
Ramsar National Report to COP13

COP13 National Report

Background information

1. The COP13 National Report Format (NRF) has been approved by the Standing Committee 52 for the

Ramsar Convention’s Contracting Parties to complete as their national reporting to the 13th meeting of the

Conference of the Contracting Parties of the Convention (United Arab Emirates, 2018).

 

2. The Standing Committee through Decision SC52-07 has also agreed that an online National Reporting

format could be made available to Parties by keeping the off-line system and requested the Secretariat to

present an evaluation for the next COP regarding the use of the on-line system. 

3. The National Report Format is being issued by the Secretariat in 2016 to facilitate Contracting Parties’

implementation planning and preparations for completing the Report. The deadline for submission of

national targets is by 30 November 2016 and the deadline for submission of completed National Reports is

January 21st 2018. 

4. Following Standing Committee discussions, this COP13 NRF closely follows that of the NRF used for

COP12, to permit continuity of reporting and analysis of implementation progress by ensuring that

indicator questions are as far as possible consistent with previous NRFs (and especially the COP12 NRF). It

is also structured in terms of the Goals and Strategies of the 2016-2024 Ramsar Strategic Plan adopted at

COP12 as Resolution XII.2.

 

5. This COP13 NRF includes 92 indicator questions. In addition, Section 4 is provided as an optional Annex

in order to facilitate the task of preparing the Party’s National Targets and Actions for the implementation

of each of the targets of the Strategic Plan 2016-2024 according to Resolution XII.2.

 

6. As was the case for previous NRF, the COP13 Format includes an optional section (Section 5) to permit a

Contracting Party to provide additional information, on indicators relevant to each individual Wetland of

International Importance (Ramsar Site) within its territory.

 

7. Note that, for the purposes of this national reporting to the Ramsar Convention, the scope of the term

“wetland” is that of the Convention text, i.e. all inland wetlands (including lakes and rivers), all nearshore

coastal wetlands (including tidal marshes, mangroves and coral reefs) and human-made wetlands (e.g. rice

paddy and reservoirs), even if a national definition of “wetland” may differ from that adopted by the

Contracting Parties to the Ramsar Convention.

 

The purposes and uses of national reporting to the Conference of the Contracting Parties

 

8. National Reports from Contracting Parties are official documents of the Convention and are made

publicly available on the Convention’s website.

 

9. There are seven main purposes for the Convention’s National Reports. These are to: 

  i) provide data and information on how, and to what extent, the Convention is being implemented 

  ii) provide tools for countries for their national planning 

  iii) capture lessons and experience to help Parties plan future action; 

  iv) identify emerging issues and implementation challenges faced by Parties that may require further

attention from the Conference of the Parties; 

  v) provide a means for Parties to account for their commitments under the Convention; 

  vi) provide each Party with a tool to help it assess and monitor its progress in implementing the

Convention, and to plan its future priorities; and 

  vii) provide an opportunity for Parties to draw attention to their achievements during the triennium. 

10. The data and information provided by Parties in their National Reports have another valuable purpose

as well, since a number of the indicators in the National Reports on Parties’ implementation provide key

sources of information for the analysis and assessment of the “ecological outcome-oriented indicators of
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effectiveness of the implementation of the Convention”.

 

11. To facilitate the analysis and subsequent use of the data and information provided by Contracting

Parties in their National Reports, the Ramsar Secretariat holds in a database all the information it has

received and verified. The COP13 reports will be in an online National Reporting system.

 

12. The Convention’s National Reports are used in a number of ways. These include: 

  i) providing an opportunity to compile and analyze information that contracting parties can use to inform

their national planning and programming. 

  ii) providing the basis for reporting by the Secretariat to each meeting of the Conference of the Parties on

the global, national and regional implementation, and the progress in implementation, of the Convention.

This is provided to Parties at the COP as a series of Information Papers, including: 

    * the Report of the Secretary General on the implementation of the Convention at the global level; 

    * the Report of the Secretary General pursuant to Article 8.2 (b), (c), and (d) concerning the List of

Wetlands of International Importance); and 

    * the reports providing regional overviews of the implementation of the Convention and its Strategic

Plan in each Ramsar region; 

  iii) providing information on specific implementation issues in support of the provision of advice and

decisions by Parties at the COP. 

  iv) providing the source data for time-series assessments of progress on specific aspects in the

implementation of the Convention included in other Convention products. An example is the summary of

progress since COP3 (Regina, 1997) in the development of National Wetland Policies, included as Table 1 in

Ramsar Wise Use Handbook 2 (4th edition, 2010); and 

  v) providing information for reporting to the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) on the national

implementation of the CBD/Ramsar Joint Work Plan and the Ramsar Convention’s lead implementation role

on wetlands for the CBD. In particular, the Ramsar Secretariat and STRP used the COP10 NRF indicators

extensively in 2009 to prepare contributions to the in-depth review of the CBD programme of work on the

biological diversity of inland water ecosystems for consideration by CBD SBSTTA14 and COP10 during 2010

(see UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/14/3). Similar use of COP12 NRF indicators is anticipated for the CBD’s next such

in-depth review.

The structure of the COP13 National Report Format

Section 1 provides the institutional information about the Administrative Authority and National Focal

Points for the national implementation of the Convention. 

Section 2 is a ‘free-text’ section in which the Party is invited to provide a summary of various aspects of

national implementation progress and recommendations for the future. 

Section 3 provides the 92 implementation indicator questions, grouped under each Convention

implementation Goals and Targets in the Strategic Plan 2016-2024, and with an optional ‘free-text’ section

under each indicator question in which the Contracting Party may, if it wishes, add further information on

national implementation of that activity. 

Section 4 is an optional annex to allow any Contracting Party that has developed national targets to

provide information on the targets and actions for the implementation of each of the targets of the

Strategic Plan 2016-2024. 

In line with Resolution XII.2, which encourages Contracting Parties “to develop and submit to the

Secretariat on or before December 2016, and according to their national priorities, capabilities and

resources, their own quantifiable and time-bound national and regional targets in line with the targets set

in the Strategic Plan”, all Parties are encouraged to consider using this comprehensive national planning

tool as soon as possible, in order to identify the areas of highest priority for action and the relevant

national targets and actions for each target. 

The planning of national targets offers, for each of them, the possibility of indicating the national priority

for that area of activity as well as the level of resourcing available, or that could be made available during

the triennium, for its implementation. In addition, there are specific boxes to indicate the National Targets

for implementation by 2018 and the planned national activities that are designed to deliver these targets. 

Ramsar Strategic Plan 2016-2024 shows the synergies between CBD Aichi Biodiversity Targets and Ramsar

Targets. Therefore, the NRF provide an opportunity that Contracting Parties indicate as appropriate how the

actions they undertake for the implementation of the Ramsar Convention contribute to achievement of the

Aichi Targets according to paragraph 51 of Resolution XII.3. 

Section 5 is an optional annex to allow any Contracting Party that so wishes to provide additional

information regarding any or all of its Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar Sites).

Ramsar National Report to COP13 [Jelena Ducic] Page 2 of 58



General guidance for completing and submitting the COP13 National Report Format

All Sections of the COP13 NRF should be completed in one of the Convention’s official languages (English,

French, Spanish). 

The deadline for submission of the completed NRF is January 21st 2018. It will not be possible to include

information from National Reports received after that date in the analysis and reporting on Convention

implementation to COP13. 

The deadline for submission of national targets is by 30 November 2016 

To help Contracting Parties refer to relevant information they provided in their National Report to COP12,

for each appropriate indicator a cross-reference is provided to the equivalent indicator(s) in the COP12 NRF

or previous NRF, shown thus: {x.x.x} 

For follow up and where appropriate, a cross-reference is also provided to the relevant Key Result Area

(KRA) relating to Contracting Parties implementation in the Strategic Plan 2009-2015. 

Only Strategic Plan 2016-2024 Targets for which there are implementation actions for Contracting Parties

are included in this reporting format; those targets of the Strategic Plan that do not refer directly to Parties

are omitted (e.g. targets 6 and 14). 

For each indicator question you can choose only one answer. If you wish to provide further information or

clarification, do so in the additional information box below the relevant indicator question. Please be as

concise as possible (maximum of 500 words in each free-text box). 

The NRF should ideally be completed by the principal compiler in consultation with relevant colleagues in

their agency and others within the government and, as appropriate, with NGOs and other stakeholders who

might have fuller knowledge of aspects of the Party’s overall implementation of the Convention. The

principal compiler can save the document at any point and return to it later to continue or to amend

answers. Compilers should refer back to the National Report submitted for COP12 to ensure the continuity

and consistency of information provided. 

If you have any questions or problems, please contact the Ramsar Secretariat for advice

(nationalreports@ramsar.org).
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Section 1: Institutional Information

Important note: the responses below will be considered by the Ramsar Secretariat as the definitive list of

your focal points, and will be used to update the information it holds. The Secretariat’s current information

about your focal points is available at http://www.ramsar.org/search-contact.

Name of Contracting Party

The completed National Report must be accompanied by a letter in the name of the Head of Administrative

Authority, confirming that this is the Contracting Party’s official submission of its COP13 National Report. It can be

attached to this question using the "Manage documents" function (blue symbol below)

› Republic of Serbia

You have attached the following documents to this answer.

