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Country Profile
                           Country Profile         
Land area
Indicated the total land area, the area covered by water bodies and total country area: 
Year
Total land area (km2) 
Water bodies 
(km2)
Total country area
(km2)
Comments
Demographics 
Estimates of the urban, rural and total population living in your country: 
Year
Urban (thousands)
Rural (thousands)
Total  (thousands)
Comments
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
Complementary information
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary data/document into the space provided on the PRAIS portal.
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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification land degradation, promote sustainable land management and contribute to land degradation neutrality 
SO1-1          Trends in land cover         
Land cover
Quantitative data
National level estimates of the distribution of the main land cover classes (in kilometres squared (km2)).
Default data are derived from the 
and they can be amended as appropriate.
Land cover (km2)
Year
Tree-covered areas 
 Grassland 
Cropland
Wetland
Artificial surfaces
 Other Land
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
Net area change 
Land cover area change matrix (in squared kilometers).
Initial class
Final class
Tree-covered areas 
Grassland
Cropland
Wetland
Artificial surfaces
Other land
Tree-covered areas
Grassland 
Cropland
Wetland
Artificial surfaces
Other land
Please answer the following question if you have edited or replaced the default data using other data sources:
Sources of information
Provide the source of data. 
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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land management and contribute to land degradation neutrality
Qualitative assessment
Interpretation of the indicator
Based on the quantitative data, describe the most significant negative or positive land cover changes as well as their direct and/or indirect drivers:
  Land conversion
Net area
Driver(s)
Description
From
To
change 
(Km2)
Direct
(Choose one or more items)
Indirect
(Choose one or more items)
of changes 
Comments
Hotspots/brightspots
Indicate where in your country the most significant hotspots/brightspots related to land cover are located:
Hotspots/brightspots
Location
Area (Km2)
Comments
Complementary information
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary data/document into the space provided on the PRAIS portal.
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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land 
degradation, promote sustainable land management and contribute to land degradation neutrality
SO1-2          Trends in land productivity or functioning of the land         
Land productivity dynamics
Quantitative data
National level estimates of land productivity dynamics within each land cover type: area covered by each class of land productivity dynamics (in km2).
 
 
Default data are derived from the
and they can be amended as appropiate
Net land productivity dynamics      
(km2)
Land cover class
Declining
Moderate decline
Stressed
Stable
Increasing
No data
Tree-covered areas
Grassland
Cropland
Wetland
Artificial surfaces
Other land
Estimates of land productivity dynamics for areas where a land conversion to a new land cover type has taken place (in km2)
 
Land conversion         Net area change         
Net area change
Net land productivity dynamics 
(km2)
From
To
km2
Declining
Moderate decline
Stressed
Stable
Increasing
Please answer the following questions if you have edited or replaced the default data using other data sources: 
Other metrics
If your country uses a different metric to assess land productivity (e.g. Normalized Difference Vegetation Index (NDVI), Enhanced vegetation Index (EVI)), specify which metric your country uses and provide the  data here.
Sources of information
Provide the source of data
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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land 
degradation, promote sustainable land management and contribute to land degradation neutrality
Qualitative assessment
Interpretation ofthe indicator
Based on the quantitative data, describe the most significant negative or positive changes in land productivity as well as their direct and/or indirect drivers:
Land cover class / Land conversion	
Area (km2)
Land productivity dynamics	
Direct (choose one or more items)
Indirect (choose one or more items)
Comments
Hotspots/Brightspots
Indicate where in your country the most significant hotspots/brightspots related to land productivity are located.
Hotspots/brightspots
Location
Area(km2)
Comments
Complementary         information
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary document	
into the space provided on the PRAIS portal 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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land management and contribute to land degradation neutrality
SO1-3          Trends in carbon stocks above and below ground
Soil organic carbon stocks
Quantitative data
National level estimates of the soil organic carbon (SOC) stock in topsoil (0-30 cm) within each land cover type (in tonnes per hectare). 
Default data are derived from the
and they can be amended as appropriate.
Soil organic carbon stock in topsoil (t/ha)
Year
Tree-covered areas 
 Grassland 
Cropland
Wetland
Artificial surfaces
 Other Land
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
Estimates of change of organic carbon stock in soil due to land conversion to a new land cover type
Land conversion
Net area change
Soil organic carbon (SOC) stock change      
From
To
km2
Initial SOC stock (t/ha)
Final SOC stock (t/ha)
Initial SOC stock total 
Final SOC stock total
SOC stock change (t)
Please answer the following question if you have edited or replaced the default data using other data sources:
Sources of  information
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary document	
into the space provided on the PRAIS portal 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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land management and contribute to land degradation neutrality
 Qualitative assessment 
Interpretation of the indicator
Based on the quantitative data, describe the most significant negative or positive changes in organic carbon stock in soil as well as their direct and/or indirect drivers
Land cover class / Land conversion	
Area (km2)
Soil organic carbon stock change (t/ha)
Direct (choose one or more items)
Indirect (choose one or more items)
Comments
Hotspots/Brightspots
Indicate where in your country the most significant hotspots/brightspots related to soil organic carbon stock are located
Hotspots/brightspots
Location
Area(sq km)
Comments
Complementary         information         
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary document	
into the space provided on the PRAIS portal	
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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land  degradation, promote sustainable land management and contribute to land degradation neutrality
SO1           Proportion of land that is degraded over total land area (Sustainable Development Goal indicator 15.3.1)
Proportion of land that is degraded 
Indicate the total area of land that is degraded (in km2), and the proportion of degraded land relative to the total land area (defined as the total surface area of a country less the area covered by inland waters, like major rivers and lakes ), and the year.
Total area of 
degraded land
(Km2)
Proportion of         degraded land
Year
Method
Did you use the 3 sub-indicators (i.e. land cover, land productivity dynamics and soil organic carbon stock) to compute the proportion of land that is degraded?
 (i.e. land cover, land productivity dynamics and soil organic carbon stock) to compute the proportion of land that is degraded?
 
 
Did you apply the One Out, All Out principle to compute the proportion of land that is degraded?
If no, indicate the method used to assess the proportion of land that is degraded  
Level of confidence 
Indicate your country's level of confidence in the assessment of the proportion of land that is degraded:
Describe why the assessment has been given the level of confidence selected above: 
Complementary information
 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary data/document into the space provided on the PRAIS portal.
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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 1: To improve the condition of affected ecosystems, combat desertification/land degradation, promote sustainable land management and contribute to land degradation neutrality
SO1           Voluntary targets
Land degradation neutrality targets
Has your country set any land degradation neutrality target(s)?
List any LDN target your country has set, and indicate the expected year of achievement and level of application (e.g. national level, subnational level, specific targets). 
Target
Year
Level of application
Is your country planning to set any LDN target(s)?   
Other targets
List any other target relevant to strategic objective 1  that your country has set, and indicate the expected year of achievement and level of application (e.g. national, subnational):
Target
Year
Level of application
Complementary information
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary data/document into the space provided on the PRAIS portal.
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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 2: To improve the living conditions of affected populations 
SO2-1           Trends in population living below the relative poverty line and/or income inequality in affected areas
Relevant metric
Choose the metric relevant to your country:
Proportion of population below the international poverty line
Quantitative data
Estimates of the proportion of population below the international poverty line (percentage) The 'international poverty line' is currently set at USD 1.90 a day based on 2011 purchasing power parity.
 
