MedWet/Com6 Report of the Technical Session

[image: image1.jpg]CONVENTION ON WETLANDS
CONVENTION SUR LES ZONES HUMIDES
CONVENCION SOBRE LOS HUMEDALES
(Ramsar, Iran, 1971)

MedWet

The Mediterranean Wetlands Initiative














MedWet/Com6 Technical Session

Tipaza, Algeria, 13 December 2004

Report of the MedWet/Com6 Technical Session

The status of Mediterranean wetlands: current assessments and future priorities

Chair: Nick Davidson, Deputy Secretary General, Ramsar Secretariat

Rapporteurs: Luis Costa (SPEA/BirdLife International) & David Pritchard (RSPB/BirdLife International)

Summary

· Wetland inventory has been a priority of the MedWet Initiative activity from its start, but there is little information available on wetland status and trends of wetlands throughout the Mediterranean basin – this technical session reviewed wetland assessment knowledge and issues and developed recommendations for future MedWet assessment activities;

· Results of a knowledge-based assessment of Mediterranean wetland status and trends conducted by the MedWet Coordination Unit and Ramsar Secretariat in 2004 have found that:

· Overall, more deterioration than improvement of wetland status is occurring now than in the past; with coastal wetlands faring worse than inland wetlands, and wetlands in northern Mediterranean countries faring worse than in southern countries; 
· Major positive drivers of change include conservation measures, local community awareness, cultural values and tourism, although the last can also be an important negative driver, especially in coastal wetlands; and
· Other major negative drivers include urban development, pollution, water abstraction, agricultural intensification and hunting;
· Although many wetland inventories have been undertaken using MedWet Inventory methodology, their results are not yet sufficiently accessible or comprehensive to provide the Mediterranean-wide picture by 2010 called for by Medwet/Com4 ;

· The MedWet Initiative is uniquely placed to develop a partnership approach to a pan-Mediterranean wetland inventory and assessment, with an initial focus on providing such a regional assessment against the global 2010 biodiversity target of significantly reducing the rate of loss of biodiversity – as a guide for action by decision-makers;

· The Technical Session made a series of further recommendations for future activities to strengthen the MedWet Initiative’s inventory and assessment capacity.

A. Background and context

1.
Wetland inventory, assessment and monitoring have been at the core of the Mediterranean Wetland Initiative since its inception, in recognition that a clear understanding of the distribution, size and types of wetlands, and importantly also what is happening to them, forms an essential basis for securing their conservation and wise use.  Such information provides the basis for inter alia the establishment of national priorities for policy and legislative frameworks, and for interventions to address the key drivers of change to wetland ecosystems which are reducing their capacity to deliver ecosystem services.

2.
Indeed, Mediterranean-wide concerns over the deteriorating state of inland and coastal wetlands was the basis of the 1991 Grado Conference which led to the development of the MedWet Initiative.  Furthermore, the initial focus of the Initiative, through the MedWet1 EU-funded project, was the development of a standard Mediterranean wetland inventory methodology and database tools to support its application.  These have now been used for national and sub-national baseline wetland inventory in a number of Mediterranean countries – and the methodology has also been adapted subsequently for use in several countries in other parts of the world.  

3.
Over the last 10 years the partners in the MedWet Initiative have been further developing aspects of the inventory toolkit and its supporting databases, so as to better meet the range of needs and inventory purposes and capacities to under take such work, in different Mediterranean countries.  Such work is on-going, including through the current EU-funded INTERREG IIIC SUDOE project being implemented in Portugal and Spain, which includes the development of monitoring modules and cultural inventory datasheets, and a Web-accessible database. Further developments, covering both inventory and monitoring including indicators, will continue in the INTERREG IIIC CODDE project scheduled to start in 2005.

4.
However, baseline inventory forms just one component of the suite of information needed to inform decision-making on the basis of a sound understanding of what is happening – and where and why – to Mediterranean wetlands.

5.
The Ramsar Convention’s A Framework for wetland inventory, adopted in 2002 by Resolution VIII.6, defines the three different aspects of the information needed, as follows:

Wetland inventory: The collection and/or collation of core information for wetland management, including the provision of an information base for specific assessment and monitoring activities.

Wetland assessment: The identification of the status of, and threats to, wetlands as a basis for the collection of more specific information through monitoring activities.