Letter.pdf

Designated Ramsar Administrative Authority

Name of Administrative Authority

› Ministry of Environmental Protection

Head of Administrative Authority - name and title

› Mr Goran Trivan, Minister

Mailing address

› Bul. Mihaila Pupina 2

11070 Belgrade

Serbia

Telephone/Fax

› +381 11 311 02 71

Email

› kabinet@ekologija.gov.rs

Designated National Focal Point for Ramsar Convention Matters

Name and title

› Jelena Ducic, senior adviser, Sector for Nature Protection and Climate Change

Mailing address

› Omladinskih brigada 1

11070 Belgrade

Serbia

Telephone/Fax

› +381 11 36 2222 1

Email

› jelena.ducic@ekologija.gov.rs

Designated National Focal Point for Matters Relating to The Scientific and Technical

Review Panel (STRP)

Name and title

› Nikola Stojnic, ornithologist, Head of Department for species and habitats

Name of organisation

› Provincial Institute for Nature Conservation

Mailing address

› Radnicka 20a

21000 Novi Sad

Serbia

Telephone/Fax

› +381 21 4896 301 /+381 21 6616 252 (fax)
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Email

› nikola.stojnic@pzzp.rs

Designated Government National Focal Point for Matters Relating to The Programme

on Communication, Education, Participation and Awareness (CEPA)

Name and title

› Natasa Panic, Head of Department for education and publishing

Name of organisation

› Institute for Nature Conservation of Serbia

Mailing address

› Dr Ivana Ribara 91

11070 Belgrade

Serbia

Telephone/Fax

› +381 11 2093 801/ +381 11 2093 867 (fax)

Email

› natasa.panic@zzps.rs

Designated Non-Government National Focal Point for Matters Relating to The

Programme on Communication, Education, Participation and Awareness (CEPA)

Name and title

›

Name of organisation

›

Mailing address

›

Telephone/Fax

›

Email

›
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Section 2: General summary of national implementation progress

and challenges

In your country, in the past triennium (i.e., since COP12 reporting)

A. What have been the five most successful aspects of implementation of the

Convention?

1)

› In legislative point of view, in 2015 the Government of Republic of Serbia has adopted the Decree on

proclamation of protected area Special Nature Reserve ‘Peštersko polje’ (’Official Gazzette of the RS’

no.114/2015 ), I kategory according to Serbian Law, protected area of international and exeptional importance

(2015/12/31). It’s also a part of ecological network of the Republic of Serbia. Total protected area is 3117, 97

ha and Ramsar site is on 3,455 hectares. Performing all works that could disturb or modify the

geomorphologic and pedological characteristics of the area, which primarily relates to soil degradation,

pollution and irrational use, as well as the exploitation of mineral resources (peat, stone, materials of river

beds and lakes) and waste disposal as well as construction of surface exploitation fields of peat and

associated infrastructure, are prohibited according to the Decree on proclamation.

In 2014, Decree on proclamation of Protected landscape “Karas-Nera” was aproved at the regional level. Part

of this protected area is within Ramsar site Labudovo okno.

Decree on proclamation of enlargement of protected area Zasavica within the borders of Ramsar site is

ongoing.

The Law on ratification of AEWA agreement is in the procedure of being aproved by the Parliament.

2)

› In June 2017 the International coordination council of the UNESCO Man and Biosphere program has added

Backo Podunavlje to the World Network of Biosphere. Backo Podunavlje Biosphere Reseve is located at the

north-west of Serbia spreading on 176,635 ha along 5 municipalities and containing four protected areas

including Special nature reserve and Ramsar site Gornje Podunavlje, part of ecological network of the Republic

of Serbia. Backo Podunavlje is also a part of the “Amazon of Europe”, one of the most undisturbed river and

wetland regions in the whole Danube river basin. This unique landscape is of precious biological diversity and

is home to rare natural habitats such as gravel islands, side-arms and sandy river shores. This announcement

will help conserve Serbia’s nature which is one of the most diverse in Europe. Backo Podunavlje also boasts a

great cultural heritage.

3)

› After more than 50 years of absence, the Glossy Ibis (Plegadis falcinellus) has returned to breed in the

Obedska Bara Ramsar site in Serbia. Survey of the breeding grounds in 2016 found four pairs of Glossy Ibis

and 6-8 pairs of Eurasian Spoonbill (Platalea leucorodia), which have also not been seen in the area since the

1990s. Obedska Bara, an Important Bird Area (IBA), Ramsar site and part of ecological network of the Republic

of Serbia, located on the banks of the Sava River some 30 km west of the capital Belgrade, was once

considered a European stronghold of these species. During the late 19th and beginning of the 20th century,

up to 4.500 breeding pairs were spotted congregating there during breeding season, according to research.

Actions were carried out at six former pastures and wet meadows, from where dense bushes and trees, many

of them invasive, were removed. These areas are being maintained by regular mowing, mulching and cattle

grazing. More than 220 volunteers from 25 countries and 100 locals, officials and companies from from

neighboring villages took part. They were led by the Institute for Nature Conservation of Vojvodina Province,

Young Researchers of Serbia and Provincial Secretariat for Urban Planning and Environmental Protection of

Vojvodina Province, who are also conducting further research into the area. The plan was to increase the

extent of wet meadows and pastures from 50 ha in 1995 to 250 ha (2.5% of protected area). As of 2016, 200

ha of land has been restored, making therefore (and finally) favorable feeding sites for Glossy Ibis, Spoonbill

and many other waterbirds.

4)

› Best example of good wetland management in Serbia is Obedska bara, one of the first Ramsar sites, where

numerous revitalization activities occur. Many wet meadows, ponds and oxbows are restored. Similar

activities, but on a smaller scale, are done on Ramsar sites Gornje Podunavlje, Stari begej – Carska bara,

Ludasko jezero and Zasavica. On Ramsar site Slano kopovo a water regime restoration project is in its final

stage. Key activities implemented at the Ramsar sites (according to their management plans for the period

2012-2022) are:

1.Obedska bara-revitalization of wet meadows and pastures, revitalization of forest habitats, water regime

management.

2.Zasavica- revitalization of wet meadows and pastures, water regime management, education and

promotion,

3.Koviljsko-Petrovaradinski rit-active protection of habitats and species (including revitalization of specific

habitats), education and promotion,
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4.Gornje Podunavlje- active protection of habitats and species, restauration of wet habitats, feeding areas for

raptors, education and promotion,

5. Slano kopovo- active protection of habitats and species, revitalization of grassland salt habitats,

improvement of water regime, education and promotion,

6. Stari Begej-Carska Bara- active protection of habitats and species, revitalization of habitats, removal of

invasive species, management of water regime, education and promotion

7. Ludas lake - active protection of habitats and species, improved habitat management, removal of invasive

species, education and promotion

8. Vlasina - education and promotion

5)

› Preparation of RIS for designation of new Ramsar site in Serbia - 'Djerdap' which includes National Park

Djerdap and IBA Mala Vrbica, both part of ecological network of the Republic of Serbia, is done. Public hearing

was held in December 2016 in the Public Enterprise “National Park Djerdap” and the data are currently being

filled into RSIS for finalizing the national procedure for designation. There is also a initiative from the

Romanian Ministry responsible for Environment for proclamation of the transboundary Ramsar site that

includes Serbian Djerdap and Romanian Portile de Fier sites.

B. What have been the five greatest difficulties in implementing the Convention?

1)

› Harmonizing wise use principles with demands of other sectors (agriculture, forest, hunting, water

management, spatial planning, economy and infrastructure, tourism, energy and mining)     

2)

› At the site level - water regime regulation, habitat fragmentation, expansion of invasive species,

urbanization, land tenure issues, forestry, agriculture

3)

› Lack of Ramsar National Comittee

4)

› Lack of resources for further inventarisation of the Ramsar sites     

5)

› Insuficient management capacities

C. What are the five priorities for future implementation of the Convention?

1)

› Improvement of wise use management on Ramsar sites and wetlands in general

2)

› Establishing and/or enlarging protected areas, ecological network including identification of Natura 2000 in

wetland areas

3)

› Designation of new Ramsar sites including potential transboundary ones (e.g. Djerdap)

4)

› Improvement of the sinergy within all Biodiversity related conventions as well as improvement of the

sinergies in implementation of EU legislation especially between WFD and Habitats Directive

5)

› Capacity Building, both institutional and individual

D. Do you (AA) have any recommendations concerning implementation assistance from the Ramsar

Secretariat?

› Support for capacity building activities for managers, more webinars on management of Ramsar sites and

implementation of recommendations adopted by COPs

E. Do you (AA) have any recommendations concerning implementation assistance from the Convention’s

International Organisation Partners (IOPs)? (including ongoing partnerships and partnerships to develop)

› Improvement of using nature based solutions in disaster risk management (a study is currently beeing

developed by IUCN ECARO for Serbia towards the implementation of nature-based solutions - the role of

ecosystem services in disaster risk reduction and climate change adaptation)
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F. How can national implementation of the Ramsar Convention be better linked with implementation of

other multilateral environmental agreements (MEAs), especially those in the ‘biodiversity cluster’

(Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD), Convention on Migratory Species (CMS), Convention on

International Trade in Endangered Species  (CITES),  World Heritage Convention (WHC), and United Nations 

Convention to Combat Desertification (UNCCD) and the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate

Change (UNFCCC)?

› In general, there is a good linkage in terms of implementing the above mentioned MEAs since the Ministry of

Environmental Protection is the focal point for all MEAs except WHC. National implementation of the Ramsar

Convention needs to be closely linked with implementation of other biodiversity related MEAs in order to

improve synergy - possibly through enhancing cooperation of all FP or establishing the national unit/body for

implementation of all MEAs.

G. How can implementation of the Ramsar Convention be better linked with the implementation of water

policy/strategy and other strategies in the country (e.g., on sustainable development, energy, extractive

industries, poverty reduction, sanitation, food security, biodiversity)?

› Through delivering cross cutting actions in action plans for implementation of those strategic documents

and/or establishing permanent working group comprised of the key policy and decision makers in named

sectors

H. Do you (AA) have any other general comments on the implementation of the Convention?

›

I. Please list the names of the organisations which have been consulted on or have contributed to the

information provided in this report

› Ministry of Environmental Protection (Division for ecological networks and appropriate assessment, Unit for

protected areas, Division for biodiversity, Division for EIA, Unit for SEA, Division for water protection, Division

for climate change), Water Directorate of the Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Water management,

Institute for Nature Conservation of Serbia, Provincial Institute for Nature Conservation
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Section 3: Indicator questions and further implementation

information

Goal 1. Addressing the drivers of wetland loss and degradation

Target 1

Wetland benefits are featured in national/ local policy strategies and plans relating to key sectors such as

water, energy, mining, agriculture, tourism, urban development, infrastructure, industry, forestry,

aquaculture, fisheries at the national and local level.

