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INTRODUCTION

1. This addendum covers a synthesis of informatiomfithird national reports concerning the
implementation of various articles and provisiofishe Convention, including some cross-cutting éssu
adopted under the Convention. It should be ndtat riot all articles and provisions of the Convamti
have been covered. Only those covered in the tiatibnal report, except for Article 4,9are covered
here.

I mplementation of the Global I nitiative on Taxonomy
Introduction

2. The Conference of the Parties, in its decision \ddlopted the Global Taxonomy Initiative
(GTI) and the programme of work for the GTI was jated in decision VI/8. The programme of work
was reviewed and amended in decision VIII/3. Thare five operational objectives in the GTI
programme of work, including needs and capacityes®sent, building infrastructure and human
resources for taxonomic collections, facilitatingstem for access to taxonomic information and
providing taxonomic support for the implementatiohthematic work programmes and cross-cutting
issues.

3. In the third national report, Parties were askedejgort on the implementation of the above-
mentioned operational objectives of the programrhevark for the GTI. It should be noted that,
considering some questions in the third nationgdore have been covered in the report on

* Article 19 is not covered due to the fact thaéveht information has been covered in the naticegadrt submitted to the Cartagena Protocol on Batga
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implementation of the programme of work for the G#hich was requested from Parties before the third
national report, so some information from theseorepis also used to prepare this synthesis.

Synthesis of responses and comments
Development of a plan to implement the suggestiorscas annexed to decision IV/1

4, Many Parties (58%) have not yet developed a plansame Parties (28%) are developing such a
plan. Only a few Parties (10%) have a plan in @lacd even fewer Parties (4%) have reports availabl
on the implementation of such a plan. Among atlugis of countries, relatively more industrialized
Parties than other groups of countries have pptdone or implemented such a plan, however, nodzarti
with economies in transition have developed or ennted such a plan.

5. Despite no formal plan in place, some countriesshawvdertaken some taxonomic activities at
various levels. For example, Sweden and the Niatigs have a long tradition of undertaking taxoromi
work on a global scale though they have not yeelbped a formal plan. Some Parties (16%) have
conducted taxonomic needs assessments and a nuwhbRarties (12%) mentioned regional or
international cooperation in this field. A few Bes noted training taxonomists and the provisibn o
funding for some taxonomic activities.

6. Australiais one of the few Parties with a plan that is impdated. Australia has undertaken
extensive state and national collections, traimirmgrammes and funding. There are high-qualitiusir
collections and taxonomic information online andost collaboration between jurisdictions,
universities, taxonomy professionals and with depiglg countries.

Long-term investment in the development of appad@iinfrastructure for national taxonomic
collections

7. Many Parties (64%) have invested on a long-ternshbiagnfrastructure development of national
taxonomic collections while some Parties (36%) hawt In comments provided, many Parties (54%)
listed important collections and a few Parties () 2#ted development of online databases and virtual
collections. Some Parties (29%) specified fundingangements for taxonomic infrastructure, most of
which were from government budgets. Some Parti2®%] described programs/projects for
infrastructure development. A number of Partie8%) noted that the funds were too limited for the
necessary capacity-building. A few Parties memtibmational and international collaborations in
development of infrastructure.

8. Main obstacles to implementation of this programofework include lack of funds for
development of infrastructure and lack of trainedspnnel.

Training programmes in taxonomy for increasing capaof taxonomic research

9. Many Parties (68%) reported that they had provittathing programmes in taxonomy while
some Parties (28%) had not developed training jprogres in this regard. Many Parties (60%) report
taxonomic training programmes or activities in arait or educational institutions. Relatively
industrialized countries and developing countriestlie Asia-Pacific region provide more training
programmes in taxonomy.

10. Some Parties (24%) cited regional or local coojpamnafor training taxonomists. Some Parties
(20%) noted training at research institutes andectibn facilities. A few Parties mentioned the
contribution of local NGOs to training taxonomist® few Parties noted funding bodies providing
resources for training taxonomists. China reptiras it gives special attention to taxonomy edwratn
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universities. In addition, China also providesommfiation on taxonomy and organizes educationalteven
for the general public on taxonomy in order to dagee knowledge about its biodiversity.

Steps to ensure financial and administrative stgbibr institutions responsible for biological @iksity
inventories and taxonomic activities

11. Many Parties (44%) indicate that steps have beleentéo ensure financial and administrative
stability of some of their taxonomic institutionsA number of Parties (10%) report that all major
institutions are financially and administrativelialsle. Some Parties (27%) state that they coutd no
ensure financial and administrative stability oftitutions responsible for taxonomic activitiesong
Parties (18%) report that steps were being corsiléowards this direction though financial and
administrative stability of these taxonomic indiibas cannot be guaranteed at this stage.

Collaboration with existing regional, subregionaidglobal initiatives, partnerships and institutim
carrying out the programme of work

12. Many Parties (43%) have undertaken some regiondl global collaboration activities in
implementing the programme of work. Some Part3$4) indicate that such collaborative programmes
are under development. 26% of reporting countieage not yet undertaken any collaborative actisitie
in this field. Relatively industrialized countrieend countries with economies in transition have
undertaken more collaboration activities in thédfief taxonomy.

13. On specific collaborative activities, some Par(ig8%) mentioned that needs assessments were
conducted as part of their regional collaboratioogpammes. Half of responding Parties listed djmeci
projects/programmes in collaboration with otherrttoies, with details provided on associated taxaoom
groups. A few Parties mentioned regional or glo@dll workshops as part of their collaborative
initiatives.

14, Several European countries reported regional taximaeeds assessments and capacity-
building workshops such as: ‘Current state andsibbs future actions’ submitted by the European
Platform for Biodiversity Research Strategy (EPBR&)Xhe European Commission (2003); ‘Building
Capacity for the Global Taxonomy Initiative (GTH & larger Europe’ (2004). Some Parties mentioned
BioNET and work via local partnerships (LOOPS), ethare regional initiatives (e.g. NAFRINET and
ASEANET). BIioNET is an international not-for-prbforganization which promotes taxonomy for
biodiversity-rich but economically poorer countrigbgtp://www.bionet-intl.org). A few Parties noted
SABONET as part of regional initiatives, which i&&F-funded project focusing on plant taxonomy and
conservation in southern Africa and provides wodgsh courses and funding for the countries invalved

National assessment of taxonomic needs and cagsciti

15. Half of responding Parties have conducted a basiessment and a few Parties (7%) completed
thorough assessments. Many Parties (43%) haveanoed out national taxonomic needs assessments.
Many of these countries with no needs assessmamisrtaken are countries with economies in
transition. Relatively industrialized and develapicountries from all the regions have undertaksnes
assessments, most of which were basic. Notably smuntries from the GRULAC and the Asia-Pacific
region have made thorough assessments.

16. Many Parties (40%) commented on the extent and tyfpéaxonomic needs assessments,
including challenges encountered in making assa®smeOn specific challenges, some Parties (19%)
mentioned a shortage of qualified staff and indidathat more taxonomic training was needed for
taxonomic capacity-building. Some Parties (17%fedoa need for increased taxonomic information
dissemination and public awareness. A few Pantiestioned the need for increasing funding,
institutional capacities, research on less stutfigzd, national coordination and international caapen.

/...
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Regional or global capacity-building to support ass to, and generation of, taxonomic information in
collaboration with other Parties

17. Some Parties (20%) reported that global and regiceg@acity-building is under development to
support access to and generation of taxonomicrimdtion. Some Parties (36%) stated some activities
were underway and a few Parties reported that raatiyities were carried out towards this goal. $om
Parties (38%) stated that they had not yet stavtm#ling on this at either global or regional levdihe
majority of the global/regional capacity-buildingtizities in this regard have been carried out by
industrialized countries. However, few Partieshwéiconomies in transition have undertaken related
activities.

18. Many countries provided detailed information oniaties in this regard. A few Parties (10%)
mentioned active participation with GBIF. SometRar(18%) listed web-based taxonomic databases or
specimen digitisation projects. Some Parties (18%i)tioned infrastructure-building projects involgi
collection facilities. Some Parties (20%) desdlibapecific collaborative programmes or research
projects. A few Parties mentioned specific fundimpgdies for taxonomic information access and
generation and collaborative human-capacity-bugdinojects. A few Parties mentioned GTI capacity-
building regional workshops and noted involvememtrélevant international/regional networks or
scientific societies.

19. The European Community reported on many globalraginal activities undertaken with other
countries, particularly developing countries. TEheare many taxonomic projects related to
implementation of the GTI funded through the EC &epment Aid programmes as well as through the
Research and Technological Development FramewargrBmmes.

Taxonomic support for the implementation of thertagc programmes of work under the Convention

20. Many Parties (43%) have not yet provided taxonosupport for the implementation of the
thematic work programmes of the Convention. Thegmages of Parties that have provided taxonomic
support for projects/research activities to implaméifferent thematic work programmes are the
following:

«  43% for forest biodiversity;

* 36% for marine and coastal biodiversity;

e 30% for dry and sub-humid lands biodiversity;
e 39% for inland waters biodiversity;

* 36% for biodiversity of mountain ecosystems;
« 37% of Parties for agricultural biodiversity;

« 13% of Parties for island biodiversity.

21. A few Parties (6%) have provided taxonomic supgdortall the thematic work programmes
(Belgium, Cuba, El Salvador, India, Mexico and tbaited Kingdom) and 10 % of Parties have
supported six thematic work programmes. Howevalf,df responding Parties have provided taxonomic
support for only one thematic work programme. Cants vary greatly between Parties, ranging from
short, general comments and detailed descriptibnssearch activities on a specific taxonomic group
thematic work programmes.

Taxonomic support for the implementation of thessroutting issues under the Convention
22. Many Parties (61%) have not developed taxonomigaupfor the implementation of the

cross-cutting issues of the Convention. The péacgs of Parties that have provided taxonomic stippo
for projects/research activities to implement samess-cutting issues are the following:
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e 189% for access and benefit-sharing;

e 18% for the Ecosystem Approach;

e 189% for Article 8(j) and related provisions;
o 25% for impact assessment;

* 29% of Parties for invasive alien species;
* 4% of Parties for other issues.

23. A few Parties have provided taxonomic support fibrttee cross-cutting issues listed (Cuba,

Australia, Benin, Egypt, India, Kenya, Thailand,bdgkistan and Zimbabwe). However, many Parties
(66%) have provided taxonomic support for only of¢he cross-cutting issues. The WEOG countries
have provided high taxonomic support for issuedidigavith invasive alien species. The WEOG also

led among all regions in providing taxonomic supgoraddress all the cross-cutting issues, with the
exception of Article 8j and access and benefitisigar

Overall Assessment of Progress and Challenges

24, Areas where 50% of Parties or more reported sorogress is being made include: long-term

investment for infrastructure for taxonomic colieas; training programmes in taxonomy and capacity
of taxonomic research; basic national taxonomic deeassessments; and support for thematic
programmes of work.

25. Areas where 35-50% of Parties reported some pregeebeing made include: financial and
administrative stability of taxonomic institutionsgional or global capacity-building to supportess
to, and generation of, taxonomic information; aotlaboration with existing regional, subregionatan
global initiatives, partnerships and institutionstirry out the programme of work.

26. Areas where over 50% of Parties reported progredacking include: developing a plan to
implement the suggested actions as annexed toioledi¥/'1l; and support for the implementation of the
cross-cutting issues under the Convention.

27. In addition to some specific challenges mentionealva, the main obstacles identified by many
countries for the implementation of the programrhavork for the GTI are primarily insufficiency of
funding, lack of/poor infrastructure, and lack @&ihing and trained personnel.

General Measuresfor Conservation and Sustainable Use (Article 6)
Introduction

28. Article 6 of the Convention requires Parties to @lep or adapt national strategies, plans or
programmes for achieving the objectives of the @oitien and to integrate biodiversity conservatiod a
sustainable use into relevant sectoral or crossis#@lans, programmes and plans.

29. So far, the Conference of the Parties has not geavicomprehensive guidance on the
implementation of Article 6 in one consolidated idem. Its relevant guidance is scattered in u&io
decisions, in particular those relating to the taemprogrammes of work and cross-cutting issules.
these decisions, Parties were requested to incgdhematic areas and cross-cutting issues into
national biodiversity strategies and national planselevant sectoral and cross-sectoral strateplass

or programmes. Goal 3 of the Strategic Plan of @momvention states that “national biodiversity
strategies and action plans and the integratidoiaxiversity concerns into relevant sectors sewama
effective framework for the implementation of tHgextives of the Convention”.
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30. In the third national report, Parties were askeddport on the status of NBSAPs, targets
included in NBSAPs, identification of priority actis for implementing NBSAPs, sectoral or cross-
sectoral integration of biodiversity considerations

Synthesis of responses and comments

31. Status of NBSAP#/lany Parties (60%) have put in place some strasegilans and programmes
for achieving the objectives of the Convention.n®o(26%) have developed comprehensive strategies,
plans and programmes for this purpose. Ten camiridicated that their biodiversity strategies or
action plans were under development. A few otlsaid that no such strategies or action plans are in
place. It should be noted that some countriesadaame their biodiversity strategies or actiomplas
such. Instead they may have incorporated biodiyensto their related strategies and plans, sugh a
sustainable development strategies or nationakr@mviental policy or plan, or have developed a serie
of related strategies or plans that in combinasienve the same purposes as do NBSAPs.

32. Setting measurable targets within NBSAPSome countries (40%) reported that they had
included some targets in their NBSAPs, with a f@untries indicating that reports on implementatibn
these targets are available. However, the detaibedments provided by these Parties do not seem to
support these answers. Many countries (41%) itelicthat progress on target development is at wario
stages of advancement. Some countries (15%) headycsaid that no such targets are in place.

33. From the detailed comments provided by Partieggetarset by many Parties in their NBSAPs or
other related strategies are mostly qualitativenly@ few Parties have adopted quantitative orfésr.
example, Poland, as revealed in its National PatieyForest, aims to increase forest cover to 30% by
2020 and to 33% by 2050. Malaysia aims to achéelexel 50% of tree and forest cover in perpetuity

34. Identification of priorities for implementing NBS&P Most Parties (82%) that had developed
and/or adopted their NBSAPs have identified prjoattions or activities for implementation. Thetre
indicated that they are identifying or are yetderitify priorities.

35. Sectoral or cross-sectoral integration of biodivigrsconcerns More than half of reporting
countries indicated that they had integrated bieddiity issues into some sectors. 36% of reporting
countries said that biodiversity issues have beainsireamed into major sectors. Three countries
reported that this integration had been achieveallisectors. Ten countries stated that mainstirggam
had not occurred yet. While listing sectors whbiediversity is already integrated, a considerable
number of countries highlighted the fact that catgintegration takes time and that much work remai
to be done to this end.

36. From the detailed comments provided by reportingntrdes, it seems that there are a number of
ways to mainstream biodiversity. First, obvioustyany countries have developed sectoral strategies,
plans and programmes to achieve the objectivelseo€bnvention. The sectors mentioned by Parties ar
many (almost all the sectors that can impact bixdity). Primary ones are forestry, agricultuighéry,
mining, tourism, industry, education, energy, watemagement (including wetland management), land
use management, and rural or local community deveémt. Meanwhile a number of countries reported
on some sectoral initiatives and programmes deeeldp address biodiversity issues in these sectors.
For example, in South Africa, the Biodiversity amtihe Initiative is a partnership that exists betwése
wine industry and the conservation sector in thd6s areas of the Western Cape.

37. Second, a considerable number of countries strettmedross-sectoral approaches to address
biodiversity issues. Therefore many of them haneoiiporated biodiversity issues into some broad or
long-term development and/or environmental stra®gand plans, such as national strategies for
sustainable development, national long-term plan docial and economic development, national
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strategies for natural resources management, mtiemvironmental strategies or plans and poverty
reduction strategies or papers. For example, B82€he Australian government refocused policies on
biodiversity conservation by adopting a strategizss-sectoral approach as the basis for investinent
biodiversity maintenance and recovery. Botswahd&on 2016 calls for a fully integrated approach
towards conservation and development, with equétalidtribution of environmental assets and natural
resources and their benefits.

38. Third, some countries mainstreamed biodiversity m@levant sectors through having developed
and adopted legislation, such as Biodiversity Aggter Resources Management Act, the Conservation
of Agricultural Resources Act and Fishery Act. Tthese objectives of the Convention are included in
these laws and regulations as key objectives aittinguprinciples for relevant provisions. A numbur
countries indicated that biodiversity integratian achieved through including biodiversity-inclusive
requirements in environmental or strategic envirental impact assessments. All projects or
programmes that impact biodiversity, irrespectifesector, must meet the requirements of EIAs or
SEAs.

39. Fourth, some countries have integrated biodivemsitya key component of their programmes to
address other related issues such as land degnadatid climate change. A few countries have
developed action plans to address climate chandeitanimpact on biodiversity. In national action
programmes to combat desertification, some counthiave included biodiversity conservation and
sustainable use as key actions to fight desetrtifica Some countries also address biodiversityess
while developing and implementing policies or pwogmes for biotechnology, local and indigenous
community development, benefit-sharing relatedht® use of genetic resources, scientific researdh an
environmental pollution abatement.

40. Finally, some countries have not only integrateddhiersity issues into relevant sectoral and
cross-sectoral strategies, plans and programmes, almo established various mechanisms and
institutional frameworks to make integration happéfor example, Thailand has established a National
Committee for Sustainable Development, which igreldaby the Prime Minister. The main principle of

sustainable development identified by this comnaitie the integration of nature conservation with
actions undertaken in other relevant sectors, diotu poverty reduction and local community

development.

41. Biodiversity is also mainstreamed into some redimieategies and policy frameworks. For
example, the EU Strategy for Sustainable Developrivatuded one key priority which is managing
natural resources more responsibly. In additioe,EU had promulgated a number of directives, sisch
the EU Water Framework Directive and the EU Haltaective, which cover principles of sustainable
development and integrated management approaches.

Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

42. It appears that many reporting countries have m@ized the importance of biodiversity planning
as a general measure for achieving the objectiféseoConvention. This is revealed by the fact tha
many countries have put in place national biodiestrategies and action plans or similar straegind
plans. More importantly, biodiversity has been mstieamed by many Parties into relevant sectoral
plans. However, goals, objectives and targetsided in NBSAPs or other similar strategies are post
gualitative. Only a few countries have set clemantitative targets, most of which are relatetbtest
cover and protected areas coverage. Though maoatrigs have identified priorities for implementati

of their NBSAPs, few of them have indicated whetdued to what extent they have been implemented.

43. There are a few common challenges encountered lmy mauntries, in particular developing
countries and countries with economies in trangjtiwhich are lack of human, technical and financial
resources, lack of adequate data and informatidnwagak policy, legal and institutional support.héxt

/...
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challenges include lack of coordination among ratevsectors and levels of government, limited
stakeholder involvement, lack of education and awess, weak law enforcement, lack of incentive
measures, lack of systems to monitor impacts ordiveesity, lack of systematic integration of
biodiversity into relevant policy-making processesnflicts between biodiversity conservation and
sustainable use and local livelihood and povertycdon, and lack of measurable targets.

Climate change and biodiversity
Introduction

44, Climate change is addressed through both the cutssg issue on biodiversity and climate
change and through the integration of relevantvdiets within the programmes of work of the
Convention. In fact, climate change related ati@isiare integrated within all of the programmesvofk

of the CBD with the exception of the programme ofkvon technology transfer and cooperation.

45, Decisions of the Conference of the Parties on k&dity and climate change largely focus on
cooperation and collaboration particularly with tdeited Nations Framework Convention on Climate
Change. This cooperation is called for at theomatli level, and through the Joint Liaison Grouphat
level of the Convention Secretariats and subsidiagies.

46. In the third national report, Parties were askerkfmrt on projects for climate change mitigation
and adaptation that incorporate biodiversity covestssn and sustainable use and coordination eftorts
ensure that these projects are in line with UNFGGE UNCCD requirements.

Synthesis of responses and comments

Projects aimed at mitigating and adapting to climahange that incorporate biodiversity conservation
and sustainable use

47. 47% reported on integrating biodiversity consenmtand sustainable use into projects aimed at
mitigating and adapting to climate change. 42ifanmeported that such projects are currently under
development. 18 countries have not implementedoamjgcts yet.

48. The most common avenue for the integration of ety considerations within climate
change mitigation and adaptation is through NatioAaaptation Programmes of Action or
national/regional climate change policies. Othegjexts are being implemented through forestry plan
or policies or inland waters and marine and coastalagement plans.