Wetland monitoring: Collection of specific information for management purposes in response to hypotheses derived from assessment activities, and the use of these monitoring results for implementing management. (Note that the collection of time-series information that is not hypothesis-driven from wetland assessment should be termed surveillance rather than monitoring, as outlined in Resolution VI.1.)

6.
The COP8 Framework for Wetland Inventory also stresses that it is important to distinguish between inventory, assessment and monitoring when designing data gathering exercises, as they require different categories of information. Wetland inventory provides the basis for guiding the development of appropriate assessment and monitoring, but wetland inventories repeated at given time intervals do not alone constitute ‘monitoring’.

7.
In practice the distinction between inventory and assessment is rather diffuse, and many baseline inventory methodologies and initiatives (including the MedWet Inventory methodology and Framework for Wetland Inventory adopted by Ramsar COP8) include some aspects of wetland assessment, notably on wetland ecological services and the pressures (direct drivers of change) to wetland ecosystems (see Table 1).  Hence, those wetland inventories undertaken using the MedWet Inventory methodology have the potential to also yield some assessment of the status and trends of the wetlands they cover. But such assessment information is not yet readily available from many MedWet inventory applications (see below), and in general the main focus of MedWet to date has been on baseline inventory rather than assessment.

Table 1. Core (minimum) wetland inventory data fields for biophysical and management features of wetlands (from Ramsar COP8 Resolution VIII.6 A Framework for Wetland Inventory).  Data fields shown in bold type should generally include assessment information.

	Biophysical features

	· Site name (official name of site and catchment)

· Area and boundary (size and variation, range and average values) *

	· Location (projection system, map coordinates, map centroid, elevation) *

	· Geomorphic setting (where it occurs within the landscape, linkage with other aquatic habitat, biogeographical region) *

	· General description (shape, cross-section and plan view)

	· Climate – zone and major features 

	· Soil (structure and colour)

	· Water regime (periodicity, extent of flooding and depth, source of surface water and links with groundwater)

	· Water chemistry (salinity, pH, colour, transparency, nutrients)

	· Biota (vegetation zones and structure, animal populations and distribution, special features including rare/endangered species)

	Management features

	· Land use – local, and in the river basin and/or coastal zone

	· Pressures on the wetland – within the wetland and in the river basin and/or coastal zone

	· Land tenure and administrative authority – for the wetland, and for critical parts of the river basin and/or coastal zone

	· Conservation and management status of the wetland – including legal instruments and social or cultural traditions that influence the management of the wetland

	· Ecosystem values and benefits (goods and services) derived from the wetland – including products, functions and attributes (see Resolution VI.1) and, where possible, their services to human well-being (see Resolutions VI.23 and VII.8)

	· Management plans and monitoring programs – in place and planned within the wetland and in the river basin and/or coastal zone (see Resolutions 5.7, VI.1, VII.17, and VIII.14)


* These features can usually be derived from topographical maps or remotely sensed images, especially aerial photographs. 
8.
However, there has recently been increasing global recognition of the need for better and more accessible assessment of ecosystem status, including through the use of ecological ‘outcome-oriented’ indicators.  A particular focus has developed from the establishment by the Convention on Biological Diversity, and subsequently adopted by the 2002 Johannesburg World Summit on Sustainable Development (WSSD) of a 2010 biodiversity target to “significantly reduce the rate of loss of biological diversity”.  Also of relevance to the European part of the Mediterranean Basin is an even more challenging EU 2010 target of “halting the loss of biodiversity”.  Governments will need to assess the changes in the status of their ecosystems, including wetlands, so as to be in a position to report on their achievements towards these targets.  The MedWet Initiative partnership is well-placed to support and assist in gaining such understanding.

9.
Also, the need for better understanding through assessments of the vital role of ecosystems and their services in delivering services to maintain human well-being and achieve poverty reduction has been the basis of the ambitious Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (MA) due to report in 2005.    The MedWet Initiative and its extensive, but currently still scattered, knowledge-base has the potential to take the lead in undertaking such Basin-wide assessments.

10.
It is important to note that the MA has described its assessment approach as a “policy-relevant scientific assessment”, and describes a scientific assessment as one which: “…applies the judgment of experts to existing knowledge to provide scientifically credible answers to policy relevant questions.”  Implicit in this approach, which has been endorsed and supported by a wide range of governmental and intergovernmental organizations including the Ramsar Convention is that, building on baseline inventory, scientific assessment: 

a) involves expert judgments based on available information; and 

b) must present its expert opinions in a style and format which is clear and useful to those making     policy-relevant decisions.