1.1 Have wetland issues/benefits been incorporated into other national strategies and planning processes,

including:  {1.3.2} {1.3.3} KRA 1.3.i

Please select only one per square.

a) National Policy or

strategy for wetland

management

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

b) Poverty eradication

strategies

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

c) Water resource

management and water

efficiency plans

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

d) Coastal and marine

resource management

plans

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☑ Y=Not Relevant

e) Integrated Coastal

Zone Management Plan

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☑ Y=Not Relevant

f) National forest

programmes

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

g) National policies or

measures on agriculture

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

h) National Biodiversity

Strategy and Action Plans

drawn up under the CBD

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

i) National policies on

energy and mining

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant
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j) National policies on

tourism

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

k) National policies on

urban development

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

l) National policies on

infrastructure

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

m) National policies on

industry

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

n) National policies on

aquaculture and fisheries

{1.3.3} KRA 1.3.i

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

o) National plans of

actions (NPAs) for

pollution control and

management

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

p) National policies on

wastewater management

and water quality

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☑ Y=Not Relevant

1.1 Additional information

› Nature protection strategy, pursuant to the Law on Nature Protection (“Official Gazette of RS”, no. 36/2009,

88/2010, 91/2010 – corr. and 14/16), is a basic instrument for the implementation of ratified international

agreements in the field of nature conservation, establishing long-term objectives and measures for the

conservation of biological and geological diversity and the manner of their implementation. Draft Nature

Protection Strategy of the Republic of Serbia for the period 2017-2027 was prepared in 2016 and includes

revised strategic objectives and targets for biodiversity conservation in accordance with global Strategic plan

and Aichi targets (revised Strategy for biodiversity) and EU targets and also includes geodiversity strategic

area and landscapes.

In accordance with the Water Law, the Government of the Republic of Serbia adopted on December 23rd

2016, the Strategy for Water Management in the Republic of Serbia up to 2034 (Official Gazette RS, no.

3/2017). In accordance with the Water Law and by laws adopted in 2017 (Rulebook on the criteria for

determination of protected areas, Official Gazette of RS number 33/17 and Rulebook on the Content and

Method of Keeping of Registers of Protected Areas, Official Gazette of RS number 33/17), Register of protected

areas on river district shall be established and a summary of the register of protected areas, including a map

indicating the locations of the protected areas shall be given in River Basin Management Plan (RBMP). RBMP

shall also include a list of environmental objectives relating to surface waters, groundwaters and protected

areas/ecological network/Ramsar sites; Currently, DIRECTIVE 2000/60/EC OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND

OF THE COUNCIL (WFD) is partially transposed to national legislation for water management. The full

transposition is expected to be finalized by 2020. Ongoing activity is preparation of RBMP, the plan is to have

it adopted by the Government of RS by the end 2021.

Disaster risk management programme was adopted by the Government on 19th December 2014.

Answer n) relates for freshwater capture fisheries only.

Target 2

Water use respects wetland ecosystem needs for them to fulfil their functions and provide services at the
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appropriate scale inter alia at the basin level or along a coastal zone

2.1 Has the quantity and quality of water available to, and required by, wetlands been assessed to support

the implementation of the Guidelines for the allocation and management of water for maintaining the

ecological functions of wetlands (Resolution VIII.1, VIII.2) ? 1.24.

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

2.1 Additional Information

› Within management plans of some protected areas and Ramsar sites (for example Obedska bara, Slano

kopovo) activities are conducted to assess and use water for better wetland status.

Further analysis will be done during RBMP preparation

2.2 Have assessments of environmental flow been undertaken in relation to mitigation of impacts on the

ecological character of wetlands (Action r3.4.iv)

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

2.2 Additional Information 

 

› Pilot study on ecosystem services was done for Ramsar site Koviljsko Petrovaradinski rit, where the

assessment of relation between floods and ecological character has been done.

This assessment will be further done during RBMP preparation

2.3 Have Ramsar Sites improved the sustainability of water use in the context of ecosystem requirements? 

 

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ O=No Change

☐ X=Unknown

2.3 Additional Information

› This relates to Ramsar sites along big rivers Danube and Sava.

2.4 Have the Guidelines for allocation and management of water for maintaining ecological functions of

wetlands (Resolutions VIII.1 and XII.12 ) been used/applied in decision-making processes. (Action 3.4.6.) 

  

 

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

2.4 Additional Information

› This analysis will be done during RBMP preparation

2.5 Have projects that promote and demonstrate good practice in water allocation and management for

maintaining the ecological functions of wetlands been developed (Action r3.4.ix. ) 

 

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned
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2.5 Additional Information

› For Ramsar sites Obedska bara, Slano Kopovo

2.6 How many household/municipalities are linked to sewage system? SDG Target 6.3.1.

Please select only one option

☑ E=Exact number (households/municipalities)

› E=3.900.000

☐ F=Less than (households/municipalities)

›

☐ G=More than (households/municipalities)

›

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

2.6 Additional Information

› Approximately 3.9 million residents are currently connected to wastewater collection systems in Serbia

2.7 What is the percentage of sewerage coverage in the country? SDG Target 6.3.1.

Please select only one option

☑ E=Exact number (percentage)

› E=55%

☐ F=Less than (percentage)

›

☐ G=More than (percentage)

›

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

2.7 Additional Information

› Approximately 3.9 million residents are currently connected to wastewater collection systems in Serbia. This

represents about 55% of the total population. Public sewerage receives approximately 296 thousand m3

wastewater annually. Approximately 72% of the wastewater entering the sewers is discharged from

households.

Wastewater collection service coverage is more favourable in the region Serbia – North where around 60% of

population is connected to a public wastewater collection system, while in the region Serbia – South this

percentage is lower – around 50%.

2.8 What is the percentage of users of septic tank/pit latrine? SDG Target 6.3.1.

Please select only one option

☑ E=Exact number (percentage)

› E=27%

☐ F=Less than (percentage)

›

☐ G=More than (percentage)

›

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

2.8 Additional Information

› In accordance with the Water Law, the government of the Republic of Serbia adopted on December 23rd

2016, the Strategy for Water Management in the Republic of Serbia up to 2034 (Official Gazette RS, no.

3/2017).

2.9 Does the country use constructed wetlands/ponds as wastewater treatment technology? SDG Target

6.3.1.

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☑ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant
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2.9 Additional Information

›

2.10 How do the country use constructed wetlands/ponds as wastewater treatment technology perform?

SDG Target 6.3.1.

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Not Functioning

☐ C=Functioning

☐ Q=Obsolete

☐ X=Unknown

☑ Y=Not Relevant

2.10 Additional Information

›

2.11 How many centralised wastewater treatment plants exist at national level? SDG Target 6.3.1. 

  

 

Please select only one option

☑ E=Exact number (plants)

› E=50

☐ F=Less than (plants)

›

☐ G=More than (plants)

›

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

2.11 Additional Information

› In the Republic of Serbia, more than 50 WWTP have been built in settlements of more than 2,000 PE, of

which 32 WWTP are operating but of which a small number works according to project criteria, while others

work with efficiency far below the projected ones.

2.12 How is the functional status of the wastewater treatment plants? SDG Target 6.3.1. 

  

 

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Not functioning

☑ C=Functioning

☐ Q=Obsolete

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

2.12 Additional Information

› In the Republic of Serbia, more than 50 WWTP have been built in settlements of more than 2,000 PE, of

which 32 WWTP are operating but of which a small number works according to project criteria, while others

work with efficiency far below the projected ones.

2.13 The percentage of decentralized wastewater treatment technology, including constructed

wetlands/ponds is? SDG Target 6.3.1.

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Not Functioning

☐ C=Functioning

☐ Q=Obsolete

☑ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

2.13 Additional Information

›

2.14 Is there a wastewater reuse system? SDG Target 6.3.1.
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Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

2.14 Additional Information

›

2.15 What Is the purpose of the wastewater reuse system? SDG Target 6.3.1.

Please select only one option

☐ R=Agriculture

☐ S=Landscape

☐ T=Industrial

☐ U=Drinking

☐ X=Unknown

☑ Y=Not Relevant

2.15 Additional Information

Please indicate if the wastewater reuse system is for free or taxed or add any additonal information.

›

Target 3

Public and private sectors have increased their efforts to apply guidelines and good practices for the wise

use of water and wetlands. {1.10}

3.1 Is the private sector encouraged to apply the Ramsar wise use principle and guidance (Ramsar

handbooks for the wise use of wetlands) in its activities and investments concerning wetlands? {1.10.1}

KRA 1.10.i

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

3.1 Additional Information

›

3.2 Has the private sector undertaken activities or actions for the conservation, wise use and management

of {1.10.2} KRA 1.10.ii

Please select only one per square.

a) Ramsar Sites ☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

b) Wetlands in general ☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

3.2 Additional information

› WWF and Coca-Cola system established a seven-year partnership (4.4 mil.$) to restore vital wet and flooded

areas along the Danube and its tributaries. The goal of the partnership is reconstruction of the area whose

water capacity is 12 million m3, and 53 km2 of wetlands by 2020. The reconnection of former floodplains to

the river system by opening the dikes and dams, retaining water in the flooded areas in cooperation with local

authorities and stakeholders, is foreseen. At the same time, regional movement for the conservation and

restoration of wetlands, as well as proper management of water flow (good water stewardship) will be

launched. Restoration projects are planned in Serbia, Hungary, Croatia, Bulgaria, as well as in Austria.

