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INTRODUCTION

1. This addendum covers a synthesis of informatiormfrthird national reports concerning

priority-setting by Parties for implementation betConvention, progress towards the 2010 Biodiwersi

Target and the targets in the Global Strategy tantPConservation, as well as an overall analysis o
challenges encountered by Parties in implementatidhn also includes a synthesis of information
concerning the implementation of the Ecosystem Aaph.

PRIORITISING IMPLEMENTATION

2. In the third national reports, Parties were receaedb rank levels of priority accorded to the
implementation of each article, provision and theemeork programme covered in the third national
report. Priorities identified by countries diffecarding to national circumstances. However, tlegeca
few articles and thematic work programmes to whachgnificant majority of Parties attach high pitipr

in their implementation of the Convention. Thddketthat enjoys highest priority by more than 866
reporting Parties is Article 8Irf-situ Conservation). The second in ranking (over 7086Aiticle 6
(General measures for conservation and sustainz®g Following Articles 8 and 6, is Article 5
(Cooperation). Details provided in many reportpmut the level of importance or priority given to
these three articles.

3. Meanwhile it is also meaningful to look at low-pity setting. The lowest in ranking, on
average, is Article 8(j) and related provisions.owéver, it is interesting to note that this proorsi
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is also attached more or less equal levels of mgdium and low priority. Clearly, some countmag
Article 8j as high priority, but others considemivt relevant to them. This suggests that counaire
focusing on the role of indigenous peoples (whigh @ncentrated in a subset of countries) ratham th
local communities (which exist in all countries)Second to Article 8(j) is Article 11 (Incentive
measures). Given that “lack of incentive measurssilso identified as a widespread obstacle to the
implementation of the Convention (see an overadllysis of challenges for implementation below)sthi
is perhaps surprising. However, it is also inteéngsto note that this article is accorded mediawel
priority by a relatively high number of countrie$he third lowest priority is given to Article 18¢cess
to and transfer of technology) which is howevepas/en medium-level priority by a high percentage
countries. This may partly relate to the fact thatne developing countries consider this as prignari
responsibility of developed countries.

4. If we aggregate the data of high and medium presjtmost articles and provisions are included.
In particular, we find that more than 95% of repagtcountries accord high priority to Articles 5afd

8. More than 80% of reporting countries attachgh lor medium priority to Articles 10, 12, 13, 14
and 18.

5. Among the thematic programmes of work forest biedsity is ranked as a high priority by the
largest number of countries. Close to 70% of repgrcountries give a high priority to its
implementation. The second and third in rankirggtAe programmes of work on marine and coastal and
agricultural biodiversity. The programme of work dry and subhumid lands biodiversity is accorded
high priority by the lowest number of countries.we combine the data of high and medium priorjties
we find that almost all the work programmes areeted by most countries (over 90% for forest and
agricultural biodiversity, more than 75% for marived coastal and inland waters biodiversity andeclo
to 75% for mountain ecosystems and dry and subhlandk biodiversity).

An Overall Analysis of Challenges for Implementatio
Introduction

6. In the third national report, Parties were askerhtik the level of challenges (extracted from the
appendix to decision VI/26) for the implementatmfarticles and provisions of the Convention, ad we
as for some thematic programmes of work coverdtdrthird national report.

7. The following is a brief, overall analysis of thating of challenges listed in the appendix to
decision VI/26. In each individual subsection, dfie challenges will be summarized for
implementation of particular articles, provisionsdathematic work programmes. An analysis of the
specific obstacles in implementing Article 6 of theConvention is provided in
UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/2/2/Add.1

Challenges for the implementation of articles and provisions of the Convention

8. At the outset, it is important to note that verwfehallenges were rated as having been
overcome, with the exception of 20% of reportingiinies indicating that they had overcome lack of
political will for implementation of most articlesnd provisions. A considerable number of reporting
countries (ranging from 30% to 50% for differentides and provisions) also consider lack of pciiti
will as a low-level challenge for the implementatiof almost all the articles and provisions, except
Articles 8(j) and 11.
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9. Another observation is that many reporting coustifeanging from 30% to 60% for different
articles and provisions, with a few exceptions)edatmany challenges as medium-level ones for
implementation of almost all the articles and psawis. These challenges include:

» Limited public participation and stakeholder invetwent;

» Lack of precautionary and proactive measures;

* Inadequate capacity to act, caused by institutiomakness;

» Lack of transfer of technology and expertise;

» Lack of adequate scientific research capacitiesipport all the objectives;

» Lack of accessible knowledge and information;

* Lack of public education and awareness at all kvel

» Existing scientific and traditional knowledge natly utilized;

* Loss of biodiversity and the corresponding goods sarvices it provides not properly
understood and documented;

» Lack of synergies at national and internationa¢élsy

» Lack of horizontal cooperation among stakeholders;

» Lack of effective partnerships;

* Lack of engagement of scientific community.

10. At the lower end of the scale, in addition to laafkpolitical will, a few other challenges are
ranked as low (ranging from 30% to 50%) by a comsille number of Parties for the implementation of
many articles and provisions (with a few exceptiplexed in parentheses below). They include:

» Lack of accessible knowledge and information (exéeficle 8(j));
» Lack of appropriate policies and laws (except Aesc8h, 8j, 15, 16 and 19);
» Lack of engagement of scientific community (excagtcle 8j).

11. At the higher end of the scale, a considerable munalb Parties (ranging from 25% to 40%)
ranked the following challenges as high-level ofe@smany articles and provisions (with a few noted
exceptions):

» Limited public participation and stakeholder invetent (except for Articles 5, 6, 8 and 13);
» Lack of mainstreaming and integration of biodivigrssues into other sectors;

« Lack of financial, human and technical resources;

* Lack of economic incentive measures;

* Lack of benefit-sharing (except for Articles 13,ddd 17).

12. Overall, we find a few key challenges when we comabdata of high and medium-level
challenges. These include:

« Lack of financial, human and technical resources;

» Lack of mainstreaming and integration of biodivigrssues into other sectors;
* Lack of economic incentive measures;

» Limited public participation and stakeholder invetrent.

13. Exceptions always exist when making such a geraralysis. One challenge may be rated by
many countries as low or medium for the implemeotadf most articles or provisions, but as high for
one or two particular articles or provisions. Fxample, many countries (close to 50%) identified
population pressure as a high-level challenge rigglementing Article 10 while this is identified fay

much smaller number of Parties as a high-levellehgé for implementing many other articles or
provisions. Another example of this concerns kditpublic participation which is rated by many
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countries as a medium or low challenge (in paréictdr Article 5), while at the same time is ranleeda
high-level challenge by over 30% of reporting coigs for implementation of Articles 8(h) and 11.

Challenges for the implementation of thematic programmes of work

14. As mentioned above, lack of political will is ramkéy relatively few countries as having been
overcome. A considerable number of Parties alsatified this challenge as a low-level priorityn |
addition, the challenges rated by relatively mavertries (30% to 40%) as low-level priorities inéu

* Lack of engagement of scientific community;
» Lack of appropriate policies and laws.

15. Many countries (over 40%) identified most challehgs medium-level ones for implementing
all programmes of work. Those challenges ratechedium by a relatively high percentage of countries
(over 40% and higher than 60% in some cases) iaclud

» Lack of precautionary and proactive measures;

» Lack of horizontal cooperation among stakeholders;

» Lack of effective partnerships;

Lack of adequate scientific research capacitiesipport all the objectives;

» Lack of public education and awareness at all &vel

Lack of financial, human and technical resources;

» Lack of synergies at national and internationa¢élsy

Lack of knowledge and practice of ecosystem-bappdoaches to management;
» Existing scientific and traditional knowledge natly utilized.

16. There are a few challenges rated as high by aderatile number of countries (40%). They are:

* Loss of biodiversity and the corresponding goods sarvices it provides not properly
understood and documented;

* Lack of financial, human and technical resources;

* Poverty;

* Population pressure;

* Weak law enforcement capacity, in particular fa& gnogramme of work on inland waters
biodiversity.

17. Overall there are a few key challenges if we agggedata of medium and high-level challenges.
These include:

» Lack of mainstreaming and integration of biodivigrssues into other sectors;

Loss of biodiversity and the corresponding goodssarvices it provides not properly
understood and documented;

Lack of financial, human and technical resources;

Lack of benefit-sharing;

Lack of knowledge and practice of ecosystem-bappdoaches to management;

* Weak law enforcement capacity.

Conclusion

18. Overall, lack of financial, human and technicalowses and lack of mainstreaming and
integration of biodiversity issues into other sestare the two most important challenges for the
implementation of the Convention. They are algmtdied as main challenges for the implementatibn
most articles, provisions and programmes of work.



UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/2/INF/1/Add.1
Page 5

Progress towards the 2010 Biodiversity Target
Introduction

19. While adopting the Strategic Plan of the Convengbits sixth meeting of the Conference of the
Parties (decision VI/26), Parties committed thernelto a more effective and coherent implementation
of the three objectives of the Convention and thiee by 2010 a significant reduction of the cutren
rate of loss of biodiversity at the global, regibaad national levels. This target was endorsetheat
World Summit on Sustainable Development held inadwlesburg, South Africa, in 2002. The
Conference of the Parties followed this up at @ésemith meeting by having developed and adopted a
provisional framework of goals and targets for 8040 Biodiversity Target, which is contained in the
annex to decision VII/30. While adopting theselgamd targets, the Conference of the Partiesctalle
upon Parties to develop national targets whereagpiate and take measures or actions to achieve the
2010 Biodiversity Target.

20. In the third national report, Parties were askedefmort on the development of national targets
(or adoption of the global targets), integrationtbése targets into NBSAPs or other strategies and
programmes as well as some thematic programmesoé. wParties were also asked to report on the
status and trends of implementation, developmentlefvant indicators and challenges encountered in
implementation.

21. The synthesis below considers progress toward eadilvidual target, focusing on the
development of national targets, integration ofj¢éds into NBSAPs and thematic work programmes.
Status and trends of implementation, developmeimdi€ators and challenges will be summarized in an
overall assessment of progress and challenges.

22. Since the submission of its third national repdtazil has adopted and submitted a
comprehensive set of national targets within trem@work of the 2010 Biodiversity Target and the
Global Strategy for Plant Conservation. This isoved in full in document
UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/2/INF/7.

SYNTHESIS OF RESPONSES AND COMMENTS (BY GOALSAND TARGETYS)
Goal 1. Promote the conservation of the biologiciersity of ecosystems, habitats and biomes
Target 1.1 At least 10% of each of the world’s emgical regions effectively conserved.

Establishment of national targets and integration of targets into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies

23. Most countries (87%) reported that they had esthbtl national targets or endorsed the global
target. However, many reporting countries did set quantitative targets. Instead, most of them
indicated that similar qualitative objectives aratigus targets had been incorporated into theifoNat
Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plans (NBSAPSs)related sectoral and cross-sectoral strategies and
plans that they consider helpful for achieving thiget.

24, However, a number of countries did set quantitat@rgets in this regard. While some countries
have set targets higher than the global one, thesearely specific to ecological regions. Forregke,
Bhutan has aimed to protect 60% of its land are@kina has aimed to increase by 2010 its protected
areas of various categories to 12% of its totadl larea. Malaysia reported that over 50% of itsl larea
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would be forest-covered and protected by 2010. ywWRuropean countries, including countries with
economies in transition, had adopted targets eskednl for a regional network-NATURA 2000. It
should be noted that some of these targets haddegtdaefore this global target was adopted.

25. Some countries reported that, despite no explatitonal target in place, they had been making
great efforts to increase the number and categofigsotected areas. Some countries have expanded
their existing protected areas to cover more speai@ ecosystems. Some countries have increased
financial and technical support to improve the ng@maent and effectiveness of protected areas, though
there is no obvious increase in the coverage ambauof protected areas.

Integration of targets into implementation of programmes of work

26. More than 60% of reporting countries have incorfEmahis target into the implementation of
the programmes of work on forest and inland walbévdiversity. Close to a half of reporting couasi
have incorporated this target into other thematckwprogrammes.

