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Preface

South-East Europe (SEE) is one of the richest parts of Europe in terms of biodiversity. In order
to conserve and sustainably use these biodiversity assets and valuable natural resources under
a concerted regional approach, a regional consensus on principles and key elements of a
biodiversity information management and reporting (BIMR) mechanism in line with
Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) and European Union (EU) requirements is required.
It will enable regional exchange of data and information for collaborative monitoring,
reporting and management of (shared) biodiversity resources. Accession to the EU constitutes
a common goal for economies of SEE, where an important pre-requisite is the transposition
and full implementation of the environmental acquis communautaire, especially the Birds
Directive (2009/147/EC) and Habitat Directive (92/43/EEC) and the EU Biodiversity Strategy
2020. Therefore, BIMR is a crucial component for all economies in the SEE region and
improvements are needed.

In general, the SEE region has significant gaps at different levels in each economy regarding
BIMR issues. For instance, key challenges in all economies relate to insufficient technical,
organizational and financial capacities of the institutions involved (especially environmental
ministries, environmental agencies and nature parks’ institutions), as well as missing standards
for data collection, verification and validation and indicators for monitoring of the
implementation of national action plans and Aichi goals according to CBD recommendations.

One of the attempts to successfully contribute to the establishment or improvement of
biodiversity information systems in the SEE region has commenced with this publication. It
was scaled up from existing regional projects and initiatives, as well as European and global
standards. This publication describes the current situation of BIMR elements at the national
and regional level considering contributions from key stakeholders in the period from
September 2016 to April 2017. The focus of the approach taken was on findings of high
relevance adding value to related ongoing and future initiatives. Subsequent collaborative and
coordinated efforts on implementing the recommendations are needed.

The German Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation and Development (BMZ) supports
this ongoing process including development of BIMR Regional Guidelines and piloting
through the Regional Network for Biodiversity Information Management and Reporting project
as part of the GIZ Open Regional Fund for South-East Europe-Biodiversity (ORF-BD) in close
dialogue and coordination with relevant stakeholders and partners.

Gabriele Wagner
GIZ Sector Fund Manager - ORF-BD
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1.INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

1.1. ORF-BD BIMR activities and the focus of this Assessment

Exceptionally high biodiversity exposes the South-East Europe (SEE) region as a true hotspot
of European biodiversity. Diversity of species and habitats, environments, intraspecific and
interspecific variations as well as extremely high level of endemism in comparison to the rest
of the Europe makes the SEE a prime area for conservation objectives. Even more as this area is
usually an unknown white spot in all biodiversity relevant assessments. As such, it is essential
for this region to be considered, assessed and included in any strategic document and process
related to conservation of biodiversity on global and especially European level. This is
becoming regionally and globally more relevant as demonstrated by increasing demands for
consolidated and trans-boundary biodiversity related monitoring and reporting.

Taking into account the complex physical geography and recent history, the SEE region is
unfortunately still insufficiently explored. Furthermore, despite many similarities among
these economies there exist also significant differences that have to be considered, especially
in regards to different level of knowledge and availability of data about species and habitats
and the extent to which they have been researched and used.

In order to adequately assess the biodiversity status in the SEE region, digitized, structured and
verified data on biodiversity is needed. Additionally, there is a need for the establishment of
(regional) mechanisms for the exchange of data, standards and experiences. This can be
achieved through the review and implementation of common technical and biodiversity
standards for data exchange, species and habitats lists as well as through continuous dialogue,
coordination and communication among all relevant stakeholders in the region.

When discussing a term such as biodiversity information system, it is useful to begin by
examining different elements of which this phrase is comprised. Biodiversity is defined as the
variety of plant and animal life in the world or in a particular habitat while information
system is any organized system for the collection, organization, storage and communication of
information.

Therefore, it is important to note that biodiversity information system in context of
biodiversity information management and reporting (BIMR) does not only include some
specific databases or applications but in fact it includes a wide range of dynamic and
continuous operations and activities that various stakeholders conduct in order to collect,
filter, process and analyse, create and distribute data on biodiversity. In that sense biodiversity
information system is a set of different databases, applications, processes, protocols and
services that are intended for biodiversity data storage, maintenance and sharing. Its main
purpose is to bring together facts on biodiversity in a structured format. The system needs
then to be linked with related policies, research results as well as other information systems in
order to support expert work of all involved stakeholders and facilitate biodiversity related
management decisions at various levels (government, communal, private sector).

