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Bellona cautiously welcomes the Commission'’s initiativ
opportunity to mobilise private finance for biodiversity resto ever, we stress that nature
credits must never be used as a substitute for real nature restoration. Offsetting through nature
credits is incompatible with climate integrity and biodiversity goals, and any attempt to use them
for that purpose risks undermining both.

1. Bellona’s top priority is the explicit prohibition of offsetting: Nature credits cannot
be used to compensate for environmental destruction under any circumstances. They must
exclusively channel finance into restoration, conservation, and ecosystem stewardship
rather than acting as a license to continue polluting and/or harming ecosystems. Projects
generating credits must deliver environmental benefits that would not have occurred
otherwise, with additionality corresponding to the intended use case. Given current
scientific and governance limitations, nature credits cannot be relied upon to offset
environmental damage or biodiversity loss.

2. Nature credits should be fully consistent with and integrated into existing EU
strategies and legislation, including the Nature Restoration Law (NRL), the Biodiversity
Strategy. the Birds and Habitats Directives, the Water Framework Directive, the Common
Agricultural Policy, the Carbon Removal Carbon Farming Certification Framework (CRCF),
and international targets. Alignment with ongoing pilot projects, public funding, monitoring
indicators, and data collection is essential to ensure credibility and effectiveness. Robust
monitoring is critical to accurately measure and scale impact. In this context, the political
uncertainty surrounding the Forest Monitoring Law is a serious concern, as it could
compromise accurate baselines and undermine the integrity of any nature credits system.

3. Clearly define the claims that can be made and the metrics underpinning them:
Claims must be tied to restoration outcomes and cannot justify continued ecosystem
destruction. Metrics should be robust, transparent, and verifiable, covering indicators such
as species recovery, habitat restoration, water quality, or ecosystem resilience. The primary
purpose must be to finance and enable ecological restoration. Without this clarity, nature
credits lack credibility and cannot be meaningfully evaluated.

4. Credits must be linked to verifiable outcomes with safeguards against reversal,
such as deforestation or wetland drainage. Independent monitoring and transparent
reporting are essential to ensure credibility. Nature-based interventions provide important
environmental benefits, but these benefits are not permanent. Any framework for nature
credits must account for the temporary nature of ecosystems and set realistic time
horizons for monitoring and maintaining restoration outcomes. Integration with the CRCF
should be explored to provide additional oversight and alignment with existing carbon
management frameworks.



5. Nature credits must be governed to ens
consistency with existing frameworks: Alig
methodologies, as well as with the NRL, is essen revent false claims,
double counting, or double claiming of credits. Met ould incorporate
mandatory co-benefits, particularly for biodiversity-focused projects where carbon
benefits are marginal. Registry and stacking rules must be transparent, with clear rules on
who can sell what and when, standardised claim language, public disclosure, and well-
defined buffer, permanence, and liability mechanisms to avoid fungibility.

ature credit

6. Blue carbon habitats: Protecting and restoring coastal and marine ecosystems is
essential for supporting biodiversity and enhancing climate resilience through ecosystem
services. However, the carbon stored in oceans is currently unregulated, and should not be
accounted for or credited, to avoid creating loopholes or unreliable claims.
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