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I.
INTRODUCTION

1. In response to decision V/4 of the Conference of the Parties, the Executive Secretary sent out in November 2000 a questionnaire based on those elements of decision IV/7 of the Conference of the Parties that are addressed to Contracting Parties in order to review the extent to which they implement the programme of work on forest biological diversity.  At the end of the questionnaire, Parties were given an opportunity to provide information on success factors and constraints (as well as identify cases where reporting of a partial fulfilment of the obligation is the result of inadequate resources or a need for assistance) in implementing the programme of work.

2. Parties were requested to submit their thematic reports on forest ecosystems to the Executive Secretary by 15 May 2001.  Completed national reports and additional comments are available on the Convention's web site at: http://www.biodiv.org/world/reports.asp?t=fr
3. As of 10 October 2001, 34 Parties and Governments had responded to the request of the Executive Secretary:  Argentina, Australia, Austria, Canada, Central African Republic, Comoros, Democratic Republic of Congo, Denmark, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethiopia, Finland, Germany, Greece, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Kazakhstan, Lebanon, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Madagascar, Mexico, Namibia, New Zealand, Norway, Pakistan, Panama, Poland, Republic of Korea, Samoa, Sweden, Switzerland, Netherlands, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland.

II.
Results

4. Parties that submitted the thematic report were mostly from Group of Western Europe and Other States (WEOG).  Of the 15 respondents belonging to WEOG, 12 were from Western Europe.  Other regions were much less represented:  Africa 7, Asia and the Pacific 5, Latin America and Caribbean 3, and Central and Eastern Europe (CEE) 4.  Only two small island developing States responded.  The representativeness of responses is low except for WEOG, for which responses represented 52 % of all WEOG countries. Due to the low response rates in other regions (on average 13%), the analysis given below is only indicative and the responses were generally treated as one group (n = 34). The only rational comparison among group of countries was between WEOG countries (n = 15) and the other regions (n = 19), referred to collectively as developing countries and countries with economies in transition. Comparisons between United Nations regions, and between countries with low forest cover and high forest cover were also considered.

5. The main results are given in tables 1 and 2.  Table 1 presents the degree of implementation of the activities in the programme of work indicated in the questionnaire for developing countries and WEOG countries.  Table 2 gives the mode
 (the most common response) for each response for: 

(a) Countries with low forest cover (< 15 per cent of land, and high forest cover (> 25 per cent). It should be noted that none of the countries that responded had a forest cover between these figures; and 

(b) United Nations regions. 

General questions

Q 1. What is the relative priority afforded to implementation of this decision by your country? 

Q 2. To what extent are the resources available adequate for meeting the obligations and recommendations made? 

Q 3. Has your country assessed the status and trends of its forest biological diversity and identified options for its conservation and sustainable use? (decision IV/7, para. 12) 

Q 4. Has your country requested assistance through the financial mechanism for projects that promote the implementation of the focused work programme on forest biological diversity? (decision IV/7, para. 7)

6. Implementation of the programme of work has a high priority in 20 countries (57%), and a medium priority in 13 countries (40%), and a low priority only in one country (3%).  The resources available for meeting the obligations in the programme of work were considered adequate or good in most WEOG countries (80%), and limited or severely limited in the other group (95%).  Lack of financial resources is an important constraint given especially by African countries (table 2).  In some reports, national capacity and resources, including financing mechanisms, was described in detail.

7. With regard to the assessments of status and trends of biological diversity, and the identified options for its conservation and sustainable use, the assessments were already completed in six countries (18%), In most countries, these assessments were under way (63%), and only three countries had not started any kind of assessment (9%).  The identified assessments included both forest inventories, general assessments of the status and trends of biological diversity in wooded ecosystems, and assessments of protected areas. 

8. The financial assistance for making assessments was provided in about half of the developing countries and countries with economies in transition that responded.  The assistance consisted of activities financed by the Global Environment Facility (GEF), activities undertaken or assisted by other United Nations bodies (mostly FAO), and multilateral or bilateral donor agencies. The responses revealed that financial institutions and instruments already exist for inventories and assessment activities, and research and development projects.  However, funds are apparently not being allocated to sustainable forest management at the ground level. 