27. Over 70% of countries indicated that targets fae$b biodiversity have been established. A
number of examples were also found in detailed cemsn For example, South Africa has aimed to
increase its forest coverage by 15%. Viet Namgptarexpand its forest cover to 43% of its lanchdrg
2010. India aims to increase its forest areas 28t in 2005 to 33% in 2012. Ivory Coast also plam
increase its forest cover by 20%.

28. Little information was provided on specific targeitstegrated into other thematic work
programmes. In the case of agricultural biodiwgrginly a few European countries indicated thegets
established in the NATURA 2000 should also coveicatfural ecosystems. In the case of inland water
biodiversity, only a few countries reported thatlswa target is in place. For example, Thailand has
aimed to conserve and restore 35% of its wetlayd2d10. A few countries have established some
targets for marine protected areas. Only a fewntms mentioned their efforts to protect mountain
ecosystems, most of which are combined with effartsstablish national parks and wildlife resenves
mountainous areas.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

29. Overall, many countries have made some obviousressgn establishing protected areas, with a
considerable number of countries reporting thair fh@tected area coverage had exceeded 10% of thei
land area, however it appears unclear whethehalleto-regions have been covered in these protected
areas. Many countries have included similar objestand targets in their NBSAPs and relevant
sectoral or cross-sectoral strategies or plansticBEr progress is noted in protecting forestsystems.
However, progress in protecting other ecosystemgh sas dryland and mountain ecosystems
biodiversity, appears slow. Development of indicatfor measuring progress towards this targetills s

in the initial stage in many countries. A few ctigs such as Botswana, Estonia and India have
developed some indicators in this regard.

30. Main challenges identified by many countries foniaging this target are:

» Pressures from land use, population growth, poyertyironmental pollution and economic
development;

« Lack of financial, technical and human resources;

» Lack of coordination among related sectors;

* Limited awareness and capacities of local commemgind limited public participation;
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* Inadequate legislation and policies;

» Lack of proper incentives or benefit-sharing medras;

* Management challenges with the increasing numbpraiécted areas;
* Inadequate conservation facilities.

Target 1.2 Areas of particular importance to bio@issity protected

Establishment of national targets and integration of targets into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies

31. Most countries (89%) stated that they have estadalisone or more specific national targets or
adopted this global target. However, few quantitgatargets were mentioned. Only a few European
countries mentioned their relevant targets estadtisfor the implementation of the EU Habitats
Directive and the establishment of the network NAIAJ2000. Australia reported that its highly
protected marine parks had increased from 5% to 88% result of the implementation of a new zoning
plan for the Great Barrier Reef. Many countriedenfined that the implementation of similar objeet
and targets included in relevant national strategieplans could contribute to the achievemenhis t
target. Nearly all reporting countries said thayt had included similar objectives or targetshairt
NBSAPs and/or sectoral plans, such as nationasfamgrammes, agricultural strategies, and intedra
coastal zone management programmes. A few coantr@ably from the African continent, underlined
that they had included these targets into natiaoibn plans or programmes to address climate éang
and desertification, and strategies for povertyiotion.

Integration of targets into implementation of programmes of work

32. Over 60% of countries have integrated targets thtoimplementation of the programmes of
work on forest, inland water and marine and codasitadiversity. Almost half have done so for other
work programmes (agricultural, mountain ecosystemd dryland biodiversity). Few specific targets
were mentioned for all the thematic work programmedastead, many countries listed measures or
activities undertaken for implementing these worigpammes. Measures taken include: designation of
sites with high biodiversity as protected areasetigpment of more adequate policies; identificatdn
Ramsar sites; establishment of marine protectedsarenplementation of specific projects aimed at
protecting important species and ecosystems likegneaes and reefs; and actions related to land use,
agricultural practices, and land degradation.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

33. It appears that many countries have not set spegjfiantitative targets in this regard. Instead,
many countries have included similar qualitativgectives or targets in their NBSAPs or relevant
sectoral strategies or plans. Many countries aderiaking specific measures and activities, inclgd
inventorying of fauna and flora, identifying impant sites and/or establishment of new protectedsare
or sites, establishing management plans and dengloplevant policy and legal frameworks.

34. Main challenges for achieving this target are:

« Difficulties linked to private land ownership ancaisition of key properties;
» Lack of institutional, financial, scientific, tecimal and human capacities;

* Increase of population, poverty and related pressur

» Insufficient collaboration from relevant stakeholsle

» Lack of awareness;
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+ Difficulty in enforcing laws and managing protecieas;

« |nsufficient information and research;

* Inadequate policies and laws (e.g., land use);

 Lack of economic incentives;

* Conflicts between economic development and ecahbgianservation.

Goal 2 Promote the conservation of species divgrsit

Target 2.1: Restore, maintain, or reduce the deeliaf populations of species of selected taxonomic
groups

Establishment of national targets and integration of targets into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies

35. Over 80% of reporting countries indicated that thHead established national target(s) or
endorsed this global target. However, only a fexrditative targets were mentioned. Sweden regorte
that its parliament had adopted an interim tarfeleareasing the number of species that are endzahge
by 30% by 2015.

36. Many countries listed specific activities undertaki® achieve this target. These activities
include: conducting an indigenous species invendmiy species assessments, establishing a natiedal R
List, development of threat abatement or managelant, developing relevant legislations, restorati
of selected habitats/ecosystems and specific prispecies, providing mechanisms for the sustaamabl
use of species, establishiegsitu collections, and public education and outreach.

37. More than 50% of reporting countries have incorfaaargets into the implementation of the
thematic work programmes on agricultural, maring emastal and forest biodiversity. For inland wate
ecosystems, less than a half have done so, andess&have done so for mountain ecosystems and dry
and subhumid biodiversity. Overall, targets ald@@ clearly defined for implementing all the thaéima
work programmes and many countries listed meastuggntly in place rather than targeey se. In
terms of agricultural biodiversity, the target atiaity often mentioned by some countries relatesxt

situ conservation for plant genetic resources. Othw@ets relate to pollinator conservation, pesticisie
reduction, and development and implementation oévery plans. For inland waters, examples include
keeping lakes and watercourses ecologically suaéenwith habitats maintained and protected,
promoting local participation in wetland managemant fishery development, protecting aquatic
species from toxic substances, and monitoring ardral of invasive alien species. For marine and
coastal biodiversity, the species most frequenintioned by Parties for special conservation meassur
is the marine turtle. For forest biodiversity, m@a@s mentioned include developing easy-to-use
guidelines on rehabilitation and restoration ofrdelgd ecosystems (Botswana), restoration of thensev
most threatened woody species (Ethiopia), and ptiagn@ommunity participation in conservation in
community forests (Nepal). Little information wagsovided concerning targets and measures for
implementing the work programmes on biodiversity afy and subhumid lands and mountain
ecosystems.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges
38. Most countries have programmes, policies or letistain place to at least protect some of the

most endangered species, even if a national Readhbis yet to be established. Species assessments,
inventories and the creation of Red Lists are itguractivities undertaken by many countries.
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39. Some Parties have developed a few indicators f@asoréng progress towards this target. They
include the number of species with conservation smess in place, the protection level, relative
abundance of threatened species, poaching redsctmmting data and fisheries statistics, number of
species reintroductions, number of breeding sdeastified and protected, and the number of biodiver
monitoring centers established. The most commdicator is the number of species on the National
Red List.

40. The two challenges that were most often mentioredathieving this target are the lack of
financial resources and the shortage of human ressuand expertise. Other important challenges
include lack of data, poor institutional infrastiwe, demographic pressure, habitat degradatiorerpg
lack of awareness and lack of political will.

Target 2.2: Status of threatened species improved

Establishment of national targets and integration of targets into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies as well as thematic programmes of work

41. Most countries (87%) reported that they had esthbtl national target(s) in this regard or
adopted this global target. 15 countries said4bah a target had not been set.

42. Detailed comments provided by countries show that dountries set quantitative targets. Most
targets given were qualitative. For example, Claiimas to protect wild species of particular impoda

to biodiversity. Kazakhstan also aims to monitodangered species and populations, to enact laégésla
acts and develop programmes for conservation fettspecies, and facilitate conservation outside of
protected areas.

43. Quantitative targets include decreasing the nundbeandangered species by 10% (Hungary),
propagating all of the plant species representedeby than 50 known individuals (Mauritius), and
decreasing the number of endangered species by %008 (The Former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia).

44, Most countries either listed legislative measuresplace or described the protection and
recovery measures being implemented. In fact, sconetries listed conservation measures rather than
targets, particularly when asked whether they hpatific targets for the different thematic prograesm

of work, though more than a half of countries sldteat targets had been incorporated into the thema
work programmes on forest, marine and coastal mladd waters biodiversity.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

45, Many countries reported that they had put in plaseasures for the protection of some
endangered or threatened species and their haldiatgever, it appears unclear to what extent these
measures have been implemented and contributdtetoniprovement of the status of these threatened
species.

46. Most countries are using the number of specieherNiational Red List or the evolution of the
status of species on the National Red List as dicator for measuring progress towards this targéte
other most common indicator is the number of sgedieder special conservation programmes or the
number of conservation programmes implemented.
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47. The most common challenge for achieving this tangethe lack of financial, human and
technical resources. Other typical challengesunhelinstitutional weakness, difficulty in integragi
recovery plans with other resource management igesy limited ex-situ conservation facilities,
population pressure, lack of political will, lack awareness, and lack of alternatives or incentive
measures.

Goal 3. Promote the conservation of genetic diversi

Target 3.1 Genetic diversity of crops, livestockdeaof harvested species of trees, fish and wildafed
other valuable species conserved, and associatd@j@nous and local knowledge maintained

Establishment of national targets and integration of targets into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies

48. Over 80% of reporting countries indicated that suatlgets were established or adopted.
However, very few countries had set quantitativgdts. Most of the reporting countries indicateatt
various objectives and targets related to thisetamgere incorporated into their NBSAPs or related
sectoral and cross-sectoral strategies, plans aogfgmmes. Activities most often mentioned by many
countries to achieve this target are the estabkshirof gene/germplasm banks for genetic resources o
development of databases or collections for pregienv of native plant and animal genetic resources.
For example, Cyprus conserves their germplasmealNttional Genebank, which was founded in 1985.
The collection consists of approximately 12,000 jglas of mainly cereals, food and forage legumes, as
well as wild relatives, endemic and rare plants. Malawi, collection, storage and characterizatién
crops are on-going activities of the National Pl@anetic Resource Center. Currently, 200 accession
representing 50 crop species are being maintaipdlebcenter.

49, Some countries have set targets for the prote@iwh conservation of traditional knowledge,

practices and innovations related to this targedr example, Colombia’s Environmental Management
Plan 2002-2012 aims to identify and valorize asieB) traditional sustainable production systems in
indigenous and rural communities.

Integration of targets into implementation of programmes of work

50. More than 60% of the reporting countries have ipooated this target into the work
programmes on agricultural and forest biodiversiftound one-third have incorporated it into other
thematic work programmes.

51. Overall, little information was available on targdor all thematic work programmes. Many
countries listed programmes or activities undemat@ achieve this target and only a few countries
provided specific targets. In the case of agrizalt biodiversity, a few countries have set quatitie
targets. For example, Israel plans to target 20 elatives of crop plants fax-situ conservation. In
Bangladesh, support has been given to several inge@dogrammes for several endemic species like
Black Bengal goats, indigenous buffalo and Gardleep to maintain the native genetic stocks. For
forest biodiversity, examples included a reforéstaprogram covering 17,105,760 ha being promoted
by Ethiopia. For marine biodiversity, exampleslinie several artificial reef projects implementad b
Tunisia to encourage the aggregation of endemia fmd fauna in specific areas.
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Overall assessment of progress and challenges

52. Many countries are investing in the establishmérgeme/germplasm banks and collections and
developing various programmes for conservationasfegic resources, in particular those endangered or
economically important species. Some countrie® @t in place relevant legislation and policies fo
the protection of and access to genetic resourddewever, progress towards this target in many
countries, in particular developing countries, imited due to limited capacities and other chalemng
listed below.

53. Main challenges identified by many countries fdniaging this target include:

e Destruction of habitats;

* Lack of financial, human and technical resources;

* Lack of a national genetic database, and/or poanter@ance of such;
* Inadequate legislation and weak law enforcement;

* Lack of monitoring;

» Lack of awareness and public participation;

* Loss of traditional knowledge;

* Inadequate conservation facilities;

* Lack of coordination and cooperation among allvale stakeholders;
* Lack of proper management techniques.

