at the same time on the
same spot). Need to revisit policy lines regarding noninvasive exotic tree species. [W] Social representations
of forest by urbanized society increasingly endorsing
trends towards sacralising/untouched forest [W] Facing
the trends of exporting broadleaves to Asia
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Criterion 4 Maintenance, conservation and appropriate enhancement of biological diversity in forest ecosystems

Have policy objectives been formulated with respect to Criterion 4?
Please describe the policy
objectives, including
quantitative targets if any
have been formulated
Please describe any
institutional measures taken
to achieve these objectives

What policy tools have been
put in place to achieve these
objectives (e.g. legal,
financial, communication)?
Please describe
achievements in the area of
Criterion 4 over the past five
years
What are the major
challenges in the area of
Criterion 4, and the major
obstacles to achieving the
policy objectives?

☒Yes ☐No

(max. 100 words, please)

[All] Targets for forest habitats and forest depending
species following the EU Habitat directive.
(max. 100 words, please)

[All] No major changes in institutional measures, accept
protocols to enhance coordination and collaboration.
(max. 100 words, please)

See 1
(max. 100 words, please)

See 1 [V] Gradual but slow increase of area of forest
reserves.
(max. 100 words, please)

See 1

Criterion 5 Maintenance and appropriate enhancement of protective functions in forest management (notably soil and
water)

Have policy objectives been formulated with respect to Criterion 5?
Please describe the policy
objectives, including
quantitative targets if any
have been formulated

Please describe any
institutional measures taken
to achieve these objectives

☒Yes ☐No

(max. 100 words, please)

[V] Enhanced attention for restoration measures and
measures that mitigate impact of high levels of Ndeposits. [B] A new management plan (for the Sonian
Forest) based on protection of stands, soil and water [W]
Strengthen ProSilva approach in public forest
management with particular attention in avoiding
compacting soils
(max. 100 words, please)

[V] Enhanced cooperation on the issue of acidification
and eutrophication due to sustained high levels of N-
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deposits. [B] Changes to the old management plan [W]
Creation of the forest health observatory
What policy tools have been
put in place to achieve these
objectives (e.g. legal,
financial, communication)?

Please describe
achievements in the area of
Criterion 5 over the past five
years
What are the major
challenges in the area of
Criterion 5, and the major
obstacles to achieving the
policy objectives?

(max. 100 words, please)

[V] Modifications in financial support for adaptive and
restoration management. [W] Specific guidelines and
capacity building on ProSilva
(max. 100 words, please)

[W] Dynamic in place for moving forward

(max. 100 words, please)

[All] Supportive scientific evidence and easy to apply
management practices.

Criterion 6 Maintenance of other socio-economic functions and conditions

Have policy objectives been formulated with respect to Criterion 6?
Please describe the policy
objectives, including
quantitative targets if any
have been formulated

Please describe any
institutional measures taken
to achieve these objectives

What policy tools have been
put in place to achieve these
objectives (e.g. legal,
financial, communication)?

Please describe
achievements in the area of
Criterion 6 over the past five
years

☒Yes ☐No

(max. 100 words, please)

[All] Integrated management planning on sites with
importance of cultural heritage values. Increased
attention for recreation in forests.
(max. 100 words, please)

[All] Increased consultation and collaboration with
Agency responsible for Heritage.
(max. 100 words, please)

[All] Change of legislation, pilot project in developing
integrated management plans for sites with cultural
heritage values.
(max. 100 words, please)

[V] Increase of possibilities for youth to play in forests by
means of supplementary ‘summer playing areas’ in
forests. Change in basic rules for hiking in forests
managed by the Flemish Agency for Nature and Forests:
free access unless otherwise indicated. [W]
Implementation of the strategic plan for valorising
tourism in the Walloon forests and support for the
implementation of joint projects [W] Launching an
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experience of private/public partnership focusing on
“slow tourism” in a public forest

What are the major
challenges in the area of
Criterion 6, and the major
obstacles to achieving the
policy objectives?

(max. 100 words, please)

[All] Keeping the balance right between the different
functions and staying ‘in tune’ with society.

2C: Supplementary information on selected major issues
If you wish, provide similar brief information (policy objectives/targets, policy instruments,
achievements, challenges), on specific areas not sufficiently covered in the sections before.
Possible areas, many of which touch more than one criterion, would include:
 legal/regulatory framework to combat illegal logging and associated trade of forest products
 Promotion of the use of sustainably produced forest products
 Water management and flood control through forests
 Forest recreation
 Sustainable forest workforce
 Occupational safety and health

REMARK: Belgium being a federated state, forest-related policies are established and implemented
at regional level. In this report, when/if needed, the region concerned will be indicated as follow [V]:
Flemish region [B]: Brussels region [W]: Walloon region [All]: all three regions
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