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. I NTRODUCTI ON

1. The Conference of the Parties, in paragraph 9 of decision I1/17,
requested the Executive Secretary to prepare a report based on the information
contained in national reports and other relevant infornation and contai ni ng

al so suggested next steps. Most national reports were received by the
Secretariat after the deadline established by the Conference of the Parties in
decision I11/9. The Executive Secretary prepared an interi mdocunent
(UNEP/ CBDY COP/ 4/ 11), on the basis of information available in m d-March 1998.
The present note contains a nore conplete synthesis of the information
contained in the 86 national reports received by the end of March 1998.

2. The present section provides an outline sunmary of the note, before
recal ling previous decisions of the Conference of the Parties relating to
nati onal reports. Section Il provides infornmation on national reports

recei ved by the Executive Secretary by the end of March 1998, and section ||
contains a synthesis of the information contained in these reports.

3. The information contained in section Il is grouped into sub-sections in
accordance with categories deriving fromthe Articles of the Convention
namel y:

(a) Current status of biological diversity and its conservation
(b) Status of national biodiversity strategies and action plans;

(c) Action to integrate conservation and sustai nabl e use of biol ogica
diversity into other sectors;

(d) Action to identify and nonitor biological diversity and inpacts
upon it; and

(e) Prot ected areas.

The section al so contains syntheses of information on inplenmentation of
policies and actions across international borders; neans of inplenmentation
nmechani sns for sharing national experiences, and other information requested
of Parties by decisions of the Conference of the Parties.

4. Section IV considers | essons |earned fromrecent biodiversity planning
wor kshops and fromthe reporting process itself.

5. Chal | enges and priorities are outlined in section V. The inportance of
nati onal reports is stressed. The need to assist all Parties with the

conpl etion and inpl enentati on of their national biodiversity strategy and
action plan, and the key role of other provisions of the Convention in the

i mpl ement ati on of such strategies and action plans is highlighted. Mking the
reporting process effective for the Convention as a whole and | ess onerous for
Parties is identified as a key challenge. There are energing opportunities
for harnoni zation of reporting between rel ated processes.
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6. Section V also recalls that the Conference of the Parties at its fourth
neeting should establish the intervals and form of subsequent national reports
and recommends that the next reports should be considered in the year 2000,
implying a date for submission in late 1999. The second report should focus
on the conpletion of the national biodiversity strategy and action plan
process, its inplenentation, and neasures for the inplenentation of Article 7
(ldentification and Mnitoring).

7. Section VI contains recomendati ons on el enments of a decision on
nati onal reports and support to the conpletion of the biodiversity strategy
and action plan process.

8. Annex | contains a list of national reports received by the end of March
1998 and Annex Il lists those countries that are known to the Executive
Secretary to have, or to be devel oping, a national biodiversity strategy and
action plan. It is suspected that this information is inconplete and Parties,
and Governments are requested to review and update the information in this
annex.

9. Article 26 of the Convention requires each Contracting Party to "at
intervals to be determi ned by the Conference of the Parties, present to the
Conference of the Parties reports on nmeasures which it has taken for the

i mpl enentati on of the provisions of this Convention and their effectiveness in
neeting the objectives of this Convention".

10. Decision 11/17 of the Conference of the Parties, concerning the form and
interval of national reports by Parties, specifies that the first nationa
reports will be due at the fourth neeting of the Conference of the Parties and

that they "will focus ... on the neasures taken for the inplenentation of
Article 6 of the Convention, as well as the information available in nationa
country studies". Suggested guidelines are annexed to the decision

11. Decision I11/9 of the Conference of the Parties, concerning the

i mpl ementation of Articles 6 and 8 of the Convention specifies that the first
national reports referred to in decision I1/17 should be subnitted no |ater

than 1 January 1998, taking into account decision I11/25 of the Conference of
the Parties that the next nmeeting would take place in Bratislava, in May 1998.

12. O her decisions of the Conference of the Parties al so have explicit
i mplications for national reporting. These include the follow ng:

(a) Decision 11/8, which encourages Parties to "identify priority
i ssues specifically related to those conponents of biological diversity under
threat" within their national reports;

(b) Decision I11/6, which urges devel oped country Parties to subnit
information on their financial support for the objectives of the Convention in
their national reports;

(c) Decision I11/11, requesting Parties to "identify issues and
priorities [concerning conservation and sustainabl e use of agricultura
bi ol ogi cal diversity] that need to be addressed at the national |level and to
report back to the Conference of the Parties";
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(d) Decision I11/14, which urges Parties to "supply information about
the inplenentation of Article 8(j) and related articles ... and to include
such information in national reports"; and

(e) Decision 111/18, which invites Parties to "share experiences on
i ncentive neasures, and nake rel evant case studi es avail abl e".

1. NATI ONAL REPORTS RECEI VED

13. By the deadline established by the Conference of the Parties (1

January 1998), the Secretariat had received 16 national reports. By

30 March 1998, 86 national reports had been received. These reports
constitute a representative geographi cal basis for the anal ysis requested by
the Conference of the Parties: there are at |least ten reports from each of
the five regions and there is a representative nunber of reports from

| east - devel oped countries and snall island devel oping States. This note has
t heref ore been prepared on the basis of the information contained in these 86
reports.

14. The format and content of the reports vary very widely. Wile the
majority have been submitted as final reports, 21 are identified as interim
reports, six are identified as drafts, four are in formof executive sunmaries
only, and three Parties have submitted their national biodiversity strategies
in lieu of preparing specific reports for the Convention

15. O these reports, 52 have been subnitted in English, 12 in French, 12 in
Spani sh and one in Russian. One Party has nmade avail abl e an advance copy in
its national |anguage, not being a working | anguage of the Conference of the
Parties, pending translation into English.

16. The final reports vary widely in size, ranging froma few pages to
hundreds of pages in length. Sonme were witten for a w de audi ence, while
others were witten only for submi ssion to the Conference of the Parties. n
the whole, the contents of the reports are in line with the guidelines

provi ded by the Conference of the Parties. Furthernore, the richness and
detail of npbst of the reports also provide additional infornmation and

i ndi cations of what could be contained in future reports.

17. In order to ensure that the reports are widely accessible, the
Secretariat is nmaking available on the Convention's website as Adobe Acrobat
PDF files those reports subnmitted in electronic form As of 16 April 1998, 33
reports are available in this format. \Where reports are avail able on nationa
cl eari ng- house nechani smwebsites, the Secretariat has established the
necessary links to nake these reports accessible fromthe Convention's
website. Four such |inks have so far been nade.

18. The Parties and Governnents whose reports were received by 30 March
1998, and upon which this note has been prepared, are listed in annex | bel ow



UNEP/ CBD/ COP/ 4/ 11/ Rev. 1
Page 6

[11. SYNTHESI S OF | NFORVATI ON CONTAI NED I N NATI ONAL REPORTS

19. Decision I1/17 requests the Executive Secretary to prepare a report
based on the synthesis of information contained in national reports and other
rel evant information and containing al so suggested next steps, for

consi deration by the Conference of the Parties. Decision I11/9 provides that
the first national reports be subnmitted no later than 1 January 1998.

20. In reading the present note, sone consideration should be given to the
following limtations. First, while 86 reports is a significant nunber and
represents half the total nunber of Parties, the information they contain may
not necessarily be representative of all Parties. However, there is a
sufficient basis to draw concl usions on energing trends on the inplenentation
of the Convention at the national level. Secondly, the reports vary widely in
size, format and content, requiring great care when maki ng conpari sons.
Thirdly, it is inevitable that sonme of the richness and detail provided by the
i ndi vidual reports may not be reflected in the synthesis report.

21. The main concl usion that can be drawn fromthe reports is that the

i mpl enentati on of the Convention at the national |evel has been initiated in
nost countries and attention is also being given to regional cooperation
This is illustrated by:

(a) The high [ evel of subm ssion of reports, which signifies the
conmtment to the Convention by Parties and Governnents;

(b) The formul ati on of national biodiversity strategies and action
pl ans, whi ch have been or are being devel oped in nbst countries, as required
by Article 6(a);

(c) Increasing efforts to reforminstitutional arrangenents and
| egi slative neasures to integrate the provisions of the Convention into
sectoral activities, as envisaged in Article 6(b);

(d) Recognition by Parties and CGovernnents of the inportance of the
identification and nonitoring of biological diversity in accordance wth
Article 7;

(e) The enphasis on in situ conservation of biological diversity
(Article 8);

(f) The continuing requests by Parties and Governnents for financial
and technical assistance to conplete the strategy and action plan process as
soon as possible and to focus on national and |ocal inplenentation

(9) The energing interest anong Parties and Governnments to pronote
regi onal cooperation in the inplenmentation of the Convention

A. Current status of biological diversity and its conservation

22. Parties were asked to include within their national reports sunmaries of
the status of, and threats to, biodiversity, the legal and policy franework
for conservation action, and the institutions responsible for the action. Not
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surprisingly, the content and format of these sumaries vary significantly
bet ween reports, even within fairly honmbgenous regi ons, making attenpts at
conparison difficult. Sone reports are virtually entirely devoted to the

current status of biodiversity and its conservation; others provide only a
m ni mum anmount of i nfornmation.

23. The reports provide a range of readable sunmaries of the conservation
status of a range of species groups and ecosystemtypes, sonetines supported
by annexes which provide nore detailed information. However, such information
tends to be very general in nature, serving little purpose beyond addi ng
context to other material in the report. \Were the report is intended for

wi der consunption within the country of origin the purpose of such "scene
setting" is obvious, but where the report is only intended for reporting to
the Conference of the Parties, it is |less so.

