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DRAFT Report of the Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Review of Implementation of the Convention on the work of its fifth meeting 
Rapporteur: Ms. Eleni Marama Tokaduadua (Fiji)
1. The fifth meeting of the Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Review of Implementation of the Convention was held at the headquarters of the International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO), from 16 to 20 June 2014.
2. The meeting was attended by representatives of the following Parties and other Governments [to be completed]
3. Observers from the following United Nations bodies, specialized agencies, convention secretariats and other bodies also attended:  [to be completed]
4. The following organizations were also represented by observers:  [to be completed]
ITEM 1. 
OPENING OF THE MEETING
5. The meeting was opened at 10.15 a.m. on Monday, 16 June 2014, by Mr. Hem Pande, representing the President of the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties. He thanked the Secretariat and the Bureau of the Conference of the Parties for organizing the meeting and the delegates and observers for their attendance.  Recalling decision VII/30, paragraph 23, of the Conference of the Parties and the additional items assigned by the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties for consideration at the current meeting, he said that, in the longer term, it might be useful to reconsider the role and function of the Working Group and to update, if necessary, the original mandate provided to it. 
6. Mr. Prakash Javadekar, President of the Conference of the Parties and Minister of State, Ministry of Environment, Forests and Climate Change, India, said that the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011–2020 and its Aichi Biodiversity Targets, whose importance had been recognized by the General Assembly of the United Nations and reaffirmed in the outcome document of the United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development, must be the primary basis for implementation of the post–2015 development agenda.
7. Notwithstanding the challenge of shrinking budgets for environmental action, the momentum for ratification of the Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable Sharing of Benefits Arising from their Utilization was accelerating, which bode well for the holding of first meeting of the Protocol concurrently with the twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention. The entry into force of the Protocol was of strategic importance, as it would provide greater certainty and transparency to providers and users of genetic resources and, at the same time, create incentives for the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity.
Resource mobilization was a key issue and the Working Group must make every effort to agree final targets in order to facilitate implementation of decision XI/4 of the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties to double the total biodiversity-related international financial resource flows to developing countries by 2015. Drawing attention to the important work done by the Expert Group on Biodiversity and Poverty Eradication, he urged Parties to convince finance ministries to invest in biodiversity conservation. The effective implementation of national biodiversity strategies and action plans offered great opportunities for ecosystem management, economic diversification and increased resource efficiency, in support of poverty eradication and sustainable development goals.
8. Mr. Braulio Ferreira de Souza Dias, Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity, said that the Working Group would consider elements which could lead to a “Pyeongchang Roadmap 2020” that would consist of decisions that were targeted to enhance the implementation of Strategic Plan and would be based on the collective recommendations of the Working Group. That Roadmap should be a concise, coherent and strategic set of decisions that help to implement paragraph 10 of decision XI/2 in which the Conference of the Parties had requested the strengthening of the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011 – 2020 at the national, sub-regional and regional levels. He urged the Parties to launch mechanisms to enhance implementation, and in particular the speed of implementation, and to undertake further efforts to effectively monitor and report on progress towards establishing national targets.
9. The present meeting was also an opportunity to up-date the global strategy for resource mobilization beyond 2015 and to provide effective guidance on how to achieve the targets on resource mobilization by 2020.  He thanked the European Commission and the Governments of Denmark, Japan, Norway, and Sweden for providing voluntary funding for the work on resource mobilization. The most important outcome of the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties had been decision XI/4, in which some very specific, although preliminary, targets for resource mobilization had been set. Once finalized, those targets would constitute a significant commitment by the world community towards a substantial increase in mobilizing resources for biodiversity. To aid in that discussion the Working Group would consider both the outcome of the second Informal Dialogue Seminar on Scaling up Finance for Biodiversity, held in Quito from 9 to 12 April 2014, and a preliminary report of the work of the High-level Panel on the Global Assessment of Resources for Implementing the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020. The High-Level Panel had come to the firm conclusion that the monetary and non-monetary benefits of biodiversity conservation and their sustainable use far outweigh any costs and he thanked the Chair of the Panel, Mr. Carlos Manuel Rodriguez, and the panel members for their work, as well as the Governments of Japan, Norway and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland for their financial support and the Governments of Brazil and India for their in-kind support.