The understanding of biodiversity information system is quite often distorted and as such
prevents stakeholders to perceive complexity of biodiversity information system as one
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integral set of smaller interconnected modules. Not having a clear understanding and vision
necessarily leads to inadequate financial planning and strategic decisions, and often leads to
situations where economies and their projects related to setting up or enhancing biodiversity
information systems fail to reach their objectives. This consequently results in significant
financial losses, inadequate reporting to Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) and
European Union (EU) as well as wasting experts’ time and efforts. Furthermore, the clear
understanding of information system is a prerequisite to valid planning of financial, human
and technical capacities. Development of some specific database or module or collection of
specific data does not make the information system completed and finalized. In fact, it is of
utmost importance to keep in mind that each information system is an ever growing
formation that requires sustainable long term of financial, technical and staff support.

This lack of understanding is present in all stakeholder organisation/institutions despite their
background, level of activity, financing, governmental/non-governmental status etc. Without
information system, the capacity to adequately store, process, analyse and share biodiversity
data is severely disrupted thus contributing to the ongoing biodiversity loss and consequently
losing the chance to achieve EU Biodiversity Strategy 2020 targets as well as the 2030 Agenda
of Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) which integrates Aichi Biodiversity Targets.

As the Open Regional Fund for South-East Europe - Biodiversity (ORF-BD) supports regional
projects which aim at implementing the EU Biodiversity Strategy 2020 through increased
regional cooperation, the idea of BIMR (Biodiversity Information Management and Reporting)
project was to help SEE region economies to assess the current status of biodiversity
information system setup on both regional and national level and improve the partner
institutions’ capacities to conform with the reporting requirements to the CBD and with other
EU requirements (e.g. Natura 2000 network).

Significance of improving BIMR on both regional and national levels was recognized by
stakeholders in the target economies of SEE region in the project identification mission in
2014 and was therefore addressed as one of the three priority intervention areas of ORF-BD.
The continued project consultations up to now, including those held at the ORF-BD Kick-off
meeting in Belgrade, in February 2016 reconfirmed the need for intervention and resulted in
the development of a BIMR project which commenced in July 2016.

The objective of BIMR project is that capacities of partner institutions needed to meet CBD
and EU reporting requirements have been improved in the SEE region. Within this objective,
there are three BIMR building blocks identified:

1. Regional Assessment of BIMR Baseline, whose objective is to develop and publish
detailed regional and national assessment documents analysing current stakeholder
situation, policy, legal and institutional framework and information system set-up. It is
believed that this baseline assessment process and result will be a first step to assist
stakeholders in improving processes related to BIMR in their own institutions/groups.

2. Development of BIMR Regional Guidelines aims to improve existing systems in
managing data and reporting on species diversity, ecosystems and genetic diversity.
They cover aspects such as standardized biodiversity methodology, mechanism for
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data validation and verification, tools for monitoring and reporting and both tailor-
made and generic solutions for national biodiversity information systems. The final
published BIMR Regional Guidelines represent common regional framework for
biodiversity reporting to CBD in line with EU requirements in the SEE region and
contribute to enhanced regional capacity.

3. In Piloting of BIMR Regional Guidelines, the BIMR approach is to assist at least 3
economies in using and introducing findings from BIMR assessment and BIMR
Regional Guidelines in existing systems. It follows consultations and agreements with
relevant country stakeholders and supports regional exchange and improved
cooperation with all economies. The full implementation of the guidelines in the
entire SEE region is expected to require additional financial resources and significant
time.

In order to better understand and assess complex relationships between relevant stakeholders,
data sources and established data flows on both regional and national level, it is important to
assess each country’s true potential to manage biodiversity data on an adequate quality level
and in line with EU standards and obligations. In addition, six assessments for each SEE
economy have also been prepared as an integral part of regional assessment with the aim to
provide thorough insights regarding stakeholders, policy and information system setup on
national level.

Although the thematic focus of the assessment was put on EU obligations related to
biodiversity data, CBD reporting obligations, as well as Natura 2000 commitments, the
assessment as such delivered much broader results. The Assessment was not only limited to
data, information and capacities necessary for reporting towards CBD and relevant EU
directives, but it provides insights about broader scope and usage of biodiversity data.