24. Many devel opi ng country Parties note the recent approval of 4 oba
Environnent Facility enabling activity funds necessary for the devel opnent of
their national biodiversity strategy and action plan (NBSAP) and the
preparation of the national report. |In nany cases, these Parties have
identified their reports as interimreports and have informed the Secretariat
of their intention to submt a full report at a later date, once the NBSAP
process is conplete. |In other cases, Parties have informed the Secretari at
that they will not be in a position to subnmt a report, interimor final, in
time for the fourth nmeeting, but that they intend to do so at a later date

25. In several cases, the information presented is a sumary from ot her
docunments that are already wi dely available, or froma country study prepared
as a precursor to the devel opnment of the national biodiversity strategy and
action plan. This is not always obvious fromthe text of the report and, if
the national reports are to serve a purpose in helping other Parties, it would
be useful if future reports nade adequate reference to sources.

26. There is great variability in the extent to which national reports cover
the threats to biodiversity, possibly inmplying wide differences in the ways in
which threats are being addressed at the national level. In the majority of

cases where threats are referred to, specific threats are identified (such as
pol lution or habitat fragnentation), and the steps being taken to deal wth
t hese specific problens briefly di scussed.

27. In sone reports there are systematic reviews, sector by sector, of the
potential inpacts of other sectors such as agriculture or transport on

bi odi versity. This is a potentially val uable approach as it noves from

| ooking at the pressures thenselves towards an initial assessnment of the
"driving forces" of activities that potentially inpact on biodiversity
conservation. Sone reports discuss the socio-econom c conditions that have
led to activities that have adverse inpacts on biodiversity. For exanple,

wi thin the European Union, there are noves towards nonitoring progranmnes that
address these driving forces and resultant pressures, and the European Union
state-of -t he-envi ronnment reporting incorporates el enents of this approach to
noni toring and assessnent.

28. Most reports provide a sumary of the key environnental legislation in
force in the country. In sone cases, this is tied to particular conservation
actions or problens, and in nbst cases the agency responsible for
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i mpl enentation is clear. O particular interest are the arrangenments (both
legal and institutional) in those countries with a federal system of
government, in part because of the extra steps that they need to take to
ensure coordination between the different |Ievels of government. Another issue
of particular interest in certain parts of the world, and particularly in the
Pacific, is the relative inportance of custonmary |aw and traditiona

managenment structures, and the efforts to build effective conservation
programes into such practices.

29. Several reports inply a lack of coordination in the application of
national legislation and, in sone, difficulties in actual inplenentation are
raised. In even nore cases, the need for closer integration of internationa

agreenments into national policies and legislation is apparent. Each of these
problens is significant in ternms of the conservation and sustainabl e use of
bi ol ogi cal diversity, and needs to be specifically addressed in the NBSAP

30. VWi le many of the reports cover international obligations, only a few
nmake any real attenpt to integrate the discussion of national |egislation with
that on international agreements. Exceptions are the countries of the

Eur opean Uni on (EU), where nost of the reports specifically nention EU

| egi slation such as the Birds and Habitats Directives, and the Wldlife Trade
Regul ation. 1/ Two of the countries in Central and Eastern Europe al so
specifically nmentioned the process of "approxinmation" they are goi ng through
as part of their applications for EU nmenbership.

31. In smaller countries, and in particular in snall island devel opi ng
States, it is apparent that the nunber and extent of international obligations
can overburden relatively small governnent offices, particularly where these
initiatives are uncoordinated.

32. The range of ongoi ng progranmres described is very broad, and includes
both new actions as a result of ratification of the Convention and actions
t hat have been ongoing for nany years. |In fact, because many Parties are in

the early stages of preparation of their NBSAP, nuch di scussion of ongoi ng
programes and activities concerns nore general environnmental neasures
(usually in the formof a national environmental action plan or managenent
programe), rather than nmeasures that have arisen through devel opnent of the
NBSAP

1/ Respectively, the Directive on the conservation of wild birds, the
Directive on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora,
and the Regul ation on the protection of species of wild fauna and flora by
regul ating trade therein.
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33. Descri pti ons of ongoi ng programes contai ned i n a nunber of nationa
reports include the participation of the country in international progranmes,
and refer to the activities of international organizations whose collaborative
programes involving a nunber of countries constitute, directly or indirectly,
neans for the inplenmentation of provisions of the Convention. Frequent
exanpl es referred to are the Man and Bi osphere Programe (MAB) of the United
Nat i ons Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO and the
activities of nenmber institutions of the Consultative Goup for Internationa
Agricultural Research (CA AR). Developing a better understandi ng of how such
i nternational progranmes can provide a framework for supporting nationa

i mpl ement ati on of the Convention enmerges as an issue to be further considered.

34. Sone reports stress research and nonitoring, while others place nore
enphasi s on conservation action, but the overriding nessage is that al nost
everywhere there are initiatives to build on. However, it is apparent from
the review of the reports that these initiatives place nore enphasis on the
speci es and ecosystem | evel s of biological diversity than on the genetic

level. This is not only true for reporting on conservation progranmes, but
also for research and nonitoring progranmes. This nmay not necessarily signify
that the countries concerned are not addressing the genetic conmponent. In

this context, it would be interesting to | earn whether information on the
conservation and sustai nabl e use of biological diversity at the genetic |evel
is provided by the reports of countries prepared in the context of other
processes, for exanple those under the auspices of the Food and Agriculture
Organi zation of the United Nations (FAO.

35. In this context, the FAO Report on the State of the Wrld' s Pl ant
Ceneti ¢ Resources, which is based on national reports, notes inits
paragraph 40 that many countries have recogni zed the need for a conplete
nati onal inventory of cultivated plant genetic resources, wild relatives,
ecosystens and the traditional know edge associated with them

36. The anount of information provided on institutional responsibility
varies considerably fromidentifying the agency responsible for particul ar

pi eces of legislation, to who is carrying out particular programres. Mst
Parties reporting provide sone details of the organizations and bodi es,
governnental and otherwi se, involved in the conservation of biodiversity.
They usually indicate which body is taking the lead in the preparation of the
NBSAP, but nost do not describe in detail the relationshi ps between the
various bodies, or their precise responsibilities. Indeed, a numnber
explicitly note the lack of coordination in activities concerned with

bi odi versity conservation, and identify this as an inpedinent to the efficient
i mpl enent ati on of the Conventi on.

37. As one of the purposes of national reports is to foster the exchange of
i nformation and experi ences between Parties, it will be helpful if such
institutional arrangements are nmade clearer in future national reports.
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38. One national report stresses the steps taken by a devel oped country
Party to assess the inpact of all of its activities, past and present, on the
worl d's biodiversity. This type of assessnent of a nation's "ecol ogi ca
footprint" serves not only to denpbnstrate the extent of a devel oped country's
i mpact on the world, but also the dependence of that country's citizens on

bi odi versity and the products and services that biodiversity provides.

Further studies of this sort would be val uabl e.

B. Status of national biodiversity strategy and action planning

39. Decision I11/17 specified that the first national reports should focus in
so far as possible on the nmeasures taken for the inplenmentation of Article 6
of the Convention. This Article, entitled "General Measures for Conservation
and Sustai nable Use", requires Parties to develop or adapt nationa

strategi es, plans or progranmes for the conservation and sustai nabl e use of

bi ol ogi cal diversity and to integrate the conservation and sustai nabl e use of
bi ol ogi cal diversity into relevant sectoral and cross-sectoral plans,
programes and policies. Decision I1/17 also urged the financial mechanismto
nmake avail abl e financial resources to devel oping country Parties to assist in
the preparation of their national reports and conmended the gui dance provi ded
in key docunentation relating to national country studies and nationa

bi odi versity planning as relevant to the inplenmentation of Article 6 and the
preparation of national reports.

40. O the various snmall island devel oping States that have reported, nost
have begun work on devel opnment of a NBSAP, but in the nmajority of cases these
are at a fairly early stage of devel opnent, sone having only just started.
Only one Party has conpleted its NBSAP, and all of the reports are of an
interimor sunmary nature.

41. The reports for Parties in the Asia region reveal wide differences in
progress towards conpleting NBSAPs. A nunber of the reporting Parties have
conpl eted their NBSAP (or have advance drafts), often based on previous work

i n devel opi ng national environmental action plans or national conservation
strategies. Existing NBSAPs for Parties in this region vary widely in content
and | evel of detail, and sone have been in existence for several years. Oher
Parties are only just beginning the process.

42, O the Parties fromthe Africa region that have subnitted nationa
reports, half are currently preparing NBSAPs. Mst started the process |late
in 1997 or early in 1998. A further seven Parties report that they are

pl anni ng the preparati on of NBSAPs. Most of the Parties reporting are
undertaking the preparation of NBSAPs with financial assistance fromthe

G obal Environnent Facility. A nunber of Parties note that nationa
environnental action plans or nanagenent progranmes have previously been
prepared or are in progress, and NBSAPs are in part based on these plans that
are, in several cases, conplete and have been adopted by the rel evant

| egi sl ature.

43. In Latin Anerica, nost Parties report the devel opnent of NBSAPs,
al t hough in sone cases this developnent is at a fairly early stage. GCEF is
supporting the process in nost countries in the region. |In a nunber of

reports attention is drawn to earlier policies and to other strategies and
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action plans on which the NBSAPs can be built. These incorporate a range of
activities already under way as well as new activities.