10. The Working Group would also consider some innovative suggestions on how to organize the work at twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties, the issue of technical and scientific cooperation and the important role of partnerships to engage  local and other subnational governments, the business community, and other stakeholders in contributing to the achievement of the Strategic Plan. It was crucial to promote biodiversity as an opportunity to help decision-making processes achieve broader societal goals on the social and economic fronts. Biodiversity played a critical role in maintaining ecosystems that provided essential goods and services, which were the foundations for sustainable development, human well-being, livelihoods and poverty eradication. It was in that spirit that one session of the Working Group would be devoted to an informal dialogue on the complex issues of mainstreaming biodiversity into the sustainable development and the mobilization of resources. In closing he thanked the Governments of Finland, Norway and Spain for providing funds to support the participation of developing country Parties at the present meeting.
11. The representative of the Republic of Korea recalled that the twelfth Conference of the Parties to the Convention would be tasked with reviewing the progress towards the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011–2020 and the Aichi Biodiversity Targets and with deciding on ways to accelerate that progress. The identification of actions on the basis of the fourth edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook, an updated resource mobilization strategy, and enhanced technical and scientific cooperation to strengthen national implementation capacities were crucial in that regard. A unified, prioritized and coherent approach was required, in the shape of a “Pyeongchang Roadmap 2020”, based on elements identified by the Working Group and other relevant bodies. His country was currently developing proposals for an initiative to support enhanced technical and scientific cooperation to facilitate the sharing of the vast pool of existing collective knowledge. Options for developing thematic initiatives to support technical and scientific cooperation, training and capacity-building in specific areas were also being explored.
12. The integration of biodiversity into the post–2015 development agenda was crucial to achieving the long-term vision of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity. The twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties provided an opportunity to push for such integration. In that connection, he welcomed the proposal by the Executive Secretary to make biodiversity and sustainable development the topic of the high-level segment of that meeting. The high-level segment might also wish to consider adopting a “Pyeongchang declaration on biodiversity and sustainable development”.
13. The representative of Mexico said that his Government’s commitment to the objectives of the Convention, in particular the Strategic Plan 2011–2020 and the Aichi Biodiversity Targets, was illustrated by its adoption of a Law on Climate Change, actions to strengthen corporate social and environmental responsibility, and the introduction of an eco-tax, among other things. Efforts were also being made to complement national biodiversity strategies and action plans with biodiversity strategies at the state level. Mexico also worked to expand its protected areas network with a view to fulfilling Aichi Target 11 by 2018.
14. As a firm supporter of international cooperation for biodiversity conservation, Mexico was a major contributor to the Global Environment Facility and had recently hosted its 5th Assembly. It had been a Party to the Convention on Biodiversity for more than two decades and had played a critical, proactive and constructive role in its development. Consistent with its long-standing and growing commitment to the objectives of the Convention, his country, which had successfully hosted other international environmental conferences, would be honoured to host the thirteenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention.
15. The representative of Bosnia and Herzegovina, speaking on behalf of countries with economies in transition located in the Central and Eastern European region, expressed her gratitude to those countries that had supported the participation of countries from her region at the current meeting.
The terrible flooding in the West Balkan subregion had demonstrated why countries with economies in transition needed to actively participate in meetings under the Convention. It was also a reminder of the importance of intersectoral implementation of national biodiversity strategies and action plans, cooperation at the regional level, and the need for global mechanisms for capacity-building, especially with respect to the sustainable use of biodiversity. The meeting should agree on recommendations that contained simple and efficient mechanisms to facilitate early implementation of strategic plans at all levels.
16. The representative of Thailand, speaking on behalf of the Asian and Pacific region, emphasized the progress made in her region towards achieving the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and the Aichi Biodiversity Targets; national biodiversity strategies and action plans had been updated and revised in line with the Strategic Plan and national targets and, where possible, indicators had been established. She expressed the region’s appreciation to the Governments of Japan and the Republic of Korea and the Global Environment Facility, the Convention Secretariat and other international organizations for their generous financial and technical support for organizing workshops to develop and further strengthen national capacities for the preparation of revised national biodiversity strategies and action plans and the fifth national reports. However, developing countries were diverse and were at different stages of development; they each had unique capacity-building needs, and their capacity constraints continued to impede national efforts to implement the Strategic Plan and achieving the Aichi Targets effectively.  Continued support for capacity-building, including scientific and technical cooperation, was therefore crucial.