Year
Proportion of population below the international poverty line 
Sources of information
Provide the source of data. 
Income inequality
  
Quantitative data
Estimate of income inequality (Gini index).
 
Year
Income inequality (Gini Index)
Sources of information
Provide the source of data. 
Qualitative assessment   
Interpretation of the indicator 
Based on the quantitative data, describe the most significant negative or positive changes in the indicator as well as their direct and/or indirect drivers. 
Change in the indicator
Driver(s)
Comments
Direct
(Choose one or more items)
Indirect
(Choose one or more items)
Hotspots/brightspots
If disaggregated data (e.g. per administrative division, urban vs. rural, affected areas etc.) are available in your country, indicate where the most significant hotspots/brightspots related to this indicator are located.
Hotspots/brightspots
Location
Comments
Complementary information  
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary data/document into the space provided on the PRAIS portal.
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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 2: To improve the living conditions of affected populations
SO2-2           Trends in access to safe drinking water in affected areas
Proportion of population using an improved drinking water source
Quantitative data
Estimates of the proportion of population using safely managed drinking water services.
Year
Urban
 (Percent)
Rural
 (Percent)
Total
(Percent)
Sources of information
Provide the source of data. 
Qualitative assessment  
Interpretation of the indicator 
Based on the quantitative data, describe the most significant negative or positive changes in the indicator as well as their direct and/or indirect drivers.
 
Change in the indicator
Driver(s)
Comments
Direct
(Choose one or more items)
Indirect
(Choose one or more items)
Hotspots/brightspots
If disaggregated data (e.g. per administrative division, urban vs. rural, affected areas etc.) are available in your country, indicate where the most significant hotspots/brightspots related to this indicator are located.
Hotspots/brightspots
Location
Comments
Complementary information
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary data/document into the space provided on the PRAIS portal.
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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 2: To improve the living conditions of affected populations
SO2           Voluntary targets
Targets
List any target relevant to strategic objective 2 that your country has set, and indicate the expected year of achievement and level of application (e.g. national, subnational):
Target
Year
Level of application
Complementary information
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary data/document into the space provided on the PRAIS portal.
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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 3: To mitigate, adapt to, and manage the effects of drought in order to enhance  resilience of vulnerable populations and ecosystems
SO3           Indicators 
Nationally relevant indicators 
Which indicators is your country using to measure progress towards strategic objective 3, related targets and/or specific expected impacts? 
Indicator
Qualitative assessment
Comments 
Complementary information
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary data/document into the space provided on the PRAIS portal 
SO3           Voluntary targets 
Targets
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary data/document into the space provided on the PRAIS portal. 
Target
Year
Level of application
Complementary information
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary data/document into the space provided on the PRAIS portal. 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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 4: To generate global environmental benefits through effective implementation of the United nations Convention to Combat Desertification
SO4-1           Trends in carbon stocks above and below ground
Trends in carbon stock above and below ground is a multi-purpose indicator used to measure progress towards both strategic objectives 1 and 4. Quantitative data and a qualitative assessment of trends in this indicator are reported under strategic objective 1, progress indicator SO1-3.
SO4-2           Trends in abundance and distribution of selected species
Quantitative data
Red List Index of species survival
Year
Red List Index 
Sources of information
Provide the source of data
Qualitative assessment  
Interpretation of the indicator 
Based on the quantitative data, describe the most significant negative or positive changes in the indicator as well as their direct and/or indirect drivers:
Change in the indicator
Driver(s)
Comments
Direct
(Choose one or more items)
Indirect
(Choose one or more items)
Hotspots/brightspots
If disaggregated data (e.g. by ecosystems, habitats, and other political and geographic divisions) are available in your country, indicate where the most significant hotspots/brightspots related to this indicator are located. 
Hotspots/brightspots
Location
Comments
Complementary information 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary data/document into the space provided on the PRAIS portal.
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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 4: To generate global environmental benefits through effective implementation of the United nations Convention to Combat Desertification
SO4           Voluntary targets 
Targets
List any target relevant to strategic objective 4 that your country has set and indicate the expected year of achievement and level of application (e.g. national, subnational). Which additional indicators is your country using to measure progress towards strategic objective 1, 2 and 3 and related targets?  
Target
Year
Level of application
Complementary information
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary data/document into the space provided on the PRAIS portal.
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Strategic objectives
Additional indicators for strategic objectives 1, 2 and 4
SO1,2 and 4           Additional indicators
Nationally relevant indicators
Which additional indicators is your country using to measure progress towards strategic objectives 1, 2 and 4 and related targets? 
Indicator
Relevant strategic objective or target
Qualitative assessment
Comments 
Complementary         information
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant and upload any complementary data/document into the space provided on the PRAIS portal. 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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 5: To mobilize substantial and additional financial and non-financial 
resources to support the implementation of the Convention by building effective 
partnerships at global and national level
SO5-1           Trends in International Bilateral and Multilateral Official Development Assistance
Quantitative data
Total amount of bilateral official development assistance (ODA) committed for activities relevant to the implementation of the Convention over the previous five years.
Data derived from information reported to the Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) Development Assistance Committee (DAC), based on the Rio marker classification for desertification; they can be amended as appropriate.  
Year
Total ODA committed for activities relevant to theimplementation of the         Convention
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
Sources of
 
information
If you have used other global/regional data sources or national data, please provide the source of data. 
Qualitative assessment
Complementary information
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant, including trends emerging from the data as indicated above and how they relate to financing the implementation of the Convention, and the types of projects and/or regions or countries on which your country has focused to the greatest extent.
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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 5: To mobilize substantial and additional financial and non-financial
resources to support the implementation of the Convention by building effective 
partnerships at global and national level
 
SO5-2           Trends in domestic public resources
Qualitative assessment
Trends in amount of domestic desertification financing
Choose the option representing the trend in the total amount of financing relevant for implementation of the Convention committed at the national level during the five-year period from 2012 to 2016
 Trends in national-level financing for activities relevant         to the implementation of the Convention
Up
Û
Stable
ÙÚ
Down
Ü
Unknown
 ~
Sources of
information
 