Facilitating coordination to ensure that climateasige mitigation and adaptation projects are in line
with commitments made under UNFCCC and UNCCD

49. 37% reported on coordinated implementation of denahange mitigation and adaptation
projects. 37% of Parties reported on activitiedarrdevelopment. Only 16% of Parties reported rioat
efforts have been implemented to facilitate cocation.

50. A number of Parties have undergone extensive efforensure coherence between commitments
under the CBD, UNFCCC and UNCCD. The GovernmenAuostralia, for example, has adopted a
National Biodiversity and Climate Change Action iPhahich presents a comprehensive approach to
implementing synergies. Other Parties, such asvigota, have integrated climate change considegation
into their National Biodiversity Strategy and Acti®lan.
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51. Other approaches include supporting coordinatiotwden focal points for the three
Conventions, and analysing opportunities for syiesrgmong the commitments undertaken within the
frameworks of the CBD, UNFCCC, and UNCCD.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

52. In additional comments provided by more than 50ntdes, those countries that have begun
working on projects to address climate change, ibéodity and land degradation highlight the
importance of:

* across-sector approach;

» public education and awareness raising;

» mainstreaming biodiversity considerations withitiowal climate change planning
processes;

» the establishment of a coordinating body;

» appropriate legal and policy frameworks;

» the decentralization, where appropriate, of nattesburce management.

53. Overall, key barriers identified by Parties include

e poor or incomplete understanding of climate changmacts;

» slow development of climate change mitigation addptation activities;

» lack of technical, human and financial resources;

» weak institutional capacity for coordination ancplementation of synergies.

I dentification, Monitoring and I mpact Assessment (Articles 7 and 14)
Article 7 (Identification and Monitoring)
Introduction

54. Article 7 requires Parties to identify and monitmmponents of biodiversity for conservation

and sustainable use, identify processes and catsgof activities which have or are likely to have

significant adverse impacts on the conservation suglainable use of biodiversity, and maintain and
organize data derived from identification and manitg activities.

55. In the third national report, Parties were askeddport on the programmes established to
identify and monitor components of biodiversitysgiecies, ecosystem and genetic levels, mechanisms
for maintaining and organizing data derived frorantification and monitoring activities as well aseu

of national indicators for monitoring.

Synthesis of responses and comments

56. Programmes to identify components of biodiversitMost reporting Parties (over 70%) have
established some programmes to identify componehtsiodiversity at the genetic, species and/or
ecosystem level. Some countries (17%) have eshsdi identification programmes at all levels,
including at genetic level, and some inventories.

57. The technigues and means used by some countriegefdification include:

» Survey and inventorying;

* Biotope mapping;

* National censuses on habitats and species;

* Registration of genetic resources or establishrokgéne banks;
* Taxonomic studies or biodiversity assessments;
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* A GIS-based monitoring system;
» Bioprospecting.

58. Some developing countries have identified biodigrsomponents through implementation of
internationally-funded biodiversity projects such hiodiversity country studies or participation in
international biodiversity-related processes sigtha FAO forest resources assessment. Some igsuntr
include biodiversity identification as a part ofeth efforts to investigate and prepare the state of
environment report or develop an atlas or reddligtertain species and ecosystems.

59. It seems most developed countries had developedstablished biodiversity identification
programmes covering diversity of species, ecosystamd genes. It should be noted that some
developing countries also put in place such progras) though many of them, particularly LDCs, are
experiencing difficulties in setting up identifiga programmes. For example, Nature Kenya and
National Museums are coordinating a national ImgutrBird Areas monitoring scheme with a two-tiered
approach: (i) basic monitoring in sixty sites esmnting 10% of Kenya's land mass focusing on
ecosystems changes, (ii) detailed monitoring fee fof the sixty sites, tracking changes in threaden
species and their habitats. Nature Kenya and iRirttiternational are conducting monitoring work at
species and landscape levels at some sites withikastern Arc Mountains and Coastal Forests Hotspo
in Kenya.

60. Systematic monitoring programmes for biodiversitynponents: 94 Parties have established
monitoring programmes at species level and 86 cmsnhave established monitoring programmes at
ecosystem level. 50 Parties also put in place fqudgrammes at genetic level. Though various
monitoring programmes are in place, many countdiéer in scale or scope of monitoring. Some
countries, such as Australia and Canada, have lisstedd comprehensive monitoring programmes
covering a wide range of species and ecosystewariaus levels, while some countries focus more on
those species or ecosystems that had been iddragiendangered or rare. Some countries also fwcus
those ecosystems which are considered cruciabuivirsity, such as forests, wetlands, agroecosyste
marine and coastal ecosystems. Many European rigsimstablished monitoring programmes also to
meet the requirements arising from related regidiraictives and frameworks, such as NATURA 2000,
the EU Habitat Directive and the EU Water Framework

61. Technigues and means of monitoring also vary amBagies that had put in place such
programmes. Some countries use satellite mongorirBome countries focus on species-oriented
monitoring. Some countries monitor by using vasidadicators. For example, Canada monitors
ecosystem integrity by focusing on three indicataramely plant and animal diversity, ecosystem
processes and principal stressors. Some coursiigls as Malaysia are applying DNA techniques to
identify genetic diversity.

62. Monitoring programmes on key threats to biodiversi®l countries had put in place monitoring

programmes on invasive alien species and clima@ngdn 85 countries had established such
programmes on pollution, 75 countries on land usd &1 countries on unsustainable use or
overexploitation of natural resources. A few coi@st had monitoring programmes for fisheries. A
number of countries are also monitoring threatprimtected areas. Many countries provided detailed
information concerning their respective programnessablished to monitor some or all threats to
biodiversity mentioned above. Indonesia has dgelomonitoring programmes for IAS in protected

areas, projects that have impacts on biodiversityal reefs and oil spills in some marine areas.
Indonesia has also developed methods for monitociilgate change impacts on the environment,
particularly on forest and agricultural biodiveysit

63. Mechanism to maintain or organize data or inforroatderived from inventories and monitoring
programmes and for information collection:53 Parties have established and 47 countries are

/...
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establishing some mechanisms to maintain or orgadaa or information derived from monitoring
programmes. A number of Parties (13), mostly dmsedl countries, have established a relatively
complete system of data or information collectiod anaintenance. In many Parties, data or infogmati
concerning biodiversity components are collectedf @nmaintained by different sectors and institagio
However, in some Parties, a coordinated systerstabbshed to maintain and disseminate biodiversity
related information and data. For example, AustraCanada and Denmark have established their
national biodiversity information facilities (partlto support the Global Biodiversity Information
Facility) that act as a national node for maintagniand disseminating information or data on
biodiversity. Some countries also use their naio@learing-House Mechanism to maintain and
disseminate relevant data and information. Thahghe is ho system of information or data collettio
and maintenance in place, some countries have lisbtadd databases particularly for certain species
(usually endangered), habitats and ecosystemsewAcbuntries are also cooperating on biodiversity
information and data collection and maintenancehsas an integrated taxonomy information system
established by Canada, USA and Mexico.

64. Use of national indicators for monitoring:Around half of countries reported that they had
identified and are using some indicators for maimigp The other half are either identifying or yet
identify indicators for monitoring. It should be@ted that some of these indicators are not devdlope
particularly for biodiversity monitoring, but aspart of the environmental monitoring and reporting
system or measuring the overall sustainable demsop. Some countries have developed and are using
indicators for monitoring specific species and gstems such as forests. A number of countries are
using a similar set of indicators, such as status tends of species and ecosystems, coverage of
protected areas and conservation status.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

65. Many reporting countries have put in place someitadng and/or identification programmes,
some of which focus only on certain species andystems. Generally speaking, developed countries,
including some countries with economies in traositihave established relatively more comprehensive
monitoring programmes. As far as the effectivengfssnonitoring programmes is concerned, many
countries indicated that this is difficult to assesd this stage. It is, however, encouraging tie rloat
some countries have established some baselin@sdiaitoring or produced some inventories or redlist
based on monitoring results. Though programmesnapéace for monitoring and data collection, some
countries are experiencing difficulties in data gassing and maintenance. Data aggregation is
particularly challenging for some countries duethe fact that data is collected and maintained by
different sectors and institutions. Many countmegd to do more with regard to identifying andchgsi
indicators for monitoring.

66. Main challenges for implementing this Article indki

» Lack of coordination among monitoring programmes;

» Institutional weakness and lack of technical experbr manpower;

» Lack of systematic collection, processing and namiahce of data and information;
* Need for political support;

» Lack of local capacities for monitoring;

» Lack of engaging stakeholders or effective partmipss

» Difficulty in prioritising focus of monitoring anthck of systematic monitoring;

» Lack of adequate indicators, baselines and metbgus,;

» Lack of financial resources.

Article 14.1 (Impact Assessment)
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Introduction

67. The Conference of the Parties has adopted a nuofilslercisions on Article 14, such as decisions
VI18, VII7, VI/11, VII/7 and VII/17. Article 14 (), provision concerning impact assessment, has been
referred to in a number of other decisions. Onthefkey developments related to Article 14 is that
sixth meeting of the Conference of the Parties t@abpthe draft guidelines for incorporating
biodiversity-related issues into environmental ictpassessment (EIA) legislation and/or processes, a
into strategic environmental assessment (SEA).

68. In the third national report, Parties were askedefmrt on development of legislation requiring
EIA of projects likely to have adverse effects aadiversity, mechanisms for ensuring assessments of
those strategies or policies likely to have advéngeacts on biodiversity, mechanisms for addressing
transboundary impacts and national emergency regpmechanisms.

Synthesis of responses and comments

Legislation and procedure on environmental impasessment (EIA) and strategic environmental
assessment (SEA)

69. Most responding Parties (86%) have impact assedsiegislations and procedures at project
level (EIA) in place. Over half of country Partiegve also developed impact assessment legislatimhs
procedures for programmes and policies (SEA), wisitene others (39%) are in the process of
developing SEA legislation and procedures. A feawties reported that they had not put in place any
laws or policies for EIA or SEA.

70. Most (73%) Parties also reported implementing bit@t regional and/or multilateral agreements
on activities likely to significantly affect biologal diversity outside their jurisdiction. Only ree
countries (38%) reported having mechanisms in placeprevent or minimize danger or damage
originating in their territory to biological divetg in the territory of other Parties, or in ardayond the
limits of national jurisdiction.

71. Many respondents (47%) have established nationahamésms for emergency response to
activities or events which present a grave and imami danger to biological diversity, and some ather
(31%) are in the process of developing such meshai

72. Most countries reported that their impact assesshagislation and procedures are designed to
minimize negative impacts on biodiversity. Onlyrgn(24%), however, reported applying major aspects
of the guidelines on biodiversity considerationsiripact assessment (decisions VI/7-A and VIII/28),
while some others (35%) were applying some aspafctise guidelines. This may be attributed to the
relatively recent development of the guidelines el periodicity of typically about a decade betwee
modifications of impact assessment legislation @nplfocedures.

73. Countries reported on a variety of mechanisms atelto ensure that due consideration is given
to the environmental consequences of national progres and policies that are likely to have sigaific
adverse impacts on biological diversity. Thesduitke: strategic environmental assessment legislati
for development plans, policies, programmes andteggies; sectoral impact studies; inter-ministerial
committees; inter-agency consultation on all majergrammes, policies or modifications; partnerships
of public/private sectors, universities and NGOsaddress impacts of agriculture, animal husbanddy a
aquaculture on biodiversity; special environmegt@hmittees; sanctions, incentives, compensation and
enforcement measures; and the development andcappii of best practice guidelines.
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Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

74. Impact assessment processes are in place anddapphigany countries, yet biodiversity is often
inadequately addressed. There is a growing retiognof the need to better reflect biodiversity
considerations in environmental impact assessnagrtsn strategic environmental assessments.

75. Specifically, countries reported on several posit@utcomes of implementing Article 14.1
including:

» The reinforcement of impact assessment legislatiwhinstitutional framework;

* A growing number of environmentally sound projects;

» Greater awareness of environmental legislation;

» Greater awareness of the importance of impact sise#g as tools for environmental and
biodiversity protection;

» Introduction of the assessment of the environmerdakequences of national policies and
programmes;

» Bilateral collaboration on impact assessment;

» Introduction of independent impact assessmentweg@nmittees;

» Publication of guidance material on incorporatirigdiversity issues into EIA and SEA,
including sector-related (e.g. trade; forestry) assue-related (e.g. wetlands; migratory
species; protected areas) guidance.

76. Countries also reported on a number of obstaclespbeng the full application of impact
assessment tools. These include:

* Inadequate human and financial capacities, in @ddi limited capacities to carry out
assessments;

» Lack of quality and availability of environmentadtd and of information necessary for the
full identification of the impacts of developmenmttiaities, including limited knowledge and
scientific basis to develop biodiversity evaluatiiteria, particularly with regard to genetic
diversity, and insufficient exchange of knowledgghnology and experience;

» Narrowness of project inclusion lists;

» Weak institutional structures and limited interseat coordination often coupled with a lack
of political will and leadership and a lack of tsparency and accountability;

* Inadequate monitoring and enforcement of impaoctssaent regulations and of mitigation
measures, reported largely as a consequence obfdaoktitutional structures and financial
and human resources;

» Lack of ongoing qualification and certification pess for environmental service providers;

» Limited resources to review, monitor and enforcgpait assessment decisions leading to
delays in decision-making and project approval, iaadequate post-project monitoring;

» Lack of meaningful public and stakeholder partitigma in environmental planning and
management often linked to poverty, low levels ofueation, lack of awareness of
environmental and biodiversity issues;

» Limited commitment to biodiversity conservation¢limding on the part of the private sector,
and prioritisation of economic objectives and needs

In-situ Conservation (Article 8i,k,I)
Introduction
Synthesis of responses and comments

77. Provision of conditions for compatibility betweerepent uses and biodiversity conservation and
sustainable use: Most Parties report that thep hianertaken measures to ensure compatibility Eetwe

/...
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present uses of biodiversity and biodiversity coveston and sustainable use, with some countries
having put in place comprehensive measures inrdgard. One common measure taken by many
countries for implementing this provision is toadish various categories and networks of protected
areas. Many countries have developed and adoptedant laws and policies that require sustainable
use of natural resources and biodiversity companeit few countries indicated that requirements for
environmental impact assessment are implementdds@nd. Some countries have put in place special
licensing or permit systems for use of some natrgaburces, in particular those endangered species,
populations or threatened ecosystems. Many casntlso included objectives and actions in their
NBSAPs and relevant sectoral strategies and pslidie particular forestry, fishery, agriculture and
tourism, whose implementation aims to ensure coitnifigt between present use and conservation of
biodiversity. Some countries mentioned programraed projects they had implemented or are
implementing for the purpose of creating conditifmrscompatibility between present and future usfes
biodiversity. A few countries particularly mentih their community-based programmes that are
developed to increase local communities’ capaditybiodiversity conservation and sustainable u&e.
few countries are employing a mix of measures tbiea® the balance between present use and
conservation of biodiversity. For example, Austrauses a combination of law, cooperative
arrangements in the federal government and inceatiad market-based measures to realize compatibilit
between resource use and biodiversity conservation.

78. Development or maintaining of necessary legislafionprotection of threatened species and
populations: Nearly all countries report that they have devedbjsgislations or policies or plans for
protection of threatened species and populatiodany countries have developed wildlife protection
laws, nature conservation laws or other similaalegts that provide strict protection of those#ttened
species and populations. Many countries have dé&eloped and adopted sectoral regulations for
management of various natural resources and eewmsystsuch as forest, water resources, fishery, to
name a few, which contain provisions for protectivadpitats of threatened species and populations. A
number of countries have also included in theiabdey laws such as the environment act, criminadlpen
code and constitution, provisions that provide g@ctibn of threatened species and populations. In
addition to these laws and regulations, some cmmirave also promulgated some administrative srder
government /royal decrees and proclamations opsaagpolicies that serve as regulatory instruménts
protect threatened species. Some countries havin galace requirements for environmental impacts
assessment or licensing or permitting systemsatmtto minimize impacts on threatened species. In
some countries, red lists or data books of threatespecies are published for their protection.ufber

of countries indicate that they are implementing ITES and other international environmental
agreements which also provide protection for someatened species. Many EU member states have
transposed to national laws relevant EU directaugsh as the EU Habitats Directive and Bird Direstiv
which also provide protection for threatened spgcie

79. Regulating or managing processes and activitiestifieed under Article 7 as having significant
adverse effects on biodiversity: Most countriegoré that they have put in place legislations, sule
policies to regulate or manage processes and tesivihat have significant adverse effects on
biodiversity. Many countries have adopted rulesaars that require environmental impacts assessment
to regulate or manage those processes or actithmshave adverse impacts on biodiversity. Some
countries adopted bans or licensing or permit syst® ensure impacts of some activities on biogiter
can be minimized or avoided. In addition, many da@r other regulatory instruments or policies
mentioned above also require that these processastivities should be regulated or managed. Some
countries have also developed best practice codeguinlelines for regulating or managing some
processes or activities that have adverse impactsamiversity. A few countries also engage relgva
actors in particular the private sector to proyadeper guidance to their activities that may haskeease
impacts on biodiversity.
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Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

80. Overall, most countries report that they have puplace various legal, policy and institutional
frameworks and relevant programmes to create donditfor compatibility between present use and
conservation of biodiversity, to protect threatersgbcies and populations as well as to regulate or
manage those processes and activities that hawesadimpacts on biodiversity. In addition to dotizes
legal and policy instruments, a number of countails® implement some regional and internationadlleg
or policy frameworks to achieve these objectiveRwever it seems unclear to what extent these legal
and policy frameworks have been enforced or impheawe and whether any specific impacts or
outcomes have been generated as a result of thgierinentation.

81. Main challenges identified by many countries inelud

» Lack of financial, human and technical resources;

* Inadequate political support and inadequate legad @olicy frameworks and weak
enforcement;

e Limited capacities;

« Difficulty in handling conflicts between short-terand long-term goals, such as poverty
reduction and biodiversity conservation;

» Lack of inter-sectoral coordination;

» Low-level public awareness and lack of participatid relevant stakeholders.

Protected Areas (Article8 ato )
Introduction

82. At its seventh meeting, the Conference of the Esiiti decision VI1/28 adopted a programme of
work on protected areas. In paragraph 28 of thessibn, the Conference of the Parties decideddess

at each of its meetings until 2010, progress innf@ementation of the programme of work on pratelct
areas, and to determine the need for more effectigasures and additional financial and technical
support to reach the 2010 target. The formatHerthird national report contains nine questiotested

to the programme of work on protected areas maiolering those activities that have a timeline of
2006. The synthesis below is organized by ao#isittovered in the third national report rather than
strictly by order of questions.

Synthesis of responses and comments

Activity 1.1.1: Establish suitable time-bound andasurable national and regional level protectedaar
targets and indicators (time line 2006)

83. 55% of the reporting Parties indicated establishimoésome targets and indicators for protected
areas while 18% of countries have established cengmsive targets and indicators. In 23 other
reporting countries, the process of establishingets and/or indicators for protected areas is unas.
However, only a few countries provided additionaformation to supplement their answer to this
guestion. Countries that are part of the Europdaion are linking protected area targets to theuNat
2000 network process under the EU Wild Birds anthitaés Directives. In other countries, area-based
protected area targets have been articulated @avaet environmental policies, national strategims f
sustainable development, national biodiversitytsgi@s and action plans, national wildlife actidans
and sectoral policies and programmes. In Canaddralonesia, targets for marine protected areas hav
also been established. Some reporting countriesifsggd time- bound targets for implementation of
management action plans (Denmark), nature objeptases (Belgium), finalization of legal requirement
(Estonia), and species-based conservation plansidGind Hungary) for protected areas. The area-
based protected area targets ranged from 5.74%%o d&f the total geographical area of countries by
2010, 2015 or 2050.
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Activity 1.1.2: Establish or expand protected ar@aany large, intact or relatively unfragmented o
highly irreplaceable natural areas, or areas undégh threat, as well as areas securing the most
threatened species, and taking into considerati@ndonservation needs of migratory species (tirmee li
2006)

84. 63 countries reported that they had taken signifieaetions and 43 countries had taken limited
actions in this regard. Most of them have alreadiablished new protected areas or have plans to
expand existing protected areas. However, ongwadountries provided detailed information regagdin
whether those protected areas cover large, intacinfragmented natural areas, or areas under high
threat, as well as areas securing the most thredtgpecies. While the primary criterion for expgagd
existing areas or establishing new areas is thsideration of ecological parameters, some countries
reported consideration of social and cultural cidtealso. An analysis of reports reveals that
establishing/ expanding protected aréater alia covered:

(@) Various biomes and high priority areas: Plateaulamds, cold meadows,
moorlands, high mountain forests, bogs, salt marst@astal meadows, and centres of species richness
or endemicity;

(b) Threatened species: Tibetan antelope, wild yad véitd ass.