44, In alnost all cases, Western European Parties report that their NBSAPs
draw heavily on plans and strategies that are already in place for effective
managenent of the environment, and some countries draw attention to the fact
that rel evant activities had been under way |ong before the Convention becane
law. Even in the countries that have not finished devel opnent of NBSAPs per
se, a significant amount of relevant action is under way. A key task within
these countries has therefore been to integrate existing efforts (which

i nclude policies, law, programres and guidelines) into NBSAPs in a neaningfu
and useful manner, ensuring that the new processes are integrative and
additive rather than duplicative.

45, Those devel oped countries fromother regions that have reported have al
conpl eted NBSAPs and are working on their inplenmentation

46. In countries with econonmies in transition, the situation is |ess well
advanced, and nost of the NBSAPs are still under devel opnent. Most countries
report that they have sought support from GEF and that, in many countries, the
approval of such support has taken place only recently. Most reports provide
an indication of the main objectives in biodiversity conservation, and a
nunber al so indicate both targets and key actions. Wile nost countries in

t he regi on have previously devel oped strategies or action plans in the
environnental sector (for exanple the Wrld Bank-funded national environnenta
action plans), these only receive attention in two reports, possibly
indicating a need to pronote greater integration of planning and policy

devel opnent within countries.

47. Overall, the manner in which the contents of NBSAPs is presented in the
reports varies very widely. Further study would be required in order to
identify to what extent this is the result of differences in the strategies
and plans thenselves, rather than to differences in presentation. However it
is clear that NBSAPs are under way in nost countries, and it appears that
countries are devel oping these in accordance with national conditions and
capabilities.

48. O particular interest in sone reports are the objectives and actions
that relate to bilateral cross-border issues. For exanple, a nunber of
reports refer to cross-border protected areas, where internationa

col l aboration leads to an increase in protection for certain species and
habi tats, increased opportunities for managers to cooperate and to share
experi ences, and an increased profile for conservation action

49, VWhile the Secretariat is able to nonitor the devel opnent of NBSAPs in
devel opi ng countries through information provided by the G obal Environment
Facility secretariat and | nplenmenting Agencies (UNDP, UNEP, the Wrld Bank),
it has not been possible to identify with accuracy where NBSAPs are being or
have been devel oped in devel oped country Parties (or in developing country
Parties that have not sought the assistance of the financial mnmechanism. The
nati onal reports have therefore been used together with the infornation
provided in the report of GEF to the Conference of the Parties
(UNEP/ CBDY COP/ 4/ 15), and ot her avail able sources, to conpile a draft progress
table for review and updating by Parties as appropriate (see annex || bel ow)
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C. Action to integrate conservation and sustai nable use into other sectors

50. Most reports discuss the integration of environnent into specific other
sectors, in particular agriculture and forestry.

51. West ern European Parties report that significant efforts have been nade
to include all stakeholders in the devel opnent of NBSAPs, and it appears that
a wide range of sectors and interests are involved in the inplenentation of

t hose action plans being inplenented. |In nost cases, it is reported that a
steering or coordination group has been set up, usually under the auspices of
the mnistry of environment or its equivalent. These groups nainly conprise
representatives of the relevant nministries, research institutes and

non- gover nment organi zati ons. Some countries nmention the invol vement of
different | evels of governnment (local/national), and others stress the

i nvol venent of trade, industry and the private sector

52. Anmong the nost interesting aspects of integration addressed in the

West ern European reports is integration through the inplenmentation of EU
policy and | egislation (addressed in section F below) and through the planning
process. Two reports lay particular stress on the inportance of |and-use

pl anni ng controls and processes in pronoting environnental protection and w se
use. One report described the process of "sectoral responsibility" and
accountability, whereby each ministry was given clear responsibility for

bi odi versity and sustai nabl e devel opnent within its area of operations. Such
a nodel may be applicabl e el sewhere.

53. The reports suggest that the situation in countries with economies in
transition varies widely. 1In sone parts of the region, there are

gover nnment - appoi nt ed conmmi ssi ons responsi ble for ensuring integration, and
policy reviews in different sectors are addressing the Iinks with
environnental policy. 1In other parts of the region, activities in different
sectors seemto be insufficiently coordinated. This may in |arge neasure be a
result of econonmic problens, which are nore severe in sone parts of the region
than others. The devel opnent of cross-sectoral responsibility clearly emnerges
as a key issue, to be addressed through coll aborative devel opnent of NBSAPs.

54, The reports fromParties in Latin Anerica refer to wide consultation in
the process for devel opi ng the NBSAP, which is designed to lead to inclusive
and integrated future progranmes. Several Parties identified the body
responsi bl e for ensuring (or advising on) cross-sectoral integration, but the
overall mnessage is that there is a need and opportunity for significant

i mprovenent in this area

55. Wth one exception, the reports fromParties that are snall island
devel opi ng States do not enphasi ze either collaboration in the devel opnent of
strategi es and action plans, or action to integrate conservation and

sustai nabl e use into other sectors. This nay be due to the relative brevity
of the reports, and because nost Parties are still in the early stages of the
strat egy- devel opnent process. Alternatively, it nmay be because the need for
integration is often nmuch nore apparent within snmaller countries and, as a
consequence, may often be al ready under way.



UNEP/ CBD/ COP/ 4/ 11/ Rev. 1
Page 13

56. Several reports fromParties in the Asia region make reference to the

i mportance of the NBSAP process in pronoting dial ogue between diverse

st akehol ders, and in facilitating the devel opnent of a better awareness and
under st andi ng of cross-sectoral responsibility. This is an inportant process,
as one Party reports overlaps of nandate and areas in which there is no clear
coordi nator, while another draws attention to deficiencies in integration
resulting fromrestrictions inherent in the existing |egislative franework.

57. Mechani sns used in Asia for achieving integration appear to vary w dely.
Sone Parties have established national biodiversity conm ssions, or
conmittees to coordinate (or at |east advise on) the devel opnent and
i mpl enentati on of biodiversity policy. These enconpass key areas of
governnent, as well as NGOs and the private sector. OQher Parties are nore
restricted in their approach, with one ministry or group of mnistries clearly
taking the lead in the devel opnent and inplenentation of biodiversity policy,
al t hough ot her bodies nay be able to contribute.

58. Many African Parties stress the participatory nature of the devel opnent
of their NBSAPs, often through a series of workshops in different parts of the
country involving as many stakehol ders as possible. Mst reports also stress
the inmportance of incorporating biodiversity-related policies into their
forestry, fishery and agricultural sectors, but many note that this is
currently at a prelimnary stage.

59. Ceneral |y speaki ng, the NBSAP devel oprment processes as described invol ve
a wide range of sectors and interests, ensuring in nbost cases a w de ownership
of the resulting docunents. The integration of biodiversity into different
sectors is discussed in detail in sonme reports, including discussion of the
forestry, agriculture, mning and fisheries sectors.

60. One national report identifies a key aimof its NBSAP, and the

col  aborative process for its inplenentation, as an opportunity for pronoting
the creation of new jobs in the biodiversity and environment sector. Private
sector organi zations were represented on the comri ssion responsible for
devel opi ng and i npl enentati on the action plan

61. Several reports make explicit nention of the role of the defence sector
i n biodiversity conservation, including, for exanple, conservation reviews of
mlitary areas, and the use of nilitary personnel to carry out conservation
programe tasks. This suggests the inportance of |ooking beyond those sectors
that are normally thought to have an inpact on biological diversity, and to

i nclude all sectors in the discussion on the conservation and use of

bi ol ogi cal diversity within the country.

62. Finally, several reports give the inpression that the integration that
they discuss is led fromone mnistry and, in effect, inposed on other sectors
in the name of national policy. |If this is the case, there may be cause for

concern that integration of biodiversity into other sectors nmay be nore
apparent that real in some countries. On the other hand, it does appear from
many reports that there are real efforts to ensure effective integration of

bi ol ogi cal diversity into other sectors.
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D. Action to identify and nonitor biological diversity
and i nmpacts upon it
63. Effective inplenentation of Article 6 of the Convention requires

identification of the conponents of biodiversity (Articles 7(a)-(b)) and the
activities that inmpact on conservation and sustai nabl e use of biol ogica
diversity (Article 7(c)), and the effective managenment of this information
(Article 7(d)).

64. In Latin Anerica, Parties nostly report that while there is a
significant body of information on biodiversity within their countries, there
are also significant gaps in know edge concerning particular regi ons and
conponents of biological diversity. Mich is known about inportant conponents
of biodiversity, and the key threats to biodiversity are generally known. 1In
nost cases, however, nonitoring programes are not in place, and it is
recogni zed that these need to be devel oped as part of the process of
devel opi ng strategi es and action pl ans.

65. The status of infornmation systens is not nmentioned in all the reports
for the Latin America region, but it appears to vary widely, fromParties with
very few nechani sns for nanagi ng and ensuring access to information, to those
that are in the process of devel oping nore integrated information systens that
will facilitate the access to, and flow of, information necessary for

ef fective inplenentati on of the Convention. However, the reports suggest that
greater integration and information-sharing is needed, and that nost

nmoni toring and informati on managenent currently relates to the status of the
bi odi versity elenments and not to threats.

66. The reports for Parties that are small island devel oping States are
generally brief and do not all cover information and informati on systens.

I nformati on on key conponents of biodiversity is certainly avail able, and
there is an understandi ng of some of the nmjor threats, but the information
base is known to be inconplete, and the availability of integrated infornmation
is a problem

67. The reports for Parties in the Asia region suggest that the key

bi odi versity el enments are generally known, at |east at the species and
ecosystem |l evel, and that the nmain threats to biodiversity are also well
docunmented. However, in sone countries, and particularly in the |arger
countries, this information is often patchy in nature, and there are
significant gaps. Action is already under way in a nunber of these countries
to fill information gaps, to address the causes of biodiversity loss, and to
continue to nmonitor the situation.