Provide the source of trend information
Complementary information 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant, including trends emerging from the data as indicated above and how they relate to financing the implementation of the Convention, and the types of projects and/or regions on which national-level financing has focused to the greatest extent.
Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 5: To mobilize substantial and additional financial and non-financial
resources to support the implementation of the Convention by building effective
partnerships at global and national level
Qualitative assessment 
Trends in number of         co-financing partners
Choose the option representing the trend in the number of co-financing partners for activities relevant to the implementation of the Convention between 2012 and 2016
.
 Number of co-financing partners for activities relevant         to the implementation of the Convention         
Up
Û
Stable
ÙÚ
Down
Ü
Unknown
 ~
Sources of
 
information
 
Provide the source of trend information.
Complementary information 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant, including trends emerging from the data as indicated above and how they relate to financing the implementation of the Convention, and the types of projects and/or regions or countries on which co-financing partners have focused to the greatest extent.
SO5-3           Trends in number of co-financing partners
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Strategic objectives
Strategic objective 5: To mobilize substantial and additional financial and non-financial 
resources to support the implementation of the Convention by building effective 
partnerships at global and national level
SO5-4           Resources Mobilized from Innovative Sources of Finance, Including from the Private Sector
Qualitative assessment
 
 
Trends in resources mobilized from innovative sources of finance
Choose the option representing the trend in the resources mobilized from innovative sources of finance, including from the private sector, for activities relevant to the implementation of the Convention for the four-year period between 2012 and 2016 
Amount of resources mobilized from innovative sources of finance, including from the private sector for activities relevant to the implementation of the Convention
Up
Û
Stable
ÙÚ
Down
Ü
Unknown
 ~
Sources of
 
information
 
Provide the source of trend information. 
Complementary information 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant, including trends emerging from the data as indicated above and how they relate to financing the implementation of the Convention, and types of projects and/or regions or countries on which innovative sources of finance have focused to the greatest extent. 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Implementation Framework Financial and non-financial resources 
Increasing mobilization of financial and non-financial resources for the implementation of the Convention from international and domestic, public and private sources as well as from local communities, including non-traditional funding sources, and climate finance;
Increasing
mobilization of resources 
 
Would you like to share an experience on how your country has increased the mobilization of resources?
If yes, was this 
What sources were mobilized?
Narrative
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant.
Support 
Has your country supported other countries in the mobilization of financial and  non-financial resources for the implementation of the Convention?
Narrative
If yes, describe your experience below.
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Implementation framework 
Financial and non-financial resources
Taking advantage of the opportunity of using land degradation neutrality as a framework to enhance the coherence, effectiveness and multiple benefits of investments. 
Using LDN as a framework to increase investment 
Would you like to share how your country has taken advantage of the LDN concept to enhance the coherence, effectiveness and multiple benefits of investments?  
Narrative 
If yes, describe your experience below.
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Implementation framework 
Financial and non-financial resources
Improving the use of existing and/or innovative financial processes and institutions (such as the Global Environment Facility (GEF) or other newer funds)
Improving existing and/or innovative financial processes and institutions 
Would you like to share an experience on how your country has improved the use of existing and/or innovative financial processes and institutions?
If yes, is your experience about using    
Narrative 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant.
Support 
Has your country supported other countries in the improvement of existing or innovative financial processes and institutions? 
Narrative 
If yes, describe your experience below. 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Implementation Framework
Policy and planning 
Developing, implementing, revising and regularly monitoring, as appropriate, national, subregional and regional action programmes and/or plans as effective tools for UNCCD implementation
Action Programmes
Would you like to share an experience on how your country/subregion/region/institution has developed or helped develop, implement, revise or regularly monitor action programmes?
If yes, at which level has this happened or is it happening 
Is your experience about
Narrative
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant.
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Implementation framework 
Policy and planning 
Establishing policies and enabling environments for promoting and implementing solutions to combat desertification/land degradation and mitigate the effects of drought including prevention, relief and recovery
Establishing policies
Would you like to share an experience on how your country institution has established or helped establishing policies and enabling environments to promote and/or implement solutions to combat desertification/land degradation and mitigate the effects of drought?
If yes, have those policies and enabling environments aimed at
Is your experience about
Narrative 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant.  
Support 
Has your country supported other countries in establishing policies and enabling environments for promoting and implementing solutions to combat desertification/land degradation and mitigate the effects of drought including prevention, relief and recovery?
Narrative 
If yes, describe your experience below.
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Implementation framework 
Policy and planning 
Leveraging synergies and integrating DLDD into national plans related to the multilateral environmental agreements (MEAs), in particular the other Rio conventions and other international commitments, as appropriate, within their respective mandates, optimizing efficacy and eliminating duplication of efforts. 
Synergies
Would you like to share an experience on how your country has leveraged synergies and integrated DLDD into national plans related to other MEAs, in particular the other Rio conventions and other international commitments? 
If yes, the actions have aimed at: 
Narrative 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant.  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Implementation framework 
Policy and planning
Mainstreaming DLDD as appropriate into economic, environmental and social policies, with a view to increasing the impact and effectiveness of the implementation of the Convention
Mainstreaming DLDD 
Would you like to share an experience on how your country is mainstreaming DLDD in economic, environmental and social policies, with a view to increasing the impact and effectiveness of the implementation of the Convention
If yes, DLDD was mainstreamed into: 
Narrative 
If yes, describe your experience below.
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Implementation Framework Policy and planning 
Establishing national policies, measure and governance for drought preparedness and	
management including drought contingency plans according to the mandate of the	
Convention.
National policies
Would you like to share an experience on how your country established/is establishing national	policies, measures and governance for drought preparedness and management including drought contingency plans?
1. If yes, does your country have a drought contingency plan?
2. If yes, is your country establishing :
Narrative 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant 
Support 
Has your country supported other countries in establishing policies, measures and governance for drought preparedness and management, including drought contingency plans in accordance with the mandate of the Convention?
Narrative 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant 
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Implementation framework 
Action on the Ground
Implementing sustainable land management practices
SLM practices
Would like to share experiences on how your country is implementing sustainable land management (SLM) practices to address DLDD?
If yes, what types of SLM practices are being implemented?
Narrative 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant
Support 
Has your country supported other countries in the implementation of SLM practices?
Narrative 
If yes, describe your experience below.
 