Goal 4 Promote sustainable use and consumption

Target 4.1 Biodiversity-based products derived frepurces that are sustainably managed, and
production areas managed consistent with the consion of biodiversity

Establishment of national targets and integration of targets into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies

54. Most Parties (80%) stated that they have estaldisive or more specific national targets or
adopted the global target. 20 countries have eetldped any target.

55. Most countries have incorporated the global oramati target into their NBSAPs or related
sectoral plans and strategies, such as forest ramreay plan, fishery development plan and rural
development plan; and some have even incorporatetbiboth. Forestry is the sector that is mdtdro
mentioned in terms of sectoral integration of biedsity concerns. Some countries also indicatetl th
this target was integrated into broader strategieplans such as strategies for poverty reductimh a
sustainable development.

56. Very few specific quantitative targets were mergidby Parties. Instead many countries listed
some measures taken for achieving this target.sd h@easures include: promotion of organic farming;
conducting environmental impact assessments, develot of a certification process and eco-labelling,
guotas for fisheries; establishment and sustainatdaagement of protected areas; reduction of bush
fires; reducing the use of large nets; strengthgmihscientific and technical capacities; promotiafn
conservation and sustainable use of high-valueshembl crops; and promoting sustainable tourism.
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Integration of targets into implementation of programmes of work

57. Over 50% of Parties indicated that they had esthbtl national targets for some programmes of
work of the Convention, in particular on forestriagltural, marine and coastal biodiversity. Howev
little information was provided on specific targetsSSome countries listed some measures taken to
achieve this target. Examples of measures takeluda: establishment of marine protected areas;
sustainable management of coastal resources; adopistainable land use practices; sustainablstfore
management; sustainable harvesting of specificcalipral species; hunting limits; establishment of
fisheries regulations and quotas for specific ggcfood security programmes; measures to conserve
herbal and medicinal plants species on mountaistssbbshment of logging limits; implementation of
national action plans to combat desertificatiord development of action plans on the conservatiah a
sustainable use of wetlands.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

58. Many countries mention that progress towards #uiget is slow, for several reasons, many of
which are identified below. However, some Pantieted positive trends. Many countries have taken o
are taking some specific measures to achievedrget

59. Challenges most often reported include:

* Lack of financial, human and technical resourceklamited capacities;
* Lack of sectoral involvement and of inter-sectam@brdination;

* Lack of awareness;

» Population pressure (demographic, related to pgpvett.);

* Lack of scientific data;

» Inadequate legislative and policy frameworks andknenforcement;

e Lack of incentive measures;

» Sustainable use of biodiversity being a low prigrit

* Competing land uses;

* Lack of support from relevant stakeholders.

Target 4.2 Unsustainable consumption, of biologigakources, or that impacts upon biodiversity,
reduced

Establishment of national targets and incorporation of targets into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies

60. Most countries reported that national targets heehbestablished or this global target adopted.
28 countries said that such a target has not beten ¥ery few quantitative targets were mentioned.
Many countries listed some measures taken to aehig¢ target. Among them, some countries put
moratoria or bans on use or harvesting of someepaa particular wild and endangered specieaneéso
countries developed laws, policies and rules ragyirsustainable use or management of natural
resources, in particular those species under thr&8aime countries require that environmental impact
assessments be conducted for those programmes@edtp that have impacts on biodiversity. Many
countries have included some similar objectiveshieir NBSAPs and relevant sectoral strategies and
plans. Some countries have established protecéed & environmentally or ecologically sensitiveas

to ensure that biological resources in these aeasustainably used.
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Integration of targets into thematic programmes of work

61. Less than a half of reporting countries (even thas that for biodiversity of dry and subhumid
and mountain ecosystems) have integrated relegagts into the implementation of all thematic work
programmes. Very few specific targets were meetioninstead some general objectives and specific
measures and programmes were listed.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

62. Overall, many countries have put in place somecps regulations and programmes for
preventing unsustainable consumption of biologicedources or those programmes or projects or
activities that have impacts on biodiversity. Hoes it is unclear to what extent the implementatd
these policies, regulations or programmes have baplemented and mitigated pressures or threats to
those threatened species and ecosystems.

63. Main challenges identified for achieving this targeelude:

* Pressures from population growth, poverty and adpraknt on sustainable use of biological
resources;

* Inadequate policy and legal frameworks to addressistainable consumption;

* Lack of public awareness and education;

» lllegal activities in using natural resources;

* Lack of financial, human and technical resources;

* Inadequate cross-sectoral coordination;

* Inadequate information, monitoring and valuation;

* Lack of local capacities and participation of locammunities.

Target 4.3 No species of wild flora or fauna endargd by international trade

Establishment of national targets and incorporation of targets into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies as well as thematic programmes of work

64. Most countries (over 80%) reported that they hdadbdished national target(s) or endorsed this
global target or incorporated relevant targets iINBSAPs and other relevant strategies, plans and
programmes. However, many countries (over 60%g et integrated relevant targets into all thematic
programmes of work. In detailed comments, mosht@ées mentioned the implementation of the CITES
which regulates international trade in endangepties. Meanwhile, some countries have developed
national legal and policy frameworks that regulatele in wildlife and wildlife products. A numbef
countries have put in place licensing or permitays for trade in species of wild flora or fauna.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

65. Many countries cited the implementation of the C¥T& a mechanism to control international
trade in endangered species. In addition, sometdes have also developed national policies and la
that regulate trade in wildlife and wildlife prodac

66. Main challenges identified by many countries inelud

« Lack of sectoral and cross-sectoral coordination;
» Limited capacities;
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* Organized, illegal activities;

* Lack of financial, human and technical resources;

* Inadequate legal and policy frameworks and weakdafercement;
* Inadequate regional and subregional cooperation;

» Lack of monitoring.

Goal 5. Pressures from habitat loss, land use charand degradation, and unsustainable water use,
reduced.

Target 5.1 Rate of loss and degradation of natuhabitats decreased

Establishment of national targets and integration of targets into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies

67. Most countries (85%) have established one or mpeeiic national targets or adopted this
global target. In fact, only a few countries mendd some specific, quantitative targets. In Caliam
for example, one of its national targets is to twe&® Water Councils at the community level. Thedh
Republic has set several targets including: to miie habitat fragmentation and to maximally protect
natural territories when proposing new transpattcttires.

68. Most countries indicated that various objectived aargets concerning this goal were
incorporated into their NBSAPs or related sectarad cross-sectoral strategies, plans and programmes
In Botswana, this target was incorporated into sdvef its NBSAP objectives, which include
institutionalising the guidelines of the Ecosyst@pproach into resource management and sustainable
use strategies; evaluating the impact of diffefanti management policies on biodiversity conseowati
developing land use best practice guidelines amdidering creation of incentives for appropriateda
uses.

Integration of targets into implementation of programmes of work

69. More than half of the reporting countries have mpooated this target into almost all the work
programmes except for slightly less than half foe twork programme on dry and subhumid lands
biodiversity. Around 70% did this for the work gramme on forest biodiversity.

70. Overall, little information was provided on targdts all thematic programme areas. Many
countries provided general objectives included BSPs or relevant sectoral strategies and plans or
measures or activities undertaken to implementetiask programmes. Meanwhile, a few countries did
set specific targets for implementing some thematick programmes. In the case of forest biodiversi
Estonia’s Nature Conservation Development Plaruthes$ the following targets: to maintain at lea$40
of forest area as state forest; to maintain attleas-third of all forests more than 100 years d;
protect all sites of rare (indigenous) forest comities; and to ensure that at least 5,000 ha of key
biotopes in private forests are protected by centrdn its National Forest Development Plan, Egton
also sets the following targets: to increase tlea af protected forests from the present 7.2% teast
10% of the total area of forests by 2010; and wuemthat the optimal annual yield in the nextyears

is 12 million cubic meters per year. In the cabagricultural biodiversity, the National Sustaiildip
Strategy of Germany includes targets of reducirg nitrogen surplus in the agricultural sector to
80kg/ha by 2010, and of increasing organic farming0% of its total farmland by 2010.
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Overall assessment of progress and challenges

71. In general, most of the reporting countries havetinaed that progress is slow or difficult to
assess as they face many economic, social anécpbtihallenges to achieve this target. Many coesit
described in detail the threats of urbanization poulation pressures to their biodiversity. bskl be
noted that most reporting countries have implengoteare implementing some measures, projects and
programs. Several countries have also developdcenacted legislations and policies concerning this
target.

72. Main challenges identified by many countries toiee# this target include:

* Inadequate financial, human and technical resources

* Inadequate legislations and policies and weak eafoent;

* Lack of monitoring;

* Institutional weakness and limited capacities;

* Lack of awareness and public participation;

* Population pressures;

* Overexploitation of biological resources;

 Lack of baseline data;

+ Lack of inter-sectoral co-ordination;

» Conflicts from competing land uses/pressures fragwetbpment (e.g., tourism, agriculture,
housing etc.).

Goal 6 Control threats from invasive alien species
Target 6.1 Pathways for major potential alien invas species controlled

Establishment of national target and integration of target into relevant programmes, policies and
strategies

73. Many countries (67%) reported that they have eitstablished national target (s) or adopted
this global target. In fact, only a few countrireentioned similar national targets they have eistaéd.
Some countries reported that their NBSAPs includedls and objectives that address the issue of
invasive alien species (IAS). Some countries ledse developed legislations or strategies partiuta
address the introduction, mitigation and eliminatad IAS. Some countries have adopted a Quarantine
Act or Plant Quarantine Act or biosafety laws, whitclude specific measures to control the
introduction of alien species. Some countries eet a few specific measures in this regard, oholy
border control, plant importation restrictions, laat water checks, soil checks, monitoring imported
plants and animals. Some countries have includegsneasures in this regard in their sectoral ppans
strategies related to forestry, agriculture, fighéourism and trade. A few countries mentioned th
regional or subregional mechanisms establishedffective control of pathways of alien species.

Incor poration of targets into implementation of specific programmes of work

74. More than a half of reporting countries indicatedttsuch a target had not yet been integrated
into the thematic work programmes, in particulayseh on biodiversity of dry and subhumid lands and
mountain ecosystems. Most of these targets, if am@ntioned by some countries are primarily general
goals or objectives included in NBSAPs and relatedtoral and cross-sectoral strategies and palicies
such as Strategy for Rural Development and sudikrfarest management plan. Some countries are



UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/2/INF/1/Add.1
Page 16

also taking some measures to address the impadts/adive alien species on agricultural and forest
biodiversity, such as quarantine and monitoringntfoduced plants and controlling those alien sp&ci
that have proven to be threats to biodiversity.ryMitle detailed information is provided on thetians
taken for other programmes of work, except thatva Parties are taking measures to control and check
the ballast water for protection of marine and taldsiological diversity and control the introduani of
alien species for mitigating desertification.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

75. It appears that many countries have not establismedtegrated this target at national level,
though most of them have put in place some meagoresidress the issues of IAS, which were not
systematic in many countries. Some countries hdeatified the status of invasive alien species,
including their pathways of introduction, and deyedd specific measures to control their introdurctio
Some countries indicated that they were highly awarthe importance of this issue and had included
relevant goals and objectives as well as speciéGasures in NBSAPs or other related strategiesgipsli
and laws. Notably, a few countries have develogeetialized laws and plans to address the issues of
IAS. However, it should also be noted that manyntoes have not put in place adequate mechanisms
for the prevention, control and eradication of iva alien species. Many countries, in particular
developing countries and island states, need additiresources to track and identify alien speara$
their pathways and develop effective policy framgwgeand mechanisms to address relevant issués. It
also clear that the development of relevant indicais in a very early stage in nearly all courstri©nly

a few countries have developed or included a fdewamt indicators in their impact assessments.

76. Main challenges identified by many countries inelud

* Low awareness of relevant issues and lack of ptegsry measures;

« Lack of financial, technical and human resourcesduress relevant issues;

» Lack of inter-sectoral coordination and cooperation

» Lack of research on relevant issues and monitarfrigvasive alien species;

* Inadequate legislations, policies, strategies angrammes to address relevant issues;

* Lack of or inadequate techniques or technologiefaaitities for risk assessment, quarantine,
testing, monitoring, early warning, control anddication;

* Lack of an updated, comprehensive inventory orlzegea of IAS and information exchange;

* Lack of economic incentives.

