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It was stressed by the group that a useful European forest biodiversity indicator framework needs to be consistently developed at different scales in order to serve both policy and management actions at different administrative levels (forest owner/regional forest authority/EU). It also needs to address biodiversity at different scales (bio-geographic region assessment/stand qualities). Therefore, the indicators themselves should be split into three levels: stand (e.g. old stand trees, decaying logs), local (e.g. vertical structure), region (e.g. mosaic, “site certification”), and they should follow a ‘bottom-up’ procedure. The group did not go further into this issue, as it is rather well covered by existing literature.
The group agreed that the relevant stakeholders, i.e. nature conservationists, biological experts, forest administration, forest owners, etc. need to be allowed input into the indicator selection process and that negotiations would be best conducted in a neutral setting. Experience has shown that the selection of a ‘meeting place’ both in physical terms but in particular as regards an organisation (who invites, who dominates) is crucial to create a good discussion between representatives of potentially conflicting interests.  
The EU has an important role to play as the same issues are faced by all countries and it can bring people together with a wide range of experience in an attempt to find solutions. In this regard it could exploit the individual histories and cultures in each country to motivate landowners and to provide a local focal point for education, particularly in targeting future generations. 
The group agreed on the need for education on forest biodiversity as a long-term strategy, with the idea that without education we would be making laws that people do not understand and thus be reluctant to follow. It can even be debated which measure is most efficient – legal regulation or information dissemination. The general opinion was that both have advantages and should be used in an optimal mix.
It was proposed to develop one or several European-level course(s) on forest biodiversity targeted to strategic information transfers / policy-makers and/or students. A main objective should be to create an understanding of the different conditions for forest biodiversity and management of forests in different European regions, which makes field visits necessary.