1.2. Background information on Biodiversity Information Management and Reporting in
Kosovo

Kosovo is characterized as an important part of the Balkan Peninsula’s biodiversity hotspot in
Europe with many stenoendemic, endemic, rare, important but also endangered, threatened
and vulnerable plant and animal species. Despite this, the country still faces difficulties in
terms of important investments in biodiversity conservation, comprehensive surveys and
establishment of baseline information. Even though important, mainly legislative, steps have
been undertaken in terms of designation of protected areas, during the past years in Kosovo,
biodiversity still does not receive enough attention in terms of data collection, data reporting
and management and creation of effective legal basis for obligatory data flow.

The Ministry of Environment and Spatial Planning (MESP) is the main governmental
institution responsible for managing environment in Kosovo including nature conservation.
The Kosovo Institute for Nature Protection is responsible for establishing and maintenance of
Nature Conservation Information System and the Environmental Information System Sector
is responsible for the establishment and maintenance of Environmental Information System.
Both of these institutions are part of the Kosovo Environmental Protection Agency (KEPA).
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Other departments of MESP are responsible for information systems which indirectly are
related to biodiversity and environment such as the Water Department, Hydrometeorological
Institute, then Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Rural Development (MAFRD), mainly
through its forestry and fishing sectors. Other institutions important in biodiversity data
collection and processing are: Faculty of Mathematics and Natural Sciences of the University
of Prishtina, University of Peja, directorates of two national parks and NGO sector.

Streamlining of Kosovo legislation with the recent activities in Europe related to biodiversity
and environment has been an ongoing process during the last decade. It is assessed that more
than 60% of the overall EU environmental acquis has been transposed into Kosovo's national
environmental legislation. However, in practice, the importance of stakeholder coordination
in terms of biodiversity information management and reporting has not been adequately
addressed so far, although as an issue it has been tackled in several strategic documents, most
lately in the Strategy and Action Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 aiming at integrated sectoral
policies, effective management and sustainable use of biodiversity in close cooperation with
relevant stakeholders. Governmental strategic documents in this regard have identified several
areas which are important in the process of effective biodiversity information management
and reporting such as: clarification of institutional competences and ways of cooperation,
improvement of capacity building activities and management of protected areas, advancement
of cooperation between academic institutions, governmental and nongovernmental sector in
mapping and identifying biodiversity values, as well as creation and proper functioning of
databases aiming at registering and monitoring biodiversity values and associated impacting
activities. The need for tailored activities in this regard is identified as the key issue in many
documents produced during the past years tackling biodiversity, nature conservation,
protected areas and environment.

There is still no comprehensive inventory or monitoring of biodiversity in Kosovo and
information related to biodiversity and environment are mainly generated through different
projects or individual scientific efforts of academic institutions. Biodiversity and
environmental data is thus not stored or processed in integrative way. The information
systems are still not functional and thus proper management of biodiversity data is still
lacking. In addition to this, data flow is ineffective.

Kosovo authorities have made important efforts during the past years in taking part in
regional and international initiatives and conventions related to biodiversity and environment
conservation, but this process has been continuously burdened with political problems.
Kosovo has become a cooperating member country of the European Environmental Agency
(EEA), few years ago, together with the other five other SEE economies which are non-
members of the EU. Due to political reasons, Kosovo still did not ratify any of the international
agreements in the field of biodiversity and/or environment.
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2. METHODOLOGY

The assessment methodology consisted of four main steps along with a set of sub-steps, as
follows:

1) Stakeholder identification by means of local expert knowledge.
2) Stakeholder analysis by means of ranking stakeholders according to their relevance to
BIMR, political influence and capacity.
3) Policy analysis by means of desk-reviewing all relevant sources
4) Stakeholder meetings:
a) National briefings
b) Stakeholder interviews (in person and by telephone)
5) Collecting the data on information system set-up by conducting online questionnaire.

1) Stakeholder identification

In order to get detailed insight into information about legal, organisational and technical
background of biodiversity data management and data flow among different entities in each
country, all relevant stakeholders engaged in biodiversity data inventory, storage, processing
and reporting were identified. For this purpose, as well as later stakeholder analysis, three local
experts have been engaged which provided valuable knowledge and insights related to BIMR
stakeholder identification in their respective countries. With their help, the initial stakeholder
list was prepared and all relevant stakeholders were identified. This list was additionally
extended after the feedback from national briefings and stakeholder meetings held in October
and November 2016. In addition to the identification they also provided important
information about stakeholders and ranked them according to their political influence,
relevance, capacity, roles and reporting obligation.

2) Stakeholder analysis

All stakeholders were first ranked in respect to their political influence, relevance, capacity,
roles and reporting obligations by means of local expert knowledge and other available
information.