17. The representative of Grenada, speaking on behalf of the group of Latin American and Caribbean countries, said that it was important to take a critical look at the expanding scope of the Convention in light of the declining resources available. While thanking those donors that had facilitated the participation of some of the delegates attending the meeting, he underscored that representation at, and participation in, the current and other meetings under the Convention, was a critical and fundamental element of the convention process, and the level of support received was deeply disappointing. The time had come to look at new modalities to ensure the effectiveness of that representation.
18. The representative of Uganda, speaking on behalf of the African group, said that African countries had made ratification of the Nagoya Protocol a priority to enable its timely entry into force. They had also made progress in updating their national biodiversity strategies and action plans and the preparation of their fifth national reports. Given that the lack of financial resources continued to hamper implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity in many developing countries, development partners must upscale their contributions. He thanked donors for facilitating the participation of many African countries in the current meeting, but reminded participants that capacity-building was an ongoing process requiring continuous support.
19. The representative of the European Union said that biological diversity played a critical role in maintaining ecosystems which, in turn, provided essential services and were the foundation of sustainable development, human well-being and poverty eradication. The objectives of the Convention, and those of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011–2020 and its Aichi Biodversity Targets, needed to be reflected, as appropriate, in the post-2015 development agenda. National biodiversity strategies and action plans were key mechanisms for achieving the Aichi Targets and had to be integrated into other sectoral development policies to effectively track both national and global progress towards the Aichi Targets. Capacity-building and strengthening of the clearing-house mechanism was also crucial for the effective operation of Nagoya Protocol. To ensure that the Strategic Plan was implemented effectively, a coherent and balanced decision on the final targets for resource mobilization was required by the Conference of the Parties; such a decision should include domestic resource mobilization and the need for a country-driven prioritisation of biodiversity in development plans and strategies. Mainstreaming and enhancing synergies with other international organisations and multilateral environment agreements was also a priority, as the successful implementation of the Convention and its Strategic Plan largely depended on such mainstreaming and synergies.
20. The representative of South Africa, speaking on behalf of the Like-minded Megadiverse Countries, said that those countries had made the Nagoya Protocol and the Nagoya—Kuala Lumpur Supplementary Protocol to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety on Liability and Redress a priority. Early ratification was crucial and the delay in implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity and its Aichi Targets due to inadequate resources would affect the timely achievement of those targets. Countries in a position to do so should provide resources to countries in need, and developing countries should make available resources within their national budgets to implement the Strategic Plan and the Aichi Targets in order to show their commitment.
21. The representative of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity thanked Parties that had facilitated the participation of indigenous peoples and local communities in the current meeting and a number of capacity-building workshops. Their active participation in all Convention processes was of vital importance. She commended the decision of the Global Environment Facility (GEF) to establish and indigenous peoples’ advisory group, but at the same time encouraged GEF to increase the participation of indigenous peoples and local communities in all its meetings and respond more favourably to funding requests. Indigenous peoples and local communities had been the guardians of biodiversity for centuries; its loss jeopardized their livelihoods and drove them into poverty. States must therefore desist from any development projects in territories inhabited by uncontacted tribes; invest in capacity-building for indigenous peoples and local communities; treat them as equal partners; and increase contributions to the United Nations Voluntary Fund for Indigenous Peoples.
22. The representative of the International Union for Conservation of Nature called the progress that had been made towards the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011–2020 insufficient. The review of Parties’ national biodiversity strategies and action plans, the harmonization of national targets with global biodiversity objectives, and the implementation of updated national strategies as policy instruments, as provided in Aichi Target 17, were crucial to the achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets. She called on Parties to make a strong case for the integration of biodiversity into the post–2015 development agenda. Biodiversity conservation, rather than being seen as a problem, should be viewed as an opportunity to achieve greater societal goals through nature-based solutions.
ITEM 2.  