WWF is also implementing a two-pillar project “Wetland restoration in the Mura-Drava-Danube area“ that will

Ramsar National Report to COP13 [Jelena Ducic] Page 14 of 58



undertake practical wetland restoration in the Drava-Danube confluence area. Restoration will take place in

Gornje Podunavlje Special Nature Reserve and Ramsar site to support biodiversity and generate ecosystem

services to local communities and demonstrate the benefits of integrated water management and sustainable

use of water resources. Project is financially supported by The Coca-Cola Company, with the aim to improve

the status of wetlands in Danube River basin and to become a model example of how businesses and non-

profits can work together to benefit nature conservation.

3.3 Have actions been taken to implement incentive measures   which encourage the conservation and

wise use of wetlands? {1.11.1} KRA 1.11.i

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☑ D=Planned

3.3 Additional information

›

3.4 Have actions been taken to remove perverse incentive measures which discourage conservation and

wise use of wetlands? {1.11.2} KRA 1.11.i

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ D=Planned

☐ Z=Not Applicable

3.4 Additional Information

›

Target 4

Invasive alien species and pathways of introduction and expansion are identified and prioritized, priority

invasive alien species are controlled or eradicated, and management responses are prepared and

implemented to prevent their introduction and establishment.

4.1 Does your country have a comprehensive national inventory of invasive alien species that currently or

potentially impact the ecological character of wetlands? {1.9.1} KRA 1.9.i

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

4.1 Additional information

› The lists of invasive species were published by relevant scientific and expert authorities

4.2 Have national policies or guidelines on invasive species control and management been established or

reviewed for wetlands? {1.9.2} KRA 1.9.iii

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

4.2 Additional information

› Guidelines for fish and plant species removal have been done for several Ramsar sites (Ludasko Lake,

Obedska bara, Gornje Podunavlje, Stari Begej Carska bara) and other protected wetlands

4.3 How many invasive species are being controlled through management actions.

Please select only one option

☐ E=Exact number (species)

›

☐ F=Less than (species)

›

☑ G=More than (species)

› G=5
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☐ C=Partially

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

4.3 Additional information

If ‘Yes’, please indicate the year of assessment and the source of the information

› Source: Provincial Institute for Nature Conservation

4.4 Have the effectiveness of wetland invasive alien species control programmes been assessed?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

4.4 Additional information

› Done for Obedska bara

Goal 2. Effectively conserving and managing the Ramsar Site network

Target 5

The ecological character of Ramsar Sites is maintained or restored through effective, planning and

integrated management {2.1.}

5.1 Have a national strategy and priorities been established for the further designation of Ramsar Sites,

using the Strategic Framework for the Ramsar List? {2.1.1} KRA 2.1.i

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

5.1 Additional information

› Wetland inventory includes comperhensive list of sites to be proposed for designation

5.2 Are the Ramsar Sites Information Service and its tools being used in national identification of further

Ramsar Sites to designate? {2.2.1} KRA 2.2.ii

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ D=Planned

5.2 Additional information

›

5.3 How many Ramsar Sites have an effective, implemented management plan? {2.4.1} KRA 2.4.i

Please select only one option

☑ E=Exact number (sites)

› E=10

☐ F=Less than (sites)

›

☐ G=More than (sites)

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

5.4 For how many of the Ramsar Sites with a management plan is the plan being implemented? {2.4.2}

KRA 2.4.i

Please select only one option

☑ E=Exact number (sites)

› E=10

☐ F=Less than (sites)

›
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☐ G=More than (sites)

›

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

5.5 For how many Ramsar Sites is effective management planning currently being implemented (outside of

formal management plans ? {2.4.3} KRA 2.4.i

Please select only one option

☑ E=Exact number (sites)

› E=6

☐ F=Less than (sites)

›

☐ G=More than (sites)

›

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

5.3 – 5.5 Additional information

› Management plans of Ramsar sites are incorporated into management plans of protected areas.

The management plans of protected areas are implemented through the annual management programmes,

which are subject to consent by the Ministry, Provincial Secretariat for Urbanism and Environmental Protection

and/or the local self-government units, depending on the level of proclamation of protected area.

Managers of the PAs/Ramsar sites deliver the report on the progress of the annual programme for the previous

year.

All Ramsar sites have their management plans implemented. For Ludasko Lake, Obedska bara, Slano Kopovo,

Gornje Podunavlje, Zasavica and Koviljsko Petrovaradinski rit, the effective management planning is also

being implemented outside of formal management plans

5.6 Have all Ramsar sites been assessed regarding the effectiveness of their management (through formal

management plans where they exist or otherwise through existing actions for appropriate wetland

management ? {1.6.2} KRA 1.6.ii

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

5.6 Additional information

›

5.7 How many Ramsar Sites have a cross-sectoral management committee? {2.4.4} {2.4.6} KRA 2.4.iv

Please select only one option

☑ E=Exact number (sites)

› E=0

☐ F=Less than (sites)

›

☐ G=More than (sites)

›

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

5.7 Additional information

If at least 1 site, please give the name and official number of the site or sites

›

5.8 For how many Ramsar Sites has an ecological character description been prepared (see Resolution

X.15)? {2.4.5}{2.4.7} KRA 2.4.v

Please select only one option

☑ E=Exact number (sites)

› E=0

☐ F=Less than (sites)
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›

☐ G=More than (sites)

›

☐ C=Partially

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

5.8 Additional information

If at least 1 site, please give the name and official number of the site or sites

›

5.9 Have any assessments of the effectiveness of Ramsar Site management been made? {2.5.1} KRA 2.5.i

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Some Sites

5.9 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ or ‘Some sites’, please indicate the year of assessment, which assessment tool did you use (e.g. METT,

Resolution XII.15, and the source of the information

› Success in protected areas management in Serbia has been assessed through application of RAPPAM

methodology (Rapid Assessment and Prioritization of Protected Area Management) in February 2009 for

Ludasko jezero, Obedska bara, Koviljsko Petrovaradinski rit, Gornje Podunavlje and Slano Kopovo. The project

has been implemented in collaboration with the Ministry of Environment and Spatial Planning, Institute for

Nature Protection of Serbia and WWF (Porej, D., Piscevic, N. & Orlovic-Lovren, V., 2009. Protected area

management effectiveness in Serbia, Final report of the RAPPAM analysis).

Management Efectiveness Tracking Tool - METT: Within the UNDP/GEF project “Ensuring financial sustainability

of the protected area system of Serbia”, evaluation of effectiveness of protected areas management in

accordance with the Management Effectiveness Tracking Tool (METT) has been performed. The evaluation of

management effectiveness was performed in 19 protected areas among which for one Ramsar site - Ludasko

Lake, in 2009 as a baseline following with ones in 2012 and 2015.

Target 7

Sites that are at risk of change of ecological character have threats addressed {2.6.}.

7.1 Are mechanisms in place for the Administrative Authority to be informed of negative human-induced

changes or likely changes in the ecological character of Ramsar Sites, pursuant to Article 3.2? {2.6.1} KRA

2.6.i

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Some Sites

☐ D=Planned

7.1 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ or ‘Some sites’, please summarise the mechanism or mechanisms established

› The mechanism is formed by managers of Ramsar sites, environmental Inspection for surveillance and

control, Institutes for Nature Conservation, NGO and also through EIA procedures

7.2 Have all cases of negative human-induced change or likely change in the ecological character of

Ramsar Sites been reported to the Ramsar Secretariat, pursuant to Article 3.2? {2.6.2} KRA 2.6.i

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Some Cases

☐ O=No Negative Change

7.2 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ or ‘Some cases’, please indicate for which Ramsar Sites the Administrative Authority has made Article 3.2

reports to the Secretariat, and for which sites such reports of change or likely change have not yet been made

› For Slano Kopovo, reported by other subject than AA

7.3 If applicable, have actions been taken to address the issues for which Ramsar Sites have been listed on

the Montreux Record, including requesting a Ramsar Advisory Mission? {2.6.3} KRA 2.6.ii
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Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ Z=Not Applicable

7.3 Additional information

If ‘Yes’, please indicate the actions taken

›

Goal 3. Wisely Using All Wetlands

Target 8

National wetland inventories have been either initiated, completed or updated and disseminated and used

for promoting the conservation and effective management of all wetlands {1.1.1} KRA 1.1.i

8.1 Does your country have a complete National Wetland Inventory? {1.1.1} KRA 1.1.i

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=In Progress

☐ D=Planned

8.1 Additional information

› Inventory of wetlands and other wet habitats in Serbia - outcome of project is inventory of all wet habitats in

Serbia, including those habitats that could be designated as Ramsar sites, as well as important habitats on

local, regional and national level.

8.2 Has your country updated a National Wetland Inventory in the last decade?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=In Progress

☑ C1=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

8.2 Additional information

›

8.3 Is wetland inventory data and information maintained? {1.1.2} KRA 1.1.ii

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

8.3 Additional information

›

8.4 Is wetland inventory data and information made accessible to all stakeholders? {1.1.2} KRA 1.1.ii

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

8.4 Additional information

›

8.5 Has the condition* of wetlands in your country, overall, changed during the last triennium? {1.1.3}

Please describe on the sources of the information on which your answer is based in the free- text box below. If there is

a difference between inland and coastal wetland situations, please describe. If you are able to, please describe the

principal driver(s) of the change(s). 

* ‘Condition’ corresponds to ecological character, as defined by the Convention

Please select only one per square.
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a) Ramsar Sites ☐ N=Status Deteriorated

☐ O=No Change

☑ P=Status Improved

b) Wetlands generally ☑ N=Status Deteriorated

☐ O=No Change

☐ P=Status Improved

8.5 Additional information on a) and/or b)

› In Ramsar sites number of revitalization activies have been conducted (please refer to introduction part). For

some other wetlands infrastructural activities and pollution overall led to some degree of deterioration

8.6 Based upon the National Wetland Inventory if available please provide a baseline figure in square

kilometres for the extent of wetlands (according to the Ramsar definition) for the year 2017. SDG Target

6.6

Please select only one option

☐ E=Exact Number (km2)

›

☐ F=Less than (km2)

›

☐ G=More than (km2)

›

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☑ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

8.6 Additional information

If the information is available please indicate the % of change in the  extent of wetlands over the last three years.