After the initial screening all stakeholders have been divided into their respective groups
according to the roles they have in BIMR context. The first role and “the first link in the chain”
are individuals that collect biodiversity field data (biodiversity data collectors) about species,
habitats and/or landscape features that are important for biodiversity. The collected data can
be used for individual purposes (publishing scientific papers for instance) or can be integrated
with data that comes from other data collectors.

Stakeholders that integrate biodiversity data from different sources into a single database
(biodiversity data integrators) must take care about standardisation of structure and
harmonisation of collecting methodologies of different sources.

Stakeholders willing and ready to share their structured data with other individuals or
organisations (by granting access to their biodiversity data or providing structured digital data)
are biodiversity data providers.

Data providers that provide data, which is not directly related to biodiversity data but is useful
for better understanding of biological patterns and processes (like ortho-photo or satellite
images, land use maps etc.) are supporting data providers, and are also important for efficient
biodiversity data processing and reporting.

Stakeholders that are not directly involved in activities on biodiversity data collecting and
processing but are ready to provide support (logistical, in-kind or financial) are financial
supporters.
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In addition to stakeholder ranking, detailed data flow between all the stakeholder groups have
been mapped to show specific relationships between stakeholder and to give insights in all
existing and planned information systems and databases.

3) Policy set-up analysis

By reviewing all relevant sources (legislative, studies, reports etc.) related to policy set-up of
biodiversity information system, the list of all relevant legislative documents that mention the
obligation of establishing biodiversity information system in any of the stakeholder
institutions has been compiled.

4) Stakeholder meetings

To gain additional information about specific stakeholders two types of meetings have been
organised.

First, in each country national briefings were organised for Ministries and Agencies for nature
protection and environment. The objective was to follow up on BIMR Kick-off meeting held in
Sarajevo and particularly to ensure engagement of national stakeholders involved in BIMR
project. "Development of the Croatian National Nature Protection Information System" has
been presented to the meeting participants as an example of Croatian experience with
dissemination at the national level.

In parallel with meetings, individual stakeholder consultations have been conducted which
involved in person (or in some situations telephone) meetings with relevant stakeholders
(mostly academia and NGOs) related to biodiversity data collection, provision, integration and
management.

5) BIMR questionnaire

For the purposes of acquiring specific information related to information system set-up and
data management for each stakeholder organisation the online questionnaire has been
implemented and hosted on Google Form platform. BIMR questionnaire was published and
sent to stakeholders on 11 November 2016 and remained online until the end of December
2016.

Questionnaire was intended to be filled by each stakeholder organisation and each group
received explanations before: biodiversity data collectors, biodiversity data integrators and
biodiversity data providers as those three groups are most important and relevant for BIMR
assessment.

Complete questionnaire with all the questions is available in Annex 3.
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3. STAKEHOLDER ASSESSMENT

The process of stakeholder identification was conducted during the period September -
December 2016. During this time-period there were identified stakeholders from
governmental institutions, academic institutions, international organizations and
nongovernmental sector important in the process of generation, management and processing
of biodiversity data. During this time there were also identified different projects in the past
which were important in terms of biodiversity data management and also actual initiatives
related to the establishment of biodiversity/environment information systems. The most
relevant stakeholders from the list were approached either in direct meetings or through
interviews, questionnaire or email in order to have them involved in the process of assessing
the BIMR for Kosovo.

3.1. Consultation process with stakeholders

During September, October and November 2016 several meetings were held with different
stakeholders involved in biodiversity data collection, provision, integration and management.
These institutions have been contacted either through direct meetings, telephone or email
ensuring feedback on relevant topics and issues related to BIMR: different departments and
sectors of the MESP (Department for Nature Protection, Institute for Spatial Planning,
Institute for Nature Protection, KEPA), University of Peja, University of Prishtina and NGOs
such as KEERC, EkoViciana, ERA, FINCH, etc. In these meetings biodiversity information
management and reporting setup have been emphasized along with the expected chronology
of system development with emphasis on strategic aspects of system development, financial
sources and challenges and lessons learned during system implementation.