Activity 1.1.3: Address the under-representatibmarine and inland water ecosystems, taking into
account marine ecosystems beyond areas of natjonsdliction, and transboundary inland water
ecosystems (time line 2006 for terrestrial and 2fi¥8narine)

85. Implementation of this activity by coastal countdriesulted in a modest increase in the marine
area protected globally. 41 countries reportecetiaffing significant actions while 46 countriesogpd
taking limited actions to increase representatibnmarine and inland ecosystems in protected areas.
Many countries have plans to increase the exterlafine and Coastal Protected Areas (MCPAS)
covering the habitat of rare and endangered mameeies, as well as to include marine territories o
importance as wintering, nesting and resting sifemigratory species in existing terrestrial protec
areas. Some reporting coastal countries havedglideclared and gazetted some MCPAs. In accordance
with the programme of work on marine and coastaldgical diversity under the Convention on
Biological Diversity (decision VII/5), national sgsns or networks of MCPAs are also becoming more
common. 21 of the reporting coastal countries tsanah a system or network under development, while
11 countries have no such system in place.

Activity 1.1.5: Conduct protected area gap anayaking into account Annex 1 of the Convention and
other criteria such as irreplaceability, minimunfezftive size and viability requirements, integrand
ecological processes (time line 2006)

86. Very few reporting countries indicated that theyl m@nducted protected-area gap analysis, and
in another six countries some limited action isemday. In EU Member States, the criteria stipadah

the Birds and Habitat Directives for designatingpé8ial Protection Areas” and “Sites of Community
Importance” under the Natura 2000 network, largelge into account Annex | of CBD and other
scientific criteria which Member States apply whilgtablishing these sites. In Canada, some priavinc
governments have undertaken protected area gapsenalAustralia established the National Reserve
System Programme, under the Natural Heritage THostcreating a comprehensive, adequate and
representative system of protected areas and fumdeg projects to review information deficienciesia
gap analysis in the reserve systems at State anitbite levels. In Turkey, the Ministry of Enviroment
and Forestry has undertaken gap analysis undectype of different projects. In India, a gap asialpf
protected area coverage has been conducted byittiifé\nstitute of India, a specialized agencging
various criteria.
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Activity 1.2.1: Identify and implement practicétgs for improving the integration of protected ase
into broader land and seascapes (time line 2008)

87. 62 countries indicated that some steps had beenifidd and implemented while 21 countries
had identified and implemented comprehensive sitefikis regard. 23 countries said that identifying
such steps is under way. However, detailed inftionawas limited on steps or actions taken for
integrating protected areas into broader land a@adaapes. In countries such as EU member Stades an
Australia, relevant regulations or regional deveilept plans require management of protected areas in
the broader context to make sure that the activitidhe areas adjacent to protected areas wilhao¢
negative impacts on protected areas (e.g., theofimbites” requirement of the EC Bird and Habitat
Directives; Australia’s “Directions for the NatidnReserve System”). In Austria, Botswana, Canada,
Denmark, and Finland, protected areas are intejiate surrounding areas through a formal approach
consisting of establishing ecological corridorsrecareas, buffer zones and Biosphere Reserves. In
Canada, a less formal approach consisting of colélon in regional planning exercises, joint resba

and participation by protected-area staff in theiremmental review of projects in adjacent regioiss,
also being used. Canada published best practiass,studies and examples of managing protectad are
in a broader landscape. In Thailand, the Ecosysd@mroach is being applied for management of
protected areas and their integration within théewiandscape.

88. There has been less effort in integrating marirg Goastal protected areas into the surrounding
seascape. According to the marine and coastdbgeeat the third national report, only 15 resporgdin
countries reported complementing their nationaltesysof marine protected areas with sustainable
management practices over the wider marine andalaasvironment. Development of a comprehensive
oceans policy was being considered in another $poreding coastal countries, with some existing
policies, such as the Pacific Islands Regional @seRolicy, the Australian Oceans Policy and the
Canadian Oceans Strategy, providing examples adnaprehensive strategy for managing coasts and
oceans.

Activity 1.5.1: Apply environmental impact assemsnguidelines to projects for evaluating effeatis o
protected areas (time line 2008)

89. Most countries (84%) indicated development andi@cement of some or comprehensive policy

and legislative frameworks that require environrakmtr strategic impact assessments for projects or
plans that have impacts on biodiversity and prethcareas. Some countries (e.g., Bosnia and
Herzegovina) reported that such rules are beingldped under environmental protection law. At the

Canadian federal level, environmental consideratiare integrated into new policies, programmes and
plans through the strategic environmental assedspnecess.

Activity 1.5.5: Assess key threats and developimptement strategies to prevent or mitigate such
threats (time line 2008)

90. Almost all responding countries reported havingarteken assessment of threats to protected
areas. In general, threats to protected areaslanéified as part of the preparation of the managa
plan for individual protected areas. Some coustf&g., Australia, Canada) reported different degr

of assessment of threats by different jurisdictjomish some of them having more detailed assessment
and some others still planning and preparing assa#s. Although the identified threats to protdcte
areas vary from country to country because of difie national circumstances, there are a number of
common threats includingnter alia: habitat fragmentation, conflicting adjoining thuise, invasive
alien species, mining and oil drilling, pollutioaltered fire and hydrological regimes, visitor irofsa
hunting, farming practices and climate change.
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Activity 3.1.1: ldentify legislative and institatial gaps and barriers that impede effective esdhblent

91. Most reporting countries (81%) indicated identifyisome or many gaps and barriers that
impede effective establishment and management atbgied areas. From the information provided,
some of the common constraints are: limited fim@nesources; lack of trained personnel; competing
needs on land for agriculture and recreation; [aciktersectoral coordination; compensation issaras
land tenure rights. Many countries, including deped countries, noted an inadequacy in investments
for protected areas. Canada, EU Member State$a,lmehd Zimbabwe have already put in place
legislation for protected areas while China ishie process of developing new legislation for pristéc
areas, and the United Kingdom is developing a newma bill.

Activity 3.2.1: Undertake national capacity-buildi needs assessment and establish capacity-building
programmes (time line 2006)

92. 62 countries reported that they had undertakensi lmeeeds assessment while 14 countries had
done a thorough assessment. 28 countries saidthassessment is under way. For capacity-building
programmes, a number of countries provided detailselevant activities and initiatives. Australia
indicated that it has a number of forums amongsisdictions to share experiences, including
capacity-building programmes, and it is now working ways and means to build capacity for
non-government protected area managers. Canadatied undertaking initial steps to develop cutddcu
for training staff and managers of protected areashina prepared a “Guide on Assessment of
Management of Nature Reserves of National Level"éichancing the management of nature reserves.
The EC is in the process of conducting the NatueaMdrk Initiative for capacity-building through the
sharing of best management practices in Natura 2De§.

Activity 3.4.2: Implement country-level sustairefihancing plans that support national systems of
protected areas (time line 2008)

93. Only 22 countries indicate that they are implememptielevant financing plans. Meanwhile
31 countries say that such a plan is in place @dadBintries are developing such a plan. 30 camtri
clearly indicate that they do not have such a pl@ver thirty responding countries indicated tha t
major source of funding for protected areas isomati and provincial budgets. A majority of repogti
countries, including developed countries, find teses for the establishment and management of
protected areas limited or very limited. Very feountries reported on the level of protected-area
funding and estimated expenditure for implementhng programme of work on protected areas. Some
developing countries indicated supplementing th@nal budgetary allocations to protected areas wit
bilateral and multilateral funding from donors. rydew countries indicated the nature of supplemsnt
funding mechanisms. None of the responding coesmtmprovided detailed information on the
sustainability of financing plans. Some of the@amentary funding measures reported by countries a
trust funds (Indonesia, Palau Bolivia, Colombiapb@uEcuador, Peru, Panama), appropriation from tax
revenues (Canada), user fee and visitor servicessna, Canada, Namibia), environmental taxes
(Estonia), community funds (EC), income from thdesaf State-owned lands (Finland) and agri-
environment measures under rural development proges (United Kingdom).

Activity 4.2.1: Implement appropriate methodsnstards, criteria and indicators for evaluating the
effectiveness of protected areas management aretrggnce

94. 54 reporting countries indicated that some stargjardteria and indicators, both national and
international, are in use for evaluating the effextess of their protected areas management. 32
countries indicate that such standards and indieate under development while 29 countries saly tha
they have not developed standards or indicatotiSisnregard. The periodicity of review assessments
the effectiveness of protected areas managemeigsvéiom country to country. Some countries
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evaluate protected areas every five or six yeatsrflember States), while others review their pretect
areas management effectiveness when the managetaastfor protected areas have to be revised. In
Canada, protected area agencies focus on measuvai@etives and performance indicators for
management planning, using “ecological integritg”am indicator. Canada has developed guidelines to
evaluate effectiveness of protected areas manadernesistent with IUCN best-practice guidelines.
China has developed “Guide on Assessment of Managemf Nature Reserves” and “Technical
Guidelines on Management of Oceanic Nature ReskrveShina is in the process of revising
classification standards of nature reserves andidgaup the supervision and management rules of
nature reserves. In Finland, Metsahallitus, théhaity responsible for managing protected areas,
organized a comprehensive international evaluatibrthe management effectiveness of Finland’'s
protected areas. “Rapid Assessment and Priofdisaf Protected Area Management” and “Warranty of
Performance Responsibility” are being used for watihg effectiveness in Indonesia and Thailand,
respectively. In the United Kingdom, the statutopnservation agencies carry out site assessment in
accordance with common standards produced by iheNature Conservation Committee.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges
95. The following findings may be drawn from the abeyathesis:

» The widely-implemented activities are 1.1.1 (prtdéecarea targets); 1.1.2 (expansion of
existing ones and establishment of new protectezhsyr 1.5.1 (application of impact
assessment guidelines); 1.5.5 (assessment of keatsh and 3.1.1 (identification of
institutional gaps and barriers);

» One of the major impediments for effective implemta¢ion of the programme of work is
lack of adequate financial resources. Developiogntries, as well as some developed
countries, cited inadequate investments in proteateas;

 Among the various activities, the synthesis of infation on implementation of activities
1.1.5 (gap analysis), 1.2.1 (integrating prote@ezhs into wider landscapes and seascapes),
3.4.2 (country level sustainable financing stragspiand 4.2.1 (evaluating the management
effectiveness of protected areas), clearly indatatee need for capacity-building in
developing countries;

* In the case of activity 3.4.2 (country-level sus#dile financing plans), in addition to training
workshops, there is also an urgent need to initat@e pilot projects to test some of the
available financial strategies in different counsijuations to gain confidence for their
replication in other countries;

» Building strong institutional arrangements for ieplenting the programme of work is
essential. Other biodiversity conventions, insiiiis, and Governments need to create
synergy and partnerships with international nonegomental organizations, facilitating
implementation of the programme of work.

Alien Species (Article 8h)
Introduction
96. The Conference of the Parties acknowledged thentngeed to address the threat of invasive

alien species (IAS) at its fourth meeting (decididfiL) in 1998. Invasive species occur in and etfl
major taxonomic groups and ecosystems and is ceregich cross-cutting issue applicable to all thekwo
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programmes of the Convention. The Conference efRhrties has addressed IAS, most notably in
decisions V/8VI1/23, VII/13 and_VIII/27.

97. The third national report contains 12 question@ditle 8 (h), primarily covering development
and implementation of national invasive specieststiies and action plans and the IAS Guiding
Principles.

Synthesis of responses and comments

Identification of alien species introduced intotisritory and establishment of a system for tragkihe
introduction of alien species

98. Many Parties (63%) have identified some specieshlane not established a tracking system.
Some Parties (27%) have identified some or all A&ajor concern, with a tracking system in plage.
few Parties have neither identified IAS nor esttidid a tracking system. A larger percentage of
industrialized Parties have some or all major lA8ntified with tracking systems in place than do
developing countries and Parties with economidsgainsition. For example, Switzerland has estabtish

a black list to register those alien species tlaaehcaused damage and a watch list to record tiizse
species with the potential to cause damage otz caused damage in neighboring countries.

Assessment of the risks posed to ecosystems, thalitgpecies by the introduction of these aliescis

99. Only a few Parties (11%) have assessed risks teystams, habitats and species for most alien
species. Most Parties (71%) have assessed rigksyrtly for species of concern. All industrialized
Parties, including some countries with economiegramsition, have assessed risks posed by some or
most IAS.

100. Many comments provided by Parties did not direckiyal with risk assessment but described
projects and researches on species that have ihvadal ecosystems. About one third of Parties
reported on research/risk assessments of IAS iategecosystems. Some Parties reported projects on
agro-ecosystems and a few commented on projectgaiine and coastal, forest and island ecosystems.
Certain Parties mentioned research on certain ivewagxonomic groups: almost half of the Partigsd
plants/trees; some Parties had done risk assessfioerfish, terrestrial vertebrates/reptiles/amnils,
insects/invertebrates; and a few Parties mentiaméoorganisms and marine/ aquatic zoobenthic
organisms.

101. Some African countries, indicated that they haddemted researches and/or risk assessments on
the water hyacinthEHichhornia crassipesyhich is considered the world’s worst invasive aguaeed,

and is indigenous to the Amazon Basin of South Agaer It occurs in more than 50 countries on five
continents. Finland and a few CEE countries meetio American mink Nlustela visioh and the
raccoon dog Nyctereutes procionoidesausing damage to local fauna. Lithuania reptit the
European mink Nlustela europeahas been completely replaced by the American nainét is now
considered extinct.

Measures undertaken to prevent the introductiorofitrol or eradicate, those alien species which
threaten ecosystems, habitats or species

102. Most Parties (83%) have some preventive measurgdaoe and only a few have established
comprehensive measures. A larger percentage ofindlized Parties have comprehensive measures in
place compared to other economic groups of coumtrie

103. Approximately half of responding Parties mentionkegjislation and policies that contain
provisions and measures to prevent the introduafonontrol or eradicate alien species. Approxeha

/...
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one quarter of responding Parties mentioned sulaweit/monitoring programmes at the point of entry.
Some Parties reported management techniques, dguasanand physical/chemical/phytosanitary
measures. A few Parties mentioned EIA/risk assessnoutreach/education, collaboration, research,
biocontrol and a national strategy/action planrasgntive measures.

104. An important example of preventive measures citgdriany countries is the Global Ballast
Water Management Program (GLOBALLAST), funded by EMMGEF, which is an initiative of the

International Maritime Organization, member stadé@sl shipping industry. GLOBALLAST supports

developing countries with reducing the transfem@rine 1AS through ballast water. Many countries
have also developed their own national plan fotidgavith ballast water.

Development of or involvement in mechanisms fertirational cooperation to deal with invasive
species

105. 64 Parties reported regional and/or subregiongberaiion to address IAS issues. 24 Parties had
established mechanisms for bilateral cooperatidn;Parties noted multilateral cooperation; and 28
Parties indicated that they were not involved ig emechanisms for international cooperation. Imker

of percentage, industrialized economies have thghdsit rate of participation in bilateral,
regional/subregional and multilateral cooperationhis field. Over half of developing countrieggage
regional/subregional cooperation to deal with IAS.

Use of the Ecosystem Approach and precautionarybémdeographical approaches in its work on alien
invasive species

106. Many Parties (59%) reported that they are using #wdsystem, precautionary and
biogeographical approaches in their work on I1ASowdver, many Parties (41%) responded that these
approaches were not being used.

107. Comments provided by Parties were on a wide rande tapics and various
activities/projects/research were described inedifit ecosystems: forests, aquatic/inland waters,
protected areas, arid/semi-arid lands, agro-ecesgst mountains and marine and coastal ecosystems.
Some Parties commented on some precautionary nesaghat may involve the ecosystem and
biogeographical approach: legislation/policy, Hatjons on the import of aliens at points of entry,
control programmes, phyto-sanitary and quarantieasures, and risk analysis. The taxonomic group
most often cited as involving the use of the ttapproaches was plants.

108. The Ecosystem Approach appears to be more comnusely than other approaches mentioned.
In Nepal, the Ecosystem Approach has been intratidice the conservation of protected areas. In
Poland, the Ecosystem Approach is applied by thgtgghnitary, veterinary, and forest services.
Singapore uses the Ecosystem Approach in the Blanservation Strategy, in identifying Important
Plant Areas (IPAs) and assessing sites for consenvactivities. In Armenia, recent research oanpl
IAS is based on the Ecosystem Approach, which dedugeo-botanical descriptions of the plant
community. European Commission-funded projectsftbe Nature component of the LIFE programme
are based on the Ecosystem Approach. These paeetcoordinated to apply a common conservation
strategy over indigenous species’ natural range.

109. The precautionary approach has been used by mangtrims with regard to legislation,
guarantines and procedures at points of entry.ekample, the precautionary approach has beeredppli
in the Czech Republic in phytosanitary and veteyitegislation. The precautionary approach hasibee
applied in Indonesia by implementing quarantinecpdures at the points of entry and of exit.

110. Few countries commented on the biogeographicaloagprwhich appears to be less commonly
used by Parties compared to the ecosystem andupietary approaches. In India, the biogeographical

/...
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approach has promoted the sharing of informatiooreymeighbouring states. In Canada, elements of
the Ecosystem Approach, precautionary and bio-ggdical approaches are used in the plant protection
program and to address the threat of aquatic IASPoland, the bio-geographical approach has been
applied in the context of plant IAS in Speciallyofarcted Areas. In China, GIS and GPS are used to
perform adaptability analysis for potential IAS.

Identification of national needs and priorities fibre implementation of the Guiding Principles

111. Only some Parties (15%) have identified their nessuts priorities for the implementation of the
Guiding Principles, while some Parties (34%) haet Half of responding Parties reported that they
identifying their needs and priorities.

112. Comments from responding Parties were very scattere this subject matter. The most
common avenue of assessing needs and prioritiesttwasgh development of national strategies or
action plans. China is currently drafting “NatibRdanning on Prevention and Control of InvasivéeAl
Species” and the priorities are to improve relevagislation, management of IAS, public awarenesb a
risk assessment, and to develop technologies for warning, monitoring and eradication. In Ethimp
Uganda and Zambia, major regional needs and pésntere identified through a GEF-funded project
“Removing Barriers to Invasive Plant Managemenffrica”. Needs and priorities identified include
strengthening policies, institutions and capacitidsseminating information on risk, impacts and
management of IAS; and implementing strategiegpfexrention and management of IAS. Lebanon has
developed an action plan to address major prigritidich include the establishment of a monitoring
strategy, the development of legislation for marared coastal habitats, and monitoring of marine
biodiversity using bio-indicators. Poland, throu@ls action plan, is prioritising recording and
monitoring of IAS, exploring invasion sources arathways, impacts on native species and ecosystems,
and economic effects of invasions.

Mechanisms to coordinate national programmes fqrlpg the Guiding Principles

113. Only a few Parties (12%) had mechanisms in placedardinate national programmes for
applying the Guiding Principles and many Partie8%% had mechanisms under development. Almost
half of responding Parties (49%) had not creatett smechanisms.

114. In comments provided by Parties, the most commorthard@sms to coordinate national
programmes were steering committees, nationalegfied and action plans and coordination between
government departments and ministries. In Canadahanisms for coordination were created within
the national strategy for IAS. A virtual secresdirivas established to coordinate policy, manage a
communication programme and coordinate rapid resporn Chile, a national operative committee for
inter-institutional coordination for the control d@fivading species was established in 2005. This
committee works within the framework of the PlanAation of the National Biodiversity Strategy. One
of the long-term objectives of this committee isirttplement the Integrated National Program for the
Control of Invading Species by 2015. In Frances Nmational Council for the Protection of Nature
coordinates and integrates IAS issues into conservagolicy. In the Netherlands, the Ministry of
Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality is consideresgablishing a coordinating commission for IAS. |
Malawi, an expert working group on IAS has beeralgthed to identify training needs, develop
educational materials and mainstream IAS issuesriglevant national programmes. A few Parties also
mentioned coordination at the border, quarantinasmess and legislation, as mechanisms for national
coordination of IAS issues.
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Review of relevant policies, legislation and ingtiins in the light of the Guiding Principles, and
adjusted or developed policies, legislation andiingons

115. Few Parties (6%) have made adjustments and cordpbiggelopment of relevant policies,
legislation and institutions and many Parties (41f4ye not. Some Parties (29%) are reviewing their
relevant policies, legislation and institutions. féw Parties (13%) have ongoing adjustment and
development, and few Parties (11%) have completei@w with the adjustment proposed. About half of
developing countries and countries with economiedransition have not reviewed, adjusted and/or
developed policies, legislation and institutionsiilery most industrialized countries have undertatken
review and adjustment.