ELECTION OF OFFICERS
23. Consistent with the rules of procedure and established practice, the Bureau of the Conference of the Parties served as the Bureau of the Working Group. Accordingly, the meeting was chaired by the President of the Conference of the Parties. It was agreed that Ms Eleni Marama Tokuduadua (Fiji) would act as Rapporteur.
ITEM 3. 
ORGANIZATION OF WORK
3.1 Adoption of the agenda
24. The provisional agenda (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/1) was adopted as follows:
1.
Opening of the meeting.
2.
Election of officers.
3.
Organization of work.
4.
Review of progress in updating and implementing national biodiversity strategies and action plans.
5.
Review of progress in providing support in implementing the objectives of the Convention and its Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020.
6.
Resource mobilization, including target setting, and review of implementation of the strategy for resource mobilization and the roadmap.
7.
Financial mechanism.
8.
Biodiversity for poverty eradication and sustainable development.
9.
Gender mainstreaming.
10.
Cooperation with other Conventions, international organizations and initiatives.
11.
Engagement with subnational and local governments.
12.
Engagement of stakeholders, including business.
13.
Improving the efficiency of structures and processes under the Convention.
14.
Retirement of decisions.
15.
Other matters.
16.
Adoption of the report.
17.
Closure of the meeting.
3.2 Organization of work 
25. The Working Group decided to work in plenary, with the establishment of informal groups, as necessary, to facilitate its work.
26. At the 2nd session of the meeting, on 16 June 2014, it was decided to establish a contact group. The group would be co-chaired by Mr. Jeremy Epple (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) and Mr. Francis Ogwal (Uganda) and would continue discussions on agenda items 6 and 7.
27. At the 3rd session of the meeting, on 17 June 2014, the Working Group engaged in an informal dialogue on “Mainstreaming biodiversity in sustainable development goals: the road ahead” and “Mobilization of resources for achieving the 2020 Aichi Biodiversity Targets”. 
28. On the subject of “Mainstreaming biodiversity in sustainable development goals: the road ahead”, presentations were made by Mr. Kjørven, Special Adviser to the United Nations Development Programme Administrator on the post-2015 development agenda; Mr. Hesiquio Benitez Diaz, General Director of International Cooperation and Implementation, National Commission for the Knowledge and Use of Biodiversity (CONABIO), Mexico; Ms. Lucy Mulenkei, Executive Director, Indigenous Information Network (IIN); Ms. Cyriaque Sendashonga, Global Director, Programme and Policy Group, International Union for the Conservation of Nature (IUCN).
29. On the subject of “Mobilization of resources for achieving the 2020 Aichi Biodiversity Targets”, presentations were made by  Mr. Carlos Manuel Rodriguez, Chair of the High-Level Panel on Global Assessment of Resources for Implementing the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011 – 2020; Mr. Francis Ogwal, Co-chair of the Informal Dialogue Seminar on Scaling up Finance for Biodiversity and National Focal Point for Uganda; Ms. Christina van Winkle, Secretariat of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD); Mr. Jon K. Grant, Chair of the Ontario Biodiversity Council and former Chairman and CEO of the Quaker Oats Company of Canada; Ms. Caroline Petersen, Biodiversity Programme of the United Nation Development Programme (UNDP).
30. A Chair’s summary of the discussions would be made available on the Convention website.
31. At the 4th session of the meeting, on 17 June 2014, it was decided to establish a group of the Friends of the Chair to continue discussions on agenda item 8. It was also decided to establish a contact group. The group would be co-chaired by Ms. Tone Solhaug (Norway) and Mr. Spencer Thomas (Grenada) and would continue discussions on agenda item 13.
ITEM 4. 
REVIEW OF PROGRESS in UPDATING AND implementing national biodiversity strategies and action plans (NBSAPs); and
ITEM 5. 