B. Objectives of the MedWet/Com6 Technical Session

11.
Given the long-standing focus and priority of the MedWet Initiative on wetland inventory, and in the light of the increasing need for, and recognition of, the importance of assessment as an essential basis for decision-making, the Technical Session aimed to:

i.
review current approaches to wetland inventory and assessment in the Mediterranean Basin;

ii.
review the available knowledge on the past and present status and trends of the Mediterranean wetland resource;

iii.
look forward beyond baseline inventory to the development of innovative approaches to wetland assessment and its reporting, drawing on existing, but often difficult to access, data sources and knowledge;

iv.
identify the future priorities for the MedWet Initiative’s unique technical, NGO and governmental partnership network for the further development of wetland inventory and especially assessment and monitoring; and

v.
identify ways and means of ensuring future assessment outputs and products developed through the MedWet Initiative can be made readily accessible in the style and forms of language in which they can be used readily by decision-makers.

C. Presentations

12.
Presentations were made on the following topics:

1.  Wetlands & human well-being: the outcomes of the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment and the Ramsar Convention - Nick Davidson, Ramsar Convention Secretariat


The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (MA) is an international scientific assessment designed to meet needs defined by users such as Ramsar and other Conventions.  It focuses on ecosystem services, and the implications of current status and trends of these for human well-being.  Products due to be finalised during 2005 include a data catalogue, technical assessment reports from four working groups (on conditions, scenarios, responses, and a suite of sub-global assessments); and Summaries for Decision-Makers.  A conceptual framework has also been published.  In addition there will be six “synthesis reports” for different end-user constituencies, including one focused on wetlands and the Ramsar Convention – Wetlands and water: ecosystems and human well-being.   The findings of the MA show clearly the value of wetlands but also their serious decline, and make clear that maintaining these ecosystems is crucial for achieving a range of human needs, including those defined by the Millennium Development Goals.

2.  A qualitative assessment of the status of Mediterranean wetlands – Michèle Stark, Ramsar Convention Secretariat & MedWet Coordination Unit


This questionnaire survey of Mediterranean wetlands, based on expert judgement by individuals closely associated with wetland sites, drew a high response rate and offers an approach which has already been picked up in other work by Wetlands International and the Ramsar STRP.  Views on past trends (over the 13-year life of MedWet), current status and current trends have been analysed for the Mediterranean as a whole and also separately for inland and coastal sites, northern and southern countries etc.  Overall, more deterioration than improvement is recorded for the present than the past; with coastal wetlands faring worse than inland wetlands, and wetlands in northern countries faring worse than in southern countries.  Major positive drivers include conservation measures, local community awareness, cultural values and tourism, though the last can also be an important negative driver, especially in coastal wetlands.  Other major negative drivers include urban development, pollution, water abstraction, agricultural intensification and hunting.  Three-quarters of respondents indicated that Ramsar site designation had been influential in helping the maintenance of wetland ecosystem health.  More detailed analyses on these and other points are in preparation.

3.  Observatory and Vision for Mediterranean wetlands – Jean Jalbert, Station Biologique de la Tour du Valat


Despite much scientific investigation over many years, there is still no basic reliable picture of the status of wetlands in the Mediterranean.  The proposal for an “observatory” aims to tackle this.  It would especially aim to illuminate the picture of trends, and to offer a tool for monitoring the impact of conservation actions such as those elaborated in the framework of MedWet, and identifying future threats.  Creating a wide scientific consensus on these issues is a key component of the concept, as is the extraction and presentation of messages in forms which are attractive to decision-makers.  The Station Biologique de la Tour du Valat offered to catalyse a partnership effort, which would draw in datasets from a range of programmes such as those operated by MedWet countries, Ramsar International Organisation Partners and others.  The term “observatory” relates to an information and assessment system, and does not necessarily imply a physical entity.  The concept was offered to Committee members as a  concept. Should the Committee wish to develop the idea of the “observatory concept, financing of the observatory would become an issue.