116. Of the countries that had completed adjustmentsdawvdlopments, few provided details on the
extent of changes introduced to relevant legishatioolicies and institutions, as a result of rexdew
undertaken. Development of national invasive sedtrategies was often cited as a means of
integrating relevant policies, although many Partieported that only reviews and analyses had been
undertaken. Many countries listed new laws anitigd that contain provisions and measures to addre
IAS.

Enhancing cooperation between various sectors @diepto improve prevention, early detection,
eradication and/or control of invasive alien spexcie

117. Some Parties (29%) stated that mechanisms wetade for cooperation between sectors. Over
half of responding Parties (53%) reported no settowoperation, but potential mechanisms were under
consideration; and some Parties (17%) have no catpe between sectors.

118. Cooperation mechanisms are established mostly é ftnm of coordinating groups and
committees, and through development of nationahtefjies and action plans. For example, in
Cameroon, committees were created in 2005 to lkomkroittees established in various sectors sucheas th
Phytosanitary Committee, the Committee of Biolofidaiversity, Committee on Environment;
Committee on Biosecurity etc In Canada, the National Invasive Species Strategyerihancing
cooperation between sectors to improve prevengarly detection, rapid response and management of
IAS. China has set up a cross-sectoral coordigagioup on prevention and control of IAS. The
European Community has developed several relatadspthat provide a framework for enhanced
cooperation between sectors. In the Philippindgational Committee on Biosafety has developedta se
of guidelines that provide a framework for enhagci#ectoral cooperation to improve prevention,
eradication and control of IAS. In Samoa, a naloiS Steering Committee has been established
representing over 30 agencies involved in prevgrdimd reducing impacts of IAS.

Collaborating with trading partners and neighborioguntries to address threats of invasive alien
species to biodiversity in ecosystems that crassriational boundaries

119. Some Parties (21%) have relevant programmes ire plamvever, some Parties (33%) were not
collaborating with trading partners and neighbogiriountries to address threats of IAS. Many Partie
(46%) have relevant collaborative programmes uriierelopment. More industrialized Parties have
developed programmes for collaboration with neighby countries and trading partners, compared to
developing countries and Parties with economidgaimsition.

120. Almost half of responding Parties cited collabaratiwith neighbouring countries and some
Parties (17%) mentioned collaboration with tradiagtners. In this regard, the Global Invasive $c
Programme (GISP), that provides opportunities fauntries to work together to address IAS, was also
mentioned by a number of countries. The Austrajamernment provides the current Chair of GISP
who has led negotiations on the new legal framewiorlolving global organizations such as IUCN and
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CABI. The Southern African Biodiversity Supportogramme is funded by GISP and has formulated
regional guidelines and established a best practagabase on IAS management.

121. Collaboration also exists for phytosanitary measur&€he European Community participates in
the development of legal measures for ballast watanagement and international phytosanitary
standards. Regional cooperation is offered throtigh Pan-European Biological and Landscape
Diversity Strategy (PEBLDS) and engagement in iflweaspecies work is carried out by the Convention
on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Ndttfabitats (the Bern Convention).

122. Australia has been undertaking extensive collabmratith its neighbouring countries to address
IAS, in particular in strengthening their capadtte prevent the introduction of IAS. Australiadddew
Zealand are part of the Asia Pacific Invasive Spedletwork. Australia’s Cooperative Research @entr
(CRC) for Weed Management has linkages in the Rsieific region, southern Africa, the USA and
Europe. The CRC for the Biological Control of Péstimals Control cooperates with France, New
Zealand, the USA and the UK.

Developing capacity to use risk assessment to addteeats of invasive alien species to biodiversit
and incorporate such methodologies in environmeintgact assessment (EIA) and strategic
environmental assessment (SEA)

123. Only a few Parties (5%) have comprehensive aatiwitinderway while some countries (28%)
are undertaking some activities in this regardm&darties (38%) have not developed capacity &b ri
assessment to address threats of IAS. Some P#2986) have not developed capacity for risk
assessments but relevant programmes are underogmestt. Many industrialized countries have
undertaken various activities to develop capadityrisk assessments, however countries with ecaggmi
in transition need to do more in this regard. Adowy to comments provided, it appears that risk
assessments are more commonly conducted on plaartson other taxonomic groups. An example of
risk assessment undertaken for plants is a natiiglabssessment of weeds on Australia’s produgtivi
and environment. Several Parties mentioned therdational Plant Protection Convention (IPPC):
China has been conducting risk assessments folinA®cordance with principles of IPPC. Thailand
also conducts a risk assessment in collaboratitmtive IPPC Secretariat. The Bahamas is using isiode
developed out of the Western Australian Weed Riske&sment, which is widely used in the South
Pacific. A few Parties mentioned phytosanitary sueas for risk assessment: Germany has established
a phytosanitary risk analysis system that is inddpat of environmental impact assessment and SEA.

Development of financial measures and other pdieied tools to promote activities to reduce the
threats of invasive species

124. Many Parties (41%) have some measures, policiest@sld in place to promote activities to
reduce the threats of IAS and only one Party haspcehensive measures and tools in place. Some
Parties (37%) have not developed financial measy@icies and tools and some Parties (22%) have
measures and policies under development. Manystridlized countries have some financial measures,
policies and tools in place, however, many cougtkgth economies in transition are yet to develop
measures, policies or tools to address IAS. Maewelbping countries are developing measures and
policies in this regard.

125. Many Parties mentioned government institutions aegartments as being responsible for
funding IAS projects and creating laws to reducsrtbthreats. The Australian Natural Heritage Trust
develops and implements actions to reduce the ingdderal animals on the environment and also fund
the “Defeating the Weed Menace Programme”. In Belg government subsidies are given to land
owners and local authorities for the use of endeshitbs and trees and removal of exotic speciég T
European Community, through the Nature componenthefLIFE programme, has funded over 100
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projects on management of IAS (1992-2002). Howetimrse projects are mostly local and small-scale.
Chile is the only country that has put comprehemsieasures and policies in place. Chile statéghiba
National Policy for Invading Exotic Species is lgicreated and that collaboration exists with
international programmes such as Globallast and®GI8ublic funds have been made available for a
pilot project to control beaver and mink, agricedtuand forest invasions, as well as animal disease

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

126. Areas where 50% of Parties or more report progigedseing made include: regional and/or
subregional cooperation; and the use of the ecaisygirecautionary and biogeographical approaches.

127. Areas where less than 50% of Parties report sorogrgss is being made include: creating
mechanisms for international cooperation and natéiiial cooperation; identifying IAS species with a
tracking system in place; identifying needs andonities for the implementation of the Guiding
Principles; creating mechanisms for cooperatiomben sectors; collaborating with trading partnerd a
neighboring countries to address threats of IAS; @eveloping financial measures, policies and ttmls
promote activities to reduce the threats of IAS.

128. Areas where only a few Parties indicated some dpweénts are ongoing include: assessing
risks posed to ecosystems, habitats or speciebyIlS (most Parties have for some IAS); undentgki
comprehensive measures to prevent the introducfiocontrol or eradicate IAS (most Parties haveesom
measures); establishing mechanisms to coordinat®naa programmes for applying the Guiding
Principles; reviewing, adjusting and developingigiek, legislation and institutions in the light thfe
Guiding Principles; and developing capacity to wisk assessment to address threats of IAS and
incorporating methods into EIA and SEA.

129. The main obstacles to prevention, management, @ogtid eradication of IAS include lack of a
comprehensive IAS strategy; lack of relevant infation and knowledge; lack of intersectoral
coordination and lack of financial, human and teéchliresources and capacities.

Article 8 (j) and related provisions
I ntroduction

130. The Conference of the Parties decided at its foordeting to establish a working group to
address issues concerning Article 8(j) and relptedisions. The Working Group has had five meeting
so far. Based on the recommendation of the worgnogp, the Conference of the Parties, in its deacis
V/16, adopted a work programme on Article 8(j) aakhted provisions, which is divided into two phase
according to the priority assigned to the taskseiimne The seventh meeting of the Conference of the
Parties, in its decision VII/16, also adopted thavA: Kon Voluntary Guidelines.

131. In the third national report, Parties were askeddport primarily on the status and trends
regarding the traditional knowledge of indigenousl éocal communities, the Akwé: Kon Guidelines,
capacity-building and participation of indigenousldocal communities, support to implementatiord an
GURTSs.

Synthesis of responses and comments

Support to indigenous and local communities in utadkéng field studies to determine the status, dien
and threats related to the knowledge, innovatiams jpractices of indigenous and local communities

132. Only some countries (27%) have stated that theye hawpported indigenous and local
communities (ILCs) in undertaking field studiesdietermine the status, trends and threats relatdteto



UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/2/INF/1/Add.2
Page 26

knowledge, innovations and practices of ILCs. Admbalf of reporting countries have not supported
ILCs in such endeavors. Some (23%) stated that #re considering providing support to ILCs.
Austria, Belgium and Germany report that they hpsevided some financial and technical support to
developing countries in undertaking relevant atiéigi

133. Saint Lucia has funded meetings to determine theisttrends and threats related to knowledge,
innovations and practices of ILCs. These meetingee instrumental in facilitating the formation of
groups and enquiring into their concerns. In ortbeinstitutionalize the biodiversity documentation
process at a local level, Nepal has constitutedribisBiodiversity Committees in ten districts. &u
committees will be established in all 75 distrittsfacilitate documenting traditional knowledgeijllsk
technique and practices. India, under its 2002d8ioal Diversity Act, has encouraged the involveine
of ILCs and supported them in conducting studidated to knowledge, innovations and practices
through the preparation of the People’s BiodivgrBiegisters, among other projects.

134. China has surveyed traditional knowledge, innovatamd practices in some areas. In the
Yunnan Province, a database of indigenous expestsdp indigenous knowledge on wild animals and
plants and forest management has been establishewugh implementing a project for the collection
and conservation of specimens of Chinese herbaicined, as well as medicines used by minorities, a
database and atlas of herbs and other medicinaliness has been established. France has supported
initiatives in its territories and has producedngfigant literature concerning traditional medicine
Mauritania has also conducted studies relatingatditional knowledge of coastal ILCs.

Development of capacity-building programs to inechnd enable smallholder farmers, indigenous and
local communities, and other relevant stakeholdersffectively participate in decision-making
processes related to genetic use restriction teldyies

135. No countries have comprehensive programmes in pla@nly nine countries have some
programmes in place. Over two-thirds of reportiegntries do not have any programmes and a quarter
are currently developing some.

136. In Jordan, an agro-biodiversity project is beingplemented which focuses on developing a
sustainable approach that includes participati@ining and capacity-building of farmers in the wfe
plant genetic resources for income generating sraaterprises. This approach involved local
communities in the decision-making process fronmipilag to evaluation and impact assessment.

137. In Romania, although no programs have been dewe|dpere are ordinances and laws that
include procedures for public consultations, allmgviocal communities and small farmers to express
their point of view regarding specific genetic teologies. There is also a notification procedure f
local communities for promoting a variety of restiie genetic techniques. In Tunisia, programsbna
capacity-building to allow small farmers who ard adapted to modern intensive practices, to maintai
and value sustainable systems of production fraralloesources. This enables participation of fasme
in decision-making processes related to GURTs. @Caam has involved small farmer cooperatives in
relevant decision-making processes by putting thegiresentatives in the NABIC. Furthermore, some
countries offer educational programs concerning G8Ro farmers. Some mechanisms for rural
participation in decision-making also exist in a/feountries.

Initiation of a legal and institutional review ofatters related to cultural, environmental and sdcia
impact assessment, with a view to incorporatingfkeé: Kon Guidelines into national legislation,
policies, and procedures

138. Most countries (77%) stated that they have notaiteitl a review related to the incorporation of
the Akwé: Kon Guidelines. A few others statedtthareview is under way. Even fewer have
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undertaken such a review. The environmental impasessment legislation of Mali takes into account
the Guidelines. Trinidad and Tobago and Zimbabwaeehalso incorporated the Guidelines to some
extent. Niue, Jordan, Nepal, France, Norway anandg stated that their national environmental irhpac
assessment legislations have already taken som@pies into account.

Use of the Akwé: Kon Guidelines in any projectpmsed to take place on sacred sites and/or land and
waters traditionally occupied by indigenous anddlbbcommunities

139. Most countries (77%) stated that they did nottheeGuidelines in any project proposed to take
place on sacred sites and/or land and watersitradity occupied by indigenous and local commusitie
Some stated that they had used the Guidelines e sxtent. The Manantali and Selingue dams
projects of Mali took into account the Guidelinedn Uganda, not only have the Guidelines been
incorporated into environmental impact assessmeglations, they have also been considered in the
development of projects such as the hydropoweiostatt Budhaghali (Bujjagali) falls. The Guidele
have been referred to, among others, in develolialaysia’s national legal framework on Access and
Benefit Sharing.

Establishment of national, subregional and/or regibindigenous and local community biodiversity
advisory committees

140. More than half the countries stated that they hateestablished such advisory committees. A
few stated that establishment of such committees waler way. Approximately 37% of countries
indicated that they had established such committees

Assisting indigenous and local community organaatito hold regional meetings to discuss the
outcomes of the decisions of the Conference dPaintees and to prepare for meetings under the
Convention

141. Most countries (82%) stated that they have not ideas such assistance. However, fifteen
countries have organized meetings, consultationsworkshops. Mauritania, Morocco, Sweden,
Zimbabwe and Cote d’lvoire have held either regiooa national workshops, while Malawi and
Botswana held local meetings to discuss the issues.

142. For instance, in Niger, community representativesraembers of the National Commission on
Biodiversity and thus participate in meetings oigad by the focal point. The Philippines have
institutionalized the participation of civil sogetincluding ILCs, in the creation of the Philipgin
Council for Sustainable Development, which has a-cammittee on biodiversity. In Moldova,
conferences are organized through NGOs and areogegpfinancially by local and national Ecological
Funds. Sweden has a policy to involve represemsmtiof the Saami population in international
negotiations that concern article 8(j) and has aiggported participation in the ministerial meetirighe
Arctic Council.

Measures to enhance and strengthen the capacihdi@fenous and local communities to be effectively
involved in decision-making related to the useheirttraditional knowledge, innovations and praetic
relevant to the conservation and sustainable udsarfiversity

143. More than half the Parties (62%) have undertakenmesor comprehensive measures to enhance
and strengthen such capacity. Participation ofsIli€ national decision-making processes through
various means and channels has been reported by @¥25%) reporting Parties. The most popular
means of enhancing and strengthening capacity wdtesation (through workshops or otherwise),

national funding for local projects, implementatioh participatory processes in planning and other
projects, awareness-raising and information dissaetiin. The creation of local NGOs or associations
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and community-steered projects has also achieve soiccess. A few countries stated that power was
being transferred to the local level through demdization processes.

144. Principles of self-delineation, relating to ider#tion and delineation of ancestral lands, have
been integrated in the Indigenous Peoples Rightsof\che Philippines. Within the framework of
ancestral domains, ILCs may undertake resource geament and elaborate sustainable development and
protection plans. Guidelines have also been isgueadlation to free and prior informed consent for
access to genetic resources in the domains oféndigs communities.

145. Brazil has taken several steps to build or streagttapacity of ILCs to be effectively involved in
decision-making. The capacity-building project t&ss to Genetic Heritage and Associated Traditional
Knowledge” aims to disseminate information and potambetter understanding of national legislation
and the CBD, where access to genetic heritage ssutimted knowledge are concerned. Several other
initiatives involving dissemination of knowledge various areas of the country have been undertaken
either by the government or by NGOs.

146. Through the Ethiopian Dynamic Farmer-Based Apprdadhe Conservation of Ethiopia’s Plant
Genetic Resources, training has been offered todes, with the aim of enabling farmers to distiypctl
realize their role and the role of their traditibrgystems in conservation and sustainable use of
biodiversity. One of the principles of the projésthe obligatory use and application of the retipe
local community’s traditional knowledge, innovatioand practices relevant to the conservation and
sustainable use of biodiversity, while establishimgitu conservation sites on farms across the country.

Development of appropriate mechanisms, guidelileggslation or other initiatives to foster and
promote the effective participation of indigenousl docal communities in decision making, policy
planning and development and implementation ottmservation and sustainable use of biodiversity at

international, regional, subregional, national atatal levels

147. More than half of Parties stated that they haveesamachanisms, guidelines and legislation in
place. About a quarter indicated that they dohaste any such mechanisms, guidelines and legislatio
The rest indicated that development of such meshamiand legislations is under way. However, it
appears that in most of those countries, such mésing, guidelines or legislation are designed fier t
public in general, without particular provisions faCs.

148. Australia is one country that provides speciali@tives for ILCs in particular. The Indigenous
Advisory Committee has been established to adhiséMinister for the Environment and Heritage on the
operation of the EPBC Act, taking into account fiignificance of Indigenous peoples’ knowledge of
land management and the conservation and sustaing® of biodiversity. All members of the
committee are indigenous Australians. Memberstlipbased on expertise in indigenous land
management, conservation and cultural heritage gamant, and not on particular representation of a
region or organization. Similarly, Sea Countryri@ldnave been developed to facilitate the involvémen
of indigenous communities in marine managementcatitairal and geographic scale that is effectivé an
relevant for the communities.

149. Canada has also been very active in involving IaCall levels of government. One mechanism
of participation is the establishment of co-managetrboards as a result of land claims agreement
processes. These boards have played a majomrsleaping and developing traditional knowledge and
in campaigning for its recognition. Co-managemeedimes now relate to wildlife, lands, waters,
environmental impact assessment and planning. henatxample is the First Nations Forestry Program,
a joint national and provincial/territorial initigé between Natural Resources Canada and Indian and
Northern Affairs Canada. One of its main objeaive to enhance the capacity of First Nations to
sustainably manage their forest lands. Many dtfigatives are also successfully in place.
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150. Community-based forestry management is also inepladalawi. Malawi has also developed a
strategy for the decentralization of environmenta&lnagement, which includes participation of local
communities in decision-making through Village Dieygnent Committees. Political decentralization
has also had an impact on local resource managemistali.

151. Participation of local communities is also giveghpriority in Kenya where local communities
have been involved in developing management plansséme degraded ecosystems such as Lakes
Nakuru, Naivasha, Bogoria and Olbollosat, Saiwamspafourteen falls and the marine protected areas
and other coastal sites. They are also involveddeneloping management plans for wetlands.
Furthermore, a draft Strategy and Action Plan Tasadvlainstreaming Indigenous Knowledge in Kenya
has been developed. In Brazil, the decree thabkshes the principles and directives for the
implementation of the National Biodiversity Poligycludes the participation of ILCs in the decision-
making process concerning their interests. FinafllyNepal, the Local Self Governance Act empowers
local bodies to manage and use natural resouro#iectcrevenue, generate funds and utilize them in
resource management within their working area.

Development of mechanisms for promoting the fudl effiective participation of indigenous and local
communities with specific provisions for the falifive and effective participation of women in all
elements of the program of work

152. Over a third of countries have put in place suclchmeisms. However, a slightly larger portion
(40%) of the countries have not developed any soebhanisms. Some countries are in the process of
developing such mechanisms. However, most cogntiiat answered positively referred to their
national policies for general gender equality, antito measures for women of ILCs in particulaheT
following examples illustrate policies specificathrgeting women in ILCs.

153. In 1971, Canada established the Aboriginal Woméh@gram to enable women to influence
policies, programs, legislation and decision-makihgt affect their social, cultural, economic and
political well-being within their communities anda@adian society. The Canadian government will
provide $5 million over a period of five years (802010) to the Native Women’s Association of Canada
to help fund implementation of some of its propesal

154. In Nepal, policies have been initiated to maintgémder balance and empower women of ILCs
to enhance their participation in all types of aa#il development activities. For instance, thegeas to
saving and credit programs has been facilitateffiorts are also being made to support women of ILCs
in managing forests and implementing soil and waterservation activities through the formation of
women community user groups. It has been repdittat approximately 24% of the total number of
community forestry user groups are comprised exkalysof women.

Financial and other support to indigenous and locaimmunities in formulating their own community
development and biodiversity conservation plans Wik enable such communities to adopt a cultyrall
appropriate strategic, integrated and phased appfoto their development needs in line with
community goals and objectives

155. A little over one third (36%) of reporting Partibave not supported ILCs in formulating their
own community development and biodiversity conséowaplans. However, nearly half of the reporting
Parties stated that they have supported ILCs tesaxtent. A number of countries (15) stated thayt
have provided support to a significant extent. aRial and/or technical support was provided by
national governments, foreign governments and NGOs.