 SLM practices are being implemented?
Click here to enter text.
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Implementation framework
Implementing restoration and rehabilitation practices in order to assist with the recovery of ecosystem functions and services
Restoration and rehabilitation 
Would like to share experiences on how your country is involved in restoration and rehabilitation practices in order to assist with the recovery of ecosystem functions and services?
If yes, what types of practices are being implemented?
At what level does your country implement the restoration and rehabilitation practices?
Narrative 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant 
Support 
Has your country supported other countries in the restoration and rehabilitation practices in order to assist with the recovery of ecosystem functions and services?
Narrative 
If yes, describe your experience below.
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Implementation framework 
Action on the Ground
Developing and operationalizing drought risk management, monitoring and early warning systems and safety net programmes
Drought risk management and Early warning systems
Would you like to share experience on how your country is developing drought risk management, and monitoring early warning systems and safety-net programmes to address DLDD?
1-	If yes, would like to share experiences on?
Descripción
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant 
Support 
Has your country supported other countries in developing drought risk management, and monitoring early warning systems and safety-net programmes to address DLDD?
Narrative 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant 
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Implementation framework 
Action on the Ground
Promoting alternative livelihoods
Alternative livelihoods
Does your country promote alternative livelihoods practice in the context of DLDD? 
1.         If yes, could you list some practices implemented at your country level to promote alternative livelihoods? 
2.   Would you like to share experiences in engaging women and youth in promoting alternative livelihoods? 
Narrative 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant 
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Implementation framework
Establishing systems for sharing information and knowledge and facilitating networking on best practices and approaches to drought management
Establishing Knowledge sharing systems 
Has your country established systems for sharing information and knowledge and facilitating networking on best practices and approaches to drought management?
If yes, would you like to share/list the established systems available in your country for sharing information and knowledge and facilitating networking on best practices and approaches to drought management?
Would you like to share experiences on programmes/activities that promote women's access to knowledge and technology?
Narrative 
Provide any complementary information you deem relevant  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	Sourcesofinfo10: Data on poverty are collected by Statistical Office of Montenegro – MONSTAT.  In 2008, for the first time, the results of an analysis of poverty in 2005 and 2006 were published by MONSTAT, in cooperation with the World Bank and with the support of the Ministry of Health, Labor and Social Welfare. Data are available by 2013, and can be downloaded by using the following link:   http://monstat.org/cg/page.php?id=193&pageid=73.Poverty estimates are based on national absolute poverty line which was prepared according to the methodology recommended by the World Bank. For the estimates, the same methods and procedures were used throughout the period 2006-2013, and that provides good comparison of results over time and observation of the main poverty trends.The main source of data for poverty assessments was the Household Budget Survey, which is annually conducted by MONSTAT. The main indicator of living standards is household consumption. For a better comparison of standards by household, correction for differences in household size was done by using the modified OECD scale and correction for regional differences in the price level.Absolute poverty line for Montenegro in 2013 amounted to € 186.45 per adult equivalent, which is about 4 € more than in 2012. In 2013, 8.6% of the population had equivalent consumption below the absolute poverty line.Compared to 2012, in 2013, poverty has declined in both, urban and rural areas. Observing urban areas, poverty rate in 2013 was 7.9%, while in 2012 was 8.1%, or decreased by 0.2 percentage points. In rural areas, the minimum poverty rate was in 2013 (9.7%), while in 2012 was 18.1%. In 2013, compared to 2012, poverty rate in rural areas decreased by 8.4 percentage points and amounted to 9.7%. The rural population has a higher risk of poverty than the urban population. The depth and severity of poverty is higher in urban areas.Between 2012 and 2013, increasing a share of 20% of the poorest of the population in the total consumption from 8.5% to 8.7%. Therefore, 20% of the richest increased their share of total consumption distribution, from 37.1% to 37.5%. In 2013, 20% of the richest people had consumption which is 4.3 time higher than the consumption of 20% of the poorest citizens. Gini coefficient shows a decline in inequality in Montenegro in 2013. The coefficient is reduced from 26.5% to 26.2%.Table 1: Gini coefficient in urban and rural areas, 2011-2013.                            2011 2012 2013Urban areas 24,6%  25,7%  26,8% Rural areas 24,2%  26,3%  23,5% There is a significant difference in the extent of poverty in the South region and other parts of the country. Data shows that the poverty rate in North region is almost three times higher than the rate of poverty in the Southern region. Poverty rate in North region was 10.3% in 2013. In that region there is 25.0% of the population, but 30.1% of all poor. Poverty rate in Central region is 10.3%, and 3.8% in the South.Table 2: Poverty Estimations by geographic areas, 2013Region Poverty rate The relative risk of poverty Share of poor Share of total populationNorth 10,3%  1,20  30,1%  25,0% Central 10,3%  1,20  58,1%  48,3% South 3,8%  0,44  11,8%  26,6% Table 3 shows that the poverty rate in rural areas of Montenegro is higher than in urban areas. In urban areas, the poverty rate in 2013 was 7.9%, while in rural areas it was 9.7%. In Montenegro ,in rural areas live 42.4% of poor persons, while in urban areas there is 57.6%.Table 3: Poverty Risk by Location, 2013 Poverty rate The relative risk of poverty Share of poor Share of total populationUrban areas 7,9%  0,92  57,6%  62,5% Rural areas 9,7%  1,13  42,4%  37,5% Following the division of urban areas on Podgorica and other urban areas, it can be seen that in Podgorica, poverty rate (12.5%) is larger than in the other urban areas (4.9%). In rural areas, the poverty rate in 2013 was 9.7%. 37.5% of the total population lives in rural areas, of which the share of poor is 42.4%.Table 4: Poverty Risk by Location and Region, 2013 Poverty rate The relative risk of poverty Share of poor Share of total populationPodgorica 12,5%  1,45  36,2%  24,9% Other urban areas 4,9%  0,57  21,5%  37,5% Rural areas 9,7%  1,13  42,4%  37,5% In order to achieve balanced regional development, the Government of Montenegro adopted the Strategy for Regional Development until 2020, on the session held in June 2014.. By the end of 2020, a more balanced socio-economic development of all local government units and regions, based on competitiveness, innovation and employment, should be achieved. In order to fulfill that strategic goal, it is necessary, in parallel with investing in basic infrastructure, to implement variety of measures which relate to increasing the degree of competitiveness in less developed regions, as well as strengthening of human resources and jobs creation. Some of the measures defined in above-mentioned Strategy refer to improving business environment, application of tax incentives to develop incentives system in the Northern region in order to increase the investment in this region (especially in the areas of tourism, agriculture, energy and wood processing). This has an aim to increase the added value in production and enhance creation of new jobs, bearing in mind that unemployment is one of the key elements of the lower development of the North. In the Northern region, attention will be addressed primarily in the field of education in line with labor market needs, strengthening of cooperation between the public and private sectors, as well as support to SME development in agriculture, tourism, wood processing, energy industry (such as the networking of SMEs into clusters, promotion of export, etc.).The realization of the above objectives of regional development is possible through further improvement of priority areas for the development of Montenegro, which will in the future, until the end of 2020, significantly be supported from the IPA funds. These priority areas of development at the national level, are: (i) transportation and other public infrastructure; ii) agriculture and rural development; iii) energy; iv) environmental protection; c) competition and innovation; vi) industry vii) tourism and culture viii) education, employment and social policy.In general, delay in development of the Northern region in comparison to the average of the country dates back for more than four decades. There is no doubt that a significant impact on the unequal regional development of Montenegro had 90es as the years of hyperinflation and sanctions, but also the transition from a planned to a market economy system. Industrial facilities that were once established on unrealistic bases, suffered a collapse, especially in areas that are today the least developed, and this  had resulted that a significant number of employees in large industrial enterprises remained without employment or they found employment in other sectors such as agriculture and tourism.Attachment: Grafic 1-GINI index-Montenegro