4.  Towards a pan-Mediterranean Wetland Inventory – Pere Tomas Vives, Station Biologique de la Tour du Valat/Eleni Fitoka, EKBY


MedWet/Com4 (2001) urged all partners involved to work towards the goal of a compatible inventory of all Mediterranean wetlands by the year 2010, and the MedWet Inventory Working Group (MW/IWG) was established to support developing such inventory.  Preliminary results of MW/IWG work so far in gathering inventory data from around the region were presented.  The Group is assessing the feasibility of a pan-Mediterranean system and identifying gaps in inventory coverage, with a view to making recommendations about possible ways forward.  A range of compatibility issues arises between different datasets, and most systems are still incomplete by comparison with their intended coverage, while some are also rather out-of-date.  However, a valuable pool of relevant data does exist and could be better harnessed and better used.  Recommendations for addressing this include enhancing meta-data (the inventory of inventories), promoting common standards, further developing partnership cooperation, and designing internet-based data collation protocols.  Funding for these activities will need to be sought.  (See also document MWC6.6).

5.  The way forward: proposals for the future development and application of the MedWet Inventory and Monitoring methodology – Joao Carlos Farinha, CEZH/ICN/ Eleni Fitoka, EKBY.


This presentation aired potential methods for stimulating more complete and coherent inventory in the region, such as the internet-based database being explored through the INTERREG-SUDOE project.  Hierarchical approaches to datasheets, allowing different data-providers to address different geographical scales, were also seen as having potential.  The SUDOE project is also testing possible improvements to habitat classification systems and a Mediterranean wetland typology.  The most useful approach in this field, rather than altering or devising any new system, is providing a key to the correspondence between terminologies etc. in use in different systems and different countries.  There is a case also for enhanced efforts in training and technical support on inventory methodologies, and on better harmonisation of methodologies generally
13.
Other brief contributions on relevant inventory and assessment initiatives were made by WWF (on the Living Planet Index), BirdLife International (on species and Important Bird Areas monitoring) and the Barcelona Convention (on habitat listing and harmonisation of methodologies).

D.  Discussion topics

14.
The focus of discussions was on issues of wetland assessment rather than simply baseline inventory of wetlands; and on consideration of the application and end-use of assessment information, so as to inform consideration of what products should be generated, by whom and by what mechanisms.  Discussions sought to identify the special added value which the MedWet Initiative can bring by taking a pan-Mediterranean approach, and to afford priority to purposes which draw to best effect on this regional perspective.

15.
Discussion issues covered the following:

i. Who are the key end-users of assessment information which can be provided through MedWet Initiative activities?

ii. What role can be played by qualitative knowledge-based assessments of the status and trends of wetlands?

iii. What should be the scope of the MedWet Initiative´s role in the assessment field?

iv. What kind of assessment outputs is the MedWet Initiative best placed to deliver? and

v. What structures and processes might be developed to improve inventory and assessment activity in the framework of the MedWet Initiative?

16.
Main points raised under each of these questions are summarised below.

Who are the key end-users of assessment information which can be provided through MedWet Initiative activities?

17.
MedWet as an entity, and in particular its individual government members, can benefit from findings produced through the Initiative as a kind of “self-assessment” of progress in achieving its objectives.  There is a link here with efforts being made by the Ramsar Convention to develop ecological “outcome-oriented” indicators of the effectiveness of its implementation.

18.
More proactively, wetland-related assessment information is vital for influencing policy-makers and decision-makers at all levels and across a range of relevant sectors.  This can be achieved directly but also indirectly, through for example promoting greater public awareness and understanding of the values of wetlands.  Thus the general public should be regarded as one category of end-user, and relevant materials tailored accordingly.

19.
The MedWet Initiative can also generate findings about the region which met the needs of wider (e.g. global) processes.  Several of these processes were mentioned in the presentation on the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (MA), whose own end-users include global Conventions such as Ramsar, the Convention on Biological diversity (CBD) and the UN Convention to Combat Desertification, as well as, inter alia the private sector.  The MA has included a number of “sub-global assessments” for such audiences, but none of these focused on the Mediterranean.  MedWet has a potential opportunity to offer something which would make up for this in relation to Mediterranean wetland ecosystems, and hence to feed in to important wider processes such as global debates on environmental governance related to water, decisions on priorities for funding under the Global Environment Facility, and efforts to achieve the Millennium Development Goals.

20.
A further specific opportunity in this field is the target adopted by the Convention on biological Diversity (CBD) and by governments at the World Summit on Sustainable Development in 2002, to reduce significantly the rate of loss of biodiversity by the year 2010.  Defining priority steps to achieve this in relation to wetland-related biodiversity in the Mediterranean, and evaluating progress towards this dimension of the target, are functions where the MedWet Initiative appears to be pre-eminently placed to make an authoritative and definitive contribution at the scale of the Mediterranean Basin.  This is an example where a “need” has already been clearly defined, with the strongest political backing.