156. Canada is currently piloting a new Reserve Land &ngironment Management Program
(RLEMP) which includes criteria that will enabler$ti Nations communities to better develop and
sustain land, natural resources and environmerdabgement expertise. India has funded and suporte
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the preparation of the People’s Biodiversity Raggistoy the Indian Institute of Science. Thesestegs
aim to build an open and transparent informatiostesy on biodiversity resources from the local level
upwards.

157. Funding has also been provided by governments irldping countries to their ILCs. In
Lebanon, financial support to ILCs flows from thenaal funds provided by the Ministry of the
Environment to local NGOs for activities and pragerelated to biodiversity. In Mali, support haseh
provided to some communities in the elaboratiothefr community action plans. Additionally, fundin

is available for environmental projects initiategl dommunes for up to 90% of the cost of the project
Finally, the Senegalese government offers techrandl financial support to local communities for the
elaboration of their community development plamddGOs have been active in offering support for the
elaboration of community development plans in MaJ&wouth Africa and Swaziland.

Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

158. Overall, the implementation of Article 8(j) and atdd provisions requires more efforts and
support. Support to the efforts to determine tiatus and trends of traditional knowledge, innawai
and practices of indigenous and local communitiestill lacking in many countries, though some
countries have recognized the importance of trawkiti knowledge of indigenous and local communities
to biodiversity conservation and sustainable uEBee Awke Kon Guidelines remain at a very early stag
of implementation since few countries have revietveddr related policies and legislations in ligffittoe
guidelines and made proper adjustments. Nevedheleis somewhat encouraging to note that some
countries have developed and are implementing goofieies and legislations that are consistent in
principle with some aspects of the Awke Kon Guides. In regard to mechanisms of participation of
indigenous and local communities in relevant deaishaking processes, it seems that some countries
have put in place policies, laws and mechanisnisdaiheourage this. However, it seems unclear ta wha
extent these mechanisms have been implementedmikarssituation appears to exist in regard to the
participation of women of indigenous and local camities in relevant decision-making processes and
activities. More financial support to indigenousdalocal communities for developing their own
community plans is needed since many countriesated that such support was limited.

159. Noted constraints encountered in implementatiohutiexd:

» Institutional weaknesses,

» Lack of intersectoral coordination or horizontabperation,

» Lack of human capacity and financial resources,

* Increased demand for natural resources,

e Scarcity of documentation on ILCs and the statubheif knowledge,
» Poverty of ILCs which leads them to abandon thaiditional lifestyle,
» Lack of public awareness and education,

» Limited political support.

Ex-situ conservation (Article 9)
Introduction

160. To date, the Conference of the Parties has notifgfadly considered Article 9 orex-situ
conservation, however, relevant issues have airsé¢ne consideration of other agenda items, such as
taxonomy and ABS. In decision 1lI/10, the Confererof the Parties recommended to Parties that they
explore ways to make taxonomic information housedollections worldwide readily available, in
particular to countries of origin. The Conferemdeghe Parties subsequently adopted two wide-rangin
decisions on taxonomy, which include a number efmants of relevance &x-situconservation. The
Conference of the Parties has initiated an infolonagathering exercise as part of its work on as¢es
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genetic resources and benefit-sharinge&rsitu collections acquired prior to the entry into formfethe
Convention, and not addressed by the CommissidPlam Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture.

161. In the third national report, Parties were asketefrt on measures fex-situconservation of
biodiversity components native to and/or origingtoutside the country, the reintroduction of theead

species and regulating and managing the colledidriological resources from natural habitats éar

situ conservation.

Synthesis of responses and comments

162. Measures for the ex situ conservation of bioditgrsiomponents native to and originating
outside the country: Most countries (85%) have put in place some measwéh over a dozen of
countries having comprehensive measures in placdew countries indicated that such measures are
under development and only a few countries saitl tbasuch measures are in place. Many countries
have developed programmes or projectseforsitu conservation primarily of those threatened species
Ways and means they employ fex-situ conservation are primarily through establishmeft o
gene/germplasm/DNA banks, botanical gardens, zewosficial breeding or culturing/propagation
facilities, herbaria, arboreta, captive maintenaaed in vitro conservation. A number of countrigs
regions have developed legislations addressiigituconservation of threatened species. For example,
the EU adopted the Zoos Directive specifically éguire member states to adopt measureexesitu
conservation. A number of countries have initiatadlective efforts forex-situ conservation. For
example, Nordic countries have established a Nofd@nebank forex-situ conservation of seed
producing species and coordinating the preservatiorionally propagated species. The UK, together
than 40 partner organizations in 17 other counties established the Millennium Seed Bank, which
works towards thex-situconservation of 24,200 species of plants by 2010.

163. Measures for the reintroduction of threatened ggeitito their natural habitats under appropriate
conditions: Most countries (73%) have adopted some measurethéoreintroduction of threatened
species into their natural habitats. A few courdrihnave adopted comprehensive measures in this
regard. A number of countries (22%) are developingare yet to develop such measures. From
detailed information provided, reintroduction pr@gnmes implemented by many countries are limited in
scale, primarily focusing on those threatened arally extinct species. Methods often employed by
many countries are primarily propagation, captiveedding and wild training, using botanical gardens
and zoos. The Recovery of National Endangeredif#il(RENEW) in Canada has been instrumental in
establishing captive breeding and reintroductiorogmams for endangered species native to Canada,
primarily through Canadian zoos and focusing on sthospecies or populations that have been
designated as extirpated, endangered or threatertealith African National Park has run a successful
reintroduction programme for many years, which &1 not only on threatened species, but aims to
reintroduce species into new conservation areasuttgAfrica has also translocated or reintroduced
large mammals, such as elephant, rhinoceros, variantelope species and zebra, into their natural
habitats. A number of countries also indicatedt ttieeir reintroduction programmes have not been
entirely successful and that monitoring followirggntroduction is also lacking.

164. Measures to regulate and manage the collectiomotddical resources from natural habitats for
ex situ conservation purposes so as not to threstesystems and in situ populations of speciesnyMa
countries (55%)have taken some measures in this regard, with aveozen of countries having
implemented comprehensive measures. About 15%uwftdes are developing such measures and a few
more countries are yet to develop measures forphipose. Many countries reported that they had
adopted legislations or various administrative subte orders to regulate and manage the collection o
relocation of species from their natural habitaome countries’ laws or rules for access to geneti
resources contain provisions regulating collect@nrelocation of species from natural habitats, in
particular protected areas. Some countries hatebpns on such activities except when special
permission or licences are awarded. Some countrde® developed guidelines for such collection
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activities. Some countries have established ingtits to regulate, manage and monitor such aietévit
A number of countries are implementing the CITESider to prevent illegal collection and trade of
wild animals and plants, in particular those inéddn the CITES Annexes.

Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

165. Many countries have put in place various measuregX-situconservation, primarily through
establishing botanical gardens, zoos, gene/germplzenks, museum/herbria/arbotera collections and
various breeding facilities. Many countries halsoadeveloped reintroduction programmes for those
endangered or locally extinct species, but it is ¢lear how successful these programmes are. Many
countries are strict in regard to the collectionrelocation of species from their natural specigs b
putting in place various legislations and admimiste orders, including bans and special permits.

166. Main challenges identified by many countries fopiementing this Article include:

* Inadequate capacities;

» Lack of financial, technical and human resources;

» Lack of research and information;

* Lack of economic incentives;

» Lack of coordination among relevant sectors;

» Lack of legal and policy frameworks and weak laioecement;
* Lack of investment in relevaei-situfacilities;

» Pressure from population growth and poverty.

Sustainable Use (Article 10)
Introduction

167. The Conference of the Parties adopted at its fiffeting sustainable use as a cross-cutting issue
(decisionV/24) as well as considered the relatigngdf biodiversity and tourism in the context of
sustainable use. The seventh meeting of the Gamfer of the Parties adopted the Addis Ababa
Principles and Guidelines for Sustainable Use, dasethe work of a number of regional workshops
held prior to the seventh meeting.

168. In the third national report, Parties were askedefmort on integration of sustainable use into
national decision-making, measures for sustainaide of biological resources, development of
sustainable use policies and programmes, involvemkthe private sector and the application of the
Addis Ababa Principles and Guidelines.

Synthesis of responses and comments

169. Integration of consideration of sustainable use kblogical resources into national
decision-making: Most Parties (86%) indicated thesty had considered sustainable use of biological
resources in developing relevant strategies analspld he difference is that most of these Part&3 (
had done so in some relevant sectors while the(8&tin most relevant sectors. From the detailed
information provided, many countries have integitataestainable use of biological resources intoosect
like agriculture, forestry, fishery, and tourismA considerable number of countries have integrated
sustainable use of biological resources into csesseral or broader strategies and plans, such as
NBSAPs, strategies for sustainable developmenipandrty reduction as well as national environmental
plans or strategies. Some countries reportedstiet integration had been done in relevant legisiat
such as environmental laws and legislations reldatedonservation and sustainable use of natural
resources or biodiversity.
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170. Measures relating to the use of biological resatbat avoid or minimize adverse impacts on
biological diversity: Nearly all reporting Parti€31%) have put in place measures relating to Heedf
biological resources that avoid or minimize adveirepacts on biodiversity, with most of them (84)
having taken some measures while some (23) hawogtad comprehensive measures. Specifically,
many countries have adopted relevant legislatiolesrly stipulating that sustainable use shouldhee
principle that should be followed for use and mamagnt of biological resources. Some countries have
developed and are implementing some policies amgjrammes to this end, such as eco-tourism
development plans, fishery and forest managemamisphnd programmes. Many countries are trying to
avoid or minimize impacts of the use of biologioasources on biodiversity primarily through requiyi
and implementing environmental impact assessmemntdieensing systems. Some countries have put in
place a monitoring system to ensure that usersiabdical resources are taking proper measures to
avoid or minimize impacts on biodiversity. Someumtries are also trying to achieve this through
involving relevant local and indigenous communitiedich play a crucial role in ensuring their uge o
biological resources will avoid or minimize impacts biodiversity.

171. Measures that protect and encourage customary @ddotngical resources that is compatible
with conservation or sustainable use requirementdlost Parties (73%) reported that some or
comprehensive measures were in place to proteceaoourage customary use of biological resources.
Some countries had adopted policies or regulatibas encourage customary use. Many countries
encouraged local and indigenous communities totlsie customary approaches for conservation and
sustainable use of biodiversity, providing themisiasce through developing relevant programmes,
establishing networks and setting up some mechanggrocal level. For example, the Swiss Landscape
Concept encourages farmers to contribute to coaserv or restoration of natural environment by
compensating for their traditional, environmentdtigndly farming practices. A few countries pramo
customary use of biodiversity resources throughmotong eco-farming, eco-tourism and relevant
educational and awareness programmes and activifidew countries encourage the use of customary
approaches for management of protected areas, steosy and natural resources, which are compatible
with conservation and sustainable use requiremeiits.those practices that are not compatible with
conservation or sustainable use requirements, soongries have adopted some regulatory mechanisms
or systems to regulate or prevent them.

172. Measures that help local populations develop angément remedial action in degraded areas:
Most Parties (81%) have put in place some measirethis regard, with a few having taken
comprehensive measures. These measures includbligihg community-based programmes;
developing policies and incentives to encourageerhah actions in degraded areas; providing funds or
subsidies to the affected communities or peoplehédp with their rehabilitation or restoration
programmes; limiting or banning certain practickattcause degradation or damages to areas where
biodiversity is reduced; adopting integrated tedbgies for rehabilitation or restoration; affordiia

and forest management programmes; and providingrgato local communities.

173. Identification of indicators and incentive measuf@ssectors relevant to the conservation and
sustainable use of biodiversity: Some Parties (40%ve developed some indicators and incentive
measures while the remaining Parties are develamirngnsidering developing such tools and measures.
In terms of indicators, some Parties have develapeate developing environmental and/or sustainable
development indicators which cover biodiversityont® countries have developed and are using some
indicators developed for sectors relevant to corsdiEm and sustainable use of biodiversity, such as
forestry, agriculture, wetland ecosystems, fishangl protected areas. Many countries have adopted
some incentive measures for conservation and siadta use, which vary from country to country. In
general, incentive measures are financial in sometcies. These include funds provided to local
communities and/or land owners for their activitiegprotect biodiversity, grants of land use antlirad
resources rights, financial compensations for lasel for biodiversity conservation, revenue shaand
provision of preferential credits for conservati@tated activities. Some incentive measures are no
financial and supportive, such as awards to thoselied in conservation activities, collaborative
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mechanisms for management of natural resourcegagiship programmes that encourage landowners to
set side their land for conservation in exchange$sistance provided by governments, free pravisfo
seedlings for afforestation and tendering arranfgrd undertaking eco-tourism activities. A few
countries such as Uganda have incorporated su@ntines into their laws and sectoral plans. For
example, Uganda in its Constitution and Land Actvadl as its Forestry Plan has recognized the sight
of its citizens to own not only land but also tregural resources on it. A landowner who owns foooes

his land is paid directly by anyone interested arviesting forest resources from the land while the
landowner can use them freely as long as it isiwithe law to ensure sustainable harvesting. [Eurth
details concerning incentive measures for consiemvatnd sustainable use of biodiversity can be doun
in the synthesis of Article 11 below.

174. Implementation of sustainable use practices, progras and policies for the sustainable use of
biological diversity, in particular in pursuit obperty alleviation: Many reporting countries (61#@ve

put in place some programmes and policies whileduhftries have adopted comprehensive programmes
in this regard. Some countries indicated that san¢heir policies and programmes, in particular
sustainable development strategies and biodiversigted sectoral policies and plans, have integrat
the concept and practices of sustainable use dafivisisity. A considerable number of developing
countries and countries with economies in transistressed that their policies and programmesegtlat
to sustainable use have strong links to povertyaton and some projects are being implementediso t
end. Many developed countries also stressed thgit international development cooperation or
overseas assistance programmes have strong lingevierty reduction, sustainable development and
sustainable use of natural resources. Some deatlopuntries use these links as one of the key
principles for undertaking international developtewoperation.

175. Development or exploration of mechanisms to invohee private sector in initiatives on the
sustainable use of biodiversityNearly half of countries reported that such mecéasi are in place.
From the detailed information provided by Partiésseems that developed countries had put in place
more specific mechanisms in this regard. Thougdtifip mechanisms are yet to be developed, some
countries indicated that their related policies Eavds encourage the participation of the privatdamen

the initiatives and activities related to the simthle use of biodiversity. In terms of specific
participatory mechanisms, some countries directiplve the private sector in the management and use
of natural resources, such as fishery and fordstsugh granting them the rights of managementevhil
requiring them through quota and/or licensing systéo ensure sustainable use. Some countriesderovi
opportunities to the private sector to contributetistainable use, such as involving them in eadsim
development. Some countries encourage privateisaavolvement through involving them in
decision-making processes related to the sustaina® of biodiversity. Certification of productsda
activities of the private sector is one of the ngeanincentives employed by some countries to ptemo
private-sector involvement. In some countries, phiwate sector took the initiatives on its own for
sustainable use of biodiversity. For example, goritg of fishermen and fishing organizations in
Canada developed and implemented the Canadiana@dienduct for Responsible Fishing Operation to
achieve sustainable, conservation-based commédistiakies across the country.

176. Application of the Addis Ababa PrinciplesNearly 50% of reporting countries have not yet
started the implementation of the Addis Ababa Rpies, and 26% of countries are reviewing the
Principles. Part of the reason may be relatethéddct that these principles were only recentlypaeld

at the seventh meeting of the Conference of théd3arHowever, a number of countries indicated tha
they had incorporated some key principles intortieitional biodiversity strategies and action pjans
sustainable development strategies and some redatedral plans and policies. A few countries also
indicated that some principles are being reviewshaould be taken into account or used in develppin
their related policies and laws.
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177. Initiative or action to develop and transfer teclogies and provide financial resources to assist
in the application of the Addis Ababa PrinciplegldBuidelines for the Sustainable Use of Biodivgrsit

A number of developed countries indicated thatrthtérnational development cooperation programmes
and overseas assistance programmes had includbdidaic assistance and financial resources to
developing countries to help them promote sustdénaise of biodiversity. For example, in 1995,
Canada converted its official development assigtalebt of Costa Rica into an environmental fund, pa
of which was used to promote ecologically sustdm#émnd use in an important watershed of Costa Rica
and finance community-based environmental proje@ssta Rica’'s ODA debt to Canada was forgiven
in 2000 due to its successful fulfilment of theightions under this debt conversion initiative.

Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

178. It seems clear that many Parties have recognized irtiportance of sustainable use of
biodiversity and are taking some measures towahis direction. Many countries indicated that
sustainable use had been taken into account agratesel in developing relevant strategies and plans,
including NBSAPs, sustainable development strategied some related sectoral plans. Nearly all
countries are implementing some measures to avoidirimize impacts of the use of natural resources
on biodiversity, however, it seems unclear how @ffe these measures are in achieving this purpose.
Many countries encourage the customary use of dicddb resources that is compatible with conservatio
and sustainable use requirements, however, morsuresare yet to be developed to put it into practi
Some countries have put in place some incentivesanes, both financial and non-financial, to promote
the sustainable use of biodiversity. Developmdrindicators to measure sustainable use seems to be
still in the early stage in many countries.

179. Institutional weakness and the lack of human andnfitial capacity are mentioned by many
countries as a major impediment in implementingcdat10, in particular by developing countries.isTh

is reflected in poor regulations and managementesys for policy implementation, as well as poor
inter-departmental coordination leading to a ladkinter-sectoral integration and mainstreaming of
biodiversity considerations. Lack of awareness thredpersistence of attitudes that neglect thécatit
contribution of components of biodiversity to humaell-being were also mentioned. Other challenges
identified by some Parties include:

» Institutional weakness and inadequate capacity;

» Lack of Ecosystem Approach for management;

» Lack of effective regulatory and management systamaslaw enforcement;
» Lack of economic incentive measures;

» Lack of benefit-sharing mechanisms or arrangements;

» Lack of research, information and knowledge on eoretion values.

Biodiversity and sustainable tourism
Synthesis of responses and comments

180. Mechanisms to assess, monitor and measure impaotio$m on biodiversity43% of reporting
countries had put such mechanisms in place whdedht are either developing such mechanisms or are
yet to put such mechanisms in place. A numbepaohtries indicated that they had developed regulato
systems or sectoral strategies and policies torengat impacts of tourism on biodiversity will be
minimized. Some countries had required such impaséssment as a part of their laws and practfces o
environmental impact assessment. Many countries pha in place systems to monitor impacts of
tourism on biodiversity. A few countries had dos@me surveys to provide a basis for policy or
decision-making related to biodiversity-friendlyutsm development. Some countries had taken some
specific measures to minimize tourism impacts oodiversity, such as control number of tourists,
establishment of checkpoints to ensure touristsneil damage biodiversity and providing educatiad a
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awareness programmes to tourists and tourism aperat Some countries had undertaken or are
undertaking research projects on tourism impactbiodiversity though a systematic mechanism is not
in place yet. A few countries indicated that theguld take into consideration tourism impact on
biodiversity while planning tourism development. féw countries are implementing some very strict
measures to ensure minimal impacts of tourism a@dibérsity-rich areas or protected areas. For
example, Australia is implementing a restrictiveaantine-based permit system to visitors to partly
inhabited and uninhabited conserves managed biubktalian Government.

181. Educational and training programmes to the tourieperators to increase their awareness of
the impacts of tourism on biodiversity and upgr#ue local technical capacity to minimize the impgact
Less than a half of reporting countries have degeslosuch programmes. It seems that many countries
have provided training courses to tourism operatagr guides and conservation managers through
various means, including training workshops andrersity or college courses. Some have developed
toolkits like handbooks, guides and brochures tovide tourism operators and tour guides with
knowledge and practices related to minimizing inmpaaf tourism on biodiversity. Some countries
encourage tourism operators to adopt biodiversitiendly tourism practices through ecological
certification or labelling programmes. Some comstrhave developed strategies and plans for eco-
tourism development by incorporating concepts stanable use.