68. One Party in Asia reports that a noratoriumwas placed on tinber felling
in the national forest estate throughout one nmajor region, while a
conservation review of these forests was carried out, as part of a Wrld Bank-
funded forest-sector review
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69. A nunber of African Parties note that they have conpl eted biodiversity
country studies or biodiversity nmonographs in advance of their NBSAPs.

However, |ack of baseline infornmation is widely identified as an inpedinent to
the effective inplenmentation of the Convention and one that needs to be
addressed i n subsequent actions. It is often noted that where information
exists, it is widely scattered and not easily accessible. Several countries
note that national biodiversity units are being or have been set up to address
this problem

70. Fromthe reports of Wstern European Parties, there appears to be
significant activity already under way to assess and nonitor the various
different elenments of biological diversity. Progranmes being proposed will
conpl ement and strengthen these activities, and should lead to inproved
coordi nation. However, while a wi de range of programres on speci es and
ecosystens are clearly in place or planned, nechani sns for assessnent and
noni toring of genetic diversity are given less attention

71. Mechani sns for the managenment of the information arising from assessnent
and nonitoring programmes are not nentioned in all reports, but where they
are, it is suggested that inprovenent in coordination of information
managenment is required. Two countries report on the proposed devel opnent of
nati onal information networks, with the enphasis on distributed information
systens, inproved coordination, and the sharing of information (probably using
the Internet). The need to reduce duplication of effort and to increase
conpatibility is stressed.

72. The reports fromcountries with econonmies in transition stress the
excel l ent informati on base that already exists, based on research and
nonitoring progranmmes that, in some cases, have been in place for a long tine.

It is not clear to what extent these progranmres have been augnented or
adjusted as a result of ratification of the Convention, nor is it clear from
the reports the extent to which these programes address nonitoring of adverse
i mpacts (although in nost cases the threats are known). At |east one country
has carried out an assessnent of biodiversity in forest areas, as a basis for
future conservation planni ng.

73. There is little discussion of information managenent in the reports of
these countries, although it is known that there are a nunber of initiatives
under way that are trying to increase access to the substantial body of

i nformati on that exists. Two reports nention the Environnent and Nat ural
Resources I nformati on Network progranme of UNEP, which assists countries to
devel op their information nmanagenment capacity and their ability to produce
state-of -t he-Environnment reports. A recent neeting of regional biodiversity
experts stressed the inportance of international initiatives to support the
har noni zati on and sharing of information between nei ghbouring countri es.

74. Al'l the devel oped country Parties have significant bodies of information
on which to base the assessnent of the inportant conponents of biodiversity
and the factors whi ch have adverse inpacts on these conponents. Research and
i nventory programres have been ongoing in these Parties for nany years.
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75. A nunber of reports cover the devel opnent of targets and indicators for
use in nonitoring, planning and reporting. In npobst cases these are at an

early stage of devel opnent. Sone indicator programes are based on further
devel opnent of targets and indicators devel oped for other processes, including
the review of the inplenmentation of environmental action plans, and the
statistical information prepared for the Organisation for Econom ¢ Cooperation
and Devel opnent (CECD), the Conmi ssion on Sustainabl e Devel opment (CSD) and

ot hers.

76. The reports indicate the fundanental role of science in the Convention
process. In this respect, the Conference of the Parties will recal
recomendation I1/1 of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and
Technol ogi cal Advi ce, concerning indicators, nonitoring and assessnent of

bi ol ogi cal diversity, which was endorsed by decision I11/10 of the Conference
of the Parties. These matters will be further considered under itens 4
(Report of the third neeting of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technica
and Technol ogi cal Advice) and 13 (Review of the operations of the Convention)
of the provisional agenda of the fourth nmeeting of the Conference of the
Parties.

E. Protected areas

77. Virtually all reports fromevery region stress the inportance of
protected area systens in national progranmres for inplenenting conservation
either directly or indirectly. Protected area systens are described and, in
many cases, the action to be taken as part of the national biodiversity
strategy and action plan is identified. The key issues are identified as
being the need to ensure that protected area systens cover the full range of

bi odi versity adequately, the need to ensure adequate |egislation and effective
managenent (i ncluding sufficient human and financial resources), the need to
ensure effective integration between protected areas and the wi der region, and
the need to ensure effective involvenment of all interested parties in the

est abl i shnent and managenent of protected areas.

78. The inportance of international protected-area initiatives and of
transfrontier protected areas are also stressed in a nunber of reports,
particularly those of Western European countries and countries with econoni es
in transition. For exanple, within the countries of the European Union and

t hose countries seeking to apply for nenbership in the near future, particular
enphasis is placed on devel opnment of the networks of Special Areas of
Conservation and the Specially Protected Areas established under European
Community legislation (see section F below). This international network of
nationally designated sites (Natura 2000) ains to protect core areas for al
speci es and habitats of European significance. Elsewhere in Europe and
beyond, the Bern Convention is encouragi ng the devel opnment of a parall el
network of core areas.

79. In the wi der Pan-European region, which includes the Russian Federation
and the Central Asian republics, there is a programme for devel opnent of a
"Pan- Eur opean Ecol ogi cal Network", as part of the Pan-European Biol ogi cal and
Landscape Diversity Strategy. The aimof this programme is to build on the
series of core areas devel oped under the European Union directives and the
Bern Convention, with a series of buffer zones, corridors and other protected
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areas that between them ensure the efficient conservation of all biodiversity
and | andscape el enents of Pan- European significance.

80. These nul tinational networks of protected areas, including networks of
Ransar sites, UNESCO MAB Bi osphere Reserves, Wrld Heritage sites, and others
not mentioned explicitly in the national reports, all contribute to increasing
the effectiveness of conservation action through international recognition of
t heir val ue and i nportance.

F. Inplenentation of policies and actions across international borders

81. Many international initiatives exist that bring Governnents together for
pl anni ng and inplenmenting activities of potential relevance to the
conservation and sustai nabl e use of biodiversity. Parties nention a wide
range of such initiatives in their national reports, including other

bi odi versity-rel ated conventions, and refer to various attenpts being nade at
the national level to build integration into the inplenentation of these
different initiatives. Several Parties refer to concrete efforts to

coordi nate inplenmentation of international conventions.

82. O particular interest are those multilateral efforts that are not
global in nature, but bring together countries with particular interests or
i ssues in conmon.

83. The 15 countries of the European Union are unique in that they are
subject to regulations, directives and deci sions agreed at the European |evel.
Many of these are directly relevant to inplenentation of the Convention and

are discussed in national reports and the report of the European Conmunity.

84. For exanple, the Birds Directive and the Habitats Directive of the

Eur opean Community (EC) require nmenber States to identify and adequately
nmanage protected sites for certain listed species. The resulting network of
protected areas (the Natura 2000 network) will provide core areas for the
protection of species and habitats of European significance. Significantly,
these directives provide a European Union inpetus to the inplenentation of the
Bern Convention on the Conservation of European WIldlife and Natural Habitats
and col | aboration is increasing between the European Conm ssion and the Bern
Convention Secretariat on the identification of an equival ent network of sites
in other Parties to the Bern Convention (the proposed EMERALD net worKk).

85. The European Community Regul ati on on agricul ture production nethods
conpatible with the requirenents of the protection of the environnment and the
mai nt enance of the countryside is nmentioned in several reports, prinmarily
because of the financial incentive it provides for pronoting biodiversity in
agriculture. It is one of a wide range of European Conmunity regul ati ons and
directives relevant to the environnmental inplications of agriculture and the
conservation of genetic materials.

86. The European Community not only has an effect on the environment through
its legal frameworks, but also as a result of the influence it brings to bear
t hrough i ncentive nmechani sms and policies on application of the funds under
its control, for exanple, through the "structural funds" and the "Cohesion
Fund" .
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87. In the reports, attention is drawn not only to the existence of these
policy and regulatory initiatives, and their role in furthering the ains of
the Convention, but also the fact that the European Conmi ssion effectively
har noni zes i npl enentati on of these neasures across all 15 countries of the
Eur opean Union (all of which are Parties to the Convention). Negotiations for
accession to the European Union will shortly begin with six other countries,
all of which are Parties to the Convention, and two of these countries
specifically mention the steps they are taking towards harnonization wth
European Community legislation and policy. The steps being taken by the

Eur opean Conmi ssion are therefore very significant in inplenenting the
Convention across the region.

88. Sone of the reports fromcountries with economies in transition nention
the steps they are taking towards harnonization with the European Union as
part of their application for nmenbership. This includes consideration of the
steps required to inplenment the various directives and regul ati ons applicable
to European Union nenber States and, in sone cases, inplenentation is
proceedi ng ahead of nenbership with the support of the European Comunity
funding initiatives PHARE (for the countries of Central and Eastern Europe)
and TACIS (for countries of the former Soviet Union).

89. The Pan- Eur opean Bi ol ogi cal and Landscape Diversity Strategy, adopted at
t he Conference of European Environnment Mnisters at its nmeeting in Sofia in
1995, covers an area stretching from Western European through the whol e of the
former Soviet Union. Several of the reports for both the Wstern European
region and the countries with econonmies in transition stress the key role this
strategy is likely to play in inplenmentation of the Convention across the
region. The various action thenes offer an opportunity for integrating
initiatives under various international programes, and stress is placed on
the value of integrating initiatives. The various international neetings and
i ntergovernmental neetings organi zed as part of the Pan-European Strategy
provide a forumfor al so achieving sone of the nutual objectives of the
strategy and the Convention

90. The reports also refer to the role of the European Environnent Agency
(EEA) in conpiling information in standard formats from across the European
Uni on and beyond, buil ding on progranmes of standard data collection started
nore than 15 years ago. Information is collected through a series of nationa
focal points and several specialist institutions. EEA is able to review

bi odi versity systenatically at the European |evel, and there are a range of
standard reports and ot her products that result fromthis work, including
reports on the state of the environnment w thin the Pan-European region

Wthin the countries of the European Union this can be linked directly to the
ef fects of European Union policy, and analysis is being made using indicators
ina DPSIR matri X.