Programme element 1

9. Four questions referred to programme element 1 of the programme of work (Holistic and inter-sectoral ecosystem approaches that integrate the conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity, taking into account social and cultural and economic considerations):

Q 5. Has your country identified methodologies for enhancing the integration of forest biological diversity conservation and sustainable use into a holistic approach to sustainable forest management at the national level? (programme of work, para 13) 

Q 6. Has your country developed methodologies to advance the integration of traditional forest-related knowledge into sustainable forest management, in accordance with Article 8(j)? (programme of work, para 14) 

Q 7. Has your country promoted cooperation on the conservation and sustainable use of forest biological resources at all levels in accordance with Article 5 and 16 of the Convention? (programme of work, para 15) 

Q 8. Has your country promoted the sharing of relevant technical and scientific information on networks at all levels of protected forest areas and networking modalities in all types of forest ecosystems? (programme of work, para 17)

10. The term “methodologies” referred to in questions 5 and 6 was interpreted by countries in various ways, and the analysis can only suggest a trend given the limited statistical significance of the data set.  Methodologies for a holistic approach to sustainable forest management at the national level have been adopted in most WEOG countries to a significant extent (93%), but in developing countries and in countries with economies in transition to a limited extent (53%) or to a minimal extent (32%), and only in a few of those countries to a significant extent (16%).  These methodologies included, inter alia, legislation reforms, planning procedures and guidelines for sustainable forest management. 

11. The methodologies to advance the integration of traditional forest-related knowledge into sustainable forest management (Article 8 (j)) was developed mostly to a limited extent in both groups of countries.  Only four countries responded to have developed them to a significant extent. These methodologies were not given in detail, but participation in local and regional forestry planning and forest management was mentioned in a number of responses.  The question was considered as non-applicable in eight countries (six members of WEOG and two in the other group).  According to the analysis, the integration of traditional forest-related knowledge into sustainable forest management seems not to be adequately addressed.

12. Cooperation at all levels in accordance with Article 5 and 16 of the Convention (question 7) was promoted to a significant extent in most WEOG countries (87%), but only to a limited extent in developing countries and in countries with economies in transition (63%).  Question 8 pertaining to the sharing of relevant technical and scientific information on networks at all levels of protected areas revealed a similar distribution in responses.  Most responses to these questions referred to national and local-level sharing activities, but also international cooperation was recognized in some responses.

Programme element 2

13. Seven questions referred to programme element 2 (Comprehensive analysis of the ways in which human activities, in particular forest-management practices, influence biological diversity and assessment of ways to minimize or mitigate negative influences):

Q 9. Has your country promoted activities for an enhanced understanding of positive and negative human influences on forest ecosystems by land-use managers, policy-makers, scientists and other relevant stakeholders? (programme of work, para. 29) 

Q 10. Has your country promoted activities to assemble management experiences and scientific, indigenous and local information at the national and local levels to provide for the sharing of approaches and tools that lead to improved forest practices with regard to forest biological diversity? (programme of work, para. 30) 

Q 11. Has your country promoted activities with the aim of providing options to minimize or mitigate negative and to promote positive human influences on forest biological diversity? (programme of work, para. 31) 

Q 12. Has your country promoted activities to minimize the impact of harmful alien species on forest biological diversity? (programme of work, para. 32) 

Q 13. Has your country identified means and mechanisms to improve the identification and prioritisation of research activities related to influences of human activities, in particular forest management practices, on forest biological diversity? (programme of work, para 33) 

Q 14. Does your country hold research and syntheses of reports of relevant scientific and traditional knowledge on key forest biological diversity issues and, if so, have these been disseminated as widely as possible? (programme of work, para. 34) 

Q 15. Has your country prepared case-studies on assessing impacts of fires and alien species on forest biological diversity and their influences on the management of forest ecosystems and savannahs? (programme of work, para. 35)

14. The general trend in responses to the element 2 in the programme of work was clear. In most questions, WEOG countries reported that they were carrying out or promoting activities referred to in each questions mostly to a significant extent, and developing countries and countries with economies in transition usually to a minimal or a limited extent. In some questions, however, a significant extent of activities was given for some or at least a few of these countries.