21.
All those engaged in action to promote conservation and wise use of wetlands in the Mediterranean, including NGOs pursuing campaigns and other activities in defence of threatened sites, or more general policy advocacy, will benefit from MedWet inventory and assessment outputs, often in particular from the wider context and authority which MedWet provides.

22.
In particular, attention should focus on key policy drivers of change to wetlands in the Mediterranean Basin, such as agricultural intensification and coastal development, and assessments should be targeted at those responsible for the policy sectors which are relevant to these drivers.

What role can be played by qualitative knowledge-based assessments of the status and trends of wetlands?

23.
The pilot questionnaire-based assessment presented by Michele Stark was welcomed as a valuable rapid method of gaining a broad picture of informed perceptions and judgements about wetland condition and trends in the region.  It is also a low-cost approach, particularly when the survey is conducted through e-mails and web-access methods.  The technique enables comparison of inland wetlands with coastal ones, northern countries with southern ones, and so on.  It has already usefully influenced work by Wetlands International and the Ramsar Scientific and Technical Review Panel.

24.
In particular, although based on qualitative opinion such a knowledge-based assessment, if repeated in a consistent way from time to time, can be a very valid a way of shedding light on changes from one period to another.  A key finding of this initial work which already seems clear is that there is an increase in the proportion of wetlands currently regarded as deteriorating, compared with 13 years ago when the MedWet initiative was launched.

25.
Assessments of this kind also have great value in helping to refine the targeting of other work, for example prioritising work on policy sectors which are shown to be the primary drivers of wetland change (such as agriculture).

What should be the scope of the MedWet Initiative´s role in the assessment field?

26.
The MedWet Initiative was established as a response to the perceived deteriorating state of Mediterranean wetlands in the 1990s.  Therefore, it should be a primary source of information on this issue – yet to date such Mediterranean-wide information has not been sought by the Initiative, other than in the last few months through the knowledge-based assessment and the pilot attempt to access and compile inventory database information.  The Initiative has potential to develop a consensus view among a broad range of stakeholders, including the scientific community, NGOs and governments across the region in a balanced way.

27.
This leads to a consideration of the role of the Initiative in providing information and best informed opinion as a basis for policy development and policy response: in other words should the initiative develop a collective view on these issues for feedback to its constituency?.

What kind of assessment outputs is the MedWet Initiative best placed to deliver?

28.
The MedWet Initiative has key role in forming an overview of information relating to wetlands in the Mediterranean area as a whole.  In this, it will often be as important to synthesise, or simply promote more widely, information which already exists or is already being collected through existing processes.

29.
Knowledge-based assessments of the kind presented at this meeting (as discussed above), or similar approaches, can be a valuable type of product from the MedWet Initiative. From the experience of the pilot MedWet assessment project, collecting opinions from the wetland site level appears to be most appropriate and provides the clearest analysable picture.

30.
In its “overview” position, the MedWet Initiative also has an important role in addressing issues of wetland typologies, terminology etc, where a variety of approaches are in operation.  However, the most useful role here will be to further ‘map’ correspondences between existing systems, rather than trying to rationalise them or inventing new typologies.

What structures and processes might be developed to improve inventory and assessment activity in the framework of the MedWet Initiative?

31.
Design and construction of inventories and meta-inventories is a core field of activity in MedWet.  Methodological consistency and data completeness are still significant challenges, which continue to be addressed by the Wetland Inventory Working Group.  It may be appropriate for the remit of this Group to be reviewed in relation to dealing with inventory, assessment and monitoring in an integrated way in future.  In this it could build from the integrated framework for wetland inventory, assessment and monitoring currently being prepared by the Ramsar STRP, and foreseen to be adopted by Ramsar Parties at COP9.

32.
The concept of an “observatory” for Mediterranean wetlands was recognised as an approach for enhancing coordination of common perspectives across the region.  Its exact form could be either physical or virtual, and its viability, in terms of resourcing and participation of partners, would need to be sought and assured.  To provide the most effective mechanism for the Team and MedWet/Com, the work of such an “observatory” must integrate with the existing Inventory Working Group.