›

Target 9

The wise use of wetlands is strengthened through integrated resource management at the appropriate

scale, inter alia, within a river basin or along a coastal zone {1.3.}.

9.1 Is a Wetland Policy (or equivalent instrument) that promotes the wise use of wetlands in place? {1.3.1}

KRA 1.3.i

If ‘Yes’, please give the title and date of the policy in the green text box

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=In Preparation

☐ D=Planned

9.1 Additional information

› Protection and wise use of wetlands is incorporated in Biodiversity Strategy of the Republic of Serbia for the

period 2011-2018 and National Strategy for Sustainable use of natural goods and resources

9.2 Have any amendments to existing legislation been made to   reflect Ramsar commitments?

{1.3.5}{1.3.6}

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=In Progress

☐ D=Planned

9.2 Additional information

›

9.3 Do your country’s water governance and management systems treat wetlands as natural water

infrastructure integral to water resource management at the scale of river basins? {1.7.1} {1.7.2} KRA
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1.7.ii

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ D=Planned

9.3 Additional information

› It will be elaborated in RBMP

9.4 Have Communication, Education, Participation and Awareness (CEPA) expertise and tools been

incorporated into catchment/river basin planning and management (see Resolution X.19)? {1.7.2}{1.7.3}

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ D=Planned

9.4 Additional information

›

9.5 Has your country established policies or guidelines for enhancing the role of wetlands in mitigating or

adapting to climate change? {1.7.3} {1.7.5} KRA 1.7.iii

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

9.5 Additional information

› Disaster risk management programme was adopted by the Government in december 2014.

Nature based solutions for disaster risk reduction study is beeing developed for Serbia by IUCN ECARO

9.6 Has your country formulated plans or projects to sustain and enhance the role of wetlands in

supporting and maintaining viable farming systems? {1.7.4} {1.7.6} KRA 1.7.v

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

9.6 Additional information

› Mainly for traditional grazing

9.7 Has research to inform wetland policies and plans been undertaken in your country on:

{1.6.1} KRA 1.6.i

Please select only one per square.

a) agriculture-wetland

interactions

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ D=Planned

b) climate change ☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ D=Planned

c) valuation of ecoystem

services

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

9.7 Additional information

›

9.8 Has your country submitted a request for Wetland City Accreditation of the Ramsar Convention,

Resolution XII.10 ?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No
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☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

9.8 Additional information

If ‘Yes’, please indicate How many request have been submitted

›

Target 10

The traditional knowledge innovations and practices of indigenous peoples and local communities relevant

for the wise use of wetlands and their customary use of wetland resources, are documented, respected,

subject to national legislation and relevant international obligations and fully integrated and reflected in

the implementation of the Convention with a full and effective participation of indigenous and local

communities at all relevant levels.

10.1 Have the guiding principles for taking into account the cultural values of wetlands including traditional

knowledge for the effective management of sites (Resolution VIII.19) been used or applied?.(Action 6.1.2/

6.1.6)

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=In Preparation

☐ C1=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

10.1 Additional information

›

10.2 Have case studies, participation in projects or successful experiences on cultural aspects of wetlands

been compiled. Resolution VIII.19 and Resolution IX.21? (Action 6.1.6)

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=In Preparation

☐ D=Planned

10.2 Additional information

If yes please indicate the case studies or projects documenting information and experiences concerning culture and

wetlands

› Yes, for Djerdap and Koviljsko Petrovaradinski rit

10.3 Have the guidelines for establishing and strengthening local communities’ and indigenous people’s

participation in the management of wetlands been used or applied. (Resolution VII. 8) (Action 6.1.5)

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=In Preparation

☐ D=Planned

10.3 Additional information

If the answer is “yes” please indicate the use or aplication of the guidelines

›

10.4 Traditional knowledge and management practices relevant for the wise use of wetlands have been

documented and their application encouraged (Action 6.1.2)

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=In Preparation

☐ D=Planned

10.4 Additional information

›
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Target 11

Wetland functions, services and benefits are widely demonstrated, documented and disseminated. {1.4.}

11.1 Has an assessment been made of the ecosystem benefits/services provided by Ramsar Sites and

other wetlands? {1.4.1} KRA 1.4.ii

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=In Preparation

☐ C1=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

11.1 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ or ‘Partially’, please indicate, how many Ramsar Sites and their names

› A study for valuation of ecosystem services was developed for the Koviljsko-Petrovaradinski Rit Special

Nature Reserve and Ramsar site in the framework of the UNDP/GEF financed project ‘Ensuring financial

sustainability of protected areas’ (2015),implemented by the Institute for Nature Conservation of Vojvodina

Province.

Several other region-wide projects included promotion and awareness raising of the valuation of ecosystem

services in Serbia. The project ‘Biodiversity and ecosystem services for local sustainable development in the

Western Balkans’ (2009–2013), was implemented by the European Centre for Nature Conservation, Regional

Environmental Centre and local authorities of 18 municipalities in the SEE, focused on raising awareness of

local people on the value of nature.

One of the results of the ‘Danube Payment for Ecosystem Services (PES) project: promoting payments for

ecosystem services and related sustainable financing schemes in the Danube basin’, implemented by WWF,

with the financial support of the GEF through UNEP and the European Commission, was the Analysis of PES

Needs and Feasibility in Serbia (2012).

An assessment of the ecosystem benefits/services provided has been made for several sites in the framework

of various projects activities. The project ‘Benefits of ecosystem services of the Djerdap National Park for the

local community’ (started in 2014) is being implemented by the Institute for Nature Conservation of Serbia in

partnership with Djerdap National Park, as part of the broader ‘Bioregio Carpathians’ project financed by the

EU Cross-border Cooperation Programme for South-eastern Europe. A study will be developed on the

ecosystem services in Djerdap and their integration with the economic and development policy.

11.2 Have wetland programmes or projects that contribute to poverty alleviation objectives or food and

water security plans been implemented? {1.4.2} KRA 1.4.i

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

11.2 Additional information

›

11.3 Have socio-economic values of wetlands been included in the management planning for Ramsar Sites

and other wetlands? {1.4.3}{1.4.4} KRA 1.4.iii

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

11.3 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ or ‘Partially’, please indicate, if known, how many Ramsar Sites and their names

› Management plans of protected areas (all Ramsar sites and other protected wetlands) include socio-

economic values of wetlands

11.4 Have cultural values of wetlands been included in the management planning for Ramsar Sites and

other wetlands? {1.4.3}{1.4.4} KRA 1.4.iii

Please select only one option
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☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

11.4 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ or ‘Partially’, please indicate, if known, how many Ramsar Sites and their names

› Management plans of protected areas (all Ramsar sites and other protected wetlands) include cultural values

of wetlands

Target 12

Restoration is in progress in degraded wetlands, with priority to wetlands that are relevant for biodiversity

conservation, disaster risk reduction, livelihoods and/or climate change mitigation and adaptation. {1.8.}

12.1 Have priority sites for wetland restoration been identified? {1.8.1} KRA 1.8.i

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

12.1 Additional information

› Catalogue of restoration was done for Gornje Podunavlje

12.2 Have wetland restoration/rehabilitation programmes, plans or projects been effectively implemented?

{1.8.2} KRA 1.8.i

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

12.2 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ or ‘Partially’, please indicate, if available the extent of wetlands restored

› Key activities of active protection of habitats and species, revitalization of habitats (wet meadows and

pastures, ponds, oxbows, forest habitats, grassland salt habitats), removal of invasive species were

implemented at Ramsar sites (pursuant to management plans for the period 2012-2022) Obedska bara,

Zasavica, Koviljsko-Petrovaradinski rit, Gornje Podunavlje, Slano kopovo, Stari Begej-Carska Bara, Ludas lake.

Also, several activities were implemented by the WWF projects (please refer to 3.2.)

Target 13

Enhanced sustainability of key sectors such as water, energy, mining, agriculture, tourism, urban

development, infrastructure, industry, forestry, aquaculture and fisheries when they affect wetlands,

contributing to biodiversity conservation and human livelihoods

13.1 Have actions been taken to enhance sustainability of key sectors such as water, energy, mining,

agriculture, tourism, urban development, infrastructure, industry, forestry, aquaculture and fisheries when

they affect wetlands?

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

13.1. Additional information

If ‘Yes’, please indicate the actions taken

› Mainly through conditions issued by Institutes for Nature Conservation as well as EIA procedure

13.2 Are Strategic Environmental Assessment practices applied when reviewing policies, programmes and

plans that may impact upon wetlands? {1.3.3} {1.3.4} KRA 1.3.ii

Please select only one option
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☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

13.2 Additional information

› Pursuant to the Law on SEA, Ministry of Environmental protection during the reviewing process of the SEA

reports asks for opinion of relevant institutes for nature conservation

13.3 Are Environmental Impact Assessments made for any development projects (such as new buildings,

new roads, extractive industry) from key sectors such as water, energy, mining, agriculture, tourism, urban

development, infrastructure, industry, forestry, aquaculture and fisheries that may affect wetlands?