15. This trend was very clear concerning question 9, on understanding of human influences on forest ecosystems by various stakeholders; nearly all WEOG countries have promoted such understanding to a significant extent (87 %).  Developing countries and countries with economies in transition had promoted it to a limited extent (37%), to a minimal extent (37%), or to a significant extent (26%).

16. Minimal or limited activities in many developing countries were also common to activities to assemble management experiences and scientific, indigenous and local information (question 10) and improving the identification and prioritisation of research activities related to influences of human activities on forest ecosystems (question 13).  These issues refer to various aspects of the capacity of particular countries to conduct research and development activities. In both questions, about two thirds of WEOG countries reported significant efforts.

17. Activities to minimize impacts of harmful alien species in forest ecosystems (question 12) were promoted in WEOG countries to a limited (40%) or a significant extent (47%), and in developing countries and countries with economies in transition to a minimal (58%) or a limited (32%) extent.  At the present time, these activities consist mainly of the preparation of inventories or studies on the occurrence and impacts of alien species.  Given the importance of invasive alien species in many tropical areas, the strengthening of this activity is needed in the future.  Cases-studies on forest fires or alien species were done in about half of all countries, both groups of countries being about equally represented.  In many cases, these case-studies were conducted as international joint projects.

18. Research results and syntheses of reports of relevant scientific and traditional knowledge on key forest biological diversity issues was made to a significant extent in most WEOG countries (87%), but on average the research results could be disseminated more widely.  Most developing countries and countries with economies in transition had relevant information, the dissemination of that was, however, restricted by the resources available (68%).  In some countries (21%) of this group, reports and syntheses have been produced to a significant extent.

Programme element 3

19. Two questions related to element 3 of the programme of work (Methodologies necessary to advance the elaboration and implementation of criteria and indicators for forest biological diversity):

Q 16. Has your country assessed experiences gained in national and regional processes, identifying common elements and gaps in existing initiatives and improving indicators for forest biological diversity? (programme of work, para. 43) 

Q 17. Has your country carried out taxonomic studies and inventories at the national level, which provide for a basic assessment of forest biological diversity? (programme of work, para. 43)

20. WEOG countries have developed and assessed indicators for forest biological diversity to a significant (53%) or a limited (33%) extent, while developing countries and countries with economies in transition to a limited (63%) or a minimal extent (37%).  The high number of activities in WEOG countries is in many cases associated with the success of some regional processes for criteria and indicators of sustainable forest management, such as the Pan-European process (Ministerial Conference on the Protection of Forests in Europe (MCPFE)), as well as some large-scale joint-projects (e.g. the European Union European Co-operation in the field of Science and Technology (COST) project BEAR).

21. Taxonomic studies and inventories were made to a significant extent in many WEOG countries (73%). In a few replies, however, assessments and inventories relating more to question 3 were included also in question 17.  These activities were carried out in developing countries and countries with economies in transition mostly to a limited extent (42%), but a number of countries have promoted these activities to a significant extent (32%).  A number of countries acknowledge that progress is being made in taxonomic studies and inventories in recent years.

IIi.
Conclusions

22. The majority of WEOG countries responded, while the proportion of the developing countries and countries with economies in transition that responded was low. Because of this, analysis of the results can only give indicative trends in the implementation of the programme of work. 

23. The results suggest that implementation of the programme of work has progressed to a larger extent in WEOG countries than in other countries. Although many developing countries and countries with economies in transition have conducted inventories and assessments thanks to international collaboration, their implementation of the programme of work remains in general severely hindered by lack of resources and capacity.