33.
Ramsar STRP National Focal Points could be important facilitators and through the Initiative be encourage to assist in the identification of relevant experts within countries, and the compilation and exchange of information on the status and trends of wetlands in their countries.  Ramsar Parties’ national reports to COP could also play an valuable role in providing information summarised at the national scale.

34.
Preliminary analyses of available inventory information in the region are still very incomplete.  The meeting appealed to all who may be aware of relevant inventory activity to provide details of it to the MedWet Inventory Working Group.

35.
Several assessment activities of programmes and organisations with links to the MedWet Initiative could be fed in to greater effect to its Mediterranean overview.  These should include (among others) WWF´s Living Planet Index, BirdLife International´s Important Bird Areas monitoring, Wetlands International´s International Waterbird Census and Waterbird Population Estimates, and IUCN´s Red List system.  Processes such as these should be encouraged where possible to produce analyses which can distinguish Mediterranean wetland-related sub-sets of wider (e.g. global) datasets and assessments.

36.
Monitoring and indicators implemented by EU countries (and some others) in the context of the EU Water Framework Directive could contribute information to assessment activities within MedWet.

37.
Several participants stressed the need and the opportunity for training to go hand-in –hand with enhancements of inventory and assessment at national level.

38.
A need was also identified for better promotion of information and assessment products, especially to sectors beyond those primarily responsible for wetlands conservation and wise use.  This should be a key part of MedWet´s activities on communication, education and public awareness (CEPA), and  through web-based methods good opportunities are available.
E.  Strategies and opportunities

39.
The following recommendations for the future strategy and prioritisation for the MedWet Initiative’s efforts in wetland inventory and assessment are derived from the discussions reported in section D. above: 

Wetland baseline inventory and its links with wetland assessment in the Mediterranean

i.
Continued assistance to all MedWet partners and countries in achieving the goal of a compatible inventory of all Mediterranean wetlands by the year 2010, as established by the Fourth Meeting of the Mediterranean Wetlands Committee (Sesimbra, Portugal, 21-23 May 2001), should continue as a priority;
ii. 
Mediterranean countries undertaking inventories should continue to be encouraged as far as possible to design them so as to follow the MedWet approach, and those who have not yet begun such activity should be encouraged to do so by 2010, and should also consider where appropriate doing so on a joint/transboundary basis;

iii.
Efforts already underway by the Initiative’s Inventory Working Group IWG) to compile at a supra-national scale the results of wetland inventories in the Mediterranean Basin should continue, and should include as important functions of the MedWet Initiative led by the IWG:

· addressing issues of compatibility and accessibility between different initiatives;

· mapping the correspondences between different systems of terminology; 

· establishing and populating a meta-database of existing wetland inventories in the Mediterranean region
; and

· including and analysing wetland assessment information contained in these inventories;

iv.
The MedWet Initiative should continue its efforts to develop and update its wetland inventory methodology and tools to:

· provide increasingly flexible and versatile approaches to inventory, including simple, hierarchical approaches for situations where capacity is limited; 

· capitalise on new technologies, including the potential of remote-sensing techniques; and 

· seek to link with, and capitalise on, other projects and initiatives on such aspects
; and

v.
In support of reaching the 2010 MedWet inventory goal, the MedWet Inventory Working Group (IWG) and its members should become increasingly proactive, open and supportive in assisting all concerned with wetland inventory applications, including inter alia through providing training.

Priorities issues to consider in developing a Mediterranean-wide wetland assessment initiative

vi.
The MedWet Initiative should focus more of its future attention to wetland assessment, especially in relation to contributing to reporting against the WSSD/CBD target of significantly reducing the rate of biodiversity loss by the year 2010, and gaining insight into the effectiveness of MedWet’s own activities;

vii.
A key added value of the MedWet Initiative is in being able to present a pan-Mediterranean perspective – assessment reporting at this scale should be the priority;

viii.
The MedWet Initiative has a powerful opportunity to develop multi-stakeholder consensus on wetland issues across the region, and should become the primary authoritative source of wetland assessment perspectives – and provide the basis for its members, as appropriate, to advocate policy responses;

ix.
A target for a MedWet wetland assessment initiative should be to prepare an assessment report for the “status and trends of Mediterranean wetland biodiversity in 2010”; and in particular develop a response (for wetland-related biodiversity in Mediterranean) to the WSSD/CBD biodiversity target of 2010;

