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management of natural heritage
site, regional parks and forest
Brussels Case study

16 November 2022

:Z:.‘d;’i‘%.:,?.%mem Etienne AULOTTE
brussel Bruxelles Environnement

.brussels &»



Grer A
s
TR r.—-':w\-—...,——-v— ._m_..-——-‘-_

4

gd'{

el
w%
s 9

R\
SN

(e

ek S N ERVAT AT

T — AN

TN P REECASE e
THE SONIAN FOREST |

4383 ha (only 38% be)
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Manage by 3 régions
Natura 2000 site

2500 ha of beech forest (Habitat 9120)
Peri-urban forest

Regional natural heritage site and for some brussels

parts (61ha) UNESCO Sites (old beech forest of the
Atlantic Region)

Decline of the beech forest (up to 90% expected to |
2100) following study (2015) T Eames
Natural regeneration of the forest since 2005 ”’&
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+LEARNED FROM THE SONIAN FOREST
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h e Accurate monitoring of what is happenmg in terms of

adaptability of natural sites (phenotypic/genotypic, etc.)

CC adaptation measures should match and be easily integrated ‘

with ongoing multifunctional long-term management plan
(2019 - 2043)

A need to go faster to integrate adaptation measures in N2000
management plans >

How to deal with the introduction or arrival of more adapted
species (indigenous or not) in current management plan — .
Example of the ongoing plantation of sessile oak (Quercus |
petraea) + better knowledge of the potential of adaptation of
those species
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+ CCINATURA 2000 —LESSONS LE
- FROM THE SONIAN FOREST
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‘N e What are the best forest management practices? Is the

current « futaie irréguliére » the best.way to make our forest
.. adaptative? J pe .t
:- - ®-Some contracdictory measures between UNESCO Site (buffer . o

" o zone) and Natura 2000 management plan i

3,

23 e Betterregulate the huge expansion of human activitiesand -85
= -pressure to avoid cocktail effect including soil compaction, B2 %
.= ~noise disturbance, fire risk, etc.). Lack of knowledge of what ﬁfs‘i‘._
.2 _is acceptable or not + boost citizens awareness and = o

......

= education. et



MREGIONAL N2000&NATURAL
HERITAGE PERI-URBAN PARCS

§ o Act as climate buffer (interdependance area)

¥< e Veryimportant power of reconnexion — green and blue network

ot ° Ongoing study (ERU URBANISM) : “Studying the compatibility of
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.. RECOMMANDATIONS FOR PERI-URBAN PARK| -
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Vw2 e A need to take strong adaptation measures in mterdependance 58 o
S areas (buffer zone and reconnecting areas) both.in protected or - ** <

not protected dareas

==~ - e Strengthen the legal constraint in favor of nature = include a
reason for “biodiversity emergency” favorable to “climate
emergency”
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- | @ Bring regulatory value to natural networks. From a voluntary ,;;‘ c:i’/f?‘_-”w
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Brussels Ecological network to mandatory actions /) ? St
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e Management practices (period of reference and historical Bl

management practices) should evolve and be more CC i 4

adaptative oy
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Etienne AULOTTE

Head of department nature & agriculture development

Phone: 02/775.77.30
E-mall : eaulotte@environnement.brussels
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