91. Wthin the western heni sphere region, the 1996 Sumit of the Anericas
called for the establishment of an Inter-Anerican Biodiversity Information
Network (1 ABIN) to pronote conpati ble means of collection, comunication and
exchange of information relevant to decision-nmaking. Simlar efforts to
devel op better application of information wthin regions and thenes can be
found in other parts of the world.
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92. The reports also refer to international cooperation at a subregi ona
level. The follow ng exanples are drawn from several national reports:
(a) Wthin Europe, the Nordic countries (Denmark, Finland, |celand,

Norway and Sweden) work together on a wi de range of issues including the
environnent, and the countries of the Baltic region (Dennmark, Estonia,

Fi nl and, Latvia, Lithuania, Gernany, Russian Federation and Sweden) are
col l aborating on the Baltic Sea environnent;

(b) In Central Asia, the proposed biodiversity conservation project
for the western Tien Shan nountain region of Kazakstan, Kyrgyzstan and
Uzbeki stan has anmong its objectives the encouragenent of regional cooperation
and harnoni zati on of environnental standards;

(c) The countries of Central America (Belize, Costa Rica, El Sal vador
Quat enmal a, Honduras, N caragua and Pananma) have devel oped agreenents at
various |levels on different aspects of environmental policy, including
sust ai nabl e devel opment and protected-area networks. One report enphasizes
the inportance of such nmultilateral agreenents and programmes, stressing the
need for the various participants to work to achieve increased internationa
cooper ati on between nei ghbouring countries using these existing nechani sns.

93. On a wider scale, the countries of the Arctic region (Canada, Denmark
Fi nl and, Iceland, Norway, the Russian Federation, Sweden and the United
States) are collaborating at an intergovernnental |evel on sustainable

devel opnent and environmental protection in the Arctic. Reports refer to the
active invol venent of indigenous peoples within this process.

94. There is a wide range of international conventions that cover given
regi ons, including for exanple the Cartagena and Barcel ona Conventi ons,
covering the Wder Caribbean and the Mediterranean Sea, respectively; the
Sout h Pacific Regional Environnental Progranme (SPREP) and Apia Conventions
covering the Pacific Island nations; the Association of South-East Asian
Nati ons (ASEAN) Convention, and many nore. Aspects of each of these
instruments are relevant to the objectives and articles of the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity.

95. However, a noticeabl e aspect of these reports is that, while Parties
provide information on relevant international conventions to which they are
party, there is very little explicit discussion of the extent to which the
nati onal inplenmentation of these conventions is carried out in an integrated

way. |In addition, and bearing in mnd the nunber and scope of existing
initiatives, relatively few Parties di scuss regional integration or
cooperation to any great extent. It is noticeable that a nunber of

significant regional agreenents are hardly nmentioned. The reasons for this
war rant examni nation, and future reporting on steps taken to integrate

i mpl enentati on of international agreenments and programmes coul d provide a
useful stinmulus to building Iinks between such initiatives, where they do not
al ready exi st.



UNEP/ CBD/ COP/ 4/ 11/ Rev. 1
Page 20

G Means of inplenentation

1. Financial and hunman resources

96. The reports fromLatin Arerica vary widely in the extent to which they
cover the availability of and need for resources, and to what extent these
needs can be net fromwi thin the country. GEF support for strategy

devel opnent is acknow edged in a nunber of reports, and other internationa
assistance is nentioned, but not in a systematic way. Most Parties

acknow edge that they are at the beginning of a process that will bring
changes and add new tasks to the programmes of their agencies. Training in
new skills is identified as a future need in several reports. Biotechnol ogy
and biosafety are both identified as areas where training will be required.

97. Reports fromsmall island devel oping States tend not to include
information on the availability of, and need for, resources.

98. Several reports fromParties in Asia identify a need for additiona
financial resources and/or for nore skilled personnel, in order to inplenent
the full range of measures required for ensuring the conservation and

sustai nabl e use of biodiversity. Bilateral and nultilateral collaboration is
identified as a val uabl e mechani smfor ensuring the building up of practica
experience in country, and nost countries are devel oping their NBSAPs with
support from CEF.

99. Wthin Africa, lack of financial and human resources are extensively
cited as factors constraining the devel opnent and inpl enmentation of progranmres
for both environnental protection and the conservation and sustai nabl e use of
bi ol ogi cal diversity. The Wrld Bank has supported the devel opnent of a
nunber of national environnental action plans, and GEF is supporting

devel opnent of nost of the NBSAPs through biodiversity enabling activities.

100. Wthin Western Europe, the hunman and financial resources available for

i mpl enent ati on of NBSAPs are generally good, although not all the reports
address the matter. Further financial resources are identified as being
required in several countries, but innovative approaches to raising revenue
and sponsorship are being explored, particularly with the private sector. In
sonme areas of Western Europe, significant funds are avail abl e through the

Eur opean Conmi ssion, where structural funds and the Cohesion Fund can be used
to finance activities that support (or at |east do not inpact upon)

bi odi versity conservati on.

101. Reports of Western European Parties refer to their financial and hunan
resources avail able for technol ogy transfer and capacity-building progranmes
in other parts of the world. Several reports enphasize forei gn assistance
programes, and sone identify the quantity of funds being allocated to this,
either directly, or through financial nechanisns such as GEF. Rel evant
reports indicate that the responsi ble agenci es have defined policies for the
programes they manage, have identified countries and sectors eligible for
funds, and have established procedures to avoid funding potentially danagi ng
activities.
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102. The availability of resources varies widely in the countries with
economi es in transition, and nost of the countries are seeking outside

assi stance, both financial and for technical assistance, in at |east sone
areas of activity. Such support ranges from specific projects, such as
nmanagi ng protected-area systens or devel opi ng biodiversity information
managenent, to a much nore w de-ranging requirenent for capacity-building. 1In
nost cases, CGEF is supporting the devel opnent of NBSAPs.

103. O her devel oped country Parties have sufficient resources for ensuring
i mpl ement ati on of their NBSAPs, and in nost cases are al so supporting
conservation related activities in other countries through bilateral and
nmultil ateral devel opnent aid programes.

104. During the period fromJuly 1996 to Decenber 1997, GEF, as the
institutional structure operating the financial mechanism approved

bi odi versity enabling activity projects for 93 devel oping country Parties.
These projects included, inter alia, assistance to Parties with the

i mpl ementation of Articles 6 and 8 of the Convention, including the
preparation of NBSAPs and of the first national reports. Details of these
enabling activity projects are contained in the report of GEF to the
Conference of the Parties (UNEP/ CBDY COP/ 4/ 15).

105. The need to provide the conditions by which all countries can conplete
the strategy and planning cycle clearly enmerges fromthe reports. This is
echoed in the conclusions of the recent biodiversity-planni ng workshops (see
section |V below). Devel oping countries and those with economes in
transition identify the need for coordination, sharing of information and

experi ence, and capacity-building at the regional level, in such a way that
countries advanced in the process can assist those still formulating their
NBSAPs.

2. Information resources

106. Wthin Western Europe, information resources are also generally
avai l abl e to support inplenentation, although they are not currently organi zed
as efficiently as they mght be. Further devel opnent of infornmation networks
is planned in several countries and internationally under the auspices of the
Eur opean Envi ronnent Agency. An aspect on which nore information could have
been provided in the national reports of Wstern European Parties is the
extent to which they hold information rel evant to biodiversity conservation in
other parts of the world. Sone references are however nade to ongoi ng

col l aborative projects in this area.

107. O her devel oped country Parties have access to significant bodies of

i nformati on, and either have devel oped or are in the process of devel opi ng

i nformati on systens that are increasingly providing integrated access to this
information. Mbst are using the Internet to ensure w de access to networked
i nformati on.
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108. A significant body of information is available in countries with
econonmies in transition, based on research and nonitoring programes that are
in sone cases long-standing. There are gaps in these progranmes, however, and
reports reveal an underlying concern that the economc situation nay have an
effect on the future of research and nonitoring progranmes. The need to
devel op nore coordinated informati on systens is clear, and in some cases this
needs to begin with conputerization of data in order to increase its
accessibility.

109. Parties in Latin America generally report that there is a good body of

i nformati on, but that there are significant gaps that need to be addressed.
The issue of the accessibility of this information is not really covered in
the reports, but there is a need to build on the programes that already exist
in many countries to pronote greater access to information held in-country and
el sewhere. The devel opnent of national biodiversity-information systens that
encourage the sharing and exchange of information could be pronoted further

t hrough case-studi es and traini ng progranmnes.

110. Wthin the snall island devel oping States, information systens which
support the devel opnent and i nplenentation of biodiversity conservation policy
are bei ng devel oped by sone Parties, but in npost cases significant further

pl anni ng and devel opnent are required. At |east one report also stresses the
i nportance of access to information held overseas, including published

i nformati on.

111. Wthin Asia nmuch information exists, in some cases based on

| ong-standi ng research, but this information is not always accessible to those
that need it. For this reason, a nunber of countries are already working on
devel opnent of information systems, and a nunber of reports identify the need
for further developnment in this area.