x.
Assessment work should be based on the clear definition of user needs, and involve governments (MedWet/Com countries) in the development of the assessment design, so as to ensure that key end-users will receive the assessment information they need to support informed decision-making;

xi.
Since transmitting clear messages from scientific assessment to decision-makers, including those in other government etc. sectors is a key objective of an assessment, the involvement of CEPA experts in the design and reporting of assessment work is essential – and the MedWet CEPA Working Group should contribute advice throughout; 

xii.
Alongside quantitative approaches, qualitative, knowledge-based assessment techniques have great promise as low-cost rapid assessment methods for gaining a picture of wetland status and trends – and are in line with the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment’s approach and description of a scientific assessment (“an assessment which applies the judgment of experts to existing knowledge to provide scientifically credible answers to policy relevant questions.”);
xiii.
The results of the “knowledge-based qualitative assessment of the status of Mediterranean wetlands” undertaken by the MedWet Coordination Unit and Ramsar Secretariat in 2004 and reported during this Technical Session should be prepared as a report for circulation to all MedWet/Com members, and a full report should also be considered for wider publication, perhaps as an issue of the Ramsar Technical Report Series;

xiv.  
Analyses should be undertaken, where possible, to compare qualitative assessments of the kind referred to in xiii. above, with quantitative research (including from assessment aspects of wetland inventories), so as to evaluate and report on the extent of concordance of their findings;

xv.
Assessments should address not only the direct drivers of change to wetland ecosystems, but also the policy implications of the indirect drivers of change – and be directed towards policy advocacy in sectors responsible for key drivers of wetland change;

xvi.
Assessments should, wherever appropriate, be compiled from site-scale information, since this yields the finest-grain dataset, which can then be aggregated to report patterns of status of trends at different spatial scales. Habitat assessments at only larger scales can mask the variability in wetland status and so give a misleading impression:  but larger scales are more appropriate for some other features, e.g. for migratory waterbirds at the scale of biogeographic populations;

xvii.
An assessment process developed under the MedWet Initiative should provide a focus and purpose for the provision Mediterranean-based extracts from other existing monitoring and assessment processes (including those inter alia undertaken by Ramsar’s International Organisation Partners), as elements to be included in the syntheses of such information; and

xviii.
Assessments compiled through the MedWet Initiative can make a valuable regional contribution to the future work of the Ramsar STRP in reporting on the status and trends of Ramsar sites, and as far as possible in the context of wetlands in general, as requested by Ramsar COP8.

Establishing mechanisms for Mediterranean-wide wetland assessment
xix.
A coordination mechanism for Mediterranean wetland assessment will be needed to encourage, and bring together, a wetland assessment partnership, and the results from different aspects and elements of assessment of wetland habitats, species and drivers of change to wetland ecosystems; 

xx.
The MedWet Team, in light of the conclusions of this Technical Session, taking account of proposals made for an “observatory” concept by Station Biologique de la Tour du Valat and other possible mechanisms, and working with countries to define user needs, should review and propose the most effective coordination mechanism for wetland-related assessment activity in the MedWet area, and provide advice on this to the MedWet/Com7 meeting in November 2005. 

xxi.
These proposals should include evaluation of whether the role and terms of reference of the existing MedWet Inventory Working Group should be expanded to provide an advisory group for wetland assessment in the Mediterranean region.

xxii.
There are many collaborators, some including BirdLife International, WWF, IUCN and Wetlands International already identified during the Technical Session discussions, who should be encouraged to contribute aspects of wetland assessment information through an open partnership approach, facilitated through the MedWet Initiative; and

xxiii.
The Ramsar Convention’s Scientific and Technical Review Panel’s National Focal Points (STRP NFPs) in Mediterranean countries should be engaged in any MedWet assessment process, and encouraged and supported to collect and compile site-based assessments from their countries.

------------------------------






� Note. The inventory metadata model adopted by COP8 Resolution VIII.6 is now being implemented as a web-based metadatabase by Wetlands International as part of the European Space Agency “GlobWetland” project (which includes several Mediterranean countries) , and any proposed MedWet metadatabase work could be in collaboration with this initiative.





� Note. Recent discussions have taken place between the Ramsar Secretariat and NASA concerning the potential to establish a Protected Area Archive (PAA) of NASA satellite imagery, with an initial focus on Mediterranean Ramsar sites as a support to the Medwet Initiative, and this opportunity should be followed-up by the MedWet Team and its Inventory Working Group.
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