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	SO-2-2-b2b: 
	SO-2-2-b3: Due to the high rainfall and relatively well-preserved water resources, Montenegro has good quality of surface and ground water. The richness and quality of water resources represent one of the most important comparative advantages of the country. However, water protection system is characterized by lack of development of infrastructure for the waste water treatment  and insufficient control of many sources of pollution. The degree of treatment of municipal waste water is still not on adequate level, the discharge of industrial waste water is poorly controlled, and thewater pollution caused by agricultural activities is also present.In recent years, we can notice reduction of losses in the water supply network in urban areas. Actual progress is the result of investment activities in some municipalities (eg. the continuation of the enlargement of the water supply network in Herceg Novi, improvement of water supply system in Cetinje, etc.).  Attachment: Grafic 2-People using safely managed drinking water services
	SO-2-2-c: Hotspot
	SO-2-2-c1: Rural areas
	SO-2-2-c2: 
	Button30: 
	Sourcesofinfo11a: The Government of Montenegro adopted the document „Projection of long-term water supply in Montenegro until 2040“, on the session held on 23rd March, 2018.The purpose of this document is to point out, first of all, the technical solutions that create conditions for the sound functioning of local systems for water supply, reduction of losses, optimization in the use of water sources and delivered water, providing additional water if analysis shows that this is necessary, with an aim to establish a comprehensive and functional system of water supply in a municipalities, in the medium period to 2025 and the long-term period to 2040.It is estimated that the population of Montenegro in the next period will grow, so that 2025 will be 673,761 inhabitants, and 2040 Montenegro will have population of 736,602.However, the population trend is not uniform throughout the territory of Montenegro. A characteristic of most of the municipalities of the northern region is the trend of continuous decline of the population, especially the rural population. The greatest population growth has been evident in Rožaje. Central and southern region recorded a steady growth in population, with the exception of Cetinje, which also recorded a steady decline in population. Those changes will have impact on necessity of improvement of water supply system.The planned water supply covers the existing capacity of water supply system, including the elimination of registered losses in the network and ensuring of the necessary amount of water that needs to meet the economic and demographic development of the smaller towns and rural areas.For all water utilities, the specification of investment funds that will need to be invested in the period up to 2025, for the construction of pipelines, reservoirs, pumping stations, treatment plants, for reduction of losses, and for reconstruction of network, etc, has been done.Available quantities of water in the existing water sources in the future will be sufficient to supply Andrijevica, Berane, Danilovgrad, Kolašin, Plužine, Podgorica, Petnjica and Savnik.For water supply of Gusinje, Zabljak, Mojkovac, Niksic, Pljevlja, Rozaje and Plav, in order to ensure regular supply of water, the new water sources will be needed to include in the system.As for the coastal municipalities, after the putting the Regional Water Supply System into operation, Bar and Budva have a sufficient amount of water, and Ulcinj will be provided the missing quantities, from the regional water supply and by purification of water from the source Lisna Bori. For three municipalities in the Kotor Bay, supplying sufficient amounts of water up to 2025, and 2040, will require construction of the second phase of the Regional water supply system.Generally, the quality of water in water sources in Montenegro, which are used for public water supply, is very good. Physical and chemical characteristics of water meet the prescribed conditions, and deviations comes only after heavy rainfall, when it comes to water turbidity, and as in the case of Kotor and Tivat, where we have high salinity of water in the summer period, due to natural sources which are located almost at sea level. The only treatment that is necessary to implement in all springs used for water supply, is the chlorination of water.After examining the current situation of water supply system of municipalities, it can be concluded that the main problem of water supply is very high percentage of losses in water supply systems. This is due to inadequate maintenance of water supply system, and also  inadequate planning and implementation of development system. In Montenegro, until 2040 in the water sector will need to be invested 232.815 million €, or € 123.6 million by 2025. Of the total amount (in 2040) in the continental part applies 140 125 000 €, and on the coastal 92 690 000 €, respectively by 2025 at the continental part 62 600 000 €, and at the coastal, 61 000 000 €.When it comes to rural areas, problem of construction and maintenance of  water supply in rural areas is mainly due to dispersion of rural settlements. Only few rural settlements are grouped in a relatively small area, while in most cases the distance between the individual objects is large so the costs of construction and maintenance of the distribution network are usually higher than in urban water supply systems.Due to the lack of data on rural water supply, it is difficult to make a projection of the water supply situation in the next planning period. Own water supply sources are represented mainly where the objects are very dispersed and where the inhabitants are forced to solve the problem of water supply by themselves. Rural water supply systems are usually built without the relevant documentation, without professional supervision, the distribution network is not maintained regularly. Since these water supply systems have the character of public water supply, it is necessary to ensure proper maintenance of the system, particularly chlorination and regular control of drinking water.It is necessary to bring existing rural water supply systems to appropriate level of equipment and to ensure the zone of sanitary protection to prevent pollution of water sources. Given the fact that a large part of the rural water supply systems has been already built, for the construction of new water supply and rehabilitation of existing ones, will be necessary to provide about 10 million euros, by 2025.The main goal of all activities and measures that are being taken or planned on the water supply systems, is to achieve a high level of supply of the population with good water quality and in sufficient quantities in all municipalities in Montenegro.Bearing in mind that variety of measures are to be implemented in the coming period to water supply systems, as well as their great financial value, it is necessary for each water system to do a feasibility study, which will take into account the characteristics of the water system and the financial opportunities and define the measures that need to be implemented to achieve results.It is also important to mention Montenegro and Montenegro Roma settlements multiple indicator cluster survey 2013. The 2013 Montenegro MICS and 2013 Montenegro Roma Settlements MICS are nationally representative sample surveys of households, women, young men and children. The 2013 Montenegro MICS was carried out on a nationally representative sample, while the 2013 Montenegro Roma Settlements MICS was carried out on a separate sample of Roma settlements in Montenegro.Both surveys were carried out in 2013 by MONSTAT with financial and technical support from the United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF). The findings pertain to March–May 2013, when the fieldwork was conducted. Bellow are the findings from the survey.According to this survey, in Montenegro, almost all of the population uses an improved source of drinking water (99 percent). 82 percent of the population uses water piped into their dwelling from a public or local water supply as their main source of drinking water. A higher percentage of the population in the richest quintile uses water piped into their dwelling (97 percent) than the population in the poorest quintile (47 percent).A high proportion of population in Montenegro uses improved sanitation facility (96 percent). In the North, 89 percent of the household population use improved sanitation facilities compared to all in the Central region and the South. 94 percent of the population has a flush toilet connected either to a sewage system or septic tank. Septic tanks are much more common in rural areas (70 percent) compared to urban areas (34 percent).95 percent of the household population in Montenegro uses improved drinking water sources and improved sanitation. The population using improved sources of drinking water are those using any of the following types of supply: piped water (into dwelling, compound, yard or plot, to neighbour, public tap/standpipe), tube well/borehole, protected well, protected spring and rainwater collection. Bottled water is considered an improved water source only if the household is using an improved water source for handwashing and cooking.