Target 6.2 Management plans in place for major alispecies that threaten ecosystems, habitats or
species

Establishment of national target and incorporation of targets into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies as well as implementation of thematic programmes of work

77. Less than a half of reporting countries have ertlaédi or adopted a target in this regard. Fewer
Parties (ranging from 15% to 40% for different wgniogrammes) have established such a target for
implementing the specific thematic programmes ofkwoVery little information was provided. Only a
few countries reported that they have developedagrement plans to address some specific alien specie
that have been identified as threats to ecosysteafsiats or species. Some countries indicatedhle#
NBSAPs, plant protection strategies, biosafety la@gns and some sectoral plans or strategies for
agriculture, forestry, tourism, trade and transgowh include goals and objectives to addressttteats
from alien species. A few countries indicated tihegtly were drafting a plan or strategy particulady
fight invasive alien species. Though there is mchsstrategy in place, some countries reportedtiiest
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had developed some programmes to address threatsafren species. For thematic work programmes,
only a few countries mentioned some specific messwundertaken for the implementation of the
programmes of work on agricultural and forest bredsity.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

78. It would appear that most countries have not estaddl a target in this regard and many
countries have not integrated this target intovahé strategies, plans or programmes. Only a few
countries have developed management plans or mieomarfor effective prevention, control and
eradication of alien species. A few countries hdeeeloped or are drafting specialized legislations
programmes in this regard. Many countries are lagdalien species on a case-by-case basis.
Meanwhile, some countries indicated that their NBSAand relevant sectoral strategies and plans
included similar goals and objectives. Many coistrin particular developing countries and island
states, indicated that their capacities need tsttsngthened for identifying and tracking aliences

and assessing their impacts on biodiversity, ad alfor developing effective measures to address
threats from alien species, including effective agement plans.

79. Main challenges identified by many countries inelud

* Lack of relevant information and research;

» Lack of inter-sectoral coordination and multi-stia&keler participation;

* Lack of financial, human and technical resources;

* Inadequate policies and legislations;

* Lack of effective techniques and technologies fonitoring, control and eradication of alien
species.

Goal 7 Address challenges to biodiversity from dite change, and pollution.

Target 7.1 Maintain and enhance resilience of theraponents of biodiversity to adapt to climate
change

Establishment of national targets and integration of target into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies as well as implementation of specific programmes of work

80. Slightly over a half of reporting countries indiedtthat they have established national targets in
this regard or endorsed the global target. Howedherdetailed information provided by Parties doets
provide support for this claim. Only a few couesihave developed action plans or adaptation
programmes to address climate change, which ingluekesures or options to address impacts of climate
change on biodiversity or natural resources. PFxample, Australia has developed a National
Biodiversity and Climate Change Action Plan, whigts seven specific objectives to help Australia’s
biodiversity adapt to the impacts of climate changed specifies necessary actions to reach these
objectives. Some countries reported that they hawdertaken or are undertaking research and
monitoring activities to assess climate change otgpan biodiversity, and will develop some measures
or programmes to address these impacts on the dfatdie results of these activities. Some coustrie
have included objectives that address climate ohaagd biodiversity in their NBSAPs or relevant
sectoral strategies and plans. The integratiorthif target into the implementation of specific
programmes of work at national level seems to bdrfem being a reality, though about 20% to 35% of
countries indicated that such integration has aecur The detailed information provided suggestd th
more actions have been taken with regard to théemmgntation of programmes of work on agricultural
and forest biodiversity. For example, a humbecaintries have developed programmes for genetic or
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crop adaptation to address impacts of climate ahamgagriculture or agricultural biodiversity. Aw
countries have been trying to increase the adaptaiotential of forests to cope with climate change
through diversification in tree species, age anmtege types. A few countries introduced specidsrémt

of drought to minimise climate change impacts oseds.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

81. It appears that few countries have addressed thee i®f biodiversity and climate change
systematically. Only a few countries have devedbpa action plan or programme to address climate
change impacts on biodiversity. Some countriegcatdd that their NBSAPs or relevant sectoral plans
or strategies include objectives or measures aitaragldress climate change and biodiversity, howeve
it seems that most objectives or goals are gemmenrature. Though there is no specific targetlace,
some countries have undertaken or are undertakisgprch and monitoring activities to assess climate
change impacts on biodiversity and identify waysl ameans to address them. The development of
indicators is still in an early stage in many coigst Only a few countries indicated that theyenav
developed a few indicators to assess the impactbnadite change.

82. Main challenges identified by many countries inelud

» Lack of monitoring, research and information orerattion between climate change and
biodiversity;

* Lack of technical, human and financial resources;

* Lack of adaptation measures or techniques;

* Limited capacities to address relevant issues;

* Lack of technology transfer;

* Inadequate institutional, policy and infrastructdrameworks.

Target 7.2 Reduce pollution and its impacts on higatsity

Establishment of national targets and integration of target into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies as well as implementation of specific programmes of work

83. Most countries (75%) have developed targets ocpalbjectives in their environmental policies,
plans and laws or relevant sectoral and cross+sgcptans and programmes that aim to reduce the
environmental pollution of various categories andigate their impacts on the environment and
biodiversity. Some countries indicated that sorh¢hese objectives and related measures to achieve
these targets are intended to minimize the impattenvironmental pollution on biodiversity. For
example, Belgium's efforts to improve water quaktyn to create better habitats for aquatic speches.
number of countries reported that their requiremémt environmental impact assessment would prevent
or minimize environmental pollution impacts on biasity. A number of European countries indicated
that measures have been taken to implement rel&hulirectives (e.g., the EU Water Directive) adlwe
as some regional agreements with a view to redysdfigtion and its impacts on biodiversity. Howeve
many countries with specific environmental targatsplace did not clearly elaborate on whether
achievement of these targets will generate anyflisiie biodiversity.

84. More than a half of countries indicated that thegveh integrated this target into the
implementation of programmes of work on agricultuirdand water, marine and coastal biodiversitg an
forest biodiversity. However, little informationas provided on specific targets. Instead, manyidzar
did provide some information concerning specificaswes taken for the implementation of some
thematic programmes. For example, for agricultbradliversity, measures taken include: integratest p
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management, reducing pollution from agriculturagrciicals, use of organic fertilizers, promoting good
agricultural practices, monitoring of hydrologiogthange, conservation of pastoral systems, reducing
persistent organic pollutants and nitrogen surgbusmoting organic agriculture. A number of coledr
have included objectives and measures to achiesddtyget in their NBSAPs, agricultural development
strategy, national sustainability strategy, natiomavironmental plans and code of good agricultural
practice. To protect inland waters ecosystems,esoountries are taking measures, such as a ban on
disposal of pollutants in water bodies, ban of pomis substances in fishing, reducing agricultcuat

offs, recycling plastics and other wastes in watedies, minimizing use of pesticides and other
chemicals, reducing eutrophication of water bodiaad chemical control of waterweed. For
conservation of marine and coastal biodiversitynsa@ountries are zoning new industries, establgshin
sewage treatment plants in coastal cities, redused disposal of pollutants, reducing land-based
pollution sources, preventing oil spill and polartifrom oil exploration, reducing pollution fromagic
culturing. Measures for forest conservation ineludducing pollution load on forests, employment of
economic instruments such as green taxes, cess#tglash and burn in all forests, preserving optim
forest structure and reducing non-point pollution.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

85. It seems clear that many countries have identidiedre studying environmental problems and
their impacts on biodiversity. Nearly all counsrieave taken or are taking various measures teptev
and control environmental pollutants of variousdeénthough some of them are not designed to dyrectl
address environmental pollution impacts on bioditgr Many countries indicated that this targes ha
been integrated into various policies, regulatisisategies and programmes, including some national
action plans or programmes to implement internafic@nvironmental agreements such as UNCCD,
UNFCCC, POPs Convention and the Montreal ProtocoSabstances that Deplete the Ozone Layer.
However, implementation of these strategies, psdicregulations, programmes and measures, and the
extent that they have contributed to mitigating isonvmental pollution impacts on biodiversity, are
unclear. The development and use of indicatotkigwregard are relatively advanced in some coestri

86. Challenges identified by many countries include:

* Low level of environmental awareness;

* Lack of financial, technical and human resources;

* Inadequate capacities, technologies and techniguagdress environmental problems identified,
» Lack of monitoring of and research on pollution anfs on biodiversity;

* Inadequate legislative and policy frameworks araffective law enforcement;

* Lack of coordination to address transboundary piolf

* Inadequate coordination among relevant sectors.

Goal 8 Maintain capacity of ecosystems to delivends and services and support livelihoods.
Target 8.1 Capacity of ecosystems to deliver gaod$services maintained.

Establishment of target and incorporation of target into relevant plans, programmes and strategies as
well as implementation of specific programmes of work

87. Most countries (75%) responded that they have reé@tepted the global target or established the
national target(s), however, the detailed infororagrovided by Parties does not match these respons
Many countries indicated that their national bi@dsity strategies and action plans and/or relevant
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sectoral and cross-sectoral strategies and plasisded objectives and actions that are designed to
achieve this target. Some countries reported tieir environmental and sustainable development
strategies and plans and relevant environmenta$ leensider maintaining ecosystems’ capacities to
deliver goods and services as key objectives teewicty this target. For example, in accordancen wit
the report of the European Community, maintainhng ¢apacity of agriculture and marine ecosystems to
deliver goods and services to support livelihoodsfarmers, fishermen, rural communities and
consumers is the key objective of the EU Commorichdfure Policy, its Rural Development Policy and
the EU’'s Common Fisheries Policy. Germany’'s Fdddedure Conservation Act aims to safeguard on a
long-term basis the functional capacity of the ratenvironment and the regeneration and sustanabl
use capacity of natural resources. Some courttage developed some programmes and measures for
achieving this target. These include adoption lef Ecosystem Approach for natural resources
management, preventing over-exploitation of natoeaburces, establishment of environmental centers
for educational purposes, joint or sustainable dorenanagement, reducing local communities’
dependence on natural resources through developohaiternatives for natural products, protection,
restoration and rehabilitation of damaged or ovel@ted natural resources, promotion of best pcasti

for sustainable use of natural resources, andstadkshment of protected areas of various categori

88. Though more than a half of responding Parties até that this target has been incorporated
into most of the programmes of work (except fordoversity of dry and subhumid lands and mountain
ecosystems), little information was available abgpgcific targets. Some Parties have includedaimi
goals, objectives and measures in their NBSAPsyaglt sectoral plans and programmes and relevant
sectoral and environmental laws and codes. Mamyntces listed a few measures taken for
implementation of specific programmes of work. Eeample, for agricultural biodiversity, measures
taken include conservation of land productivityplementation of good agricultural practice, resinig

use of agricultural chemicals, maintaining multiétion of agricultural ecosystems, providing tramio

local communities for natural resources managemergcouraging land clearance, encouraging
environmentally- friendly farming, and agriculturatological zoning. For inland water ecosystems,
measures taken include sustainable fishery, enhgmweetland management, improving preventive flood
control, river restoration, catchments managemedtimigation regulation. For dry and subhumiddan
measures taken include reducing overgrazing, rétaion of degraded ecosystems, rangeland
conservation, reseeding of degraded land to refiutieer soil loss, and economical use of waterr Fo
forest biodiversity, measures in this regard inelu@stricting new developments in forested areas,
enriching natural forests, rehabilitation of degrddorest ecosystems, expanding forest reserves and
sustainable forest management.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

89. Many countries have recognized the overexploitabdbmatural resources, in particular forest,
marine and agricultural ecosystems, and put in epligislations, strategies, policies, plans and
programmes to address various kinds of problemg fhee. Some of them have developed and
implemented specific measures and/or mechanisraddress these problems, such as joint management
of natural resources involving local communitiesth Africa and Uganda). Some countries admitted
that maintaining ecosystems’ capacity to delivevdgoand services was not given the priority it dese

and that effective measures have not been takemeteent and mitigate negative impacts of various
activities on ecosystems. Development of indicatorthis regard is in the early stage in many toes

90. Main challenges identified by many countries inelud

* Inadequate legal and policy frameworks and ineiffedaw enforcement;
» Lack of inter-sectoral coordination, including iragiate international synergies;
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* Lack of adequate financial, technical and humaouess;

* Inadequate capacities for ecosystem management;

* Low-level awareness and inadequate education amchcmication;

» Lack of information, research and monitoring of &&iem services and consequently difficulties
posed to policy-making in this regard;

» Difficulty in balancing various goals and objectiysuch as development, poverty reduction and
ecosystem management;

* Inadequate techniques, technologies and toolsdread problems identified.