24. In a number of countries, significant progress and efforts have been made in most areas of the programme of work. In these countries, the capacity is usually adequate, and they have done assessments, forest inventories and research programmes.
25. The progress has been made mostly in the mid and late 1990s, evidently resulting from the work during the post Rio processes, particularly under the Convention on Biological Diversity and the IPF/IFF proposals for action.
26. The regional processes have catalysed and promoted advances in national policies, research and development activities, and criteria and indicator processes. This has been particularly evident in Europe.
27. Important progress made in some elements pertaining to the programme of work can be mentioned (because of the variation in responses, the progress relative to these elements can not be given in quantitative terms): 
(a) Development of national biodiversity strategies and action plans; 

(b) Development of national forest programmes; 
(c) Review of forest legislation, in some cases with that of nature conservation; 
(d) Carry out of forest inventories, including biodiversity elements in a number of countries; 
(e) Production and dissemination of guiding materials for forest planning and forest management; 
(f) Restoration activities; and
(g) Enhancement of national and international research and development activities.

28. Participation of stakeholders in practices related to forestry has taken place to an increasing extent in many countries.  This approach has been used in national biodiversity strategies and action plans and also in the UNFF process.

29. Although national reports rarely explicitly present larger sets of targets for conservation and sustainable use of forests, those concerning protected forests and forest cover were mentioned. In a number of WEOG countries with a low forest cover, the national targets consist of increasing forest cover, restoring forests, and enhancing the multifunctionality in forest management and ecosystem-based forestry.

Table 1.
 Implementation of activities in the programme of work for forest biological diversity. (The degree of implementation is expressed as a number of countries that provided a response to each questions.)