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	Sourcesofinfo14: There are no explicit targets set to achieve SO3 and therefore “to mitigate, adapt to, and manage the effects of drought in order to enhance resilience of vulnerable populations and ecosystems”. One of the measures recognized in National Action Plan for combating desertification is: countination of drought  monitoring harmonized with DMCSEE and priorities in Montenegro.Also, in National Strategy of Sustainable Development, one of the measures is to improve the system of monitoring and forecast of floods and droughts. Establishment of drought management in Montenegro is still in its early phase. Institution involved in drought monitoring in Montenegro is Institute of hydrometeorology and seismology-IHMS- responsible for monitoring and assessing drought, early warning, Biotechnical Faculty applies irrigation measures on their fied. The main weakness is lack of drought assessment and plans established to adequately manage drought risk on national and local levels and weak irrigation network.NAP to combat soil degradation and mitigate the drought impacts recognizes importance of the drought monitoring harmonized with the DMCSEE and priorities in the country as one of its strategic goals. Also importance of the drought data collection for planning irrigation measures, timely information to reduce damages and losses in agriculture and for improving life quality with the conservation of the soil.The main weakness is lack of drought assessment and plans established to adequately manage drought risk on national and local levels.In order to ensure precise and efficient early warning system for drought, Montenegro took part in project “Drought Risk in the Danube Region-DRI Danube”, which started in January 2017 and will finish in June 2019. Overall funds for the project are 1.974.750, and it involves 10 countries from this region: Austria, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Montenegro, Czech Republic, Croatia, Hungary, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia and Serbia.More information regarding project is available on the link below: http://www.interreg-danube.eu/approved-projects/dridanubeWater scarcity and drought hit the Danube region frequently and have had large impacts on the economy and welfare of the people. Despite damages in last decades, drought is still not considered as an issue of high priority and people are not aware of its impacts. Therefore, the main objective of DriDanube project is to increase the capacity of the Danube region to manage drought related risks. The project aims at helping all stakeholders involved in drought management become more efficient during drought emergency response and prepare better for the next drought. Currently, the drought management in Montenegro is reactive, dealing mainly with losses and damages, cooperation between key actors needs to improve and expand. Proactive approach, on the other hand, counts on drought prevention, mitigation, vulnerability reduction, planning and preparedness. Focus, hence, shifts from recovery to protection, i.e. from crisis management to risk management.One of the main products of the project will be Drought User Service, which will enable more accurate and efficient drought monitoring and timely early warning. The service will integrate all the available data, including large volume of the most recent remote sensing products.DriDanube’s main expected result is improved drought emergency response and better cooperation among operational services and decision making authorities in a Danube region on national and regional level.Despite inexistent clear drought management policy, there is noted interest in establishing proactive approach in fighting drought which is also slowly becoming a priority in country. Drought or drought management is only partially and insufficiently considered in some strategic documents (National Action Plan to combat land degradation and drought mitigation, National Forestry Strategy for period 2014-2023, National Strategy for Sustainable Development until 2030…). Strategy to improve drought emergency response in the Danube region is one of the key outputs of the DriDanube project. Its ambition is to improve policy framework for drought management in the Danube Region which is dispersed and marked with diverse national policies which are not addressing droughts directly.A clear understanding of the present national and international legislative and institutional setting connected to drought risk management and water management is a starting point for the Strategy preparation. Therefore, one of the project output was Common report on existing drought management status in the Danube region. (http://www.interreg-danube.eu/uploads/media/approved_project_output/0001/16/7550e42dc607d5a252f2c6879ed6610784442005.pdf).The aim of the review was to “scan the ground” to see where we currently stand: what approaches the countries are using to monitor drought, which national legislation (if any) is addressing drought, which national institutions are involved in drought management, what are the procedures before/during/after drought events, what kind of educational or research programmes with focus on drought exist in the countries. Such a review is therefore key for the development of the Strategy through which we can better identify existing good practices as well as fields of improvements.Data and analysis that have been done by Institute of hydrometeorology and seismology of Montenegro indicate the presence of intense drought in all its forms during the last decades, with the greatest effects in the forestry, agriculture and water supply. The last major drought that has hit our country was in 2007, when only agricultural damage was estimated at around 15 million euros. Large damages and losses that year were in the forestry sector, as the season of forest fires across the country was unusually long and intense.In addition to large economic losses (costs of fire fighting, loss of timber, losses in tourism), fires as a result of drought also had environmental and social dimension. Huge problems existed in water supply of population and industry, as well as hydro power sector of the country.In recent decades drought has had a stronger impact also on the economies of other countries in South East Europe, as well as on environment and society as a whole. As a particularly dry years, and with the greatest consequences in our region were distinguished 1993, 1994,1998, 2003 and 2007. The fact that the drought is increasingly a regional problem, as well as the inability of individual countries to effectively fight with this problem, stressed the necessity of cooperation among neighboring countries and their integrated approach to monitoring, assessment and management of drought.With the aim of establishing such cooperation over the last decade, through a series of meetings and workshops held at regional level, the need for the establishment of the Center for drought management for Southeastern Europe (DMCSEE) was expressed. Several international organizations (International Commission of Irrigation and Drainage - ICID, the UN Convention to Combat Desertification and the World Meteorological Organization - WMO) has supported and actively participated in the formation of proposals for the establishment of DMCSEE. (http://www.dmcsee.org/)The idea of establishing this center was further elaborated by the International Commission of Irrigation and Drainage - ICID, which adopted a declaration on the need to establish a Center for monitoring drought for South Eastern Europe. The final proposal for the establishment and application of DMCSEE (based in Ljubljana) was prepared by a consortium constituted of representatives from national meteorological