Target 8.2 Biological resources that support liviediods, local food security and health care, espégia
of poor people maintained.

Establishment of target and integration of target into implementation of specific programmes of work

91. Many countries (over 60%) indicated that they hadlepted this target or established a national
target, primarily in their NBSAPs and relevant seal policies, strategies and programmes. Meamyhil
some countries have included similar objectivetimer related strategies and programmes, such as
strategies for poverty reduction, programmes abadb combat desertification, national programntes
address climate change, national agricultural galicd national environmental policy. A few couesri
have developed legislations in this regard to r@guihe use of natural resources.

92. Among six programmes of work, integration of thasget into two of them (agricultural and
forest biodiversity) was confirmed by more thanfhal respondents, but the rest (inland waters
ecosystems, marine and coastal, dry and subhumiidad mountain ecosystems) by less than half of
respondents. However, little additional informatiwas provided to support these responses. Oliely a
countries listed strategies, policies and programithey considered helpful for achieving this target
including NBSAPs, agricultural sustainable develepimplan or agricultural ecology program, pastoral
conservation programme, coastal zone management fisdiery management plan, sustainable forest
development plan, and strategy for development ofintainous areas. Some countries listed some
measures taken for implementation of some progranmofework. For example, for agricultural
biodiversity, these measures include the estabkstirof environmentally-sensitive areas, and progdi
traditional and improved seed varieties to smatlbod and other farmers.

Integration of target into relevant strategies, plans and programmes

93. Over 70% of responding Parties indicated that thiget has been incorporated into their
NBSAPs or relevant sectoral and cross-sectoralegfies, plans and programmes, including integrated
ecosystem management plan, poverty reduction gyratational programme for mountain development,
strategy for protection of traditional knowledgeyiaultural or rural development plarMeanwhile, a
few countries also provided a list of measuresrplément these strategies, plans and programmes.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

94. It appears that many countries have included siroltgectives (very few quantitative targets) in
their NBSAPs and relevant sectoral and cross-s&ctstrategies, plans and programmes that are
considered helpful for achieving this target. Mostthese countries have recognized the impacts of
various human activities on natural resources osystems, and therefore undertaken various measures
to address problems they face. Some countries tafea into account support to local livelihood l&hi
taking measures to maintain ecosystems’ capac¢dipsovide goods and services for human well-being.
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For example, while licensing fishery and use ofdwplants and animals, they have also found
alternatives for those communities and people tdtedy these measures. Indicator development to
measure progress towards this target is still éngtrly stage in many countries.

95. Main challenges identified by many Parties include:

» Balancing between poverty reduction, developmedtraaintaining ecological integrity;
 Low level of awareness;

* Inadequate natural resources management and wiakement of relevant laws and policies;
» Lack of sectoral and cross-sectoral coordinatiomainstreaming;

e Restrains in financial, human and technical resesjrc

» Shortage of incentive measures;

* Lack of clarity in ownership of natural resourcesl aesponsibilities for resource management;
* Inadequate knowledge and research of value of @latesources;

» Lack of preventive measures for overexploitation.

Goal 9. Maintain socio-cultural diversity of indigeous and local communities
Target 9.1 Protect traditional knowledge, innovati® and practices

Establishment of target and integration of target into relevant plans, programmes and strategies as well
as implementation of specific programmes of work

96. Though over a half of reporting Parties said thaithad adopted the global target or established
one or more specific national targets, the detaitdddrmation available does not seem to suppos. thi
Most Parties indicated that their NBSAPs and refegactoral and cross-sectoral plans and programmes
contain similar objectives for preservation of itechal knowledge, practices and innovations. Some
relevant plans and programmes include nationalgembus forest strategy, national programme for
traditional medicine, national forest programmeyrigm development plan, programme for indigenous
people. Some countries have developed some lggislasuch as those on the environment, rural
development, property rights, patent and accesgetwetic resources, which protect the traditional
knowledge, practices and innovations of local amtigenous communities. For example, the Philippine
adopted the Indigenous Peoples Right Law that pi®tine right of the indigenous people to exclude
others in exploiting natural resources within themcestral domain. India’s Biodiversity Act andil
Variety Protection and Farmers Rights Act contadgidlative measures that provide a basis for
incorporating this target into all relevant plapspgrammes and strategies. Some countries alsm put
place some programmes that encourage local andeindus communities to protect and use their
traditional knowledge, practices and innovation® few developed countries reported that their
international development cooperation programmesige support to the efforts of local and indigesiou
communities in those aid-receiving countries tospree their traditional knowledge, practices and
innovations. A considerable number of countrie ahdicated that this target is not their priosiyd
very few measures are in place to achieve it.

97. More than a half (two-thirds in some cases) of repg Parties indicated that this target has not
been integrated into the implementation of all pangmes of work. This was also echoed by venelittl
detailed information provided. A few countries yiced some examples of measures taken for the
implementation of specific programmes of work. Foample, for agricultural biodiversity, a few
countries have developed an inventory of tradiiokaowledge and practices for biodiversity
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conservation and sustainable use, promatesitu conservation of traditional crops and livestockl an
established mechanisms to protect farmers’ rights.

Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

98. It appears that many countries have included sinulgectives in their NBSAPs and relevant
sectoral or cross-sectoral strategies, plans aodrgmmes that aim to protect traditional knowledge,
practices and innovations of local and indigenou®iaunities. It is also clear that very few coussri
have established specific targets in this regakbwever, some countries have put in place some
programmes and measures that help local and ingligelcommunities protect and use traditional
knowledge for biodiversity conservation and susthie use. Some countries have established some
mechanisms such as a multisectoral task force lettad by Lebanon, which allows local and
indigenous communities to protect their traditiok@owledge, practices and innovations. A few
countries have developed relevant legislationsghatide protection to the use of traditional knedge
held by local and indigenous communities. Meangvhimany countries admit that there are no policy
frameworks or mechanisms in place for protectiortratiitional knowledge of local and indigenous
communities. Development or use of indicatordhia tegard has not been initiated in many countries

99. Main challenges identified by many countries inelud

» Lack of policy and legal frameworks for protectioiniocal and indigenous knowledge;

* Uncoordinated approach to document traditional Kedge that hampers protection efforts;
« Lack of human, technical and financial resources;

» Lack of mechanisms for participation of local andigenous people and benefit-sharing;

* Lack of information collection and exchange;

* Valuation of traditional knowledge, practices andavations;

* Lack of coordination among relevant departmentssauators;

* Limited public awareness.

Target 9.2 Protect the rights of indigenous and #@communities over their traditional knowledge,
innovations and practices, including their right® tbenefit-sharing.

Establishment of target and integration of target into implementation of specific programmes of work

100. Less than 50% of responding Parties have eithgstaddhe global target or established national
target(s). Detailed responses provided were mordess similar to what was provided in response to
Target 9.1. Some countries, in their NBSAPs oevaht sectoral or cross-sectoral plans, have iedud
similar objectives for protection of the rights lotal and indigenous communities, including farrhers
rights. Some countries have included provisionselevant legislations such as those on intelléctua
property rights, patents, and protection of tradiél medicine, biodiversity and access to genetic
resources and benefit-sharing, which provide ptmedor the rights of local and communities oveeit
traditional knowledge, innovations and practicesparticular benefit-sharing from the use of gemeti
resources owned by them. A few countries havebbsted some mechanisms to allow local and
indigenous communities to participate in the makifhglecisions that affect their rights. For exagpl
Colombia guarantees the protection of the rightendigenous people, through information exchange,
providing technical support to strengthen theiramafpes, and involving them in related internationa
processes. A few countries mentioned their supfpoetnd implementation of the International Labor
Organization Convention 169 (Indigenous and Tribedple Convention).
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101. Less than one-fourth of responding countries hategrated this target into the implementation
of all programmes of work. Very little detailedfanmation was provided. A few countries briefly
mentioned some measures they have taken. Foruligrad biodiversity, relevant measures taken
include protection of plant breeders’ rights, emeging the use of traditional varieties/breeds of
livestock and crops for special use, promotinggedous farming systems, and promoting participation
of local communities in plant breeding, varietyesion and gene bank establishment.

Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

102. Some countries have included similar objectivesthair NBSAPs and/or relevant sectoral
strategies, plans and programmes. Some countaes feveloped relevant legislations that contain
measures for protection of the rights of local andigenous communities over their traditional
knowledge, innovations and practices. Some camtare implementing some programmes that are
designed to increase their capacities for parti;gain decision-making related to their rights pve
traditional knowledge, and using traditional knosde for biodiversity conservation and sustainalsie u
A considerable number of countries admit that ptide of traditional knowledge is low and there are
no adequate policy or legal frameworks in this rdgaMost countries have not incorporated thisearg
into implementation of specific programmes of workLittle is done in many countries on the
development or use of indicators for measuring eg towards this target. Only a few countriesehav
developed some indicators in this regard.

103. Main challenges identified by many Parties include:

» Lack of policy and legal frameworks for protectimintraditional knowledge;
* Low awareness of local and indigenous communitigslack of information;
* Lack of adequate mechanisms for benefit-sharing;

» Institutional weakness for protection and lackraér-sectoral coordination;
» Limited capacities for protection;

* Lack of financial, human and technical resources;

» Effects of globalization.

Goal 10. Ensure the fair and equitable sharing oéhefits arising out of the use of genetic resources

Target 10.1 All transfers of genetic resources andine with the Convention on Biological Diversity
the International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resourcks Food and Agriculture and other applicable
agreements

Establishment of target and integration of target into relevant plans, programmes and strategies as well
asimplementation of specific programmes of work

104. Around a half of reporting countries have adoptaid target or established the corresponding
national target. Some countries have includedlainaibjectives in their NBSAPs or relevant sectoral
and cross-sectoral policies and strategies, inetudiiosafety frameworks. Some countries have
developed or are considering some legislationsabonal policies to regulate access to geneticuess
and benefit-sharing consistent with the ConventaorBiological Diversity and the International Trgat
on Plant Genetic Resources (ITPGR). Some courttage put in place some mechanisms for material
transfer agreements and prior informed consent.
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105. Most Parties have not yet incorporated this tanget the implementation of all programmes of
work. Therefore there is very little detailed infation available in this regard. Relatively ieses
more countries are taking some measures or impliémgesome programmes to achieve this target in the
implementation of the programme of work on agriardt biodiversity. These measures include issuing
permits for access to agricultural genetic resajrdeveloping and implementing biosafety frameworks
new plant varieties laws and regulations on actegenetic resources and benefit-sharing.

Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

106. Some countries have included similar objectiveghieir NBSAPs, however, it appears few
countries elaborate the extent to which these tibgec have been implemented. Some countries have
integrated this target or similar objectives intdewant sectoral strategies, plans and programmes,
primarily agriculture, forest, protection of tradital knowledge of local and indigenous communitiés
number of countries have also adopted or are censgideveloping relevant legislations to ensueg th
access to genetic resources and benefit-sharimdodw the required procedures and mechanisms. A
few countries have put in place some procedures asienaterial transfer agreements and prior infdrme
consent to facilitate access to genetic resouroes benefit-sharing arrangements with providers of
genetic resources. It should be noted that mamytcdes admit that no policy or legal frameworks or
mechanisms have been put in place for access tetigaesources and benefit-sharing, and very few
countries have incorporated this target into thpl@mentation of all the thematic work programmes.
Capacity-building activities, in particular infortian collection and exchange and awareness-raianeg,
particularly needed. Development or use of indicsafor measuring progress toward this targetilisirst

the very early stage.

107. Main challenges identified by many Parties include:

* Lack of monitoring or registration of collectionditransfer of genetic resources;

« Lack of inter-sectoral coordination;

« Low awareness of relevant issues;

* Inadequate capacities, including capacities to ti@goterms for access to genetic resources
and benefit-sharing arrangements;

» Lack of policy or legal or institutional frameworks practical mechanisms;

« Lack of financial, human and technical resources;

» Lack of regional or international coordination.