182. Provision of capacity-building and financial resoes to indigenous and local communities to
support their participation in tourism policy magjrdevelopment planning and product development and
management Many countries (49%) have put in place some programor projects. In providing
detailed information in this regard, many countrigsntioned projects that had involved indigenous$ an
local communities in eco-tourism development, e areas management and ecosystems
management. Through these programmes and projegiting activities were organized for indigenous
and local communities to strengthen their capacitieskills for tourism management and conservation
and sustainable use of natural resources. Somr@siinvolved indigenous and local communities in
the process of developing policies related to wurdevelopment and natural resources management.
Some countries had developed policy frameworks #ilmw indigenous and local communities to
participate in relevant processes. A few developaahtries provided such support to indigenous and
local communities through their international deyehent cooperation. It seems that many countries a
yet to develop financial support mechanisms forgheicipation of indigenous and local communiiies
relevant processes.

183. Integration of the Guidelines for Biodiversity amdurism Development in the development or
review of national strategies and plans for tourdevelopment, NBSAPs, and other related sectoral
strategies: Some countries (36%) indicated thdéeva principles of sustainable development and
sustainable tourisms had been integrated into aatesectoral plans and NBSAPSs, including strategies
for tourism development. However, it seems unclglat principles and suggestions identified in the
CBD Guidelines for Biodiversity and Tourism Devehognt have been incorporated into these strategies
and policies. A few countries indicated that intpassessment and management aspects had been
considered and incorporated while formulating tearidevelopment strategies. A few countries regorte
that most principles of the Guidelines had beergrated into their sectoral strategies and plams an
NBSAPs, in particular eco-tourism development plans

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

184. Overall, many countries have recognized the immodaof addressing tourism impacts on
biodiversity and put in place some measures orraromes to this end, however, clearly more effarts a
needed by many countries to ensure sustainabléodivbrsity-friendly development of tourism. The
application of the Guidelines for Biodiversity afdurism Development is still in the initial stage i

many countries. Enhanced integration of nature bindliversity conservation issues into tourism
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legislation as well as policy and strategic plagnitocuments is identified as a major challengayels

as to build cooperation between governmental instits, municipalities, tourism organizations and
NGOs. A need is also identified for the developtraftraining and education programmes as well as
for the development of programmes for tourism manant in protected areas and/or environmentally
sensitive areas.

I ncentive Measures (Article 11)
Introduction

185. Guidance on implementing this Article was alreadyvmled by the Conference of the Parties at
its third and fourth meetings (see decisions IlI&& 1V/10 A). A programme of work on incentive
measures was adopted by the Conference of thee®atiits fifth meeting (decision V/15). The
Conference of the Parties at its sixth meeting esetbproposals for the design and implementation of
incentive measures, as well as recommendatiorifttrer cooperation on incentive measures, asdar a
they are consistent with Parties' national polieied legislation as well as their internationaligdgions
(decision VI/15).

186. In the third national report, Parties were askedejport on establishment of programmes to
identify and adopt incentive measures, incorporatd biodiversity values into relevant strategies,
policies and plans, and the use of the proposalddsign and implementation of incentive measures.

Synthesis of responses and comments
Establishment of programmes to identify and adopéntive measures

187. 68 Parties indicated that some programmes werelaoepand 11 Parties claimed to have
comprehensive programmes in place. 22 PartiestBatdtheir programmes were being developed and
16 Parties have no such programmes in place.

188. Many countries provided information on the appimatof positive incentive measures, on
monetary positive incentive measures as well as@nmonetary positive incentive measures. Some
countries also provided information on the applaratof negative incentive measures or disincentives
Some Parties described measures that relate torélagion of markets for biodiversity-based goods or
services or provided information on valuation adiversity and biodiversity resources and functioAs
number of Parties (with some but not complete @gralso reported on the incorporation of biodiigrs
values of biological diversity into relevant plapslicies and programmes.

Positive incentive measures

189. In a range of monetary positive incentive measurasasures associated with agriculture
featured most prominently (16 EU Member Statesrrefeto national implementation of the EU rural
development programme). A few more countries ed$erred to measures which may be also related to
agriculture (agreements/covenants/easements oat@rland and land set-aside schemes, stewardship
payments). Some countries referred to the appicaif incentive measures in the context of pradct
area management, which may also relate to agrieultun addition to agriculture, some countries
provided examples or cases of positive measuresajgad for forestry and other sectors.

190. A number of components or sub-programmes of théerdifit national agri-environmental
programmes seem to have common objectives. Fdanos, Parties from different CBD regions
mentioned the provision of financial and technigsdistance to farmers in order to promote biodityers
friendly production techniques, or to promote theservation of rare breeds. But important diffeemn
can sometimes also be detected. For instancee Waihada reported on a provincial programme which
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helps converting marginal lands under cultivatiopérmanent forage or tree cover, Austria repditat]
its national agri-environmental programme playsiraportant role in supporting farming in marginal
areas which are prone to abandonment, in parti¢galarountain farming, which would play a vital key
role in safeguarding the sensitive ecosystem ofntadn areas.

191. As regards the vehicles by which monetary posiiiveentive measures are granted, some
countries referred to the design of tax system, the introduction of tax exemptions or tax credar
specific activities; a few Parties mentioned theligation of tariff reductions or duty-free conciess,
and subsidized credit. A few Parties referreddagnpent systems for ecosystem services. The grantin
of access guarantees for local communities to preteareas, and the establishment of schemesethlat s
to share receipts from economic activities withmhevas also reported by some Parties.

192. As regards the institutional structures and meamsiby which positive incentives are granted,
some Parties referred to environmental funds. Pasy reported on the application of auctions for
granting stewardship payments.

193. Some countries also reported using non-monetanjtigosincentive measures.  Social
recognition through awards and other means featorest prominently (bearing in mind that awards
sometimes include a monetary component).

Negative incentive measure

196. References to environmental fees/charges/tdres environmental-harmful activities (in
particular polluting activities, but also compemsgtpayments for encroachment of nature) featurestm
prominently among all the comments that referreddisincentives, with many reporting on the
application of such measures. A few Parties mafierence to the implementation or strengthening of
payment systems for the use of natural resources.

Incorporation of biodiversity values into plans lipees and programmes

194. Less than one quarter of reporting countries redpdnthat they have established such
mechanisms (28) while more than three quarterscatedl that such mechanisms were under
development (43) or had not been developed (42).

Biodiversity valuation

195. The application of tools for valuation of biodivityswas the single most important mechanism
identified by Parties for the incorporation of merkand non-market biodiversity values into relevant
plans, policies and programmes and other relevagatsa with 22% of Parties reporting that they were
undertaking valuation studies, and a few countép®rting that they were working on the integratién
biodiversity values into their system of nationateunts. Lack of human and technical capacity in
conducting such valuation studies was identifiedtye Parties as a constraint.

Promotion of markets for biodiversity-based goond aervices

196. Around 25% of Parties reported on the promotionbioidiversity-based goods and services,
possibly in the context of participatory rural demment projects or community-based natural resourc
management. Several Parties made explicit refer¢éacthe sector in which these activities were
undertaken — tourism (including ecotourism) was rifast prominent sector mentioned. A few Parties
mentioned labelling and certification as a mear@rtanote such products.
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Other mechanisms for the incorporation of biodivtyrsalues

197. Some Parties made reference to integrated planmmtyding integrating the valuation of
biodiversity into their NBSAPs. A few Parties refal that they use EIA or SEA procedures as a means
to ensure the incorporation of biodiversity values.few Parties mentioned other market mechanisms
such as transferable rights or quota. A few céemtnoted the role of liability and insurance ahd t
polluter-pays-principle.

Removing or mitigating perverse incentives

198. 43% of reporting countries indicated that they madegress, with 41 Parties reporting that
relevant policies and practices identified but eotirely removed or mitigated, and 7 Parties rapgrt
that relevant policies and practices were bothtifled and removed or mitigated. 34 Parties regubrt
that the identification of perverse incentivesisler way, and 31 Parties reported no progress.

199. Most Parties reported on the removal or mitigatidrperverse incentives in specific sectors.
Again, agriculture took the lead, with a numberPairties reporting that perverse incentives, inclgdi
subsidies, in this sector were identified and remdowr mitigated. Agriculture was again closely
followed by forestry and fisheries. A few Partieentioned various measures in the energy sectahwhi
were removed because of their detrimental impaotdiodiversity. Two countries reported that they
reformulated policies that sought to preserve biediity but generated perverse incentives.

200. The same sectors were targeted by Parties thatteepon the identification of perverse
incentives, with a few more Parties mentioning ittngortance of land policy, i.e., issues such a land
titles, land use zoning, and the system of lanésaand a few Parties underlining the role of fpans
infrastructure in particular road construction.

201. A number of Parties also reported on specific mearts mechanisms for the identification and
removal or mitigation of perverse incentives: SdPagties mentioned the review of the tax system and
the application of environmental impact assessmentedures. Organizational measures or reforms,
including the establishment of commissions and aathorities, were mentioned by a few Parties. Some
Parties referred to regulations and their enhaeroéarcement as a means to mitigate perverse invesnti

A few Parties underscored the importance of stakeihanvolvement, and three member States of the
European Union made reference to the applicatiamads-compliance.

Use of the proposals for the design and implemamtatf incentive measures

202. Many countries (60%) have not taken into considenathe proposals when designing and
implementing incentive measures. 40% of countsad they did. However, most comments provided
in response to this question referred back to tiivises described under earlier questions, anly on

some comments made explicit references to the gedpo

203. A few Parties identified specific elements of theposals that are applied in, and consistent
with, national policies and/or NBSAPs. Among thoskements, the identification of relevant
stakeholders and their involvement featured mosmprently. Capacity-building and training, and the
provision of technical support, were referred toabfew Parties. Undertaking valuation of biodivgrs
was mentioned by two Parties. One Party explathatithe Ecosystem Approach is applied on a case-
by-case basis, and also referred to the identifinabf underlying threats to biodiversity, and to
monitoring and enforcement. Malawi also referredhie identification of perverse incentives andh®
development of markets for biodiversity-based goamts services.
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Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

204. While some progress could be achieved, considerabhg work needs to be undertaken in order
to implement Article 11. References to progressienan applying incentive measures in agriculture
dominated, followed by forestry. A few Partieseméd to progress made in the involvement and
participation of stakeholders in designing and enpénting incentive measures.

205. The lack of mainstreaming and integration of biedsity issues into other sectors is identified as
the most important challenge in implementing Agid1, closely followed by the lack of financial,
human, and technical resources. In addition, soonetries also identified needs for enhanced capaci
building and training on biodiversity valuation, iags associated with the need to enhance awasearfes
biodiversity values and to better incorporate thetm relevant plans, policies and programmes.

Communication, Education and Public Awareness (Article 13)
Introduction

206. The programme of work on communication, educatioeh public awareness (CEPA), adopted in
decision VI/19, takes its form from Article 13 dfet Convention, which requests that Parties promuote
encourage understanding of the importance of, &ednteasures required for, the conservation and
sustainable use of biological diversity through tiedia and through education.

Synthesis of responses and comments

207. More than half of reporting Parties have develo@&PA strategies, however, only 14% have
significantly promoted public participation in sugp of the Convention. A large majority of
respondents are undertaking activities to facditmplementation of the CEPA work programme, to a
greater or lesser extent, however, a much smalienber have linked their CEPA strategy to their
national biodiversity strategies and action plans.

208. Public awareness of biodiversity has increasedegemt years primarily due to collaboration
between the ministries of environment and educatidgssues related to biodiversity and sustainable
development are more regularly integrated into tuwericula of primary, secondary and tertiary
educational programmes, though often under the elfabof environmental and/or science programmes.

209. Although an overwhelming majority of governmentgsort integration of biodiversity across all
sectors, cross-sectoral implementation has not edansive. Moreover, the mainstreaming of
biodiversity inter-ministerially and throughout #vels of government is uncommon, although a trend
towards decentralized environmental managementeyasted by some Parties.

210. An overwhelming majority of respondents supportioral, regional and international
cooperation. The Mesoamerican Biological Corridayjgct of Central America is a good example of a
regional network serving as a means by which tnginscientific and technical cooperation, policy
development and capacity for indigenous communites be strengthened. The Internet provides an
efficient mechanism for carrying out outreach amdining activities, electronic discussions, and
establishing information networks with partner argations at all levels. Slightly more than haff o
respondents support national, regional and intemnalt activities prioritised by the Global Initigé on
Education and Public Awareness.

211. Almost all Parties are promoting communication,edion and public awareness of biodiversity
at the local level, principally on the themes ohservation and sustainable use, although some reesint
have also conducted training in genetic resournddenefit-sharing arrangements.
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212. Government support for NGOs, press and media azgdons has increased significantly. To a
lesser degree, public-sector support for privatdéeseactivities, along with the institution of caliorative
programmes, particularly with respect to tourismg taking place. A certain number of Parties have
developed plans targeted towards business andtigdsisch as a Green Governance Programme for
Corporate Groups (India) and an Industry Sustalitafioolkit (Australia). Tax breaks are sometimes
offered to businesses that contribute to greerepts)j

213. Examples of innovative communication strategiesore by Parties include travelling
environmental exhibitions and film festivals, susédle schools, model farms, eco-model villages tha
also serve as training centre models, adopt-apsitgrammes, environmental songs and jingles, bio-
awards and the promotion of the concept of “suatdin societies”. Programmes for the military,
physically- and visually-challenged persons, ane éiderly, have also been implemented by a few
different countries.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

214. The most noteworthy developments related to thikvpoogramme have occurred with respect
to NGO and public-sector collaboration, electrazaenmunication, and in the youth sector.

215. A vast majority of Parties has established partipsswith NGOs to implement CEPA activities,
with a number of countries providing subsidies andfaining to NGOs and inviting organizations to
attend ministerial meetings. Significant actigtieave also taken place through the establishnaht a
enhancement of CHMs and Internet portals througlthvhcientific databases, thematic encyclopaedia
and libraries are linked. CEPA elements are widsetggrated into youth programmes through green
kindergartens, children’s corners at environmeinfarmation centres, eco-clubs and sports prograsnme
Participation of schoolteachers and children in @B&man GLOBE and “Nature Detectives” internet-
based learning projects has been substantialel lsess developed an online project entitled “Migrgt
Birds Know No Boundaries” to benefit the GLOBE m@aj, and Finland is in the process of further
developing an internet-based international natubbseosation network for primary and secondary
schools.

216. Further development of formal biodiversity prograesmand training materials at the highest
academic level is required to mainstream bioditgiiato all levels of education. A lack of expenedia
personnel, science reporters, comprehensive ragoatid public participation in decision-making was
reported by some Parties. Private-sector engagermenCEPA activities requires substantial
improvement.

217. Promotion of biodiversity legislation, the 2010 get, the Decade of Education for Sustainable
Development and the Strategic Plan has not beemm&xke. Additionally, communication of cross-
cutting issues such as economic valuation of b&mity, trade, incentives, indicators, liability dan
redress, impact assessment and the Global StrdtegiPlant Conservatiorrequires strengthening.
Although some developing countries have reportetherparticipation of women’s groups and unions in
various training programmes, advancements arenegjin this area as well.

218. Cooperation among the national focal points of biedity-related conventions and other
partners appears to be under-utilized as a meanghimh best practices and experiences, in regard to
implementation of respective CEPA programmes, carsliared. Other obstacles to implementation
reported include costs related to the translatibfCBPA documentation, high turnover of decision-
makers, lack of coordination among decision-malkerd stakeholders, and limited financial, technical
and human resources.
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Access and Benefit-sharing (Article 15)
I ntroduction

219. The sharing of benefits arising from the use ofegienresources, including access to genetic
resources, is one of the three objectives of thav€ation. The fourth meeting of the Conferencéhef
Parties decided to establish a panel of experg¥elop a common understanding of basic concepts, a
to explore all options for access and benefit-sigariThe fifth meeting of the Conference of thetiear
decided to establish an Ad Hoc Working Group toaligy guidelines and other options for consideration
by the sixth meeting. Based on the recommendatidhe working group, the sixth meeting adopted the
Bonn Guidelines for Access and Benefiting. Follogvithe developments at the World Summit on
Sustainable Development in 2002, the seventh ngeetirthe Conference of the Parties mandated the
Working Group to negotiate an international regimneaccess and benefit-sharing. The seventh meeting
also adopted an action plan for capacity-buildimgaficcess and benefit-sharing.

220. In the third national report, Parties were askedefport on measures to facilitate access and
benefit-sharing, the use of the Bonn Guidelinepacdy-building for access and benefit-sharing and
national policies that address intellectual propeghts (IPRs) in access and benefit-sharing.

Synthesis of responses and comments

221. Facilitating access to genetic resources for ervinentally sound use by other Partieslost
Parties (76%) indicated that various policies amttimanisms were in place to facilitate access tetgen
resources for environmentally sound use by othetid3a Some countries reported that their existing
laws, in particular those related to biodiversityd included provisions governing access to genetic
resources within their jurisdiction. Many of theseuntries required prior informed consent and the
signing of the Material Transfer Agreement for a&scéo genetic resources, particularly for commeércia
use. A few countries reported that they had deexloregulations or policies particularly addressing
access to genetic resources and benefit-sharism@iirom the use of genetic resources. A numlber o
countries said that such a regulation was beinfiatta Institutionally, some countries had estdldis
national focal points or designated related insths to handle access to genetic resources and
associated benefit-sharing. For example, Indiadstablished bodies at various levels to managesacc
to genetic resources and ensure benefiting-shamiging from the use of genetic resources. Some
countries had set up gene banks and developeddunasefor exchange of genetic resources with other
countries or external institutions. In additionredated CBD provisions, many countries indicateat t
they had ratified the FAO International Treaty darf® Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture
(ITPGR) and accordingly put policies and mechanigmslace to implement relevant provisions of this
treaty. Some countries are reviewing their poficiad practices in this regard, and consideringesom
changes to ensure consistency with related intemelt agreements, in particular the CBD and the
ITPGR. Some regions, such as ASEAN and Nordic tms) had developed regional frameworks or
mechanisms for access to genetic resources anditbreing to ensure that they have common
approaches to handle ABS-related issues.

222. Measures to ensure that any scientific researchdbas genetic resources provided by other
Parties is developed and carried out with the falfticipation of such Parties: A little over haif
reporting Parties said that some measures arede plThe rest are considering possible measungst or
to develop such measures. Some countries hadapexklpolicies that required scientific research
institutions using genetic resources to share lsndfrough various means with those countries or
institutions providing such genetic resources. Sehmeans identified by some countries include joint
research, training, scientific and technical coafien, information exchange, know-how transfer,
reintroduction of extinct plants, joint publicatmrsharing of research results with country ofiarand

an open international exchange of materials foerdtfic research and knowledge advancement. The
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Swiss Academy of Sciences (SCNAT) has elaboratéith tlve support of the Federal Office for the
Environment (FOEN), guidelines for scientific resdm entitled “Access and benefit-sharing-good
practice for academic research on genetic resour&esne developing countries had adopted policies
that required foreign institutions using genetisa@rces from the country to share benefits fromude

of genetic resources with the institutions and@mmunities providing such genetic resources orihgld
the knowledge of use of such genetic resources.fevd countries said that they had joined the
International Plant Exchange Network (IPEN) whepecific terms had been developed for exchange of
plant genetic resources. A few countries that redidied the International Treaty on Plant Genetic
Resources for Food and Agriculture are followinlgvant provisions of this treaty, which they comsid
are consistent with relevant provisions of the CBBome countries reported that such measures had
been incorporated in the procedures for prior im&d consent and the Material Transfer Agreement,
which are key provisions in their ABS-related pmic A few countries said that they were reviewing
the approaches or practice of the scientific comityitin dealing with access to genetic resources and
associated benefit-sharing.

223. Measures to ensure that the fair and equitablérghaf the results of research and development
and of the benefits arising from the commercial atiebr use of genetic resources with ContractintgyPa
providing such genetic resources: Some countBé%] have put in place some measures to this And.
number of countries have put in place comprehensiyislations, policies and administrative measures
meanwhile they indicate that capacity-building iseded for enforcing these legal and policy
instruments. 31 countries are considering possitBasures and 31 countries are yet to develop such
measures. Detailed information provided by Paitegry limited. A few developed countries repoirt
that they had adopted policies that encouragetutistins using genetic resources from other countioe
share benefits with the country or institution pding such genetic resources. Some of them clearly
required that origin of genetic resources must eelated or disclosed in applying patents for those
products using genetic resources from these casntrihey also organized workshops or campaigns to
increase awareness of such requirements and rglededdures. A few countries indicated that they a
following related provisions in the Bonn Guidelinaad the International Treaty on Plant Genetic
Resources for Food and Agriculture. In some caoemitinstead of having a relevant regulation oigyol

in place, one key means to ensure benefit-shagnprough specific agreements concluded between
those institutions involved and the countries pilowg such genetic resources. Some regions, such as
Nordic countries and Andean region, had developmuneon strategies or approaches for access to
genetic resources and benefit-sharing.