112. One report fromthe Asia regi on makes reconmendati ons on data and
i nfornmati on managenent that seemto encapsul ate the needs of many Parties.
These are (in summary):

(a) I nvestigate and i npl enent neans to enhance the collection
sharing, analysis, scope and distribution of data and i nformation

(b) Pronot e devel opnent of infornmati on managenent systens that
facilitate rapid analysis and distribution of data and information

(c) Ensure that data and infornmati on are nade avail able to potenti al
users through appropriate sharing arrangenents; and

(d) Participate in the devel opnent and mai nt enance of appropriate
i nternational databases.

113. Wthin Africa, lack of baseline information is widely identified within
nati onal reports as an inpedinment to the effective inplenentation of the
Convention, and attention is drawn to the relative inaccessibility of the
information. Further devel opment of environmental information systenms in
Africais clearly a priority.
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114. Issues that enmerge fromthe reports and the recent biodiversity planning
wor kshops (see section IV below) include accessibility of information,

i ncluding that held outside the country, data managenent and capacity-
bui | di ng.

H  Mechani snms for sharing national experience

115. Few national reports include case-studies, but such case-studies as are
i ncl uded provide excellent brief sunmaries that coul d provide val uabl e
gui dance to other Parties.

116. In addition to case-studies, the reports generally contain a w de range
of information and experience of potential value to other Parties. Exanples
include a Party's assessnment of its inpact on the biodiversity of other
countries, the concept of "sectoral responsibility" for biodiversity, or
experiences with the application of incentive nechanisns.

117. Mechani snms exi st in a nunmber of countries to facilitate the sharing of
i nformati on and experience, but these are generally oriented nore towards

information than to sharing of experience. In alnost all cases where this is
reported on, the need for inprovenment is enphasized, particularly in sharing
and networking of information. It is therefore also the case that better

nmechani snms for |ocating and sharing experience al so need to be devel oped.

118. National clearing-house nmechani snms have been devel oped in severa
countries, and are reported to be under devel opnent in a nunber of others.
There are six national sites using the clearing-house nmechani smlogo, and ni ne
ot her national websites are naintai ned by the clearing-house nechani sm

nati onal focal points. 1In addition, a nunber of Parties have devel oped

Web- based i nformati on services which function as cl earing-house nechani sms,

but are not nanmed as such and are not currently managed by the clearing-house
nmechani sm nati onal focal point.

I. Oher information requested of Contracting Parties

119. Several decisions of the Conference of the Parties request Parties to
provide information additional to that requested by decision I1/17. It
appears fromthe reports exanined that this informati on has not been provi ded
in a structured nmanner, and that nmany Parties have not reported on the issues
at all.

120. Decision I11/6 requested devel oped country Parties to subnmt information
on their financial support for the objectives of the Convention. Relatively
few of these national reports provide nore than very basic figures on the

al l ocation of financial resources, and many reports provide no information at
all. In part, this is aresult of difficulty in clearly identifying within
nati onal budgets what is relevant to biodiversity conservation and what is
not, particularly when cross-sectoral integration is involved. (In this

cont ext, docunment UNEP/ CBDY COP/ 4/17 ("Additional financial resources") refers
to the initial discussions between the Secretariat and OECD on the devel opnent
of an appropriate statistical narker.)

121. Decision I11/11 requested Parties to identify issues and priorities
concerni ng conservati on and sustai nabl e use of agricultural biologica
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diversity. The extent to which this has been done is not clear from nost
reports, and there is insufficient information on which to base any further
anal ysis or recomendati on

122. Decision I11/14 urged Parties to supply information about inplenentation
of Article 8(j) and related articles. Wile a nunber of national reports
provide information on actions taken to involve indigenous and | oca
conmunities in the devel opnment of NBSAPs, and to ensure that their interests
are taken into account, analysis of the information provided is difficult as
such participation in the NBSAP process, while a positive step, does not of
itself provide information about inplenmentation of Article 8(j) and rel ated
provi sions of the Convention.

123. Decision I11/18 invited Parties to share experiences on incentive
neasures and nake rel evant case-studies available. Various incentive neasures
are referred to in the reports, but not necessarily in the form of case-
studies with a viewto wider dissemination. (ln this context, docunent
UNEP/ CBDY COP/ 4/ 18 (" Design and i npl enentation of incentive nmeasures")

di scusses case-studies on incentive nmeasures subnmitted in response to decision
111/18.)

I'V. LESSONS LEARNED

A. Lessons | earned from bi odi versity-pl anni ng wor kshops

124. Three recent intergovernnmental workshops on NBSAP have taken pl ace.
These were

(a) The Pl anning for Biodiversity workshop organi zed by the CGovernnent
of the United Kingdomof Geat Britain and Northern Ireland through the United
Ki ngdom Envi ronnent al Know How Fund, with the participation of representatives
of 25 Central and Eastern European countries (Bristol, 4-7 Novenber 1997);

(b) The Regi onal Expert Workshop on Biodiversity Strategies and Action
Pl ans organi zed by the United Nations Devel opnment Programe (UNDP) and the
United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP), with the participation of
representatives of 17 African countries (Nairobi, 19-21 Novenber 1997); and

(c) The Regi onal Expert Workshop on Biodiversity Strategies and Action
Pl ans organi zed by UNDP and UNEP, with the participation of representatives of
28 Latin Amrerican and Cari bbean countries (Santo Dom ngo, 14-16 January 1998).

125. The participants in these workshops were predoninantly the nationa
focal points for the Convention and/or the coordinators of the NBSAPs and
national reports. The Secretariat attended all three workshops. The two
wor kshops organi zed by UNDP fornmed part of its activities under a Project
Devel opnent Facility (PDF) Block B grant from CGEF for the devel opment of a
proposal for a biodiversity planning support programe.

126. As part of the PDF-B project, UNDP al so sought, by questionnaire, the
vi ews of NBSAP coordi nators and rel evant GEF | npl enenti ng Agency staff on
their experiences of the NBSAP process, including the identification of
constraints and unmet capacity-buil ding requirenents.
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127. Conclusions drawn fromthe returned questionnaires and fromthe
wor kshops can be summari zed as fol | ows:

(a) Bi odi versity planning, in the context of the conprehensive scope
of the Convention, is a new concept for which there are no prior nodels or
exanpl es of best practices, and for which few nethodol ogical tools are
currently avail abl e;

(b) Al'l countries, notw thstanding differences arising fromthe
specific conditions of each, are engaged in similar |earning processes;

(c) Speci fic problens cited included:

(i) | nadequacy or absence of political support for crucial
aspects of the planning process and for the approval of actions;

(ii) Weak |egislative base;
(iii) Inadequacy of existing information on biodiversity issues;

(iv) Lack of appropriate scientific and technical expertise
and experience in biodiversity planning within Governnment and
anong st akehol ders;

(v) Lack of institutional coordination, both horizontally
and vertically wi thin Governments, and between Governnents and
st akehol ders;

(vi) Difficulties in access to and availability of funding

(vii) Direct economic pressure on ecosystens and a |ack of nationa
budget all ocati ons;

(viii) Need for increased public education and awareness;

(ix) Lack of clarity anong |Inplenenting Agenci es about the NBSAP
process, its conponents and outcones;

(x) Need for recognition of the long-termnature of the NBSAP
process;

(xi) Conplexity of the issues raised by the need to translate a
bi odi versity strategy into costed and prioritized action plans,
with the requisite funding strategy, and the continued need in
nost countries for these to be addressed;

(xii) Scarcity of exanples of the effective integration of
bi odi versity considerations into sectoral or cross-sectora
pl anni ng.
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128. These conclusions are drawn predoninantly from vi ews expressed by
representatives of Parties fromthe European, African and Latin Anerican and
Cari bbean regions, by staff of the Inplenenting Agenci es and by externa
consul tants assi sting NBSAP processes.

B. Lessons learned fromthe reporting process

129. Only sone reports clearly identify the processes being followed to
ensure effective inplenentati on of the Convention in general, and the NBSAP in
particul ar.

130. Several reports make explicit nention of the dynanmi c nature of the
NBSAP, and the need to update it and adjust it as goals are achi eved and
conditions change. This is an essential part of the nonitoring and review
process, of which the reporting process is a part.

131. It appears fromsone national reports that the request fromthe
Conference of Parties constituted the sole reason for the preparation of the
report. However, in other cases, the obligation to report has led to the
preparation of a document for w der consunption, or provided a structured
opportunity to review progress.

132. National focal points in several countries have inforned the Secretari at
of difficulties encountered in applying the guidelines for national reporting
on the inplenentation of Article 6 contained in the annex to decision I1/17.
These difficulties are al so apparent fromthe revi ew of national reports.

Such difficulties, and the variability of the national reports that have
resulted, need to be assessed before the next reporting round, and
recomendati ons on future reporting distilled fromthis assessnent.

133. Key questions concern: the length of the report, and depth of content;
the tine period to be covered; apparent duplication between sections;
duplication between the report and other existing docunents; difficulty of
provi di ng nmeani ngful budget figures; whether the report should only cover
activities which are a direct result of ratification of the Convention; howto
report on inplenentati on of decisions of the Conference of the Parties; and
what to report on sustainable use and fair and equitable sharing of resources.

C. Harnonization of reporting

134. Various biodiversity-related instrunents and processes require the

subm ssi on of periodic national reports. The format, content and periodicity
of these reports are usually specified through agreed guidelines. A synthesis
report is usually conpiled by the convention or progranmre secretariat, with
the ai mof assessing progress in inplenentation and ensuring that |essons

| earned are shared anong Parties and nenber States.