Target 10.2 Benefits arising from the commercial duother utilization of genetic resources shared
with the countries providing such resources.

Establishment of target at national level and integration of target into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies as well as, implementation of specific programmes of work

108. Many countries have not adopted or established autErget at national level. For those that
have adopted or established a target, a few of th&we included similar objectives or targets inirthe
NBSAPs. A few countries such as India and theiphites have developed regulations on access to
genetic resources and benefit-sharing that regeemain mechanisms or procedures such as prior
informed consent and material transfer agreementadcess and benefit-sharing arrangements ingudin
monetary and non-monetary benefits. Australia irequ in its commercial law, compliance with
contractual agreements which could include prowsito achieve this target. The EC’s Biodiversity
Strategy has included one objective that is to sttpgountries of origin of genetic resources toeleg
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national strategies on bioprospecting and acceasfew countries report that they are developing
regulations on access to genetic resources anditgma&ring. A few countries indicated that thesdh
ratified the International Treaty on Plant GeneResources for Food and Agriculture and are
implementing relevant provisions. Japan listeduamiper of ways by which it shared benefits with
countries providing genetic resources, includinghexige of evaluation data, cooperation in training,
transfer of knowledge and technology that makeofiggnetic resources.

109. Very few countries have incorporated this targéd e implementation of all the programmes
of work. Accordingly, there is very little inforrian provided in this regard. A few countries ddt
measures taken for implementing the programme akwa agricultural biodiversity. These include
training, exchange of experience, joint publicatioi scientific achievements, collection of genetic
resources for food according to the Convention oological Diversity and the FAO Seed Treaty
(ITPGRFA), documentation of biodiversity of landces, folk varieties, cultivars, domesticable stocks
and breeds of animals, establishment of gene baoyalty payment and in-kinds such as technology
transfer, capacity-building and collaborative reshaprojects. A few countries are implementing
relevant laws in this regard, such as Biodiveraitg Traditional Knowledge Protection Act, New Plant
Variety Act, Biosafety Act and Biodiversity Act.

Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

110. It seems clear that this target has not been ad@steorresponding national target established in
most countries, with the exception that a few coesthave included similar objectives in relevant
strategies, plans and programmes, primarily NBSARsnumber of countries have developed or are
developing regulations on access to genetic ressusnod benefit-sharing. Most countries do not have
systematic mechanisms to handle access to geestances and benefit-sharing. A few countries have
put in place mechanisms or procedures that requaerial transfer agreement and prior informed
consent for access to genetic resources and spexifys for benefit-sharing. At this stage, many
countries are focusing more on awareness-raisirdy aapacity-building. Indicators for measuring

progress towards this target are very few.

111. Main challenges identified by many countries inelud

» Lack of policy, legal and institutional frameworks;

* Inadequate coordination among sectors and stakefsotncerned;

« Low awareness of relevant issues;

* Inadequate capacities, in particular capacitiasegfotiation and enforcement;

« Lack of financial, technical and human resources;

» Lack of information and knowledge of genetic resesrand their values and importance;
* Lack of international or regional cooperation ooxination.
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Goal 11. Parties have improved financial, humanjettific, technical and technological capacity to
implement the Convention

Target 11.1 New and additional financial resourcage transferred to developing country Parties, to
allow for the effective implementation of their camtments under the Convention, in accordance
with Article 20

Adoption or establishment of target and integration of target into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies as well as implementation of specific programmes of work

112. Considering that this target is mainly related éwvaloped countries, most developing countries
did not respond or provide detailed informationcept for a few that listed some projects or prognas
that had been implemented through funds receivedisfubilaterally from developed countries or
multilaterally from the Global Environment Facilityr other funding agencies. It seems that many
developed countries have not established any téoggtroviding financial support to assist devetapi
countries achieve the objectives of the Conventidviost developed countries provide such support
through international development cooperation andfticial development assistance. Some of them
provide funds through contributions to the UnitedtiNns Environment Programme and the Global
Environment Facility. A few developed countriesaalprovide direct financial support to developing
countries through bilateral cooperation programroegrojects in the field of the environment and
biodiversity, some of which are designed to streegt capacities of developing countries in the
implementation of the Convention, including devéhgp proper policy, legal and institutional
frameworks.

113. Clearly, very few countries have integrated thiggét into implementation of all the
programmes of work. Therefore, almost no detaiddarmation in this regard was provided. Only wfe
developed countries indicated that the financiglpsut provided to developing countries aims to supp
the implementation of some elements or activitiestified in these programmes of work.

Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

114. Some developed countries have included the envieahrand biodiversity as priority areas for
their international development cooperation andciaf development assistance. This has also been
reflected in their relevant policies and strategidsor example, the EC’s Communication on “Policy
Coherence for Development-Accelerating Progressatdsy the Millennium Development Goals
(MDGs)” stated that the EU should enhance fundemgnarked for biodiversity and strengthen measures
to mainstream biodiversity in development assistarit appears that very few developed countrie® ha
established specific targets for providing funds developing countries to assist them in the
implementation of the Convention, though they hawvare providing funds through various channels to
biodiversity projects and programmes in develomiogntries. A few developing countries reported,tha
while making good use of funds received from vasidunds, they have been allocating financial
resources from domestic budgets to the implememtatf the Convention. Indicators for measuring
progress towards this target are very few in betretbped and developing countries.

115. The main challenges identified by some countriesstiy developed countries) are two-fold.
Many developing countries have not identified biedsity as one of the key priorities for internatib
funding which creates a problem in regard to tHecation of funds for biodiversity projects or
programmes. On the other hand, developed countrgesl to improve international development
cooperation policy objectives (aiming to integrdi@diversity into development) and strengthen
commitment and support to biodiversity.
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Target 11.2 Technology is transferred to developowuntry Parties, to allow for the effective
implementation of their commitments under the Com¢i®n, in accordance with its Article 20,
paragraph 4.

Adoption or establishment of target and integration of target into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies as well as implementation of specific programmes of work

116. Most responding developed countries clearly indichat no specific target has been adopted or
established. However, most of them support teayyolransfer and cooperation through various means.
One of the objectives in the EC’s Biodiversity $gy is to facilitate technology transfer to deyéhy
countries for biodiversity conservation and susthia use. Germany indicated that technology teansf
is one of the principal objectives of German techhcooperation and will continue to be accordeghhi
level priority. Ways and means of technology tfansand cooperation include support to research
activities in developing countries, provision oflé&ships for candidates from developing countries,
earmarking funds for research by international ifmsons working in developing countries,
strengthening institutions in developing countrégsl provision of training courses. One developing
country from Africa mentioned a South-South cooperaprogram undertaken by SADC countries.
Almost no additional information was provided oe ihcorporation of this target into all programnoés
work.

Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

117. Some developed countries have included promotiotedinology transfer and cooperation as
one of the objectives for their international deyghent cooperation or technical cooperation orcifi
development assistance, though no specific targ#tis regard has been adopted or established.t Mos
developed countries have undertaken or are undegtakarious programmes to provide technical
support, including facilitating technology transféo developing countries for their implementation
activities. A few countries like Australia havedaped their clearing-house mechanism (CHM) to serve
as an interactive instrument to facilitate acceseetated information. A few developing countrid®
China and Namibia are providing some technical etpfp other developing countries through their
South-South cooperation programmes. It appeatssthpport for technology transfer and cooperatgon i
still very limited at this stage. Indicators foeasuring progress toward this target are alsofesvy

118. The main challenges identified by a few developedntries include governance, capacity,
resource, logistical issues, collection and integnaof biodiversity information and data, lengthy
process for technology transfer and cooperatiomedisas inadequate use of the expertise of trainee

to their relocation after training is provided.

Implementation of the Global Strategy for Plant Cservation
Introduction

119. The Global Strategy for Plant Conservation (GSP&3 adopted in 2002 to halt the current and
continuing loss of plant diversity. The Strategysists of 16 targets to be met by 2010 containgte
annex to decision VI1/9.

120. In the third national report, Parties were askedefmort on progress towards each target of the
GSPC by elaborating the adoption or establishmdntamets, measures taken to achieve targets,
indicators developed to measure progress as wethragraints encountered in implementation.
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121. A detailed review of the implementation of the GlbBtrategy for Plant Conservation has been
prepared for the SBSTTA 12 (see UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA3)L2/ The following synthesis is extracted
from this review, with some statistical updatesvpted.

Synthesis of responses and comments

Target 1. A widely accessible working list of knowlant species, as a step towards a complete world
flora

122. Over 60% of reporting countries indicated that esponding national target had been
established and such a target incorporated inevaek plans, programmes and strategies. ManyeBarti
have linked this target with the implementationtleé Global Taxonomy Initiative (GTI). At national
level, there are various examples, such as theeGaiVirtual Herbarium, which is a major botanical
resource linking botanical institutions of Chinapi@vide on-line access to the wealth of data astat
with two million plant specimens maintained in Gése herbaria There are also various large regional
flora projects that provide useful baselines amdpugh large botanical institutes with a regional o
global outlook, have become an important mechanismstimulating the production of regional
checklists, such as the African Plants Initiativ@ah brings together over 50 institutions

123. While various measures have been taken to achlevdarget including capacity building in
China, Ghana and India, seeking new funding in Nepaploying new taxonomists in St. Lucia,
reviewing policies in Uganda and setting natioaagéts in the UK, the main constraints continuedo

lack of funds, limited investment in taxonomy, lack institutional capacity, lack of legislative
framework, lack of taxonomists/experts and poor&yntained collections.

Target 2: A preliminary assessment of the conseiwatstatus of all known plant species, at national,
regional and international levels

124. Over 60% of countries indicated that similar nagioiargets had been established and even more
countries that such a target had been incorporstag@levant plans, programmes and strategies. A
considerable number of countries indicated haviogmeted national Red Lists though over 75% of
these lists were completed prior to the establistinoé the Strategy. Some national Red Lists were
developed as part of national targets in the NB®Ak an effort to assess the status of biodiveiisit
relation to international trade. Others developleeir lists in response to national and or regional
regulations, linked to the national implementatodrihe EU Habitats Directive. Major constrainttedi
include lack of funding for field work and to suppassessment activities leading itdter alia
insufficient research and data; lack of expertsxo@mists/plant experts); limited collaboration;
incomplete taxonomic knowledge of some familiesiited herbaria anex-situ facilities; and lack of an
active global or regional assessment initiativeviscular plants.

Target 3: Development of models with protocols fdant conservation and sustainable use based on
research and practical experience.

125. Only 40% of reporting countries said that suchrggahad been established at national level and
incorporated into relevant plans, programmes anategfies. In providing detailed comments, some
countries mentioned some protocols, tools and tdolgres linked to the achievement of the Strategy
targets. Examples include tools and technologiesrf vitro propagation (Algeria), recovery plangin
and threat abatement (Austria and Australia), tomasion of threatened species (Australia), gregnin

1 http://www.cvh.org.cn
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using native seed (Australia), propagation and ésting protocols (Chile), implementation of the
Ecosystem Approach (Germany), and species actamsghking into consideration various national and
international legislations and conventions (Hunyjalmpportant Plant Area (IPA) designation (Belgium,
Romania and Slovenia), ex situ and in situ congemvgColombia, Chile, China, India, Indonesia and
Iran), forest tree breeding (Japan), GIS-based ezwason models and permanent ecological plots
(Malawi), sustainable forest management models diah), and sustainable use models in community
forest and pro-poor leasehold forests (Nepal). eOtbols and protocols include primordial botanic
gardens and grand forest parks (Indonesia), wiktives projects and integrated management of cedar
forests (Lebanon), medicinal and useful plants @egonservation of threatened species (Philipgine
propagation and cultivation of South African thersgd species (South Africa), special use forests
(Viet Nam), and economic valuation of forests (Maia).

126. Many international agencies also have developemwsutools and protocols related to various
targets such as Biodiversity International for eétsgl, 2, 8, 9, 13, 14 and 15; Botanic Gardens
Conservation International for targets 1,2,7 81®, 13 and 14; the Food and Agricultural Organdrati
for targets 6, 8, 9, 12, 13, 14 and 15; the Gldbahsive Species Programme for target 10; IUCN-The
World Conservation Union for targets 2, 4, 5, 7, 1D, 16, and PlantLife International for targetssd

15.