REVIEW OF PROGRESS IN PROVIDING SUPPORT IN IMPLEMENTING THE Objectives of the Convention and its Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 
32. The Working Group took up agenda items 4 and 5 at the 1st session of the meeting, on 16 June 2014. In considering the items, the Working Group had before it: a note by the Executive Secretary on the review of progress in revising/updating and implementing national biodiversity strategies and action plans and submission of fifth national reports (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/2), a note by the Executive Secretary providing a review of progress in providing support in implementing the objectives of the Convention and its Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/3); a note by the Executive Secretary on Technical and scientific cooperation and technology transfer (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/3/Add.1); and the progress report on the clearing-house mechanism (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/3/Add.2). It also had before it, as information documents: a progress report on the provision of support for communication, education and public awareness, including the United Nations Decade on Biodiversity (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/1); the status, mechanisms and trends in scientific and technical cooperation on biodiversity for development (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/2); an updated report on the fifth national reports (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/23); and a progress report on the International Partnership for the Satoyama Initiative (IPSI): from formation to current practice (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/24).
33. Statements were made by representatives of Argentina, Belarus, Brazil, Cameroon, Canada, Colombia, Cuba, Ethiopia, European Union, Grenada, India, Japan, Mexico, Niger, Norway, Oman, Qatar, South Africa, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Sudan, Switzerland and Uganda.
34. At the 2nd session of the meeting, on 16 June 2014, the Working Group continued its discussion of the agenda item.
35. Statements were made by the representatives of Guinea, Madagascar, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, and Uruguay.
36. A statement was also made by the representative of the United Nations Environment Programme.
37. A further statement was made by the Centre for Environment Education.
38. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised version of the draft recommendations contained in documents UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/2 and UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/3 and Adds.1 and 2 that reflected the views expressed by participants and written submissions to the Secretariat, for consideration at a subsequent session of the meeting.
Review of progress in revising/updating and implementing national biodiversity strategies and action plans and submission of fifth national reports
39. At the 6th session of the meeting, on 19 June 2014, the Working Group discussed a revised version of the draft recommendation contained in document UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/2 on review of progress in revising/updating and implementing national biodiversity strategies and action plans and submission of fifth national reports, submitted by the Chair.
40. Statements were made by the representatives of Cameroon, Grenada and New Zealand.
41. Following the exchange of views, the draft recommendation, as orally amended, was approved for formal adoption by the Working Group as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/L.4.
Review of progress in providing support in implementing the objectives of the Convention and its Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020
42. At the 6th session of the meeting, on 19 June 2014, the Working Group discussed a revised version of the draft recommendation contained in document UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/3 on the review of progress in providing support in implementing the objectives of the Convention and its Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020, submitted by the Chair.
43. Statements were made by representatives of Belarus (on behalf of the Central and Eastern European countries), Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Canada, Cuba, Ethiopia, European Union, Grenada, Japan and Niger.
44.   Following the exchange of views, the draft recommendation, as orally amended, was approved for formal adoption by the Working Group as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/L.XXXXX.
ITEM 6. 
RESOURCE MOBILIZATION, INCLUDING TARGET SETTING, REVIEW OF IMPLEMENTATION OF THE STRATEGY FOR RESOURCE MOBILIZATION, AND THE ROADMAP AGREED AT THE ELEVENTH MEETING OF THE CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES
45. The Working Group took up agenda item 6 at the 2nd session of the meeting, on 16 June 2014. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it:  a review of implementation of the Strategy for resource mobilization (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/4); a note by the Executive Secretary on modalities and milestones for the full operationalization of Aichi Biodiversity Target 3, and obstacles encountered in implementing options identified for eliminating, phasing out or reforming incentives that are harmful for biodiversity (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/4/Add.1); a note by the Executive Secretary on consideration of views and lessons learned on possible risks, benefits and safeguards for country-specific innovative financial mechanisms (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/4/Add.2). It also had before it, as information documents: a note on the review of Goals 2, 5, 6, 7 and 8 of the strategy for resource mobilization (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/3); the summary of the Global Monitoring Report on the implementation of the strategy for resource mobilization (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/4); the review of preliminary reporting framework (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/5); the report on the progress made to address biodiversity in poverty eradication and sustainable development (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/6); the compilation of views on views and lessons learned on possible risks, benefits and safeguards (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/7); the summary of the initial results of the High-Level Panel on Global Assessment of Resources for Implementing  the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/8); a note by the Executive Secretary containing the Co-chairs’ summary of the second informal dialogue seminar on scaling up finance for biodiversity (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/9); and a note by the Executive Secretary on Aid to Biodiversity & OECD DAC Work on Rio markers, Biodiversity and Development (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/21).