The national briefing was organized on 4th of November 2016 in Prishtina with participation
of representatives from different sectors of MESP as well as GIZ experts. During this meeting
the concept of BIMR was presented and there were discussed possibilities of assisting Kosovo
institutions in the process of managing biodiversity information. Representatives from MESP
emphasized the need to assist Kosovo institutions particularly in the process of building
biodiversity and environment information system. Croatian experience related to
development of Nature Protection Information System presented during the national briefing
raised attention of participants who in particular showed interest for knowledge transfer from
Croatia. During the meeting with academic institutions there was discussed the situation
where the universities are in the process of generating biodiversity data and management of
generated information. Staff from all departments of MESP welcomed the initiative of
assistance in matters relevant to biodiversity data collection, information, and management
and reporting. They were interested in receiving assistance related to the standardization
methods of collecting biodiversity information and data. The low number of staff in Kosovo
governmental institutions dealing with biodiversity and environment data maintenance,
processing and reporting was seen as one of obstacles in the process. During the meetings with
universities there was strongly stressed the importance of stakeholder cooperation in the
process of generating, processing and sharing biodiversity information. Even though
universities are involved in several projects related to biodiversity and environment,
biodiversity data is not centrally managed, and there is no standardized protocol for data
maintenance, data sharing and data reporting (Annex 1).
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Information gained through the questionnaire has also been incorporated in this report.

3.2. Stakeholder analysis
Overview of stakeholders by institution/organization type

In total 30 stakeholder institutions have been identified from government, academia, NGOs,
public institutions and international organizations. Most of these stakeholders relevant for the
process of biodiversity information, management and reporting belong to governmental
institutions within the MESP, and to a lesser degree to the MAFRD. There are 6 identified
NGOs relevant to a certain degree in the process. Five academic institutions mostly belonging
to the University of Prishtina Faculty of Mathematics and Natural Sciences are identified while
the sixth one belongs to the newly established University of Peja. Despite the fact that in the
past many international organizations have been involved at least indirectly in the process of
biodiversity, there are currently only two international organizations (UNDP and SIDA) which
recently may have realized or are realizing biodiversity projects. Annex 2 provides a complete
list of identified stakeholders important for the process of BIMR.

Overview of stakeholders by institution/organization type
20

15
10

W Academic
B Governmental
International organization

1 m NGO

Figure 1. Overview of stakeholders by institution/organization type

Overview of stakeholders by city/region

There is a strong centralization in terms of distribution of stakeholders relevant for BIMR.
Most of organizations are located in the capital City of Prishtina. Faculty of Agribusiness and
University of Peja from academia and ERA NGO are located in Peja as well as Directorate of
Bjeshkét e Nemuna National Park, one of two national parks in Kosovo. The Directorate of
Sharr National Park and FINCH NGO are located in Prizren. In Prizren, there is University of
Prizren, but so far no programs or activities related to biodiversity have been undertaken. This
year is expected to see the start of a bachelor program in Forestry. KEERC NGO is located in
the town called Junik. From NGOs only Ecological Network EkoViciana is located in Prishtina.
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Overview of stakeholders by city/region

3%

W Junik

B Peji
Prishtina

M Prizren

7%

Figure 2. Overview of stakeholders by city/ region

Overview of stakeholders by political influence and relevance

The most relevant institutions in BIMR process are institutions directly involved in data
collection and/or provision and integration such as departments of Faculty of Mathematics
and Natural Sciences of the University of Prishtina, University of Peja and some NGOs.
Departments of MESP and MAFRD also belong to the group of the most relevant institutions
due to their role and legal obligations related to biodiversity. The Nature Section of the Kosovo
Museum is also supposed to be amongst the most relevant institutions in terms of generating
and processing and providing biodiversity data. However, during the last years, the Nature
Section has been degraded to a degree that currently makes it dysfunctional. From an
independent institution it has been first brought under the Museum of Kosovo and evicted
from their building. The existing collections have been put in a basement of the Museum of
Kosovo in unsuitable conditions. It has operated in these conditions afterwards with one
member of staff only and currently it is without staff at all, after the retirement of its director.
The newest development related to this museum is that towards the end of November 2016
the Ministry of Culture competent for this institution, has planned 200,000 Euros for new
building which is planned to be located in Sllatine e Vogel village, about 16 km far away from
capital City of Prishtina. In most of the cases, especially in cases of departments belonging to
MESP or MAFRD, the relevant institutions are also politically influential.

However, when it comes to academic institutions, Nature Section of Kosovo Museum and
NGOs, although they are the most relevant institutions in terms of biodiversity information
they score medium to low regarding their political influence. Ministry of European
Integrations, Department for European Integration and Coordination of Policies within MESP,
even though being politically influential institutions they are not specifically directly relevant
to biodiversity information and management. They are only important in certain cases as
political support institutions. Most of NGOs identified as stakeholders during this process do
not possess political influence or even impact in creating or pushing forward issues and
processes related to biodiversity. There are only two NGOs (ERA and FINCH) which are at least
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sporadically importantly involved in biodiversity issues, but mostly concentrated on
environmental campaigns, which may have more influence in terms of political and public
impacts. Two other NGOs, EkoViciana and KEERC are mostly concentrated on biodiversity
research and are relevant in that regard.