127. However, the main gap is access to, and dissemmafi information, on the existing tools and
protocols in appropriate formats.

Target 4: At least 10 per cent of each of the wdslécological regions effectively conserved

128. Two-thirds of reporting countries indicated thatrregponding national target(s) had been
established and such a target incorporated inewvaek plans, programmes and strategies. Howerbr, o
a few specific quantitative targets were mentiongdhile most countries have not set specific nation
targets, there are efforts for mainstreaming taigedt into the Protected Areas Network and NBSAPs.
However, regional processes such as Natura 208 thHabitats Directive and the Emerald Network
provide good frameworks for implementing this tdrgenational level in Europe. Some countries have
set national targets, e.g., Canada and Thailande wkland and Netherlands indicated having alyead
achieved this target at national level. Many caists were cited hampering the achievement of this
target, including conflict between conservation alathd use needs; conflict between economic
development and conservation; lack of a nationaliyeed ecosystem/ecological region classification;
lack of indicators for monitoring; the cost/ or vegd effort for effective conservation; lack ofeaplate
compensation mechanisms; and conflicts between tmramunities and protected area managers over
land and land use rights. Many areas set asidpldot conservation are small in size (1,000-10 080
often representing remaining fragments which, algovaluable, may be inadequate for maintaining
large-scale processes. There are also evidentigapserage of existing protected area networks.

Target 5: Protection of 50 per cent of the most iarfant areas for plant diversity assured

129. 42% of reporting countries indicated that suchrgaihad been established at national level and
51% had incorporated such a target into relevaarigylprogrammes and strategies. Various desigsatio
for most important areas for plant diversity haeei used at national level including using Nat@@d2
sites (e.g., Belgium), bio-regions (Australia), emic and refuge areas (Bosnia and Herzegovina), the
EU Habitats Directive (e.g., Denmark and Germaag)well as Globally Significant Biodiversity Areas
(Ghana).



UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/2/INF/1/Add.1
Page 31

130. Sixty-seven countries around the world have padid in Important Plant Area (IPA)
initiatives focusing on target 5 since the adopwbrthe Strategy in 2002. Over 50% of these coesitr
have taken steps to identify IPAs and 26% repohadng ongoing programmes that are addressing
conservation issues as well as documenting sitéemny of these national projects have been initi@gd

a result of regional workshops, including thosedhial Central and East Europe, the Mediterraneam, th
Himalayas, the Caribbean, Arabia, South East Asthsauthern Africa.

Target 6: At least 30 per cent of production landenaged consistent with the conservation of plant
diversity

131. Only 32% of reporting countries said that suchrggehad been established at national level and
52% had incorporated such a target into relevaaigylprogrammes and strategies. Measures taken at
the national level to implement this target inclugge of good agriculture practices, good forestry
practices and national certification schemes. iEfonade at national level to reach this target are
reported to be challenging. Apparently, a bettatanstanding of plant conservation needs implaimed
the agriculture and forestry sectors is a prerégui®r achieving this target. However, involving
national focal points and reporting mechanismsxadteng processes in forestry and agricultural @ect

for any further reviews will help provide a betsmsessment of the progress in the implementatitmsof
target.

Target 7: 60 per cent of the world’s threatened si@s conserved in situ

132. Only 44% of reporting countries stated that theg batablished corresponding national target.
However, 62% of countries had incorporated sucharget into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies. Various national initiatives have bdeweloped in response to this target and sometigesin
have designed protected areas specifically forcthreservation of threatened or endemic plants. For
example, Brazil has set a national target to hat@0#6 of threatened species effectively consermed i
protected areas.

133. However, the lack of national Red Lists has hanmpgmmgress in the implementation of this
target. Other constraints include lack of datek laf national targets, conflicts in land use andess, as
well as institutional, technical, social, financaald legislative limitations.

Target 8: 60 per cent of threatened plant speciesiccessible ex-situ collections, preferably in the
country of origin, and 10 per cent of them includéa recovery and restoration programmes

134. Over 75% of reporting countries had not establisbech a target at national level. 43% of
countries had incorporated relevant targets ingir tielevant plans, programmes and strategies. gthou
no specific targets were set in this regard, sultisiiaefforts in support of this target are beingda by a
wide range of National Plant Genetic Resource @sntfree Seed Centers, Botanical Gardens and
threatened plants programmes in many countriesereThave also been various initiatives taken by
individual countries to set up ex-situ collectiohtleir threatened plants. For example, Malaysid a
China have established important collections aé llmboos and an International Coconut Genebank for
Latin America was initiated in Brazil in 2006. Tkeare also various regional initiatives such as th
RBG Kew Millennium Seed Bank projects in Africagetimericas, and Australia and the European
Network of Seed Collections Project.

135. However, several Parties have raised concernsthedimited physical, technical and financial
resources to achieve this target.



UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/2/INF/1/Add.1
Page 32

Target 9: 70 per cent of the genetic diversitycobps and other major socio-economically valuable
plant species conserved, and associated indigeramgslocal knowledge maintained

136. 69% of reporting countries had not set such a natidarget. But over 50% of countries
indicated that they had incorporated similar taggmt objectives into relevant plans, programmes and
strategies. Target 9 has been addressed by mamries through their national response to the FAO
Global Plan of Action for the Conservation and &irgtble Use of Plant Genetic Resources for Food and
Agriculture. The target has been linked to natiomgricultural and forestry strategies and sectoral
policies such as in Cote d’lvoire and Cameroonrides countries are seeking to broaden the mandates
of their national plant genetic resource centresi¢tude documentation of indigenous knowledge and
practices such as Ethiopia, China, Ireland, Mexiepal and Armenia amongst others.

Target 10: Management plans in place for at led€X0 major alien species that threaten plants, plant
communities and associated habitats and ecosystems

137. Over 60% of the Parties have linked this targeh&r national implementation of Article 8(h) of
the Convention. However, less than 20% have gmtimnal target and only 34% incorporated such
target into relevant plans, programmes and stresegi

Target 11: No species of wild flora endangered hyernational trade

138. Over 60% of reporting countries had establishedh sutarget at national level and incorporated
it into relevant plans, programmes and strategidsny countries have indicated ongoing activities o

target 11 linking to the national implementationttod Convention on International Trade in Endangjere
Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) and haeptadl the global target.

Target 12: 30 per cent of plant-based products &led from sources that are sustainably managed

139. Over 70% of reporting countries had not establisbedesponding national target and around
60% had not incorporated this target into relevlains, programmes and strategies. However, in
accordance with detailed comments provided, varioaigonal initiatives are being developed. For
example, the German Federal Agency for Nature Guatien has supported the development of the
“International Standard for Sustainable Wild Cadlles of Medicinal and Aromatic Plants”, which also
addresses Target 6, 12, and 13. In Uganda, thEr&ie Initiative of the United Nations Conference o
Trade and Developmentwhich provides a useful model for refining andnsforming Medicinal and
Aromatic Plants products, has focused on promotiage and investment in products and services
derived from native or indigenous biodiversity. efé are a number of important sustainable productio
initiatives that are being developed by the privaector and an exchange of experiences and
identification of lessons learnt to provide a framwek for development of good practices, tools and
estimation procedures would be extremely beneficial

Target 13: The decline of plant resources, and asated indigenous and local knowledge,
innovations and practices that support sustainalileelihoods, local food security and health care,
halted.

140. Only 35% of reporting countries had set such aetiaatynational level and 50% had incorporated
this target into relevant plans, programmes arategies. Parties, especially developing countriid2a
have developed national responses to this targatvariety of ways. Examples include enacting the

2 http://www.biotrade.org/Intro/bti.html
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Traditional and Alternative Medicine Act (Philip@s); developing a checklist of archived materia an
ethnographic records covering traditional practicegsh reference to plant material (Thailand);
supporting various community-based initiatives aeducing barriers to improve food security and
promoting utilization of plant products for healtlare (Nepal); ensuring sustainable development of
traditional Chinese medicine (China) and implenmenta Project on Conservation of Medicinal and
Herbal Plants (Ethiopia and Jordan). While in Bumithe focus is on food security, in Indonesigs it
community-based management where the Ministry ohltdehas increased cultivation of medicinal
plants.

141. To support the implementation of this target, tredgiiam Development Cooperation is funding

programmes to support indigenous communities iecsetl developing countries, including the recovery
and the promotion of traditional knowledge and pcas, most of which are implemented through third
parties by NGOs, universities or multilateral ongations. The Netherlands has supported compiiatio
and publication of the Plant Resources of South Esis and Plant Resources of Tropical Africa

Target 14: The importance of plant diversity andetimeed for its conservation incorporated into
communication, educational and public-awareness grammes

142. 62% of reporting countries had established cornedipg national target and even more

countries (75%) had incorporated this target irfl@evant plans, programmes and strategies. Neblrly a
reporting Parties indicated active programmes oncafion and public awareness mainly linked to
NBSAPs, national environmental education programmaes policies, and the CEPA activities.

However, it was apparent that a lot of these d@etwiare undertaken by the conservation, enviromehen

and development NGOs.

Target 15: The number of trained people working tviappropriate facilities in plant conservation
increased.

143. 56% of reporting countries had not established sadlarget at national level, but 55% of
countries had incorporated this target into reléevalans, programmes and strategies. In providing
detailed information in this regard, many Partieparted on capacity-building initiatives linked ttze
academic sector but gaps and challenges were abtighted. In addition, various networks have
supported this target, including the ASEAN CenteBiodiversity, the Biodiversity Collections Acees
Service for Europe (BIOCASE), the Southern Afriddmtanical Network (SABONET), Planta Europa,
Plant Resources for Tropical Africa (PROTA), the[32A Biodiversity Support Programme, South East
Asian Botanical Collection Information Network (SB&IN), the Latin American Botanical Network
and others.

Target 16: Networks for plant conservation actids established or strengthened at national, regibna
and international levels.

144. Less than 50% of reporting countries had estahllistagional targets and 55% had incorporated
this target into relevant plans, programmes arateggies. Overall, the Strategy has provided a camm
and focused framework for multiple stakeholders actbrs at different levels and scales. It has
stimulated the establishment of national, regiaral international programmes and networks, such as
the Philippines Plant Conservation Committee, tre¥n@n National Strategy Project and the Global
Partnership for Plant Conservation, which have éxblpring together a wide range of stakeholderse Th
Strategy has also provided a focus for the AustmaNetwork for Plant Conservation, the Irish Netkvor
for Plant Conservation, the Indonesian NationaldBiersity Information Network and the Swedish
Species Information Centre among others, in additothe various regional and international network
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for botanic gardens, plant genetic resources, piedeareas, and plant conservation with which &adr
their stakeholders are affiliated

Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

145. For most targets in the Strategy, many countriesrénthan 50% in most cases) had not set
national targets, baselines, or milestones. Relgtimore countries indicated that they had sabnat
targets for achieving Targetsl, 2, 4, 11 and 1#fors are being made by many countries to fad¢dita
national implementation of the Global Strategy uithg through the development of national strategie
and programmes, and/or the integration of the Gl&beategy targets into national plans, programmes
and strategies including the national biodiversityategies and action plans. Currently, only tas®
10% of the Parties have developed national stredagiparticular for implementing this Strategy.

146. Most Parties mentioned activities being undertakiemational level that were of relevance to the
targets of the Strategy but did not provide a medandication of the status of implementation afstn
activities in terms of specific indicators and metlenes. Also, a large number of responses were of
gualitative in nature rather than providing quaatiite indications.

147. Although the time since the adoption of Global &g Plant Conservation in 2002 is not
sufficiently long to allow significant achievement the targets, there has been some progress in
achieving targets 1, 5, 8, 9, 11, 14, 15, and H6wever, limited progress was made with respethé¢o
targets 2, 4, 6, 10, and 12.

148. There are some gaps in achieving target 3 espgcralielation to development of tools and
protocols for the targets of the Strategy whose@m@ss is limited. Efforts to achieve target 7 hbeen
constrained by limited progress in achieving targets target 7 is dependant on the base line data
generated under target 2.