	Questions/responses
	WEOG
	 Africa, Asia, LAC, CEE
	All countries 


	Decision IV/7

	1. Relative priority 

	
High
	9
	11
	20

	
Medium
	6
	7
	13

	
Low
	0
	1
	1

	2. Available resources 

	
Good
	2
	1
	3

	
Adequate
	10
	0
	10

	
Limiting
	3
	14
	17

	
Severely limiting
	0
	4
	4

	3. Assessment and options 

	
No
	0
	5
	5

	
Underway
	10
	13
	23

	
Completed
	5
	1
	6

	
Not relevant
	0
	0
	 

	4. Financial assistance received 

	
No 
	NA
	8
	8

	
Yes
	NA
	9
	9

	
No response
	 
	2
	2

	Programme Element 1

	5.  Development of methodologies for holistic approach to SFM 

	
No
	0
	6
	6

	
Limited extent
	1
	10
	11

	
Significant extent
	14
	3
	17

	
NA
	0
	0
	0

	6.  Methodologies for 8(j) 

	
No
	1
	4
	5

	
Limited extent
	6
	11
	17

	
Significant extent
	2
	2
	4

	
NA
	6
	2
	8

	7.  Promoting cooperation 

	
No
	0
	5
	5

	
Limited extent
	2
	12
	14

	
Significant extent
	13
	2
	15

	
NA
	0
	0
	0

	8.  Sharing information 

	
No
	1
	5
	6

	
Limited extent
	4
	14
	18

	
Significant extent
	9
	0
	9

	
NA
	1
	0
	1

	Programme Element 2

	9.   Understanding of impact of human activities

	
Minimal
	0
	7
	7

	
Limited extent
	2
	7
	9

	
Significant extent
	13
	5
	18

	
NA
	0
	0
	0

	10.  Assemble experiences 

	
Minimal
	1
	10
	11

	
Limited extent
	4
	8
	12

	
Significant extent
	10
	1
	11

	
NA
	0
	0
	0

	11.  Options to mitigate negative impacts 

	
Minimal
	0
	5
	5

	
Limited extent
	2
	11
	13

	
Significant extent
	13
	3
	16

	
NA
	0
	0
	0

	12.  Impacts by alien species 

	
Minimal
	1
	11
	12

	
Limited extent
	6
	7
	13

	
Significant extent
	7
	0
	7

	
NA
	1
	1
	2

	13.  Prioritisation of research 

	
Minimal
	0
	9
	9

	
Limited extent
	5
	9
	14

	
Significant extent
	10
	1
	11

	
NA
	0
	0
	0

	14.  Research results and synthesis of reports 

	
Not relevant material
	0
	2
	2

	
Some relevant but 
undisseminated
	2
	13
	15

	
Significant but could be more 
disseminated
	10
	4
	14

	
Widely disseminated
	3
	0
	3

	15.  Case-studies on fire and alien species 

	
No 
	5
	10
	15

	
Yes
	9
	8
	17

	
To be initiated
	1
	1
	2

	Programme Element 3

	16.  Assessed experiences related to C&I 

	
Minimal
	2
	7
	9

	
Limited extent
	5
	12
	17

	
Significant extent
	8
	0
	8

	
NA
	0
	0
	0

	17.  Taxonomic studies and inventories 

	
Minimal
	1
	4
	5

	
Limited extent
	3
	8
	11

	
Significant extent
	11
	6
	17

	
NA
	0
	1
	1


Table 2. 
Responses to the survey by forest cover and by United Nations region

	Questions
	Responses
	Forest cover

	UN Region



	
	
	
	

	 
	 
	Low
	High
	Africa
	Asia
	CEE
	LAC
	WEOG

	 Number of countries
	
	14
	20
	7
	5
	4
	3
	15

	General questions
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1. Relative priority
	high (1); medium (2); low (3)
	2
	1
	1
	2
	1
	1
	1

	2. Available resources
	good (1) ; adequate (2); limiting (3); severely limiting (4)
	3
	3
	4
	3
	3
	3
	2

	3. Assessment and options 
	no (1); underway (2); completed (3); not relevant (4)
	2
	2
	2
	1
	2
	2
	2

	4. Financial assistance received
	no (1); yes (2)
	1
	2
	1
	1
	2
	2
	NA

	Element 1 (Integrated management)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5.  Methodologies for holistic approach to SFM
	no (1); limited extent (2); significant extent (3); NA (4)
	1
	3
	2
	1
	3
	2
	3

	6.  Methodologies for 8(j)
	no (1); limited extent (2); significant extent (3); NA (4)
	2
	2
	2
	2
	4
	2
	2

	7.  Promoting cooperation
	no (1); limited extent (2); significant extent (3); NA (4)
	2
	3
	2
	2
	2
	2
	3

	8.  Sharing information
	no (1); limited extent (2); significant extent (3); NA (4)
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	3

	Element 2 (Human impact on FBD: ways to minimize influences)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9. Understanding of impact of human activities
	minimal (1); limited extent (2); significant extent (3); NA (4)
	3
	3
	2
	1
	3
	2
	3

	10. Assemble experiences 
	minimal (1); limited extent (2); significant extent (3); NA (4)
	1
	2
	1
	2
	1
	2
	3

	11. Options to mitigate negative impacts on FBD 
	minimal (1); limited extent (2); significant extent (3); NA (4)
	3
	3
	1
	2
	3
	2
	3

	12. Impacts by alien species 
	minimal (1); limited extent (2); significant extent (3); NA (4)
	1
	2
	1
	1
	1
	2
	3

	13. Prioritisation of research
	minimal (1); limited extent (2); significant extent (3); NA (4)
	1
	2
	1
	2
	2
	1
	3

	14. Research results and their disseminations
	not relevant (1); some relevant but undisseminated (2) ; significant, but could be more disseminated; distributed widely (4)
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	3
	3

	15. Case-studies on fire and alien species
	no (1); yes (2)
	1
	2
	1
	2
	1
	1
	2

	Element 3 (Criteria and indicators)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	16. Assessed experiences related to C&I
	minimal (1); limited extent (2); significant extent (3); NA (4)
	2
	2
	2
	2
	2
	1
	3

	17. Taxonomic studies and inventories
	minimal (1); limited extent (2); significant extent (3); NA (4)
	3
	3
	2
	2
	3
	3
	3

	Numbers (1, 2, 3, 4) are modes (i.e. The most common response class)
	
	
	
	
	

	NA = Non-applicable.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Low (forest cover)  = < 15 %; High (forest cover) > 25 %  of land area.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


-------------

* 	UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/7/1.


�	The mode was used instead of the average, because calculating the mean is statistically not appropriate as the responses given consisted of only a few broad qualitative categories. 


� 	Overall, 34 countries responded, of which 15 were from WEOG and 19 were from other regions (Africa, Asia, LAC, CEE).
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