services, the academic community and ministries responsible for mitigation of drought and desertification. The project was approved and funded by the European Union through the program of interstate cooperation in SEE (South East Europe Transnational Cooperation Program).In the regional project DMCSEE interest to participate, through its competent institutions, have recognized following countries: Slovenia-which is leading the project, Greece, Macedonia, Albania, Serbia, Croatia, Hungary and Montenegro. From Montenegro, partner in the project is Institute of hydrometeorology and seismology. The Drought monitoring in Montenegro is based on precipitation percentiles, SPI index in daily/monthly basis and remote sensing data, i.e. FVC (fraction of vegetation cover) and LAI (leaf area index) indexes for selected area in Montenegro computed from the LANDSAF data within DMCSEE (Drought Management Centre for Southeastern Europe).There is no (systematic) archive on the damages particularly related to drought as drought was not monitored and analysed regularly until 2010. Drought impact archive was created during the project DMCSEE. The output that was created is archive of local, regional and national drought periods and impacts based on historical records from 2000 – 2012 in case of Montenegro which is updated regularly according to drought existance. This drought impact assessment within DMCSEE project was done by Institute of hydrometeorology and seismology.Also, the drought vulnerability map was created within the IPA DMCSEE project. It is based on the FAO data base, DEM, Land cover classification, slope of terrain, land use, solar radiation and coefficient of precipitation variation. The map should serve as an indicator of the areas that require a more detailed assessment of the risks of drought. In this way, it could be helpful in decision-making and implementation of appropriate mitigation measures before the occurrence of the following drought and creating conditions for sustainable development of the agricultural sector.Other outcomes of the project:the homogenization of data on rainfall was done; a constant monitoring of the SPI17 index was established; application WINISAREG models for irrigation scheduling was tested; application of the remote monitoring of drought was tested (ie. Via satellite).The drought of 2003 has evolved into an agricultural drought. The drought of 2007 was the very long, and has developed not only agricultural, but also hydrological drought, and affected all regions of Montenegro, especially karst region in the northwest and Northern mountainous region.Meteorological drought in 2011 was also very long, and affected all parts of Montenegro. Such meteorological and hydrological conditions were ideal for the occurrence of large scale forest fires in 2012, which took human lives.
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	Sourcesofinfo16: Measures are defined in National Strategy of Sustainable Development of Montenegro until 2030, adopted by the Government of Montenegro in 2016. Linking scientific research and other relevant institutions with the aim of making joint proposals aimed at solving the problem of soil degradation, mitigation and adaptation to climate change, and development of information systems in the field of land is seen as crucial.Last two targets are recognized in National Action Plan for combating degradation adopted by the Government of Montenegro in 2015. The establishment of the Regional Center for Combating land degradation will enable Montenegro to connect with countries in the region with an aim of preparing and implementing joint regional and sub-regional projects, gathering information, analyzing data, conducting training and retraining of personnel in accordance with the needs. In addition, the Center would provide assistance to institutions and organizations involved in the protection of land. Time frame is not defined for the implementation of these activities.Adoption of Red lists and books is recognized in National Strategy of Sustainable Development until 2030, as well as in National Biodiversity Strategy with Action plan for period 2016-2020. 
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	Sourcesofinfo21: Institutions in Montenegro that have a role in designing and implementing land management policies are formally led by two ministries: the Ministry of Sustainable Development and Tourism (MSDT) and Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development (MARD). Within the Ministry of Sustainable Development and Tourism, there are Directorate of Environment, Directorate of Climate Change and Directorate of Urban Planning whose activities are partly linked to land managament. Also, under the authority of the MSDT, is the Nature and Environmental Protection Agency (NEPA). UN Convention on Combating Desertification is within the competence of MSDT, which is the focal point for cooperation with UNCCD.The Nature and Environmental Protection Agency performs the tasks of environmental monitoring, including land monitoring, analysis of the state of the environment, and the processes and events which can damage the environment, proposing and taking measures for their prevention and elimination, reporting on the state of the environment, etc.Continuous control and environmental monitoring are the obligations defined by the Law on Environment ("Off. Gazette of Montenegro", No.52/16). The Government of Montenegro adopts Program of environmental monitoring on an annual basis. Realization of the Program of environmental monitoring is one of the main tasks in the field of environmental protection, because the results of the monitoring are the basis for evaluation of the overall environmental situation in Montenegro, as well as for defining the recommendations in the environmental policy planning. Based on the monitoring data, Nature and Environment Protection Agency prepares Information on the state of the environment, which is adopted by the Government of Montenegro annually.Program of environmental monitoring includes seven programs: air quality, monitoring of pollen in the air, the content of hazardous and harmful substances in soil, the state of coastal ecosystem, the state of biodiversity, environmental noise and radioactivity.Program of environmental monitoring is implemented in accordance with EU guidelines in this area, ie. with the recommendations of the European Agency for the Environment (EEA) and standards of the European Network for Information and Observation (EIONET). The data obtained through the implementation of this Program are used for administration and reporting in accordance with these international institutions, as well as to the EU Statistical Office (Eurostat) and the Statistical Division of the UN (UNSD).Funds for implementation of the Program are provided from the State budget every year. In particular, for land monitoring program, an annual amount provided from the State budget is almost same every year.  Year Amount2018 29.0002017 290002016 290002015 30000Program of land monitoring prescribes determination of presence of hazardous and harmful substances in soil, near the landfill, substations, roads, industrial zones, airports, as well as in the urban areas with special emphasis on children's playgrounds and parks. This program is mostly conducted in 33 test points with a total of 33 samples. In the tested samples, the analysis of hazardous and toxic inorganic substances, carcinogenic and toxic organic matter are performed.Besides the funds provided for implementation of land monitoring, investments in land are mostly expressed through investments in agriculture and forestry, and relates to the investments in sustainable agricultural production and maintaince of the fertility of arable agricultural land, and in the field of forestry in a simple and expanded reproduction of forests, afforestation, rehabilitation of forests and forest lands degraded by forest fires, etc.In the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development, there are departments of agriculture and forestry. Forest and agricultural land cover 97% of the territory of Montenegro, which points to an important role of the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development in terms of land management. Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development, among other issues, creates policy regarding protection, utilization and improvement of agricultural land, sustainable management of resources, development policy in the field of forestry, system solutions for the management of forests and forest lands and their protection, etc.In Montenegro, one of the main causes of land degradation are forest fires. This issue is addressed in National Forestry Development Strategy. This Strategy recognizes several measures with an aim of protecting forests from fire: Improving of the organization and cooperation between institutions for combating forest fires, Investing in equipment and preventive measures to combat fires, Involvement of the population in prevention and fire fighting, Development and testing of methods of rehabilitation of burned areas, Exchange of experience and cooperation with the institutions in the regionIn the period 2012-2016, the trend of forests affected by fires has unstable character and the number of fires and burnt areas were significantly lower in 2013 and 2014 compared to other years in this period. The largest number of fires and burnt areas in this period was recorded in 2012. and 2015., while although lower in relation to the above, a significant number of fires was recorded in 2016. Therefore, it can be concluded that the results continue to indicate that intensive measures in the field of education and public awareness as well as the control and penal policy implementation, must be taken.Table 1: Forest fires in Montenegro, the statistics for the period 2012-2016.Table 2: Investments in forestry, 2012 to 2017 (according to regular plans and remediation plans)Source: Data for period 2012-2016 are taken from Forest Administration, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development (http://www.minpolj.gov.me/ministarstvo)According to Article 6 of the Law on Agriculture and Rural Development ("Official Gazette of Montenegro", No. 56/09, 34/14 and 1/15), Article 37 of the Law on Marine Fisheries and Mariculture ("Official Gazette of Montenegro", No. 56/09 and 47/15) and reffering to annual Law on Budget of Montenegro, the Government of Montenegro annually adopts Regulation on conditions, manner and dynamics of implementation of agricultural policy for – Agrobudget.This Regulation defines the conditions, manner and dynamic of implementation of agricultural policy,  rural development policy, activities of public interest, transfers and other measuresSome of those measures directly or indirectly contribute to land protection and thus to the effective implementation of Convention. Most of the defined activities are implemented in joint cooperation of Government and private sector. In some cases, Government finances activities in amount of 100% -grants, and for some other activities Government contribution is 50%, while private sector should ensure the remaining 50%.Attached table shows investments defined in Agrobudget and adopted by Government, for the period 2012-2016, both for Government and for private sector.
	Sourcesofinfo22: Second National Report of Montenegro on Climate Change to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), Institute of hydrometeorology and seismology, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development
	Sourcesofinfo23: The funds needed to protect the soil are realized in the form of budget allocated resources, grants, credit resources, the joint projects, etc. In the past period, the largest financial resources are withdrawn by the projects from the field of environmental protection in the management of natural resources. Programs that took place within the framework of international cooperation were realized through projects whose financing was provided by grants and donations from international financial funds or governments of developed countries. Certainly, the most important funds when it comes to environmental protection, represents the Global Environment Facility (GEF). GEF, through its implementing agencies, (for Montenegro: UNDP Montenegro, the World Bank (WB), the World Environment Fund (WWF) and UNEP), according to the allocation of funds in GEF 5 stage called STAR (System for transparent allocation of resources) for the period 2010-2014. year, Montenegro has been financially supported with 4.15 million USD in three areas: climate change, 2 million, 1.5 million of biodiversity and land degradation 0.65 million USD. According to the allocation of funds in GEF STAR 6, Montenegro has been financially supported with 4.245.219 USD in three areas: climate change, 2 million, 1.5 million of biodiversity and land degradation 745.219 USD. None of these funds allocated for land degradation was utilized.Some of the projects that were implemented with the World Bank, significant from the aspect of soil degradation, are the rehabilitation and revitalization of eroded areas in the basins of rivers Tara and Lim, as well as a project of rehabilitation of tailing ores of lead and zinc in Mojkovac. Important projects have been implemented or are currently being realized through IPA funds, as well. In the coming period it is expected to implement projects through IPARD program, which can also be of importance for the conservation of land in rural areas, through various measures that contribute to the preservation and improvement of agricultural and forest land. Among the projects in the field of land management it is important to specify the project Land Administration and Management Project (LAMP), which aims to spatial planning in Montenegro.Table 3: List of projects (Second National Report of Montenegro on Climate Change to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC)).  Most projects are financed by EC (IPA funds) and international organizations such as German Development Agency (GIZ). 
	Sourcesofinfo24: Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development, http://www.minpolj.gov.me/organizacija/agrobudzet
	Sourcesofinfo25: According to Article 6 of the Law on Agriculture and Rural Development ("Official Gazette of Montenegro", No. 56/09, 34/14 and 1/15), Article 37 of the Law on Marine Fisheries and Mariculture ("Official Gazette of Montenegro", No. 56/09 and 47/15) and reffering to annual Law on Budget of Montenegro, the Government of Montenegro annually adopts Regulation on conditions, manner and dynamics of implementation of agricultural policy for – Agrobudget.This Regulation defines the conditions, manner and dynamic of implementation of agricultural policy, rural development policy, activities of public interest, transfers and other measuresSome of those measures can directly or indirectly contribute to land protection and thus to the effective implementation of Convention. Most of the defined activities are implemented in joint cooperation of Government and private sector. In some cases, Government finances activities in amount of 100% -grants, and for some other activities Government contribution is 50%, while private sector should ensure the remaining 50%.Attached table 4 shows investments defined in Agrobudget and adopted by Governement, for the period 2012-2016, both for Government and for private sector. The Government of Montenegro and the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development are implementing the project financed according to the loan agreement with the World Bank which has an aim to ensure institutional development and strengthening of agriculture in Montenegro (MIDAS) project. The project will, through a grant program, increase economic activity in rural areas, create jobs and complement private investment.
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	Sourcesofinfo33: National Strategy for Biodiversity with Action Plan for period 2016-2020, defines measures that could contribute to land protection: - The obligation of drafting biodiversity study as an addition to planning documents in order to reduce the impact of urbanization on biodiversity.- Registered landfill sites which are located on the banks of rivers are completely removed and / or where removal is not an efficient method, recultivated and secured from further effects on the environment- Reduction of pollution caused by landfills of industrial hazardous waste.-Identification of protective measures against forest fires in protected areas and integrate it in national policy for fire protection 2020- Implementation of the Action Plan to combat illegal activities in forestry- Reduction of the impact of illegal exploitation of sand and gravel
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	P32a-d: In order to ensure precise and efficient early warning system for drought, Montenegro took part in project “Drought Risk in the Danube Region-DRI Danube”, which started in January 2017 and will finish in June 2019. Overall funds for the project are 1.974.750, and it involves 10 countries from this region: Austria, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Montenegro, Czech Republic, Croatia, Hungary, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia and Serbia.More information regarding project is available on the link below: http://www.interreg-danube.eu/approved-projects/dridanubeOne of the main products of the project will be Drought User Service, which will enable more accurate and efficient drought monitoring and timely early warning. The service will integrate all the available data, including large volume of the most recent remote sensing products.DriDanube’s main expected result is improved drought emergency response and better cooperation among operational services and decision making authorities in a Danube region on national and regional level.Within DriDanube project a network of reporters reporting on the situation on the ground in nearly real time was established.Attachment: List of reporters in Montenegro
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