{1.3.4} {1.3.5} KRA 1.3.iii

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Some Cases

13.3 Additional information

› Pursuant to the Law on EIA and relevant by-laws, Environmental Impact Assessments are made for any

development projects

Goal 4. Enhancing implementation

Target 15

Ramsar Regional Initiatives with the active involvement and support of the Parties in each region are

reinforced and developed into effective tools to assist in the full implementation of the Convention. {3.2.}

15.1 Have you (AA) been involved in the development and implementation of a Regional Initiative under

the framework of the Convention? {3.2.1} KRA 3.2.i

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

15.1 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ or ‘Planned’, please indicate the regional initiative(s) and the collaborating countries of each initiative

› Republic of Serbia is involved in implementation of two regional initiatives, namely 1)Mediterranean

Wetlands Initiative that brings together 27 Mediterranean and peri-Mediterranean countries that are Parties to

the Convention. Participating countries: Albania, Algeria, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus,

Egypt. France, Greece, Israel, Italy, Jordan, Lebanon, Libya, Malta, Monaco, Montenegro, Morocco, Portugal,

Serbia, Slovenia, Spain, Syrian Arab Republic, The FYR of Macedonia, Tunisia, Turkey and Palestinian Authority.

A number of organizations and wetland centres are also part of the MedWet Initiative

and

2)Carpathian Wetland Initiative, regional initiative with a mission to ensure and support the effective

conservation and wise use of wetlands in the Carpathian region and beyond, through local, national, regional

and international activities. It also facilitates collaboration between the Ramsar Convention and UNEP Interim

Secretariat of the Carpathian Convention. Participating countries: Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, Romania,

Serbia, Slovakia and Ukraine

15.2 Has your country supported or participated in the development of other regional (i.e., covering more

than one country) wetland training and research centres? {3.2.2}

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ D=Planned

15.2 Additional information

If ‘Yes’, please indicate the name(s) of the centre(s)

›

Target 16

Wetlands conservation and wise use are mainstreamed through communication, capacity development,

education, participation and awareness {4.1}
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16.1 Has an action plan (or plans) for wetland CEPA been established? {4.1.1} KRA 4.1.i

Even if no CEPA plans have been developed, if broad CEPA objectives for CEPA actions have been established, please

indicate this in the Additional information section below

Please select only one per square.

a) At the national level ☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=In Progress

☐ D=Planned

b) Sub national level ☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=In Progress

☐ D=Planned

c) Catchement/basin

level

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=In Progress

☐ D=Planned

d) Local/site level ☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=In Progress

☐ D=Planned

16.1 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ or ‘In progress’ to one or more of the four questions above, for each please describe the mechanism, who is

responsible and identify if it has involved CEPA NFPs

› Objectives of CEPA are incorporated in strategic and planing documents on all levels in the country and are

implemented within the work of the Ministry of Environmental Protection, institutes for nature conservation,

managers of protected areas, NGOs, etc.

16.2a How many centres (visitor centres, interpretation centres, education centres) have been

established? {4.1.2} KRA 4.1.ii 

a) at Ramsar Sites

Please select only one option

☑ E=Exact Number (centres)

› E=6

☐ F=Less than (centres)

›

☐ G=More than (centres)

›

☐ C=Partially

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

16.2b How many centres (visitor centres, interpretation centres, education centres) have been

established? {4.1.2} KRA 4.1.ii 

b) at other wetlands

Please select only one option

☑ E=Exact Number (centres)

› E=3

☐ F=Less than (centres)

›

☐ G=More than (centres)

›

☐ C=Partially

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

16.2 Additional information

If centres are part of national or international networks, please describe the networks

›
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16.3 Does the Contracting Party {4.1.3} KRA 4.1.iii

Please select only one per square.

a) promote stakeholder

participation in decision-

making on wetland

planning and

management

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

b) specifically involve

local stakeholders in the

selection of new Ramsar

Sites and in Ramsar Site

management?

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

16.3 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ or ‘Partially’, please provide information about the ways in which stakeholders are involved

› Mainly through traditional use, grazing, reed management, fishing, tourism

16.4 Do you have an operational cross-sectoral National Ramsar/Wetlands Committee? {4.1.6} KRA 4.3.v

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

16.4 Additional information

If ‘Yes’, indicate a) its membership; b) number of meetings since COP12; and c) what responsibilities the Committee

has

›

16.5 Do you have an operational cross-sectoral body equivalent to a National Ramsar/Wetlands

Committee? {4.1.6} KRA 4.3.v

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

16.5 Additional information

If ‘Yes’, indicate a) its membership; b) number of meetings since COP12; and c) what responsibilities the Committee

has

›

16.6 Are other communication mechanisms (apart from a national committee) in place to share Ramsar

implementation guidelines and other information between the Administrative Authority and a), b) or c)

below? {4.1.7} KRA 4.1.vi:

Please select only one per square.

a) Ramsar Site managers ☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

b) other MEA national

focal points

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned
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c) other ministries,

departments and

agencies

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

16.6 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ or ‘Partially’, please describe what mechanisms are in place

› a)Regular annual meetings of the Ministry of Environmental protection and managers of protected areas

including Ramsar sites are platforms for sharing Ramsar implementation guidelines and other relevant

information between AA and site managers.

b)Ministry of Environmental Protection is the AA for all biodiversity MEAs.

c)Other ministries and relevant organizations are involved in management planning pursuant to the Law on

Nature Protection through the process of giving opinion to the management plans of all PAs including

ecological network and Ramsar sites.

16.7 Have Ramsar-branded World Wetlands Day activities (whether on 2 February or at another time of

year), either government and NGO-led or both, been carried out in the country since COP12? {4.1.8}

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

16.7 Additional information

› Each year at the occasion of WWD special public events are organized, presentations, lectures, exibitions,

field visits, art competition for children etc, all reflecting the importance and relation of given theme for

respective year. Reports are regularly sent to Ramsar Secretariat

16.8 Have campaigns, programmes, and projects (other than for World Wetlands Day-related activities)

been carried out since COP12 to raise awareness of the importance of wetlands to people and wildlife and

the ecosystem benefits/services provided by wetlands? {4.1.9}

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

16.8 Additional information

If these and other CEPA activities have been undertaken by other organizations, please indicate this

› Danube day manifestation is carried on June 29th each year.

Regular public raising awareness activities on Ramsar sites and other protected wetlands

Target 17

Financial and other resources for effectively implementing the fourth Ramsar Strategic Plan 2016 – 2024

from all sources are made available. {4.2.}

17.1a Have Ramsar contributions been paid in full for 2015, 2016 and 2017? {4.2.1} KRA 4.2.i

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ Z=Not Applicable

17.1b If ‘No’ in 17.1 a), please clarify what plan is in place to ensure future prompt payment

›

17.2 Has any additional financial support been provided through voluntary contributions to non-core

funded Convention activities? {4.2.2} KRA 4.2.i

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

17.2 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ please state the amounts, and for which activities

›

17.3 [For Contracting Parties with a development assistance agency only (‘donor countries’)]: Has the

agency provided funding to support wetland conservation and management in other countries? {3.3.1}
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KRA 3.3.i

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ Z=Not Applicable

17.3 Additional information

If ‘Yes’, please indicate the countries supported since COP12

›

17.4 [For Contracting Parties with a development assistance agency only (‘donor countries’)]: Have

environmental safeguards and assessments been included in development proposals proposed by the

agency? {3.3.2} KRA 3.3.ii

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

☑ Z=Not Applicable

17.4 Additional information

›

17.5 [For Contracting Parties that have received development assistance only (‘recipient countries’)]: Has

funding support been received from development assistance agencies specifically for in-country wetland

conservation and management? {3.3.3}

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ Z=Not Applicable

17.5 Additional information

If ‘Yes’, please indicate from which countries/agencies since COP12

›

17.6 Has any financial support been provided by your country to the implementation of the Strategic Plan?

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ Z=Not Applicable

17.6 Additional information

If “Yes” please state the amounts, and for which activities

› Resources have been alocated from the national and provincial budgets for national activities for

implemetation of Strategic Plan

Target 18

International cooperation is strengthened at all levels {3.1}

18.1 Are the national focal points of other MEAs invited to participate in the National Ramsar/Wetland

Committee? {3.1.1} {3.1.2} KRAs 3.1.i & 3.1.iv

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

18.1 Additional information

› National Ramsar/Wetland Committee doesn't exist

18.2 Are mechanisms in place at the national level for collaboration between the Ramsar Administrative

Authority and the focal points of UN and other global and regional bodies and agencies (e.g. UNEP, UNDP,

WHO, FAO, UNECE, ITTO)? {3.1.2} {3.1.3} KRA 3.1.iv
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Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

18.2 Additional information

›

18.3 Has your country received assistance from one or more UN and other global and regional bodies and

agencies (e.g. UNEP, UNDP, WHO, FAO, UNECE, ITTO) or the Convention’s IOPs in its implementation of the

Convention? {4.4.1} KRA 4.4.ii.

The IOPs are: BirdLife International, the International Water Management Institute (IWMI), IUCN (International Union for

Conservation of Nature), Wetlands International, WWF and Wildfowl & Wetland Trust (WWT).

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

18.3 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ please name the agency (es) or IOP (s) and the type of assistance received

› Yes, through regional and GEF funded projects

18.4 Have networks, including twinning arrangements, been established, nationally or internationally, for

knowledge sharing and training for wetlands that share common features? {3.4.1}

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

18.4 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ or ‘Partially’, please indicate the networks and wetlands involved

›

18.5 Has information about your country’s wetlands and/or Ramsar Sites and their status been made

public (e.g., through publications or a website)? {3.4.2} KRA 3.4.iv

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

18.5 Additional information

› Series of publications were made: monography series named Ramsar sites of Vojvodina have been published

for Stari Begej Carska bara, Obedska bara, Slano Kopovo, Labudovo Okno, by the Provincial Secretariat for

Environmental Protection. Other promotional material has also been published, including publication for

Vlasina. Atlas of breeding birds of Zasavica is finished and been promoted on December 26th 2017.

