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Almga Qr,le thrl‘d of .g;ermany is covered by forests. Althouglf Woadleaf trees Would be a.r]fﬁn feature of tﬁe natural ¥ . has

tﬁegeta;ron.two thi rd#' of the forested area are dominated by Coniferous specres due to mﬁnagemmt interventions. Fy conte%gt-l;f.& ems, and if the multhde of |ts$mer;§§tld'n‘s Wlt@'ﬂuf{lar% Vg, rrﬂrld ga |ng on ecosystemsistaken. * - ®*
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An extensu.ygsystem of legal Rrovisions pertaining to the forest sector exists in Germany At forest OWNEr'S ake uneler the - L SECULI ?menq_ore ugye the Conventron 2l Emlngt,cal QWE@WL;@BD’L g /57 Zé)apf)maCh was'adopted as rs
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-~ lsthe current forest usein Ger many compatlbleW|th the ecosystem approach’? _1_'; Reflnlng the ecog/stem approach t £
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A i % .Our Gase study (Hausler & Scherer-L orenzen, 2001 snows that, by and large_, the principles of the ecosystem approaclq:r s Our case study revealed that principles 5 and 6 are closely overlappr ng and thus could be combi ne?:'l Into a sr" ngle-,. -=.
e i the CBD aresbeing taken into consideration in German forest management However there is certal nly a need for s s principle. The sameapplresto principles 7 and 8 %l'Well as 11 and 12. _f N
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| } rfurther g2e opment e piGs D g ¢ P * .The results suggest that word ng of the ecosystefm approach is not, tangible ehou'gh“'for the promotion or ent,of
B ,:_ 5 In-this respect, the ecosystem approach in its.eurrent form.may only serveasasuperordr nateframework for mtegratr ng i specrflc actwrtr.q_s to-integrate biological diversity considerations into forestry. Therefore we recommenole_thats the
g
o 't-he objectives of the Biodiversity Conventioniato forest management in Germany. ; - : ecoa/stem..approach s'nould be understood as aframework"l"ather than'a modus operandl While it |§certd'r'1ly possible
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{5, - . Based on the concept of multifunctional forest use, the management systems in Germany need to take ecol ogical and ! K to.suc;essfulfly L:SEth; approacth fdor |ntegtrat| nglth]e ;iem:/ =9 the e rel K pOIJCIGS i e adequater s
ety . socral criteria of sustainability more into aecount. This could he achieved thretigh the introduction of‘eeftification '; iy ) e Al el oA L, ey A B kv o Ed7
w4 measures or through further rdevel opment of Forest Programmes on'-a natlonal and fegeral state level. Wb . T,herefore concrete guidelines, including, as appropnate poss1 ble restnctrons that are di rected at specific ecosystems
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Prineiple 1. Societal choice of ecosystem management objectives X Principle 5: Conservation of ecoa/steFrl structure and f'uncti-oning { PrinCiple9: Adaptive management/, to anticipate and cater fore: mewt‘able
. There are often rivalling interests and,gonsequentN Ir,‘io"nfli'cfﬁ over Germahy's. forest ecosystems are” srgrl'_flc tlye Aaltere.o_l by change |
; management objectives. The lnvolv'e"r‘nent Fvarious stakeholders centurjes-old- human influence. Ecosystem Sir ctu% IS human Forestry will have to-déal intensively with adaptation to changi ng -
I In the development of the National, Forest “Brogramme and induced e.g. through chan &s of specres-composrtlon Efl'orts are ecological . conditions especially to man-made phenomena like
certification activities may be f’eaqble.approaches to help selVing being, taken to further c%nvert coniferous monoculturas Into J climate‘change and atrpospheric pollutlon that are largely beyond
sfich conflicts. “ o TR N 3 “stands close tQ natural, vegetation. U \ m’an ement at the'local Ievel They need tqQ g _addressed ‘at o
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Principle 2: Decentralization of management ‘to;l owest ap'ﬁrglﬂnate lexel_, .- T Princ ple 6: Managementy\{lthlrfthe I|m|ts of ecosystem functioni ng Rrinciple 10: ; Apﬁar’opriate bal ance between conservation and use of biodiversity
L6cal forest authorities are in ehange offall’ managemept. aEtlvmes a F an cone ts 6f sustal nable forest management have been . The concept of multifunctional forest use, which gives equal
Depending on the management @elisions to be taken. (eg - developed.-"al‘j'd partly-rmplemented in Germany by different importance to conservation and use, may be difficult to implement
concerning national or international oblrgatlons) centralized "and A stakeholders., Although usi ng‘dlfferent wording they actually since 90 % of proceeds from forests come from timber sales.
decentralized approaches should ideally coexist or be interlinked. . imply amanagement wrthlnt'he Wmits of ecosystem functioning. Therefore, a system of remuneration of ecological services, in
' " Neverthel'ess there IS aneed to further spec‘fy them. <« particular inPrivate forests, should be devel oped without delay.
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Principle 3: Consideration of management effects on other ecowstems ;[  4Principl _e.7 h;horee of appropnate spatial and tenrtporal scales o S Pr‘ inci ple 1. Considerati on of al fqrms of relevant information, knowledge,
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. Although functronal Interactions of ecosystems are comparatlvely " "! M ‘Sgemept a the appropnate spatial scalé will'be d|ff|cult to ' ..-mnoyatrons - practl iy gAY,
f-n * well_ known in Central Europe there isa reed for further research 4 ok achrelﬁp'edause of an ownershlp structure of extremely diverse Forest management In Germany |s based on a long trad|t|on of
s With the mapping of forest bi otopes'in Germany, a first step’ has . sizéMn Centtal European forests the’ plot size for management - ki _' expenence “traditi onal knowledge, .and. research Nevertheless .
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