135. Relevant instrunents and processes include the Conm ssion on Sustainable
Devel opnent, the Convention on Wtlands of International |nportance,
especially as Waterfow Habitat (Ransar Convention), the United Nations
Framewor k Convention on Cinmate Change and the preparation of the review by
the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nati ons (FAO of the state
of the world's plant genetic resources.
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136. At its fifth session, the Conmi ssion on Sustainabl e Devel opnent

consi dered the reconmendati ons of the Secretary-General for the streamining
of national reports (see docunment E/CN. 17/1997/6). The special session of the
Ceneral Assenbly to review the inplenmentation of Agenda 21 concl uded that

nati onal reports on the inplenentation of Agenda 21 have proved to be a

val uabl e neans of sharing information at the international and regional |evels
and, even nore inportant, of providing a focus for the coordination of issues
rel ated to sustainabl e devel opnment at the national level within individua
countri es.

137. The Secretariat is currently participating in a feasibility study,
together with the secretariats of the Convention on International Trade in
Endangered Species of WId Fauna and Flora (C TES), the Convention on the
Conservation of Mgratory Species of WId Animals (CMS), the Ransar
Convention, the Wrld Heritage Convention and UNEP, to exam ne harnonized

i nformation nmanagenent for the biodiversity-related conventions. Possible
reconmendations are currently under examination for their feasibility and, if
adopt ed by the governi ng bodi es of the conventions in question, these would
aimto assist Parties to provide information in forns that:

(a) Are conpl ementary (non-overlapping), so that information is
provi ded only once and in one consistent fornat;

(b) Serve the needs of nore than one convention

(c) Are a subset of national biodiversity-information-nanagenent
products (i.e. part of the input to national planning and policy devel opnent;

(d) Are produced in a cycle that suits national requirenments and that
is in harmony with the reporting cycles of the conventions; and

(e) Are devel oped through a process supported by harnoni zed
gui del i nes, nonencl ature and thesauri, as well as reconmended good practices
and i nfornmati on managenent net hodol ogi es.

138. A neeting of the relevant secretariats has been arranged for the [ ast
week of April to consider the feasibility of such arrangenents. The report of
this neeting will be nade available to the Conference of the Parties at its
fourth meeting.

V. CHALLENGES AND PRI ORI TI ES AHEAD

139. Reports by Parties on neasures taken for the inplenentation of the

provi sions of the Convention and their effectiveness are the key to nonitoring
the inplenentati on of the Convention on a global scale, to identifying both
solutions and constraints, and to the effective fornulation of policies and
programes to assist Parties to fulfil their obligations.

140. In the vast majority of countries, national biodiversity strategies and
action plans are bei ng devel oped. Countries that have not yet conpleted the
devel opnent of their NBSAP should be given such assistance as they nmay need in
order to conplete this process and to nove forward to inplenentation of the
action plan. The national reports, and the concl usions of the
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bi odi versi ty-pl anni ng wor kshops referred to above, identify the need for

conti nued technical and financial support for both the planning and

i mpl ement ati on phases. These needs invol ve capacity-building, the sharing of

i nformation and experiences, and access to expertise and financial resources.
There are opportunities for those countries who have conpleted their NBSAP
process to assist countries, particularly those of the sane region, who are in
t he planni ng and devel opnent stage. Financial resources for such regiona
techni cal support may be required.

141. The successful devel opnent and inplenentati on of a national biodiversity
strategy and action plan is clearly linked to other key provisions of the
Convention, nost prom nent of which are public education and awareness and the
adopti on of appropriate incentive nmeasures. The inplenentation of these
provisions will be discussed under item 15 of the agenda of the neeting (see
docunment s UNEP/ CBDY COP/ 4/ 18 and 19).

142. Covernnents are facing denands for reporting on closely related issues
under a series of international legal instrunents and intergovernmenta
processes relating to biological diversity, environmental protection and
sust ai nabl e devel opment. The need for harnonization of reporting in order to
make best use of resources and to inprove the effectiveness of the reporting
process has been widely recognized. 1In this regard, the Conference of the
Parties will need to consider the revision of guidelines on reporting by
Parties so that the reporting process results in the provision of the
necessary information on the nmeasures taken for the inplenmentation of the
Convention and their effectiveness, while at the sane avoi di ng unnecessary
burdens on Parties and nmaxim zing the utility and accessibility of such
information to rel ated processes.

143. In decision I1/17, the Conference of the Parties decided that, at its
fourth nmeeting, it would deternmine the intervals and form of subsequent

nati onal reports. This determ nation woul d be based on the experience of
Parties in preparing their first national reports and taking into account the
state of inplenentation of the Convention

144. A substantial nunber of first national reports have been subnitted and
nore Parties have inforned the Executive Secretary of their intention to
submt reports by the tine of the fourth neeting. Many of the reports

exam ned have been submitted as interimreports, and full reports are expected
to be subnitted by the Parties in question once the NBSAP process is further
advanced. Qher Parties have advised that they intend to submit their report
later in the year.

145. It would be advisable to allow for conpletion of this process and ful
anal ysis of the |lessons |learned. Such a course of action would provide the
necessary incentives and encouragenent to Parties to continue with the
preparati on and submi ssion of a full first national report.

146. Nevertheless, the information provided in this note constitutes a
synthesis of the infornmation contained in a representative sanple of reports
received fromal nost half the total nunber of Parties, fromall regions.
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A. Intervals

147. Under item 13 of the agenda of the neeting, the Conference of the
Parties will consider the frequency of its ordinary neetings. |If it is
decided to maintain the current arrangenents for annual neetings, then the
Conference of the Parties will decide, under item 19 of the agenda (Date and
venue of the fifth nmeeting), to hold its next nmeeting in early 1999.

148. The experience of submission of the first national reports suggests that
the date of submi ssion of reports needs to be nore in advance of the rel evant
neeti ng of the Conference of the Parties than was the case this tinme. In
order to allow for sufficient time for the analysis of reports and for the
preparation of the report of the Executive Secretary, the date to be
established for receipt of national reports needs to be at |east six nonths
before the date of the neeting.

149. A decision to hold the fifth meeting in the first half of 1999 woul d
therefore inply a need to establish a deadline in the second half of 1998 for
recei pt of the next national report. It would probably be unrealistic to

i mgine that the majority of Parties will be in a position to prepare a second
report so soon after the first.

150. This suggests that the Conference of the Parties should request the next
national report for the year 2000. |If the decision is taken to maintain the
current arrangenents of annual neetings, this would inply that the second

nati onal reports be considered at its sixth neeting and that the date for
submi ssi on be established for late 1999. On the other hand, if a decision is
taken to extend the intervals between neetings of the Conference of the
Parties to two years or longer, the Conference of the Parties would thus need
to call for the second national reports to be considered at its fifth neeting
in the year 2000 or later, and that the date for subnission be set for at

| east six nonths in advance of that neeting.

B. Revised guidelines

151. For the second national report, the Conference of the Parties is invited
to request Parties to provide infornmation on neasures taken for the

i mpl ementation of Article 7 (ldentification and Mnitoring). In addition
bearing in mnd that nost Parties have not conpleted the national biodiversity
strategy and action plan process, Parties could also be invited to include in
this report information on the conpletion of the process and on the

experi ences of inplenentation of the strategy and action plan

152. As Parties vary considerably in size, biodiversity, capacity and
capability, it is difficult to provide a precise definition of exactly what
each should provide in its national report. The follow ng 10 guiding

princi ples were contained in an information paper on further guidelines for
the preparation of national reports, distributed at the third neeting of the
Subsi di ary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technol ogi cal Advice

(UNEP/ CBDY SBSTTA/ 3/ I nf. 16). They nmay help in the devel opnent of future

gui delines for national reporting:
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(a) Base the report on information that is required already by the
nati onal focal point to ensure that the country is nmeeting the conmitnents
taken on as a result of becoming a Party to the Convention

(b) Ensure that the report covers the priority areas identified by the
Conference of the Parties in its decisions;

(c) Cover what is relevant to inplenmentation of the Convention, not
just what is being done because the Convention has been ratified;

(d) Enphasi ze progress in devel opnent and inplenentation of the
nati onal biodiversity strategy and/or national biodiversity action plan

(e) Summari ze the current status and trends in biodiversity,
bi odi versity "services", use and threats, and progress in devel opnent of
programes to eval uate and nonitor these;

(f) Avoi d repeating information fromnational biodiversity strategies
and action plans, or national country studi es and state-of-the-environnent
reports (they can be appended);

(9) Concentrate on neasurable progress since the last report, and
identify the progress that is expected before the next report is due;

(h) Use indicators to show progress in achieving targets set in the
nati onal biodiversity strategy and/or national biodiversity action plan, and
in previous reports;

(i) Enphasi ze information that will help other Parties in their
i mpl enentati on of the Convention, in particular both good practice and bad
experi ence;

(j) Design reports that are useful for multiple purposes with mnina
nodi fication, for exanple, as material for journalists or education.