18.6 Has information about your country’s wetlands and/or Ramsar Sites been transmitted to the Ramsar

Secretariat for dissemination? {3.4.3} KRA 3.4.ii

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

18.6 Additional Information

›

18.7 Have all transboundary wetland systems been identified? {3.5.1} KRA 3.5.i

Please select only one option
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☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

☐ Z=Not Applicable

18.7 Additional information

›

18.8 Is effective cooperative management in place for shared wetland systems (for example, in shared

river basins and coastal zones)? {3.5.2} KRA 3.5.ii

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☑ D=Planned

☐ Y=Not Relevant

18.8 Additional information

If ‘Yes’ or ‘Partially’, please indicate for which wetland systems such management is in place

›

18.9 Does your country participate in regional networks or initiatives for wetland-dependent migratory

species? {3.5.3} KRA 3.5.iii

Please select only one option

☑ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

☐ Z=Not Applicable

18.9 Additional information

› Within the framework of Adriatic Flyway project, implemented by the Bird Protection and Study Society of

Serbia, in presence of wide range of stakeholders several workshops have been held in 2015 for drafting the

management plan for Labudovo okno Ramsar site.

Initiative for sturgeons - WWF works to raise awareness of the risk of extinction facing the sturgeon and

promotes the sustainable management of the species.It aims to protect and restore vital habitats and

migration routes, including for example the Danube floodplains, especially the Lower Danube Green

Corridor.WWF also intitiated and facilitated development of the Danube Sturgeon Action Plan, which has been

adopted by the Bern Convention.

Regular International Waterbird Census has been conducted

Target 19

Capacity building for implementation of the Convention and the 4th Ramsar Strategic Plan 2016 – 2024 is

enhanced.

19.1 Has an assessment of national and local training needs for the implementation of the Convention

been made? {4.1.4} KRAs 4.1.iv & 4.1.viii

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☑ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

19.1 Additional information

›

19.2 Are wetland conservation and wise-use issues included in formal education programmes?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

19.2 Additional information

If you answer yes to the above please provide information on which mechanisms and materials

›
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19.3a How many opportunities for wetland site manager training have been provided since COP12?

{4.1.5} KRA 4.1.iv 

a) at Ramsar Sites

Please select only one option

☐ E=Exact number (opportunities)

›

☐ F=Less than (opportunities)

›

☐ G=More than (opportunities)

›

☑ C=Partially

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

19.3b How many opportunities for wetland site manager training have been provided since COP12?

{4.1.5} KRA 4.1.iv 

b) at other wetlands

Please select only one option

☐ E=Exact number (Opportunities)

›

☐ F=Less than (Opportunities)

›

☐ G=More than (Opportunities)

☑ C=Partially

☐ X=Unknown

☐ Y=Not Relevant

19.3 Additional information

including whether the Ramsar Wise Use Handbooks were used in the training

› Regular annual meetings of the Ministry of Environmental Protection and managers of protected areas

including Ramsar sites are platforms for sharing Ramsar implementation guidelines and other relevant

information between AA and site managers.

19.4 Have you (AA) used your previous Ramsar National Reports in monitoring implementation of the

Convention? {4.3.1} KRA 4.3.ii

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☑ D=Planned

☐ Z=Not Applicable

19.4 Additional information

If ‘Yes’, please indicate how the Reports have been used for monitoring

›
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Section 4. Optional annex to allow any Contracting Party that has

developed national targets to provide information on those 

 

Goal 1

Target 1: Wetland benefits

Wetland benefits are featured in national / local policy strategies and plans relating to key sectors such as

water, energy, mining, agriculture, tourism, urban development, infrastructure, industry, forestry,

aquaculture, fisheries at the national and local level. Contributes to Aichi Target 2

Target 1: Wetland benefits - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 1: Wetland benefits - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 1: Wetland benefits - National Targets

›

Target 1: Wetland benefits - Planned activity

›

Target 1: Wetland benefits - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›

Ramsar National Report to COP13 [Jelena Ducic] Page 33 of 58



Target 2: Water Use

Water use respects wetland ecosystem needs for them to fulfil their functions and provide services at the

appropriate scale inter alia at the basin level or along a coastal zone. Contributes to Aichi Targets 7 and 8

and Sustainable Development Goal 6.3.1

Target 2: Water Use - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 2: Water Use - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 2: Water Use - National Targets

›

Target 2: Water Use - Planned activity

›

Target 2: Water Use - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Target 3: Public and private sectors

Public and private sectors have increased their efforts to apply guidelines and good practices for the wise

use of water and wetlands. {1.10}. Contributes to Aichi Targets 3, 4, 7 and 8.

Target 3: Public and private sectors - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 3: Public and private sectors - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 3: Public and private sectors - National Targets

›

Target 3: Public and private sectors - Planned activity

›

Target 3: Public and private sectors - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Target 4: Invasive alien species

Invasive alien species and pathways of introduction and expansion are identified and prioritized, priority

invasive alien species are controlled or eradicated, and management responses are prepared and

implemented to prevent their introduction and establishment. Contributes to Aichi Target 9.

Target 4: Invasive alien species - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 4: Invasive alien species - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 4: Invasive alien species - National Targets

›

Target 4: Invasive alien species - Planned activity

›

Target 4: Invasive alien species - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Goal 2

Target 5: Ecological character of Ramsar Sites

The ecological character of Ramsar Sites is maintained or restored through effective, planning and

integrated management {2.1.}. Contributes to Aichi Target 6,11, 12.

Target 5: Ecological character of Ramsar Sites - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 5: Ecological character of Ramsar Sites - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 5: Ecological character of Ramsar Sites - National Targets

›

Target 5: Ecological character of Ramsar Sites - Planned activity

›

Target 5: Ecological character of Ramsar Sites - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Target 7: Sites at risk

Sites that are at risk of change of ecological character have threats addressed {2.6.}. Contributes to Aichi

Targets 5, 7, 11, 12.

Target 7: Sites at risk - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 7: Sites at risk - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 7: Sites at risk - National Targets

›

Target 7: Sites at risk - Planned activity

›

Target 7: Sites at risk - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Goal 3

Target 8: National wetland inventories

National wetland inventories have been either initiated, completed or updated and disseminated and used

for promoting the conservation and effective management of all wetlands {1.1.1} KRA 1.1.i. Contrubutes

to Aichi Targets 12, 14, 18, 19.

Target 8: National wetland inventories - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 8: National wetland inventories - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 8: National wetland inventories - National Targets

›

Target 8: National wetland inventories - Planned activity

›

Target 8: National wetland inventories - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Target 9: Wise Use

The wise use of wetlands is strengthened through integrated resource management at the appropriate

scale, inter alia, within a river basin or along a coastal zone {1.3.}. Contributes to Aichi Targets 4, 6, 7.

Target 9: Wise Use - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 9: Wise Use - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 9: Wise Use - National Targets

›

Target 9: Wise Use - Planned activity

›

Target 9: Wise Use - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Target 10: Traditional Knowledge

The traditional knowledge innovations and practices of indigenous peoples and local communities relevant

for the wise use of wetlands and their customary use of wetland resources, are documented, respected,

subject to national legislation and relevant international obligations and fully integrated and reflected in

the implementation of the Convention with a full and effective participation of indigenous and local

communities at all relevant levels. Contributes to Aichi Target 18.

Target 10: Traditional Knowledge - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 10: Traditional Knowledge - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 10: Traditional Knowledge - National Targets

›

Target 10: Traditional Knowledge - Planned activity

›

Target 10: Traditional Knowledge - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Target 11: Wetland functions

Wetland functions, services and benefits are widely demonstrated, documented and disseminated. {1.4.}.

Contributes to Aichi Targets 1, 2, 13, 14.

Target 11: Wetland functions - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 11: Wetland functions - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 11: Wetland functions - National Targets

›

Target 11: Wetland functions - Planned activity

›

Target 11: Wetland functions - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Target 12: Restoration

Restoration is in progress in degraded wetlands, with priority to wetlands that are relevant for biodiversity

conservation, disaster risk reduction, livelihoods and/or climate change mitigation and adaptation. {1.8.}.

Contributes to Aichi Targets 14 and 15.

Target 12: Restoration - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 12: Restoration - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 12: Restoration - National Targets

›

Target 12: Restoration - Planned activity

›

Target 12: Restoration - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Target 13: Enhanced sustainability

Enhanced sustainability of key sectors such as water, energy, mining, agriculture, tourism, urban

development, infrastructure, industry, forestry, aquaculture and fisheries when they affect wetlands,

contributing to biodiversity conservation and human livelihoods. Contributes to Aichi Targets 6 and 7.

Target 13: Enhanced sustainability - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 13: Enhanced sustainability - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 13: Enhanced sustainability - National Targets

›

Target 13: Enhanced sustainability - Planned activity

›

Target 13: Enhanced sustainability - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Goal 4

Target 15: Regional Initiatives

Ramsar Regional Initiatives with the active involvement and support of the Parties in each region are

reinforced and developed into effective tools to assist in the full implementation of the Convention. {3.2.}

Target 15: Regional Initiatives - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 15: Regional Initiatives - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 15: Regional Initiatives - National Targets

›

Target 15: Regional Initiatives - Planned activity

›

Target 15: Regional Initiatives - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Target 16: Wetlands conservation and wise use

Wetlands conservation and wise use are mainstreamed through communication, capacity development,

education, participation and awareness {4.1}. Contributes to Aichi Target 1 and 18.

Target 16: Wetlands conservation and wise use - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 16: Wetlands conservation and wise use - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 16: Wetlands conservation and wise use - National Targets

›

Target 16: Wetlands conservation and wise use - Planned activity

›

Target 16: Wetlands conservation and wise use - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Target 17: Financial and other resources

Financial and other resources for effectively implementing the fourth Ramsar Strategic Plan 2016 – 2024

from all sources are made available. {4.2.}. Contributes to Aichi Target 20.