149. Constraints to the national implementation of theb@l Strategy include limited institutional
integration, lack of mainstreaming, and inadequatiécies and legal frameworks at the planning stage
and at the operational level, lack of data, toald &echnologies, limited sectoral collaboration and
coordination, limited financial and human resources

Implementation of the Ecosystem Approach
Introduction

150. The Conference of the Parties, in the annex to sdetiV/6, endorsed the SBSTTA
recommendation V/10, which contained a descriptiérthe Ecosystem Approach, a set of twelve
guiding principles in its application and five ptnof operational guidance, and recommended
application of the principles as reflecting thegamat level of common understanding. It also ermgea
further conceptual elaboration and practical veaifion. Based on the SBSTTA recommendation IX/6,
the seventh meeting of the Conference of the Raatigeed in decision VII/11 that the priority aisth
time should be on facilitating the implementatidrttee Ecosystem Approach as the primary framework
for addressing the three objectives of the Conwveriti a balanced way, and that a potential revision
the principles of the Ecosystem Approach should fallace only at a later stage.

151. In the third national report, Parties were askegrtwvide information on the application of the
Ecosystem Approach, including creating an enaldingronment, promoting regional cooperation, and
developing practical expressions of the Ecosystgmprédach for national policies and legislation for
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implementation activities. A detailed review oétimplementation of the Ecosystem Approach has been
prepared for SBSTTA 12 (see UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/Zhe synthesis below is extracted primarily
from the review, with some statistical updates pted.

Synthesis of responses and comments

152. Application of the Ecosystem Approach: Most Parties (73%) respond that some aspectseof th
Ecosystem Approach are being applied, with 10% nradieating that the Ecosystem Approach is being
substantially applied. 11 countries indicate thaty are considering application and nine counthes
the Ecosystem Approach is not being applied.

153. Development of practical expressions of the Ecosystem Approach for national policies and
legislation and for implementation activities: Many Parties (60%) have developed practical exwas

of the Ecosystem Approach whereas around 10% muuatges indicate that expressions have been
developed for applying most principles. Around 28%countries note that this is under consideration
and 8 Parties have not developed any practicaksspns.

154. Srengthening capacities for the application of the Ecosystem Approach: Some Parties (about
30%) are not strengthening their capacities forapglication of the Ecosystem Approach. 62% report
that they have strengthened capacity within th&mn @ountry. 9 Parties had provided technical and
financial support to other Parties while strengthgrtheir own capacities.

Promoation of regional cooperation in applying the Ecosystem Approach across national borders

155. Most countries (over 80%) are undertaking varicusng of cooperation, formal and informal,
for applying the Ecosystem Approach. Around 20%cadintries have not yet initiated cooperation in
this regard.

156. Amongst these, 40 Parties promoted regional cotiparan applying the Ecosystem Approach
through the management of trans-frontier terrdstr@as, whether it being protected areas (official
IUCN protected areas, Man and the Biosphere reseoreothers) or regions where sustainable
development programmes are implemented.

157. The co-management between Parties is also oftea ttbmlevelop wildlife corridors between
countries. For instance the governments of theidRegf the Bio-Bio of Chile and the Province of
Neuquén in Argentina work to make a corridor betwéeth territories for the “Huemul” (red deer
common to both countries) and tourism developmdnthe zone. Sometimes collaboration occurs
through organizations such as the “Commission emgehdes Foréts d'Afrique Centrale” (COMIFAC).
Under the framework of the COMIFAC, the managenwnhe protected area “La Tri Nationale de la
Sangha” is shared between Cameroon, Central AffRegublic and the Congo. In Europe, the network
of protected areas called the “Natura 2000 Netwprkimotes the Ecosystem Approach.

158. Regional cooperation in applying the Ecosystem Apph through the management of trans-
frontier wetland is reported by over 30 PartieshisTcooperation between Parties is often undertaken
around river basins, for example, the Nile Basiitidtive or the basins of the Amnok and Tumen
between China and Russia. Canada launched theydfens Initiatives which is a co-operative effort
between the United States and Canada to addressgigolin the (North American) Great Lakes. The
Water Framework Directive is mentioned as a rediapgplication of the Ecosystem Approach by the
European Community.
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159. Around 20 Parties illustrate cooperation in applyithe Ecosystem Approach in marine

areas/programmes/projects. The project “Grand y&témes Marin du Golfe de Guinée” is mentioned
by the Ivory Coast, Ghana and Cameroon. The Helsbommission (HELCOM) and the Ospar

Commission are also two important governing bodibih promote regional cooperation and apply the
Ecosystem Approach.

160. Cooperation is mentioned but not linked to a pafc area by 38 Parties, which could be
through non-governmental organizations, fundingnages, scientific institutes or governmental bodies
Also, such cooperation can relate to programmesng$trategies or joint activities. For instance,
cooperation related to forests takes place withenNlinisterial Conference on the Protection of Etse
in Europe (MCPFE) as well as with the Pan-EuropB#iogical and Landscape Diversity Strategy
(PEBLDS).

Facilitating exchange of experiences, capacity-building, technology transfer and awareness raising to
assist with the implementation of the EA

161. Over 60% of reporting Parties are implementing s@regrammes to facilitate information
exchange, capacity-building and awareness-raisit§. countries indicate that such programmes are
under development while 27 countries report thasumh programmes are in place.

162. Around 20 Parties facilitated the exchange of imfation through networks, forums or training
activities. For instance, St Lucia used the Cardvb Forum (Cariforum) to facilitate information
exchange and Mexico has given diverse courses dédcas the conservation and management of
ecosystems through the Program for Qualificatiosh @ollaborative Learning.

163. Thirteen Parties reported specific partnershipshwiegional programmes, international
cooperation programmes, or institutes that helpedexchange of information/experience and capacity-
building. Examples are Australia’s partnershiphwiie South Pacific Regional Environment Programme
(SPREP), to further strengthen the applicationh&f Ecosystem Approach as a policy approach and
framework for action across national terrestriadl amarine borders in the Pacific, and the partnprshi
between universities and local communities withiuenboldt Institute in Columbia.

164. Ten Parties developed information material/docusient facilitate exchanges related to the
Ecosystem Approach, such as handbooks (Canadaytsepase studies (Nepal, Viet Nam, Uzbekistan)
or a newsletter (Morocco). France mentioned itesioy Charter, the “Charte Forestiére de Teretoir
as a planning tool to frame consultations. Tunisias master and Ph.D. researchers working thrtsigh
main library to facilitate exchange of information the Ecosystem Approach.

165. Projects/programmes are mentioned by 23 Partietydimg park management and support to
international organizations (UNEP, CBD, IUCN et@} a means to facilitate exchange of experience
and capacity-building.

166. A few Parties have established working groups onitoang/research projects to facilitate

exchange regarding the Ecosystem Approach. Fomgea the European Platform for Biodiversity

Research Strategy (EPBRS) convened a working gro@003 to identify European research priorities
concerning the implementation of the Ecosystem Aaph. A number of countries also facilitated
exchange of information and capacity-building tlglouorganizing awareness-raising activities and
regional and subregional workshops.
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Creating an enabling environment for the implementation of the EA

167. Over half of the Parties report that some poli@aed programmes are in place, whereas about
5% report comprehensive policies and programmesngoace. Relevant policies and programmes are
under development by about 24% of Parties whilsuatt4% have no policies and programmes in place.

168. Nineteen Parties mention governmental bodies, tstrei€ or initiatives as contributing to the
creation of an enabling environment for the implatagon of the Ecosystem Approach. For example,
the “Ministére de '’Aménagement du Territoire et ldenvironnement” in Algeria is in charge of the
implementation of the Ecosystem Approach and isgitiis with the establishment of structures relate
to different ecosystems such as the structure amgehof littoral and wetland areas or the struciare
charge of the mountains, steppes and Sahara eeosystGovernment initiatives included conferences
(e.g., The 4th Ministerial Conference on the Priodecof Forests in Europe) and workshops.

169. Nineteen Parties referred to specific legislationenable the application of the Ecosystem
Approach. Australia’s major piece of environmentagislation, the Environment Protection and

Biodiversity Conservation Act, in which the Ecosrst Approach is used as the foundation for existing
natural resource management programmes, wetlan@gearent for the promotion of the wise use of
wetlands and native forest management. Five Ramiention legislation related to forest management,
such as Slovenia (Slovenia's Forest Act).

170. Eleven Parties mentioned policies to enable théeamentation of the Ecosystem Approach. For
example, the National Environmental Policy of Malldwas provisions for the Ecosystem Approach to
natural resource management, particularly in wakenagement.

171. Enabling environments for the implementation of Bmsystem Approach through projects or
management plans or programmes were created byaPteed? Thirteen Parties referred to the
management plans of protected areas or nationks$ paro a forestry management programme and 2 to
fisheries. China and Columbia have pilot projemtsing at the management of biodiversity oriented
towards the welfare of the population living in qtilproject areas. Latvia, Lebanon and Lithuania
mentioned that the principles of the Ecosystem Apph have been implemented in the environmental
impact assessments.

172. Eight Parties mention associations or NGOs that erabling the implementation of the
Ecosystem Approach. In Jordan, for example, Feesfdthe Earth Middle East has prepared a concept
document and organized an international workshopQinssing the Jordan”, to map out a strategy to
rehabilitate the Jordan River. Namibia mentionleel éstablishment of catchments/basin management
committees and Land Boards. A noteworthy exampl&hich local communities are well represented is
found in Nepal where the production forests inTleeai and along the foothill of Siwaliks are nowrige
managed under the Collaborative Forest Managemegt&nme, where the local communities are taken
as one of the key partners in forest management.

173. Three Parties mentioned the implementation of edla€onventions or treaties: the Aarhus
Convention in Germany; the Convention on the Corsg&mn of Antarctic Marine Living Resources in
Australia; and intergovernmental agreements aradié® on environmental protection and biodiversity
Kazakhstan.

174. Six Parties have promoted an enabling environmentte implementation of the Ecosystem
Approach through other initiatives that could netdbassified in the above (forest certification|aBes);
NBSAP (Japan, Philippines); and support to the LKW CBD (Netherlands).
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Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

175. Information available from the third national refsosuggests, at least at the superficial levet, tha
the Ecosystem Approach is being applied relativaiyadly. Although a high proportion of Parties
(usually around 20%) report little progress, tlsioffset by a relatively high proportion (usuallypand
50%) of Parties that have some programmes implexdeahd usually around 20% having relevant
programmes under development. Only a small prapor(5-12%) of Parties reports a more full
application of the approach. However, it is unclaiwhat level and to what extent this approach is
being applied. Nor is it clear which of the 12ngiples of the Ecosystem Approach are being applied

176. A high proportion of Parties (+80%) report formalinformal regional cooperation in applying
the Ecosystem Approach. Not surprisingly, thesepeoative arrangements largely involve trans-
boundary protected/managed areas and in partitalas-boundary water resources issues. However, it
is difficult to ascertain the extent to which sumoperation reflects the Ecosystem Approach sihee t
approach is not defined by the existence of codjperalone.

177. A significant difficulty in assessing reports r@satto the extent of application of the approach in
an economic context (e.g., Principle 4 of the Estey Approach): reports shed little light on whethe
Parties are incorporating the Ecosystem Approaichriational economic planning. From the detaiit th
are reported it is possible that, largely, the Estmm Approach is still too widely regarded moreaas
“conservation” tool rather than a tool for susthileadevelopment. There is no clear evidence that t
approach is driven by economic interests.

178. However, it is encouraging to note the high praporof Parties (+70%) that have created, or
have plans to create, a better enabling environnmehiding through the development of appropriate
institutional frameworks. Considering the impodanof enabling environments and institutional
arrangements to the effective application of thesgstem Approach — this effort is encouraging, @fen
it is not possible to ascertain its practical impac

179. Main challenges identified by Parties include:

* Ineffective stakeholder participation in planninglananagement;

* Limited understanding of what the Ecosystem Appincseeks to achieve;

* Lack of capacity for decentralised and integrat@shagement;

* Insufficient institutional cooperation and capacity

* Lack of dedicated organisations able to supporvesi of the Ecosystem Approach;

* Overriding influence of perverse incentives, and

» Conflicting political priorities, including thoséat arise when a more holistic approach to
planning is adopted.