VI .  RECOVIVENDATI ONS
153. The Conference of the Parties is thus invited:

(a) To wel conme the nunber of first national reports subnmitted, to
encour age those Parties that have submitted interimreports to submt a ful
report as soon as they are in a position to do so, and to encourage those that
have yet to submit their first national report to do so as soon as they can

(b) To request the Executive Secretary to prepare an updated version
of the present synthesis on the basis of all the first national reports
recei ved and ot her rel evant infornation

(c) To deci de upon the frequency of future national reports, the focus
of the second national report and the date for its subm ssion

(d) To provide advice to Parties on the preparation of the second
nati onal report. Such advice should cover both the nature of the information
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needed from Parties in order to assess the state of inplenentation of the
Convention and recomendati ons on inproving the reporting process. For the
fornmer, the Conference of the Parties is invited to provide gui dance on
format, style, length and treatnment that ensure conparability between reports.
For the latter, the Conference of the Parties is invited to request the
Executive Secretary to continue collaboration with the secretariats of other
bi odi versity-rel ated convention secretariats, of the Rio conventions and the
United Nations Departnment for Econonmic and Social Affairs on devel opi ng
options for the harnonization of reporting;

(e) To consider the constraints and needs, financial and otherw se,
identified by Parties, in particular devel oping countries and countries with
economi es in transition, in respect of the conpletion of the nationa
bi odi versity strategy and action plan process and to provide appropriate
gui dance to the G obal Environnent Facility, the |nplenenting Agencies and
ot her conpetent institutions, intergovernnental and non-governnental, as well
as to Parties thenselves, with a viewto facilitating the conpletion of the
strategy and planning cycle by all Parties;

(f) To request the Executive Secretary to take into full account the
i nformati on provided in the national reports in the preparation of the d oba
Bi odi versity Qutl ook;

(9) To nmake the review of infornmation contained in national reports a
standing item on agenda of the Conference of the Parties.
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Annex |
PARTI ES AND GOVERNMENTS WHI CH HAVE
SUBM TTED NATI ONAL REPORTS
1. Al geri a 44, Madagascar
2. Ar nmeni a 45, Mal awi
3. Australia 46. Mal aysi a
4, Austria 47. Mal di ves
5. Bahamas 48. Mar shal | | sl ands
6. Bel ar us 49, Mexi co
7. Bel i ze 50. Monaco
8. Bhut an 51. Mongol i a
9. Bol i vi a 52. Mozanmbi que
10. Brazi | 53. Nam bi a
11. Bur ki na Faso 54, Nepa
12. Caner oon 55. Net her | ands
13. Canada 56. New Zeal and
14. Cape Verde 57. Ni ger
15. Chi na 58. Nor way
16. Col onbi a 59. Oman
17. Costa Rica 60. Panama
18. Denmar k 61. Peru
19. D i bouti 62. Pol and
20. Domi ni can Republic 63. Qat ar
21. Denocratic Republic of the 64. Republic of Korea
Congo 65. Rormani a
22. Ecuador 66. Russi an Federati on
23. Egypt 67. Rwanda
24, El Sal vador 68. Senega
25. Equat ori al Cui nea 69. Sl oveni a
26. Eritrea 70. South Africa
27. Eur opean Comunity 71. Spai n
28. Fiji 72. Sri Lanka
29. Fi nl and 73. Swazi | and
30. France 74. Sweden
31. Ganbi a 75. Swi tzerl and
32. G eece 76. Thai | and
33. Hai ti 77. Togo
34. Hungary 78. Trinidad and Tobago
35. I ndonesi a 79. Tur key
36. | srael 80. Uganda
37. Jamai ca 81. Ukr ai ne
38. Japan 82. Uni ted Ki ngdom of G eat
39. Kazakst an Britain and Northern
40. Kenya Ireland
41. Latvia 83. Ur uguay
42, Lebanon 84. Uzbeki st an
43. Lesot ho 85. Vi et Nam
86. Zanbi a
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Annex |1
NATI ONAL BI ODI VERSI TY STRATEG ES AND ACTI ON PLANS

The tabl e bel ow contains infornmation derived from national reports,
i nformati on received fromthe d obal Environnent Facility and its |nplenmenting
Agenci es, and fromother sources. Parties and CGovernnents are requested to
review this information and to i nformthe Executive Secretary of amendnents to
be nade to the table.

Country Nati onal Report | GEF Support [ Status of NBSAP
Al bani a - CGEF- EA B
Al geri a NR GEF- EA B
Anti gua and Bar buda - CGEF- EA B
Argent i na - CEF- EA B
Ar meni a NR CGEF- EA B
Australi a NR - C
Austri a NR - B
Bahamas NR CGEF- EA C
Bahr ai n - - A
Bangl adesh - - A
Bar bados - CGEF- EA B
Bel ar us NR - B
Bel gi um - - A
Beli ze NR CEF- EA C
Beni n - CGEF- EA B
Bhut an NR CEF- EA C
Bolivia NR - B
Bot swana - - A
Brazil NR GEF- EA B
Bul gari a - - C
Bur ki na Faso NR GEF- EA B
Bur undi - - A
Canbodi a - - A
Camer oon NR CEF- EA B
Canada NR - C
Cape Verde NR CGEF- EA B
Central African Republic - CEF- EA B
Chad NR GEF- EA B
Chile - - A
Chi na NR CEF- EA C
Col onbi a NR CGEF- EA B
Conor es - CEF- EA B
Congo - CEF- EA B
Cook Tslands - - A
Costa Rica NR CEF- EA B
Cote d'Tvoire - CGEF- EA B
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Croati a - GEF- EA B
Cuba - CGEF- EA B
Cypr us - - A
Czech Republic - GEF- EA B
Denocratic People" s Republic - GEF- EA B
of Korea

Denocratic Republic of the NR GEF- EA B
Congo

Denmar k NR - C
D 1 bouti NR CGEF- EA B
Dom ni ca - CEF- EA B
Dom ni can Republic NR - B
Ecuador NR - B
Egypt NR CEF- EA B
El Sal vador NR CEF- EA B
Equat ori al Qui nea NR CGEF- EA B
Eritrea NR CEF- EA B
Est oni a - CEF- EA B
Et hi opi a - - A
Eur opean Uni on NR - C
Fiji NR GEF- EA B
Fi nl and NR - C
France NR - B
Gabon NR GEF- EA B
Ganbi a NR GEF- EA B
Ceorgl a - CEF- EA B
Cer many - - A
Ghana - - A
G eece NR - B
G enada - - A
GQuat enal a - CGEF- EA B
@l nea - CEF- EA B
@l nea- Bl ssau - CEF- EA B
Guyana - - A
Hail t1 NR - A
Hondur as - CGEF- EA B
Hungary NR CEF- EA B
I cel and - - A
I'ndi a - CEF- EA B
I ndonesi a NR - C
[ran (IslTam ¢ Republic of) - CGEF- EA B
Ireland - - A
[ srael NR - C
[taly - - A
Jamal ca NR - B
Japan NR - C
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Jor dan - CGEF- EA B
Kazakst an NR CGEF- EA B
Kenya NR CEF- EA B
Kiribati - - A
Kyr gyst an CEF- EA B
Lao People"s Denocratic - - A
Republic

Latvi a NR GEF- EA B
Lebanon NR CGEF- EA B
Lesot ho NR CGEF- EA B
Li echtenstein - - A
Lithuani a - CEF- EA C
Luxenbour g - - A
Madagascar NR CGEF- EA B
Mal awi NR GEF- EA B
Mal aysi a NR CGEF- EA C
Mal di ves NR CGEF- EA B
Mal'i NR GEF- EA B
Marshal T Tsl ands NR GEF- EA B
Maur i tani a - CEF- EA B
Mauritius - CEF- EA B
Mexi co NR CEF- EA B
M cronesia, Federated States - - A
of

Monaco NR - C
Mongol i a NR CEF- EA B
Mor occo - CEF- EA B
Mozanbi que NR CGEF- EA B
Nam bi a NR - B
Naur u - - A
Nepal NR - A
Net her T ands NR - C
New Zeal and NR - B
N car agua - - A
N ger NR CEF- EA B
N geri a - - A
N ue - - A
Nor way NR - B
Oman NR GEF- EA B
Paki st an - - A
Panama NR CEF- EA B
Papua New Ui nea - - A
Par aguay - - A
Peru NR CGEF- EA B
Phi TT ppi nes - - A
Pol and NR GEF- EA B
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Por t ugal - - A
Qat ar NR - A
Republi ¢ of Korea NR - A
Republ'i ¢ of Ml dova - - A
Romani a NR - C
Russi an Federation NR CEF- EA B
Rwanda NR - A
Saint Kitts and Nevis - CGEF- EA B
Sal nt Lucl a - - A
Sai nt Vincent and the - CGEF- EA B
G enadi nes
Sanpa - - A
San Mari no - - A
Senegal NR CGEF- EA B
Seychel T es NR CGEF- EA A
Sierra Leone - - A
S ngapor e NR - A
Sl ovaki a - CGEF- EA C
Sl oveni a NR - B
Sol onman Tsl ands - CGEF- EA B
South Africa NR CGEF- EA B
Spal n NR - B
Sri Lanka NR - C
Sudan - CGEF- EA B
Sur I name - CEF- EA B
Swazi I and NR CGEF- EA B
Sweden NR - B
Switzerland NR - B
Syrian Arab Republic - CEF- EA B
Taj 1 ki stan - - B
Thai I and NR - B
Togo NR - B
Trini dad and Tobago NR CGEF- EA B
Tuni si a NR CGEF- EA B
Tur key NR - B
Tur kneni st an - - B
Uganda NR CGEF- EA B
Ukr ai ne NR CGEF- EA B
Uni ted Ki ngdom NR - C
United Republic of - - A
Tanzani a
Ur uguay NR CEF- EA BZ
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Uzbeki st an NR GEF- EA B
Vanuat u - GEF- EA B
Venezuel a - CGEF- EA B
Vi et Nam NR - C
Yenen - GEF- EA B
Zanbi a NR CGEF- EA B
Zi ntbabwe - CGEF- EA B
Key ] ]
A - no information
B - planned or in preparation
C - conmpnleted and approved