Overview of stakeholders by relevance and capacity

In most cases, the most relevant biodiversity institutions are also ranked with highest capacity
scores compared to others. However, no institution was assessed as having full capacity in
terms of biodiversity information management and reporting. Human resources capacities in
the Kosovo Institute for Nature Protection within the KEPA are not satisfactory and this will
be one of the greatest obstacles in the management and update of biodiversity data as well as
in the incoming process when Kosovo will be obliged to report for different international
environmental and biodiversity conventions. The capacities of the Department of Nature
Protection within MESP, which covers legal basis for nature and biodiversity protection and
management are also not satisfactory. Same is the case with the Sector of Environmental
Information System within the State of Environment Directorate which is designated as a
managing authority of the Environmental Information System. University of Prishtina as the
most relevant academic institution has satisfactory capacities to cover some biodiversity fields
while several biodiversity groups remain uncovered and unstudied by this and other academic
institutions due to the lack of human recourses. While flora diversity is well covered, fauna,
fungi, microorganisms and other smaller groups are not satisfactorily covered in academic
institutions. The capacity of governmental institutions is also not fully operative to cover
biodiversity information management and reporting. Neither of the two directorates of
national parks in Kosovo have satisfactory capacities to monitor and manage their designated
protected areas in terms of biodiversity. While most of NGOs are active in terms of
environmental (including biodiversity) awareness campaigns their capacities remain
unsatisfactory in terms of biodiversity data collection and monitoring. Two most important
NGOs ERA and FINCHES are mostly focused on awareness activities related to the large
carnivores and birds on local level, while KERC as a new NGO has been focused mostly on
Junik area. EkoViciana is involved in biodiversity research and campaigns on national level.
The highest discrepancy between relevance and capacities is noted in the Nature section of the
Museum of Kosovo for reasons explained above.

Overview of stakeholders by political influence and capacity

Stakeholders with highest political influence are also ranked better in terms of capacity
compared to other institutions except Ministry of European Integrations and Department for
European Integrations and Coordination of Policies within MESP. These two institutions do
not have satisfactory capacities in terms of pushing forward or managing processes related to
biodiversity under their responsibilities.

Stakeholder roles overview
Most of the stakeholders assessed during this process are data collectors and data providers.
However, the level of data collection or data provision amongst different institutions is not

equal. The Faculty of Mathematics and Natural Sciences of the University of Prishtina is the
main and probably almost the only institution in comprehensive primary data collection on
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biodiversity. Other universities, governmental institutions and NGOs only sporadically collect
information on biodiversity and environment. Eight institutions (all governmental ones
belonging to the MESP and MAFRD) are data integrator institutions while only four financial
support institutions are identified - MESP, Inter-ministerial Water Council to some degree,
and two international development agencies (SIDA and UNDP).

Data collector institutions are almost all involved since they collect to some degree and at
some time certain information related to biodiversity. The number of data providers is smaller
than data collectors and as a such there are identified mainly different departments of
academic institutions and central departments of the MESP (such as Institute of Spatial
Planning, Kosovo Institute for Nature Protection), then MAFRD, Inter-ministerial Water
Council etc. Three NGOs are also identified as data providers: EkoViciana, KEERC and FINCH.

Regarding the category of biodiversity data collected, academic institutions (and mainly
Faculty of Mathematics and Natural Sciences) encompasses all levels: species, biological
communities, ecosystems but landscape features and land use as well. Most of the NGOs and
governmental institutions are either focused only on species level or they gather and report
information only related to landscape features or ecosystems.

Stakeholder roles overview

M data collector

W data provider

data integrator

W financial support

W supporting data
provider

Figure 3. Stakeholders role overview

Page 11



Al. What group(s) of organism do you collect data about?

10
M Plants
B
c M Invertebrates (marine and
terrestrial)
4 W vertebrates
2
M Fungi
0

W Microorganisms

Figure 4. Information regarding the groups of organisms which stakeholder institutions collect (based on
questionnaire completed by stakeholders involved in the BIMR)

A3. What is the category of biodiversity data you are
collecting?

W Species

M Ecosyste