224. Consideration of the multilateral system of accasd benefit-sharing set out in the ITPGR in
developing national measures to address ABS: tless a half responded positively and more than a
half answered negatively. Those that answeredgemostly Parties to the International Treaty tamP
Genetic Resources and those undergoing a procesatifiédation. Some of them indicated that the
multilateral system set out in the ITPGR had beworiporated or taken into account in developing
national regulations and policies for access tetiemesources and benefit-sharing. However, soime
these countries that are already Parties to th&RRre still reviewing related provisions under the
multilateral system to see how they can be incafgar into the national policies and proceduregeadla
to ABS. Though not a Party to the ITPGR yet, saroentries had developed their ABS policies and
instruments with due consideration to the relateavigions of the multilateral system set out in the
ITPGR.

225. Use of the Bonn Guidelines when developing legiaatadministrative or policy measures on
access and benefit-sharing and/or when negotiatimgracts and other arrangements under the MAT:
Only some countries (37%) indicated that the Bonnd€lines were used or given due consideration
when they developed their national legislationjge$ or administrative measures on access to igenet
resources and benefit-sharing, and broader legiskator policies on biodiversity or the environment
Some countries also reported that the Bonn Guidghimere used or modelled when developing the rules
for prior informed consent and the multilateranster agreements. A few developed countries tiat t

/...
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Bonn Guidelines were taken into consideration whereloping the code of conduct for the private
sector or institutions involved in access to genedisources in other countries. They also orgdnize
awareness workshops or campaigns or developedtatice codes or guidelines to this end. The UK
provided a few examples where a number of instihgi such as Botanical Garden Kew signed
agreements with the countries or institutions pimg genetic resources, which were consistent thith
principles and provisions of the Bonn Guidelinésfew developing countries also mentioned the dse o
the Bonn Guidelines when they developed laws omprb&pecting or biosafety issues. A number of
developing countries identified challenges for tise of the Bonn Guidelines, including the compiexit
of its provisions that require considerable legald atechnical expertise for actual use and
implementation.

226. National policies or measures that address ofdleeaf intellectual property rights in access and
benefit-sharing arrangements: Only some counti3886) indicated that their legislations or policies
related to access and benefit-sharing had addreéseddsues related to the intellectual propeigits.

For example, some countries like Germany and Swetkarly required patent applicants to disclose
“the country of origin” while patents are applient those products using genetic resources fronr othe
countries. Some countries incorporated such reménts in their patent laws or other related laush

as plant varieties law, copyright laws and plardelolers laws. Some countries indicated that their
relevant laws or policies covered the intellecfuaperty rights but not those issues related witicanal
knowledge and practices. Some countries are r@vigthie connection between the intellectual propert
rights and access to genetic resources and coimgjdarcorporating IPR-related issues into their
legislations or policies governing access to genesources and benefit-sharing.

227. Capacity-building activities related to access dmhefit-sharing: Many developed countries
indicated that they had provided support or assigtato developing countries and countries with
economies in transition to strengthen their capeEcito implement the provisions related to accesk a
benefit-sharing. The following table lists soméivaties undertaken by some developed countridhim
regard.

networks

Country providing | Country or region | Projects and/or | Means or channels of
support receiving support Activities support
Australia APEC countries Genetic resources | Workshops etc.
management
Belgium ABS-related Development
development aid cooperation channels
Canada Mexico A joint Canada-Mexico
Workshop on ABS
Germany Countries in Asia, Latin | Development and | Development
America and Africa implementation of ABS | cooperation
legislation
The Netherlands African countries An Inter-regional | International
meeting between African | development
and European PGRFA | cooperation

genetic resources and
developing countries

Management Tool (ABS
MT)

Norway Developing countries InBio projects on ABS International cooperation
Sweden Developing countries Advanced International | International
Training Programme | development
“Genetic Resources and | cooperation
IPR-Pathways for
Development
Switzerland Users and providers of | The Access and Benefit | Contribution by the State

Secretariat for Economic
Affairs (SECO)

The United Kingdom

Developing countries

Development of a plain
language guide to the
CBD and its provisions
on ABS; the CBD for
Botanists

The UK Darwin Initiative
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228. Developing countries also undertook some capaditlgmg activities. For example, Brazil
organized training courses on biopiracy combat. tsBana organized training workshops for local
communities on the sustainable use of genetic ressu India hosted a regional training workshop on
ABS in relation to bioprospecting. Lebanon orgadinational workshops to build local capacity and
team about potential commercial value and use adibérsity, and to highlight issues related to asce
and benefit-sharing and intellectual property rightA few developing countries indicated that some
capacity-building and awareness raising activitiese undertaken while drafting national legislatiam
policies on ABS. A few developing countries als@ntioned some collaborative activities with
developed countries and relevant international miegdions for strengthening capacities in this rdga

Overall Assessment of Progress and Challenges

229. At this stage in the implementation of the accemsd #&enefit-sharing provisions of the
Convention, many countries focus on awarenessagpisitivities of relevant stakeholders at the matio
level and capacity-building activities. A considele number of countries have begun to develod,lega
policy and institutional frameworks for addressihigS-related issues. Some countries have recognized
the importance and the need to put in place sonasunes that ensure that access to genetic resources
should be undertaken through procedures like ther prformed consent and the Multilateral Transfer
Agreement. Such measures are already in placenie gountries but their capacities for implementing
these measures need to be strengthened. The ieuiation of the Bonn Guidelines is still in thelgar
stage, though some countries have begun to revieiw telated regulations and policies in light bét
Guidelines.

230. Obstacles to implementation include

» limited availability of resources;

» technical capacity constraints;

» administrative burden related to obtaining fundiingm international bodies considered
disproportionate compared to the benefits derived;

» lack of national coordination among national goveent agencies;

» absence of an adequate national legislative framewo

» low awareness of the issue of access and benefitaghat the national level among relevant
stakeholders;

» difficulty in monitoring the extent of misapproptien of genetic resources;

» incomplete scientific information and traditionaldwledge complexity of the issue has led
to difficulty in implementation.

Access to and transfer of technology and technology cooperation (Article 16)
Introduction

231. At its seventh meeting, the Conference of the Eartidopted, in decision VII/29, a programme
of work on technology transfer and technologicadl @cientific cooperation, with a view to develop

meaningful and effective action to enhance the emantation of Articles 16 to 19 as well as related
provisions of the Convention. The programme of kvigr structured into four programme elements:
technology assessments, information systems, ngeatiabling environments, and capacity-building and
enhancement.

232. The guidelines for the third national report cont& questions on access to and transfer of
technology covering the different provisions of idle 16, the financial and technical support predd
for implementation of the programme of work as veallits different elements.



UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/2/INF/1/Add.2
Page 46

Synthesis of responses and comments

Measures to provide or facilitate access for arahsfer to other Parties of technologies that are
relevant to the conservation and sustainable udgarfiversity or make use of genetic resourceselbs w
as the provision of support for implementationta programme of work on technology transfer and
cooperation

233. Slightly less than one half of reporting Partiedidated that they do not have measures in
place (37) or that measures are not in place bdémureview (15). A total of 58 Parties reportedtth
some measures in place, and only 5 Parties repturtealve comprehensive measures in place.

234. With regard to the provision of financial and teictah support and training to assist in the
implementation of the programme of work on transfetechnology and technology cooperation, about
two-thirds (65) either replied that they do not égrogrammes in place (52) or that such programmes
are only under development (13). A total of 25tiearreported having some programmes in place and
only two Parties claimed to have comprehensive arages in place.

235. Most Parties provided concrete case-by-case example scientific and technological
cooperation, with only a few developing-country tReer providing information on their general
regulatory or policy frameworks that provide an ldivy environment (some of which were said to not
apply specifically to technologies of relevancetlhe Convention). Brazil provided a detailed reply
explaining pertinent laws and regulations. Frequeference was made to specific activities of aese
institutions that engage in joint research coopangirogrammes, possibly in the context of bilaterad
multilateral development cooperation. Cooperatidgiih and through CGIAR Centers and contributions
to GEF were explicity mentioned by a few PartiesCooperation may involve benefit-sharing
arrangements and technology transfer through stijppoesearch equipment. Support through capacity-
building, including training and research fellowss$ischolarships, was frequently referred to by some
countries. The importance of providing incentifes technology transfer was mentioned by three
Parties, and one Party noted the importance ofdordirect investment and the need for an enabling
environment thereon. A few Parties mentioned coatfm on the development of markets for
biodiversity-based products, possibly in the contixcommunity-based natural resource management.
Assistance in database development and in buildittgpnal clearing-house mechanisms was mentioned
by some Parties.

236. Cooperative research on genetic resources was fagspently mentioned.  Technical
cooperation in the forestry sector was reported\®r 10 Parties, followed by agriculture and fiséer
Technological cooperation in the context of speciemagement and (transboundary) protected areas
was referred to by a few Parties, and transboundartgr management by one Party. Cooperation on
monitoring technologies was also mentioned by cargyP

Measures for countries providing genetic resources to be provided access to and transfer of technology
making use of these resources on mutually agreed terms (Article 16 (3))

237. 39% of reporting countries claimed to have somg (B5comprehensive (5) measures in place,
while 41 countries indicated that there are no songasures in place and 22 Parties indicated that
potential measures are under review. A total ofddntries indicated that the question does nolyapp
them.
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Measures for the private sector to facilitate access to joint development and transfer of relevant
technology for the benefit of government institutions and the private sector of developing countries
(Article 16(4))

238. 59% (68) of countries indicated that no such messurere taken (50) or that potential measures
are under review (18). A total of 32 countriesroled that some policies and measures are in ptade,

2 countries indicated that comprehensive policied measures are in place, and 13 countries said tha
the question is not applicable.

239. Only a few countries referred to general policiesteasures, including legislation regulating
access to genetic resources; investment promotaityp measures in the context of its national
biosafety framework; the establishment of guideifer public-private partnerships; and cost- ok-ris
sharing arrangements in order to promote privatéeseengagement in developing countries. Concrete
examples of public-private partnerships were predity a few Parties, which may involve funds fa th
development of the private sector in developingtoes .

240. As regards specific sectors, agriculture took #al| followed by forestry, fisheries management
and pharmaceutical research. One Party made speeference to biofuels, and one Party made
reference to the support of the private sector axohomic research. General references to the
development of markets for biodiversity-based potslwere made by some Parties.

Programme of Work on transfer of technology antinetogy cooperation
Measures to remove impediments to multi-counttjainies

241. 80% of reporting countries (88) indicated eitheattho such measures are in place (62) or that
some measures are being considered (28). Only@itries claimed that some measures are in place
and one country indicated that comprehensive measare in place.

242. Most comments referred in general terms to the gemgant of the Party with multilateral
initiatives or organizations that promote reseascbperation and technology transfer. A few Member
States of the European Union and the European Cssioni referred to the role of the European
Research Framework Programme. A number of Padjgsrted on the removal of impediments through
specific mechanisms or in specific areas. OneyRaferred to market liberalization in general term
one Party referred to the respect of conditionafitdevelopment cooperation, and one Party refeiwed
the principles enshrined in the Paris DeclaratiorAal Effectiveness. A few Parties referred to tise

of genetically modified organisms, and one Pargpectively, referred to the following: agreemenfts
biofuels, national parks, land restoration, watesib management, and fisheries management.

Technology assessments addressing technology arddpportunities (programme element 1, on
technology assessments)

243. Almost one half of reporting Parties (53) indicatedt no assessments were undertaken, while
31 countries indicated that assessments were umagrand 34 countries said that basic assessments
were undertaken. No country indicated that comgmelve assessments were undertaken.

244. In providing detailed comments, references were anadparticular to the National Capacity

Self-assessments for Global Environmental Managensmd to the national assessments on
biotechnology, research and development progranameésapacity-building needs, in the context of the
UNEP-GEF project on the development of nationakaiety frameworks. A few Parties said that such
assessments were conducted in the context of tlelagenent of national science and technology
policies, and a few Parties referred to assessmmgitgy undertaken in the context of development
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cooperation projects. Some countries provided mdetailed overviews of technology needs,
opportunities and constraints.

Assessments and risk analysis of new technologiegramme element 1, on technology assessments)

245. More than one half of reporting countries indicatedsuch assessments were undertaken (61),
while 19 countries indicated that there are assestwmunder way, 31 countries indicated that some
assessments were undertaken and 2 countries iedittett comprehensive assessments were undertaken.

246. Comments mostly referred to risk assessments widartprior to the import or release of
genetically modified organisms, possibly includsagio-economic implications. A few Parties refdrre
to biotechnologies in general and assessments takdar on control technologies for invasive alien
species and forestry technologies.

247. As regards the institutional and procedural setupuhdertaking such assessments, some Parties
referred to their national biosafety frameworks a&edulations, and a few Parties referred to approva
procedures more generally. Several Parties refaoeassessments being undertaken in the context of
development cooperation projects. A few Partieitineed specialized agencies or inter-agency
working groups that are responsible for such assests. A few Parties underlined that such
assessments are undertaken on a case-to-case basis.

Measuresto develop or strengthen information systems (programme element 2, on information
systems)

248. 71% of reporting Parties do not have programmegsdne (43) or have some programmes under
development (38). 32 countries have some programimeplace. No Party has comprehensive
programmes in place.

249. References were most frequently made to the naticlearing-house mechanisms and the
Biosafety Clearing-House, and the support of capdmiilding activities to strengthen the national
CHM/BCH. Other national biodiversity informatiorystems, possibly supported by webpages, were
mentioned by some Parties. Electronic networks sitientific and technological cooperation were
mentioned by several Parties. References were toaiddormation systems under development with a
specific thematic focus. For instance, referemeese made to: a geographical information system fo
marine biodiversity; an information system on thtdwelatives of crops, an agrobiodiversity datahas
database on technological information in patentudwntation, and a database on technology transfer
activities in development cooperation. One Pargntioned the importance of improving national
electronic communication infrastructure.

Development and implementation of national framdwdor cooperation and access to technologies
(programme element 3, on enabling environments)

250. 73% of reporting countries (80) reported that nasuees were taken (56) or that no measures
were taken but a few measures were being considesdightly more than one quarter (30) said that
some measures were taken and no Party said thgtmmeasures were taken.

251. Many comments reaffirmed information provided undarlier questions. Most Parties referred
to the preparation of national biosafety framewaaksl legislation and to the inclusion of technology
transfer and technological cooperation in natidradliversity policies. A number of Parties referte

the establishment or designation of national ingsths responsible for technology transfer and
adaptation, and to their involvement in internagioscientific and technological cooperation. Some
Parties also made references to other policiepkams, such as national science and technologgies)i

national action plans for combating desertificatipoverty reduction strategy papers, as well as to

/...
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national legislation on access to genetic resouriogsllectual property legislation, and legislation
trade in dangerous goods and technologies of gicasignificance. Some Parties also underlined, tha
while measures were undertaken, this had not beea ith an explicit biodiversity context.

Overall assessment of achievements and challenges

252. Overall progress is very limited in implementatmfiboth Article 16 and the programme of work
on technology transfer and cooperation. Howevemes Parties noted some positive outcomes of the
activities undertaken, including: increased knalgke and expertise; additional funding providedeasc

to new technology facilitated; and reduced advargect on biodiversity. Several Parties also paaint

to specific examples of good practice cases andesstul activities in technology transfer and stifien

and technological cooperation.

253. Major constraints identified include mostly thekaof human capacity and financial
resources. Institutional weaknesses includingatheence of legislation were mentioned by a number o
Parties, some of them making explicit referenceth® absence of biosafety legislation as well as
legislation on access to genetic resources. Tdledacapacity for the adaptation of technology ab®
mentioned. Some Parties also noted a lack of imfition and knowledge, in particular with respect to
technology needs, to available technologies, arld rggard to technology assessments.

254. A number of developing-country Parties mentionegl libw level of technology transfer from
developed countries and of international technalmigtooperation, underlining the need for develeped
country Parties to adjust their technology trangfelicies so that technologies for conservation and
sustainable use of biodiversity are transferred preferential manner instead of a commercial manne
and noting the “embryonic nature” of the mechan@maccess to and transfer of technology under the
Convention. Patents and the prohibitive levelassf were identified as a barrier for effective ¢fanof
modern technologies to developing countries.

Scientific and Technical Cooperation (Articles 12, 17 & 18)
Article 12 - Research and Training
Introduction

255. Article 12 has not yet been addressed as a seg@yatela item by the Conference of the Parties
however elements of this article are often integgtainto decisions and work programmes adopted by
Parties.

Synthesis of responses and comments

Establishment of programmes for scientific and mécdl education and training in measures for the
identification, conservation and sustainable usbeiofogical diversity and its components

256. Responses reveal that most (72%) Parties have lisktb programmes for scientific and
technical education and training in measures feritlentification, conservation and sustainable afse
biological diversity and its components; some (2P4rties have programmes under development; and a
few (7%) Parties have established no programmes.

257. The higher learning institutions of nearly all ctrigs offer courses related to the scientific work
programmes of the Convention. Extensive undergrgdand graduate programmes are also offered by a
considerable number of countries. Particular dgwakents in this regard include the establishmeaminof
international doctoral school of biodiversity saiea in Denmark, through the cooperation of 13 Danis
institutions, and a doctoral school on ecology bindliversity established in Estonia with the suppdr
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European Union structural funds. Most countriss affer training, particularly in regard to biodigity
management, through ministries, educational irgtitg, training conservatories, research agencies,
NGOs and UN agencies (e.g., IUCN, UNDP). Partigipdn training programmes generally comprise
students, researchers, environmental trainers amagers.

258. In addition to having a strong environmental netwoomprised of several government and
non-governmental organizations, India has alsaigeatine centres of excellences in different pafthe
country to further strengthen awareness and rdseand training in prioritised areas of science and
management. Training programmes have been dewkfoperarious groups, including young children,
general public, farmers, entrepreneurs, on isselkeged to conservation, cultivation and processihg
medicinal and aromatic plants, agro technologiekiatellectual property rights.

Promoting and encouraging research which contrisutethe conservation and sustainable use of
biological diversity

259. Nearly all (94%) countries are promoting and enaging research which contributes to the
conservation and sustainable use of biologicalrditye Very few (4%) countries are not promotimgla
encouraging research. Due to the fact that thebeumf biodiversity research projects being undema

by Parties is too broad to cover in this analyaigew examples of successful research outcomes are
highlighted below.

260. Research on a captive breeding program in SainialLfor the Saint Lucia ParrofA(nazona
versicolol contributed to the survival of the species. Wagh has fully inventoried biodiversity in
national parks and nature reserves, central higklamorth central and northwest regions of the tgun
as well as in several provinces. This researchrémdted in the discovery of six new mammal spgcie
along with the identification of a population ofetlHairy-nosed OtterL{tra sumatran® in U Minh
Thuong National Park previously believed to beretti In Israel, research conducted on the bioth®f
"Evolution Canyon" on Mount Carmel produced puliiimas on many taxa of terrestrial invertebrates,
including insects, that had not been studied iaclsbefore.

261. Through Brazilian genomic research begun in 199¥ the establishment of a virtual research
institute connecting laboratories to research tinstins of Sdo Paulo state, the genetic materiahef
bacterium Xylella fastidiosa, which causes citr@iegated chlorosis (CVC), was deciphered. This
outcome resulted in Brazil making history by cortthg the first genetic sequencing of a phytopatimoge
(an organism responsible for causing disease m$laf economic importance).

Promoting and cooperating in the use of scientfivances in biological diversity research in
developing methods for conservation and sustainaséeof biological resources

262. Most (86%) Parties are promoting and cooperatingpénuse of scientific advances in biological
diversity in developing methods of conservation aodtainable use of biological resources; few (14%)
Parties are not promoting and cooperating in switlvites. Various forms of partnerships exist at
national, regional and international levels. Perdntypically include federal ministries, univeiess,
researchers, NGOs and UN organizations. Few desnéire engaging the private sector in projects.
Again, due to the vast number of projects beingeuadken in this regard, this analysis will highligh
few examples only.

263. In India, a project on the conservation and suatde use of medicinal plants has brought
together the forest departments of 5 states, 18 N&@ 5 research organizations. In Morocco, the
National Institute for Medicinal and Aromatic Planand a supporting national network have been
created to reinforce research and developmenténptbtection and value of medicinal and aromatic
plants.
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264. The European Platform for Biodiversity Researchategy (EPBRS) is supported by the
European Community and aims to identify and promegearch that will contribute to policies, and the
management and sustainable use of biodiversity ocapms. MARINE GENOMICS EUROPE, a
network of excellence funded by the European Conitpusissembles 450 scientists from 44 institutions
in 16 countries to promote, develop and communjctieoughout the European Union, a broader
understanding of questions related to marine etesys including the establishment of databases of
marine resources.