Target 17: Financial and other resources - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 17: Financial and other resources - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 17: Financial and other resources - National Targets

›

Target 17: Financial and other resources - Planned activity

›

Target 17: Financial and other resources - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Target 18: International cooperation

International cooperation is strengthened at all levels {3.1}

Target 18: International cooperation - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 18: International cooperation - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 18: International cooperation - National Targets

›

Target 18: International cooperation - Planned activity

›

Target 18: International cooperation - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Target 19: Capacity Building

Capacity building for implementation of the Convention and the 4th Ramsar Strategic Plan 2016 – 2024 is

enhanced. Contributes to Aichi Targets 1 and 17.

Target 19: Capacity Building - Priority

Please select only one option

☐ A=High

☐ B=Medium

☐ C=Low

☐ D=Not relevant

☐ E=No answer

Target 19: Capacity Building - Resourcing

Please select only one option

☐ A=Good

☐ B=Adequate

☐ C=Limiting

☐ D=Severely limiting

☐ E=No answer

Target 19: Capacity Building - National Targets

›

Target 19: Capacity Building - Planned activity

›

Target 19: Capacity Building - Outcomes achieved by 2018

Outcomes achieved by 2018 and how they contribute to achievement of the Aichi Targets and Sustainable

Development Goals 

Note: this field has to be completed when the full report is submitted  in January 2018

›
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Section 5: Optional annex to allow any Contracting Party that so

wishes to provide additional information regarding any of all of its

designated Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar Sites)

Guidance for filling in this section

1. Contracting Parties can provide additional information specific to any or all of their designated Ramsar

Sites, given that the situation and status of individual Ramsar Sites can differ greatly within the territory of

a Contracting Party. 

2. The only indicator questions included in this section are those from Section 3 of the COP13 NRF which

directly concern Ramsar Sites. 

3. In some cases, to make them meaningful in the context of reporting on each Ramsar Site separately,

some of these indicator questions and/or their answer options have been adjusted from their formulation in

Section 3 of the COP13 NRF. 

4. Please include information on only one site in each row. In the appropriate columns please add the name

and official site number (from the Ramsar Sites Information Service). 

5. For each ‘indicator question’, please select one answer from the legend. 

6. A final column of this Annex is provided as a ‘free text’ box for the inclusion of any additional information

concerning the Ramsar Site. 

A final column of this Annex is provided as a ‘free text’ box for the inclusion of any additional information

concerning the Ramsar Site.

Serbia

Gornje Podunavlje (1737)

5.7 Has a cross-sectoral site management committee been established for the site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

5.9 If an assessment of the effectiveness of Ramsar Site management has been made please indicate the

year of assessment, which assessment tool did you use (e.g. METT, Resolution XII.15), the result (score) of

the assessment and the source of the information in the box for additional information.

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

11.1 Has an assessment been made of the ecosystem benefits/services provided by the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

11.3 Have socio-economic values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar

Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

11.4 Have cultural values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

16.3a Is stakeholder participation in decision-making promoted, especially with local stakeholder
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involvement in the management of the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

16.6a Have communication mechanisms been established to share information between the Ramsar

Administrative Authority and the Ramsar Site manager(s)?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

Any additional comments/information about the site

›

Koviljsko-Petrovaradinski Rit (2028)

5.7 Has a cross-sectoral site management committee been established for the site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

5.9 If an assessment of the effectiveness of Ramsar Site management has been made please indicate the

year of assessment, which assessment tool did you use (e.g. METT, Resolution XII.15), the result (score) of

the assessment and the source of the information in the box for additional information.

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

11.1 Has an assessment been made of the ecosystem benefits/services provided by the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

11.3 Have socio-economic values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar

Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

11.4 Have cultural values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

16.3a Is stakeholder participation in decision-making promoted, especially with local stakeholder

involvement in the management of the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

16.6a Have communication mechanisms been established to share information between the Ramsar

Administrative Authority and the Ramsar Site manager(s)?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No
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☐ D=Planned

Any additional comments/information about the site

›

Labudovo okno (1655)

5.7 Has a cross-sectoral site management committee been established for the site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

5.9 If an assessment of the effectiveness of Ramsar Site management has been made please indicate the

year of assessment, which assessment tool did you use (e.g. METT, Resolution XII.15), the result (score) of

the assessment and the source of the information in the box for additional information.

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

11.1 Has an assessment been made of the ecosystem benefits/services provided by the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

11.3 Have socio-economic values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar

Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

11.4 Have cultural values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

16.3a Is stakeholder participation in decision-making promoted, especially with local stakeholder

involvement in the management of the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

16.6a Have communication mechanisms been established to share information between the Ramsar

Administrative Authority and the Ramsar Site manager(s)?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

Any additional comments/information about the site

›

Ludasko Lake (137)

5.7 Has a cross-sectoral site management committee been established for the site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned
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5.9 If an assessment of the effectiveness of Ramsar Site management has been made please indicate the

year of assessment, which assessment tool did you use (e.g. METT, Resolution XII.15), the result (score) of

the assessment and the source of the information in the box for additional information.

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

11.1 Has an assessment been made of the ecosystem benefits/services provided by the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

11.3 Have socio-economic values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar

Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

11.4 Have cultural values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

16.3a Is stakeholder participation in decision-making promoted, especially with local stakeholder

involvement in the management of the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

16.6a Have communication mechanisms been established to share information between the Ramsar

Administrative Authority and the Ramsar Site manager(s)?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

Any additional comments/information about the site

›

Obedska Bara (136)

5.7 Has a cross-sectoral site management committee been established for the site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

5.9 If an assessment of the effectiveness of Ramsar Site management has been made please indicate the

year of assessment, which assessment tool did you use (e.g. METT, Resolution XII.15), the result (score) of

the assessment and the source of the information in the box for additional information.

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

11.1 Has an assessment been made of the ecosystem benefits/services provided by the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes
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☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

11.3 Have socio-economic values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar

Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

11.4 Have cultural values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

16.3a Is stakeholder participation in decision-making promoted, especially with local stakeholder

involvement in the management of the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

16.6a Have communication mechanisms been established to share information between the Ramsar

Administrative Authority and the Ramsar Site manager(s)?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

Any additional comments/information about the site

›

Pestersko polje (1656)

5.7 Has a cross-sectoral site management committee been established for the site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

5.9 If an assessment of the effectiveness of Ramsar Site management has been made please indicate the

year of assessment, which assessment tool did you use (e.g. METT, Resolution XII.15), the result (score) of

the assessment and the source of the information in the box for additional information.

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

11.1 Has an assessment been made of the ecosystem benefits/services provided by the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

11.3 Have socio-economic values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar

Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan
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11.4 Have cultural values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

16.3a Is stakeholder participation in decision-making promoted, especially with local stakeholder

involvement in the management of the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

16.6a Have communication mechanisms been established to share information between the Ramsar

Administrative Authority and the Ramsar Site manager(s)?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

Any additional comments/information about the site

›

Slano Kopovo (1392)

5.7 Has a cross-sectoral site management committee been established for the site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

5.9 If an assessment of the effectiveness of Ramsar Site management has been made please indicate the

year of assessment, which assessment tool did you use (e.g. METT, Resolution XII.15), the result (score) of

the assessment and the source of the information in the box for additional information.

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

11.1 Has an assessment been made of the ecosystem benefits/services provided by the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

11.3 Have socio-economic values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar

Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

11.4 Have cultural values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

16.3a Is stakeholder participation in decision-making promoted, especially with local stakeholder

involvement in the management of the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes
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☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

16.6a Have communication mechanisms been established to share information between the Ramsar

Administrative Authority and the Ramsar Site manager(s)?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

Any additional comments/information about the site

›

Stari Begej - Carska Bara Special Nature Reserve (819)

5.7 Has a cross-sectoral site management committee been established for the site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

5.9 If an assessment of the effectiveness of Ramsar Site management has been made please indicate the

year of assessment, which assessment tool did you use (e.g. METT, Resolution XII.15), the result (score) of

the assessment and the source of the information in the box for additional information.

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

11.1 Has an assessment been made of the ecosystem benefits/services provided by the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

11.3 Have socio-economic values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar

Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

11.4 Have cultural values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

16.3a Is stakeholder participation in decision-making promoted, especially with local stakeholder

involvement in the management of the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

16.6a Have communication mechanisms been established to share information between the Ramsar

Administrative Authority and the Ramsar Site manager(s)?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

Any additional comments/information about the site
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›

Vlasina (1738)

5.7 Has a cross-sectoral site management committee been established for the site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

5.9 If an assessment of the effectiveness of Ramsar Site management has been made please indicate the

year of assessment, which assessment tool did you use (e.g. METT, Resolution XII.15), the result (score) of

the assessment and the source of the information in the box for additional information.

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

11.1 Has an assessment been made of the ecosystem benefits/services provided by the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

11.3 Have socio-economic values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar

Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

11.4 Have cultural values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

16.3a Is stakeholder participation in decision-making promoted, especially with local stakeholder

involvement in the management of the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

16.6a Have communication mechanisms been established to share information between the Ramsar

Administrative Authority and the Ramsar Site manager(s)?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

Any additional comments/information about the site

›

Zasavica (1783)

5.7 Has a cross-sectoral site management committee been established for the site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

5.9 If an assessment of the effectiveness of Ramsar Site management has been made please indicate the

year of assessment, which assessment tool did you use (e.g. METT, Resolution XII.15), the result (score) of
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the assessment and the source of the information in the box for additional information.

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

11.1 Has an assessment been made of the ecosystem benefits/services provided by the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ D=Planned

11.3 Have socio-economic values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar

Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

11.4 Have cultural values of wetlands been included in the management planning for the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ C=Partially

☐ Z=No Management Plan

16.3a Is stakeholder participation in decision-making promoted, especially with local stakeholder

involvement in the management of the Ramsar Site?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

16.6a Have communication mechanisms been established to share information between the Ramsar

Administrative Authority and the Ramsar Site manager(s)?

Please select only one option

☐ A=Yes

☐ B=No

☐ D=Planned

Any additional comments/information about the site

›
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