265. Research related to the development of mechanisnfaif benefit-sharing for local populations
is supported by Germany. Examples include projectsthe protection of wild coffee habitats in
Ethiopia, and on nature conservation in Chile, Bonaand Brazil. Research funded through Canada’s
International Development Research Centre (IDRQ)th@ Sustainable Use of Biodiversity Program
Initiative aims to develop appropriate technologiesal institutions, and policy frameworks through
interdisciplinary and participatory research thatarporates local and indigenous knowledge, as agll
gender considerations. The Initiative has fundadrounity-based research in sub-Saharan Africa,,Asia
Latin America & the Caribbean, the Middle East &atth Africa that has the potential to affect natib
and international policies.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

266. At present, research and training activities pritmamomprise activities related to taxonomy and
biodiversity management. Consequently, there i®e@d to promote an interdisciplinary approach to
research and training among Parties to advancstigolimplementation of the Convention (particularly
as concerns legal and socio-economic dimensionslféctively mainstream biodiversity across sectors
There is also a need to increase the participatfoparticular groups, such as indigenous and local
communities, women’s groups, general public, mexdtid the private sector in education and training
programmes.

267. This analysis illustrates that, in general, thekdinbetween the research community and
implementing agencies, organizations, companiesiergé public and other stakeholders require
considerable strengthening. Also evident is thedn® bridge the theoretical achievements of revear
with their practical application; to develop a gysttic approach to conducting research with modern
research methods for biodiversity conservatiomgtase programmes offered by educational instihgio

268. Constraints reported by Parties to implement thisla include: lack of synergies, cooperation,
sustainable coordination mechanisms; inadequatasitnficture, teaching and research materials;déack
official verification and certification procedurelgck of training in the use of modern technologies
insufficient number of research personnel; insidfit capacity to undertake monitoring and long-term
projects; lack of interdisciplinary research; insistent research methodologies.

Article 17 - Exchange of Information
Introduction
269. So far the Conference of the Parties has not peavapecific guidance on the implementation of
this Article. In the third national report, all flas were asked to report on measures to fa@litat

information exchange, and developed countries oethér they had taken into consideration the special
needs of developing countries in facilitating imf@tion exchange.
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Synthesis of responses and comments
Measures to facilitate the exchange of information

270. Many Parties (63%) have put some measures in piafaxilitate information exchange while a
number of countries (17) have taken comprehensiasares. Ten countries indicated that they had no
such measures in place and nine countries arengaitipossible measures.

271. Two-thirds of developed countries indicate thatythad taken into account the special needs of
developing countries while facilitating informatiexchange, with some saying that the informatiay th
exchange with developing countries does not nedgssaver all the categories of information spésif

in Article 17(2).

272. Some countries have established national databasésformation networks of biodiversity
and/or biodiversity-related information. For exdeyBelgium has established the Belgian Biodivgrsit
Platform. Canada has set up the Federal Biodiyehsformation Partnership, Canadian Information
System for the Environment and NatureServe’'s Coasien Data Centers. Ethiopia is developing an
Environmental Information System. Some regionsehalso developed networks of biodiversity
information such as the European Network for Biedsity Information (ENBI), the Inter-American
Biodiversity Information Network (IABIN), and the fAcan Environmental Information Network
(AEIN). Many countries have established datab#fsetheir taxonomic or museum collections such as
Australia’s Virtual Herbarium and China’s biodiviysdatabase.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

273. There has been some obvious progress in the exetadrigformation since the adoption of the
Convention. Although the types of measures unlenteby countries to facilitate the exchange of
information vary, nearly all countries have undkeeta measures in this regard. Several developed
countries have established full-fledged nationawoeks. Many countries are also participating in
international biodiversity information networks, cbuthe Global Biodiversity Information Facility
(GBIF). In addition, there are numerous informatieetworks specialized in specific areas relatethé¢o
Convention. Even if it is difficult at this stag® accurately assess how useful and effective eftitese
measures or initiatives has been for researcherssidn-makers and the general public, the amofint o
information available and related networks haveegeted considerable impacts worldwide. The
decrease in obstacles such as technological mrters greatly contributed to the improvement m th
capacity of many countries to access and exchanfigamation.

274. Main constraints identified by many countries fmplementing this Article are:

» Lack of capacity;

* Lack of financial, human and technical resources;

» Lack of national information management standardas shortage of relevant information on
biodiversity.

Article 18 - Technical and Scientific Cooperation
Introduction

275. Scientific and technical cooperation, including t@é&aring-House Mechanism (CHM) and
related capacity-building, has been referred tmamy of the decisions of the Conference of thei€art
The Strategic Plan adopted at the sixth meetinthefConference of the Parties identified improved
financial, human, scientific, technical and teclogotal capacity to implement the Convention as aine
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its goals and objectives to be met by 2010. Thatkimeeting of the Conference of the Partiestsin i
decision VIII/11, adopted an updated strategy apcbgramme of work for the CHM until 2010.

276. In the third national report, Parties were askedefmort on measures to promote scientific and
technical cooperation, efforts to promote developnod joint programmes and ventures for technology
development, establishing links with NGOs, the g@idévsector and research institutions working is thi

field and development and use of CHM.

Synthesis of responses and comments

Measures to promote international technical anestific cooperation in the field of conservatiordan
sustainable use of biological diversity

277. Nearly all countries are involved in internatiot@thnical and scientific cooperation in the field
of conservation and sustainable use of biodiversithe main players are United Nations institutions
(e.g. GEF, UNEP, UNDP, UNESCO, FAO), large inteioredl NGOs specialized in biodiversity

(e.g. IUCN, WWEF, BirdLife), Regional Organizatiorn®.g. European Commission, ASEAN), and
bilateral cooperation agencies from developed c@mmie.g. German GTZ, Canadian CIDA, Swedish
SIDA).

278. International cooperation is also promoted thronglitilateral agreements and initiatives which
typically focus on a particular thematic area (&Rgmsar, CITES, CGIAR on agriculture, CIFOR on
forests), and through regional or national netwdikg. American IABIN, Asian ASEAN, European
Eionet, African AEIN Commonwealth CSIRO, CanadiaBIN, Belgian ABIC)

Encouraging and developing methods of cooperatiothfe development and use of technologies,
including indigenous and traditional technologigspursuance of the objectives of this Convention

279. The answers are split equally among 3 groups, @itltountries having methods in place, 39
with relevant methods under development, and theairding 39 without any methods developed in this
regard.

Promoting the establishment of joint research pemgmes and joint ventures for the development of
technologies relevant to the objectives of the €atign

283. 86 countries have been active in the estabésli of joint research programmes and ventures for
the development of technologies. Examples providghlight that most of these programmes have been
initiated through international, regional, bilaterand international non-governmental organizations
mentioned above.

Establishing links to non-governmental organizasioprivate sector and other institutions holding
important databases or undertaking significant workbiological diversity through the CHM

280. 58 countries have established links with partnganizations through their CHM, as requested
by Decision V/14. Among those countries who hagetg do so, 34 are in the process of coordinating
with relevant partners. Overall, this process lbarconsidered as an ongoing activity for each natio
CHM.
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Further development of the CHM to assist developmgntries and countries with economies in
transition to gain access to information in thddief scientific and technical cooperation

281. Although this question was addressed to developadtdes only, and fewer than 10 substantive
comments were provided, they are nonetheless wéoymative. Unfortunately, they reveal that only a
handful of national CHMs from developed countrige effectively assisting other countries to gain
access to information in the field of scientificdatechnical cooperation, though most of the deadop
countries are very active in international coogerat

Use of the CHM to make information available moseful for researchers and decision-makers

282. 48 countries have taken measures to make releméormiation available to researchers and
decision-makers through their national CHM. On ¢ieer hand, 21 countries report that nothing has
been undertaken in this regard. 43 countriesaieng at relevant initiatives.

283. Most of the comments describe the type of infororatavailable on the national CHM, and
confirm that the CHM is a useful tool for reseamshand decision-makers. Approximately 10 countries
provide further details about their national infation networks.

Development, provision and sharing services antstmenhance and facilitate the implementation of
the CHM and further improve synergies among biaditye-related Conventions

284. 71 countries report that no services and tools teen developed, whereas 38 countries report
that tools and services have been provided. Aitl#&@ countries refer to their national CHM websise
the on-line service through which information iesdd. To date, the main tool developed in thisungg

is the European Portal Toolkit which is being ussdmost European national CHMs as well as by
almost 20 African countries. Approximately 10 ctriigs mentioned initiatives specifically targeted
towards improving synergies among biodiversityteda conventions, mainly through national
coordination mechanisms.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

285. Although the scope of the third national report re@tnprovide an exhaustive list of all
cooperation initiatives related to implementatidnttte Convention, it is clear that some progress ha
been made in the field of international technicad acientific cooperation.

286. International organizations specialized in coopenahave been playing a major role. These
organizations include not only United Nations sgsiestitutions (e.g. GEF, UNEP, UNDP, UNESCO,
FAO) but also large international NGOs (e.g. IUCWWEF) and regional institutions. Bilateral
cooperation agencies should also be credited &r dfiforts.

287. Owverall, it is not clear to what extent these in&ional cooperation initiatives have been
facilitated by the Clearing-House Mechanism. Mdagtors, such as national strategies and global
awareness about the Convention, have to be takeraagtount. Another difficulty in assessing impact
relates to the fact that the Secretariat receieeg Mmited feedback on implementation. Such femdb
would be extremely valuable, particularly if a linkould be drawn between decisions and
implementation.

288. Main obstacles identified by many countries for iempenting this Article include:

» Lack of a strong commitment to establishing a meticCHM;
» Lack of financial, human and technical supportdtablish and operate a national CHM;
* Management on a permanent basis of a nationalvgiiy network;
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» Sustainability and limited capacity that affectglfier development,
» Lack of financial, human and technical resourcesuiodertaking scientific and technical
cooperation.

Financial resources (Article 20)
Introduction

289. Article 20 of the Convention requires all Partiesprovide financial support and incentives for
the implementation of the Convention. Developedntoes are also required to provide new and
additional financial resources to enable develogimgntries to meet the agreed full incrementalscoét
implementing measures which fulfill the obligationader the Convention. The Conference of the
Parties provided guidance in its various decismmé&inancial resources.

290. In the third national report, countries were askedeport on financial resources provided or
received to implement the Convention, major finaggdbrogrammes, incentives, measures to encourage
financial support, actions to integrate biodiversitto national and international development atities

and plans as well as sectoral development programimeveloped countries were asked to report on the
provision of new and additional financial resourt¢esdeveloping countries. The synthesis below is
organized by the key information provided, rathbarnt by questions and requests. No overall
assessments are made here. Further informatiorbedound in other WGRI documents related to
financial resources.

Synthesis of responses and comments
Bilateral resources

291. Bilateral assistance agencies are principal dslimeechanisms for providing resources through
bilateral channels, and many governmental orgapizsitincluding Ministries of Environment, are also
involved in providing a significant amount of aicdmall donor countries, despite limited capacign c
play a significant role in supporting particulaethes of the Convention. Biodiversity capacity ohadr
agencies has increased, for instance, throughstiadleshment of the EC Environmental Help-Desk and
training programme.

292. It is common practice to integrate environmentaisiderations into all aspects of development
cooperation, in particular by applying environméntapact assessments. New biodiversity-related
development assistance programmes have emergeteiwith the rapid evolution of geographical and
thematic focus of aid policies. Biodiversity-targg assistance programmes continue to play a Valuab
role in shaping international financial cooperatitor biodiversity. Funding targets/estimates are
specified in some donor countries. Biodiversitjeigtured in new policy documents.

Regional and multilateral resources

293. Bilateral agencies can be instrumental in fosteragional financial cooperation for biodiversity.
GEF funding through UNDP and UNEP can play a legdiole in promoting regional biodiversity
cooperation. Regional organizations demonstratenpal for regional resources. Regional roundiabl
serve as a useful process for facilitating regiaeslources. The European Union’s various regional
financial instruments are perhaps the most suagddsgffar among all regional resources.

294. Regional resources are frequently channelled thiraegional and global projects, rather than
through the established regional organizations. stMiegional programmes draw upon funds from
bilateral and multilateral agencies. The totahfinial resources realized through regional chanreeis

be estimated. International non-governmental argdions in the region and regional agreements
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provide technical assistance. Emerging proposalside an Arab Environment Facility (AEF) to secure
funds for environmental projects in the Arab regiand a Gulf Environmental Fund that will help to
finance conservation in all the Gulf States.

295. The GEF is considered by many donor countries asptimary vehicle for funding global
biodiversity conservation under the Convention. wideer, other international organizations are also
involved in channelling financial resources to lnedsity, in particular through new initiatives tust
funds. Developing countries confirmed that the Gi&E been the main source of financing biodiversity
projects. Some developing countries proposed migrams and organized donor conferences.

National budgets

296. Only 11 percent of countries indicated that theg dot provide any financial support or
incentives to national activities that are intentie@chieve the objectives of the Convention. TEnge
majority of countries have provided financial sugpor incentives or both to support national
biodiversity activities. Public investment in eroimental protection and mitigation has decreased i
some countries and increased in other countriagdg&ary cuts are a serious problem for biodiversit
conservation and sustainable use.

297. Overall funding estimates are often made on natierpenses in the fields of forestry, nature
conservation and protected areas, fisheries, dgriey agro-environment, tourism, natural resources
education and science, industry, trade, regionaldement and public works, energy, oceans, tramspo
urban development, water, mining, botanical garders herbarium, health, national defence. National
expenses are sometimes distributed through spemiagrams, rather than through traditional
administrative lines. Provincial and local goveamts have considerable annual budgets allocated to
nature conservation.

298. Although funding required for biodiversity is commptively small as compared to the funds
planned for other environmental components, biagditye activities are generally under-funded.
Environmental funds provide a funding umbrella forancing biodiversity activities and projects.
Set-aside funds can ensure conservation in petpetubeveral countries have developed national
biodiversity work programmes and a national GERtetyy, and introduced a sector-wide approach
(Environment and Natural Resources sector). Buigiehethods in respect of biodiversity require
strengthening since budgetary procedures are fitedsior assessing intangible costs. National igubl
sector reform can have impacts on biodiversityrfaiag since biodiversity issues are normally preeds

at decentralized levels. Qil prices have impaats averall governmental expenditures, thus on
biodiversity expenditures. The dependence on eatesources will decrease significantly with the
establishment of sustainable financing mechanisms.

Tax measures

299. Slightly more than half of the reporting countriedicated that no tax exemptions were available
for biodiversity-related donations. 39 reportinguntries have adopted tax exemption status for
biodiversity-related donations, and 15 reportingirddes are developing appropriate tax exemption
measures.

Other resources
300. There are many examples of private contributiond assources generated from revenue

measures, but the resultant resources are genénalignificant at national or international levels.
Several countries have begun to introduce innogafimancial mechanisms such as payments for
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ecosystem services, however, their potential tegga sustainable finances has not been signifjcant
realized to date.

Utilization of resources

301. 16 donor countries identified major areas of finahsupport, with the most common areas of
support being related tm-situ conservationex-situ conservation, protected areas and agricultural
biodiversity. The areas supported by fewer coantdre preparation of the first report on the Stathe
World’s Animal Genetic Resources, Global Taxonomifidtive, development of national indicators, and
the Global Strategy for Plant Conservation.

302. This distribution of donor support among variousuiss is echoed by attempts made by
developing countries to secure financeBi-situ conservation is the most common area for which
developing countries have tried to secure resourddse areas for which fewer funding requests have
been made by developing countries include the Glbaaonomy Initiative, implementation of the Addis
Ababa Principles and the Guidelines for the Suatda Use of Biodiversity, and development of
national strategies or action plans to deal withrespecies.

303. 31 countries indicated that they had monitoringtesys in place, and 32 additional countries
indicated that they were in the process of estaiblisprocedures for monitoring financial suppd@ver

70 percent of countries still do not have a prodessnonitor financial support in their countries.
Similarly, only one-fifth of reporting countries V& ever conducted a review of their national buslget
including official development assistance in suppdmnational biodiversity activities.

Cooperation (Article 5)
Introduction

304. Article 5 of the Convention requires all countriescooperate to implement the Convention, in
particular when addressing transboundary threaksoiversity. Guidance provided by the Conference
of the Parties on this Article to date is primarrglated to cooperation with relevant international
organizations and initiatives at various levelele®ant guidance can be also found in many dea@wén
the Conference of the Parties.

305. In the third national report, Parties were askedréport on transboundary cooperation,
establishment of regional and subregional mechanimn cooperation and harmonization of national
policies and programmes with a view to increasiymesgies among related conventions.

Synthesis of responses and comments

306. Nearly all Parties are participating in differerdgrrhs of international cooperation. Most
countries reported that the highest degree of cabpe was being undertaken at the regional and
subregional levels. Moreover, some countries tepothat existing regional mechanisms and networks
had been strengthened through the development gibn@ action plans, green corridors, regional
CHMs, common internet portals and databases. Midtal cooperation is also being conducted by a
clear majority of countries on a wide range of teemThe degree of bilateral cooperation is theskiw
however still carried out by the majority. Apantorin ministries and government departments,
international partners also include universitiesearch centres, UN organizations and non-govetammen
organizations.

307. It is apparent that international cooperation isvieg to facilitate the implementation of the
Convention at all levels through financial, teckai@and technological support, information-sharing,
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capacity-building for training and research, depelent of projects on thematic programmes and
cross-cutting issues, and sectoral plans.

308. Examples of cooperation initiatives include: (iudrian-led cooperation with countries in
eastern Europe, Central and West Asia, North Afri8ab-Saharan Africa, Asia Pacific and Latin
America on the development of training capacity dmgman resources for forest biodiversity
management; (ii) Belgian-led cooperation with 2lmoies and 3 subregional networks on, among other
issues, capacity-building for CHM and BCH focal msi (iii) EC donor support for the legal
establishment of an ASEAN Biodiversity Centre, witASEAN, with a view to promoting cooperation
on environmental and biodiversity matters; (iv) $ARET, a southern African network of BioNET
International established to build taxonomic catyaici the Southern African Development Community;
(v) NOBANIS, a network of Nordic/Baltic countriesupported by integrated databases and a common
internet portal, created to address alien invasjpecies; (vi) IABIN, the Inter-American Biodivengit
Information Network; (vii) Arctic Council (all mends states are CBD Parties with the exception oj one
programmes to develop issues related to the caasemof Arctic Flora and Fauna (CAFF).

309. 20 Parties are taking comprehensive steps to haxmorational policies and programmes to
implement various multilateral environment agreetseand relevant regional initiatives at the nationa
level. 74% report that some steps are being takehis regard. In regard to the harmonization of
policies among the three Rio Conventions, sevexdtidd commented that the synergies identifiechiey t
GEF National Capacity Self-Assessment have assiistgdiding the development of harmonized polices
and programmes. However, only a few countries. @lgna and Uganda) report having harmonized
policies among these three conventions. A cersmimount of progress has been made by European
countries to integrate the 2010 target goals irtiional plans through alignment with related legfisih

of the European Community. It is common for tasget be met indirectly through other policy
frameworks. Little progress has been made regarttia harmonization of national policies with the
Millennium Development Goals and Poverty ReductBtrategies, and even less with respect to the rules
of the World Trade Organization.

Overall assessment of progress and challenges

310. This analysis highlights the fact that, althougte testablishment and strengthening of
cooperation agreements signify positive developmeheir impact as relates to the achievement@f th
2010 target goals and objectives of the Conventiat present difficult to assess.

311. Cooperation with the private sector is negligilbhel @eserves attention. Attention should also be
given to increasing the level of involvement of wemis groups, general public, local and indigenous
communities in cooperation initiatives. Althoughfew Parties reported on the promotion of the
relationship between biodiversity conservation @odio-economic development at the national and
regional levels, the degree of participation of 4emwironmental sectors in cooperation agreemerfty is
from being satisfactory to implement the Convention

312. Other obstacles to implementation of Article 5 um# the assignment of improper mandates at
the level of implementation; insufficient capacity identify appropriate indicators to monitor pregs

on the implementation of 2010 Target and Millenniidevelopment Goals; weak administrative
frameworks to support harmonization of policiespeledence on cooperation trends of foreign policies
without due regard to real national needs; lacleadsystem management and coordination between
national protection systems in respect of transtagn nature systems; political instability; lingiigs
and cultural barriers; lack of economic incentives.