46. At the invitation of the Chair, Mr. Carlos Rodriguez, the Chair of the second phase of the High-level Panel on the Global Assessment of Resources for Implementing the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011–2020 gave an interim report on the work of the Panel. During the first phase, the Panel had found that the annual cost of implementing the 20 Aichi Biodiversity Targets would be between US$ 150 billion and US$ 440 billion. Pursuant to decision XI/4, the Panel had been enlarged to 15 members who had been selected in a regionally balanced way. Its mandate was to identify opportunities to secure the benefits of meeting the Aichi targets in the most cost-effective way, in both the biodiversity sector and across economies, through actions that could mobilize and make better use of resources to deliver the greatest progress towards meeting the Aichi targets. Mr. Rodrigues summarized the key findings of the second phase of the High-level Panel and its draft recommendations on: policy development, planning and mainstreaming; communicating costs and benefits; strategic investment at the national level; and knowledge generation. In closing he illustrated the benefits that could be achieved through the elimination of perverse incentives, improved environmental governance and the use of positive incentives with the example of the decline in the rate of deforestation that had been achieved in Costa Rica between 1960 and 2005.
47. At the invitation of the Chair, Mr. Francis Ogwal, the Co-chair of the second informal dialogue seminar on scaling up finance for biodiversity, gave a brief overview of its purpose and scope. The seminar had discussed biodiversity financing needs for the implementation of the Strategic Plan, taking into account the current work by the High-level Panel on Global Assessments of Resources. It had also looked at funding gaps and national resource mobilization strategies, identified methods to assess biodiversity values, and discussed the benefits of such an exercise. The important role of fiscal reforms, including redirection of harmful subsidies to positive subsidies for biodiversity, had also been debated. There had also been an exchange of views on the opportunities and risks of payment for ecosystem services, compensation schemes and biodiversity offsets. Participants had agreed that there was a need for safeguards, strong public institutions and sound regulatory structures for both market and non-market schemes. The seminar had also discussed the monetary and non-monetary benefits of access and benefit sharing and its relevance in biodiversity financing. The importance of engaging with the private sector, including the financial sector, in relation to biodiversity financing had also been discussed at length. Participants had agreed that a distinction must be drawn between different kinds of private sector actors. Another key topic for debate had been synergies for biodiversity funding, including the integration of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets into sustainable development goals and the mainstreaming of biodiversity in development cooperation. There had been broad agreement on the need to clarify terminology, including by replacing the term “innovative financial mechanisms” (IFM) with “biodiversity financing mechanisms” (BFM), and the need to distinguish more clearly between different biodiversity financing mechanisms. The seminar had concluded that, although review of national biodiversity strategies and action plans was important, moving beyond review to implementation was even more critical. Additional topics of debate proposed by participants themselves had ranged from practical ways to move forward; trust funds and philanthropic sources; the role of indigenous peoples and local communities and small-scale local financial resources; drivers of biodiversity loss and the content of economic growth; synergies with other issues and areas; and the value of trading and financialization, i.e. secondary markets, speculation and the creation of environmental bonds. The seminar had also discussed the need for a road map for the twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties and beyond.
48. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Brazil, Burundi, Canada, Colombia, Cuba, Ecuador, Ethiopia, the European Union, India, Japan, Mexico, Norway, Oman, Peru, South Africa, Sudan, Switzerland, Thailand, Togo, and Uruguay.
49. Statements were also made by the representatives of the United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues and World Wildlife Fund (also on behalf of Birdlife International, the Nature Conservancy and Conservation International).
50. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that a contact group would be established to continue discussions under agenda items 6 and 7.
51. At the 6th session of the meeting, on 19 June 2014, Mr. Jeremy Epple (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland), Co-Chair of the contact group, reported that the contact group had met twice but required more time to conclude its discussions under agenda item 6.
52. (to be completed…).
ITEM 7. 
FINANCIAL MECHANISM
53. The Working Group took up agenda item 7 at the 2nd session of the meeting, on 16 June 2014. In considering the items, the Working Group had before it the review of implementation of decision XI/5 (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/5), a summary of the fourth review of the effectiveness of the Global Environment Facility (GEF) (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/5/Add.1) and report of the fourth review of the effectiveness of the financial mechanism (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/10).
54. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Canada, Ecuador, the European Union, India, Norway, Peru, South Africa, Switzerland and Thailand.
55. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that a contact group would be established to continue discussions under agenda items 6 and 7.
56. At the 6th session of the meeting, on 19 June 2014, Mr. Francis Ogwal (Uganda), Co-Chair of the contact group, reported that the contact group had revised the draft recommendations, which were contained in the document before the Working Group.
57.   The draft recommendation was approved for formal adoption by the Working Group as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/L.2.
58. (to be completed…)
ITEM 8. 
BIODVERSITY FOR POVERTY ERADICATION AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT
59. The Working Group took up agenda item 8 at the 3rd session of the meeting, on 17 June 2014. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it the report on the progress made to address biodiversity in poverty eradication and sustainable development (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/6); the progress report on the work of the Expert Group on Biodiversity for Poverty Eradication and Development (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/11); an information document on the integration of biodiversity and the Aichi Biodiversity Targets in processes to develop sustainable development goals and the post-2015 development agenda (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/12); and a note by the Executive Secretary containing an introduction and proposed goals and targets on sustainable development for the post-2015 development agenda (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/25).
60. The Chair, speaking in his capacity as co-chair of the Expert Group on Biodiversity for Poverty Eradication and Development, gave a progress report on the work of the Group.
61. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Brazil, Cameroon (on behalf of the African Group), Colombia, Ecuador, the European Union, India, Japan, Mexico, Norway, Peru, South Africa, Switzerland, Timor-Leste and Thailand.
Statements were also made by the representatives of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity, United Nations University and United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues.
62. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would establish a group of the Friends of the Chair to continue deliberations on the item.
63. At the 6th session of the meeting, on 19 June 2014, Ms. Maria Schultz (Sweden) reported on the work of the Friends of the Chair.
ITEM 9.
gender mainstreaming
64. The Working Group took up agenda item 9 at the 6th session of the meeting, on 19 June 2014. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it the report on an Updated Gender Plan of Action to 2020 and progress in gender mainstreaming, monitoring and evaluation and indicators (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/7). It also had before it, as information documents, the draft 2015 – 202 Gender Plan of Action (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/17) and a note by the Executive Secretary containing guidance on mainstreaming gender into work under the Convention on Biological Diversity (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/17/Add.1).
65. Statements were made by the representatives of Brazil, Cameroon, Ecuador, European Union, Mali, Mexico, Senegal (on behalf of the African Group), South Africa and Timor-Leste.
66. Statements were also made by the representatives of ECOROPA, the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity (also speaking on behalf of Indigenous Women’s Biodiversity Network and Women in Local Communities group), the International Union for Conservation of Nature and the United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues.
67. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised version of the draft recommendation contained in document UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/7 that reflected the views expressed by the participants, and the written submissions to the Secretariat, for consideration at a subsequent session of the meeting.
III.
COOPERATION
ITEM 10. 
cooperation with other conventions, international organizations and initiatives
68. The Working Group took up agenda item 10 at the 4th session of the meeting, on 18 July 2014. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on cooperation with other Conventions, international organizations and initiatives (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/8) and, as information documents, a progress report on advances under the joint programme of work on the links between biological and cultural diversity (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/14), a note by the Executive Secretary on the new Strategic Framework of Food and Agricultural Organization of the United Nations  and its relevance to the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011 – 2020 and to the achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/22), and a progress report on the International Partnership for the Satoyama Initiative (IPSI) from formation to current practice (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/24).
69. Statements were made by the representatives of Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Canada, Cambodia, Colombia, Djibouti, Ecuador, the European Union, Japan, Mali, Malawi (on behalf of the African Group), Mexico, Norway, Oman, Peru, South Africa, Switzerland, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Togo, Turkmenistan and Uruguay.
70. A statement was also made by the representative of the United Nations Environment Programme.
71. Further statements were made by the representatives of the Global Forest Coalition, Global Youth Biodiversity Network, International Tropical Timber Organization and United Nations University.
72. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised version of the draft recommendation contained in document UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/8 that reflected the views expressed by the participants, and the written submissions to the Secretariat, for consideration at a subsequent session of the meeting.
73. At the 7th session of the meeting, on 19 June 2014, the Working Group discussed a revised version of the draft recommendation contained in document UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/8 on cooperation with other conventions, international organizations and initiatives
74. Statements were made by Brazil, Canada, European Union, Grenada, Switzerland and Timor-Leste.

75. A statement was also made by the representative of the Amazon Cooperation Network (REDCAM).
80.
Following the exchange of views, the draft recommendation, as orally amended, was approved for formal adoption by the Working Group as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/L.XXXXX.
ITEM 11. 
engagement with subnational and local governments
76. The Working Group took up agenda item 11 at the 4th session of the meeting, on 18 June 2014. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on engagement with subnational and local governments (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/9).
77. Statements were made by the representatives of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Burundi, Ethiopia, the European Union, India, Japan, Maldives, Mexico, Niger, Norway, Republic of Korea. Singapore, South Africa (on behalf of the African Group), Sudan, Thailand and Uruguay.
78. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised version of the draft recommendation contained in document UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/9 that reflected the views expressed by the participants, and the written submissions to the Secretariat, for consideration at a subsequent session of the meeting.
79. At the 7th session of the meeting, on 19 June 2014, the Working Group discussed a revised version of the draft recommendation contained in document UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/9 on engagement with subnational and national and local governments.

80. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Australia, Brazil, European Union, Grenada, Japan, Mexico, Norway, Saint Lucia and Timor-Leste.

81. A statement was also made by the representative of the United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues.

82. Following the exchange of views, the draft recommendation, as orally amended, was approved for formal adoption by the Working Group as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/L.XXXXX.
ITEM 12. 
engagement with other stakeholders and major groups, including business
83. The Working Group took up agenda item 12 at the 4th session of the meeting, on 18 June 2014. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it the Report on progress related to business engagement (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/10) and a note by the Executive Secretary on stakeholder engagement, including ways to enhance engagement with stakeholder and major groups (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/11), as well as notes by the Executive Secretary on: cooperation with other Conventions, international organizations and initiatives (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/8); engagement with subnational and local governments (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/9); and improving the efficiency of structures and processes under the Convention and its Protocols (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/12 and Corr.1). It also had before it, as information documents,  a progress report on the provision of support for communication, education and public awareness, including the United Nations Decade on Biodiversity (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/1); the status, mechanisms and trends in scientific and technical cooperation on biodiversity for development (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/2); the report on the progress made in engaging business (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/15); and a note by the Executive Secretary on methodologies of self-assessment by Parties of the implementation of the Convention (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/20).
84. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Burkina Faso, Canada, Cameroon (on behalf of the African Group), Colombia, the European Union, Guinea-Bissau, India, Japan, Mexico, Peru, Republic of Korea, South Africa, Thailand and Timor-Leste.
85. Statements were also made by the representatives of ECOROPA (also on behalf of EcoNexus, the Global Forest Coalition and the Federation of German Scientists), the Global Youth Biodiversity Network, the International Union for Conservation of Nature and the United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues.
86. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he prepare a revised version of the draft recommendation contained in document UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/10 that reflected the views expressed by the participants, and the written submissions to the Secretariat, for consideration at a subsequent session of the meeting.At the 7th session of the meeting, on 19 June 2014, the Working Group discussed a revised version of the draft recommendation contained in document UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/10 on progress related to business engagement.
87. Statements were made by the representatives of Bolivia (Plurinational State of),  Canada, Cuba, European Union, Grenada, New Zealand, (to be completed)
88. A statement was also made by the representative of the United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues.
89. Following the exchange of views, the draft recommendation, as orally amended, was approved for formal adoption by the Working Group as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/L.XXXXX.

90. At the 7th session of the meeting, on 19 June 2014, the Working Group also discussed a revised version of the draft recommendation contained in document UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/11 on stakeholder engagement.

91. Statements were made by the representatives of European Union, India and Norway.

92. Statements were also made by the representatives of Global Youth Biodiversity Network and the United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues.
93. Following the exchange of views, the draft recommendation, as orally amended, was approved for formal adoption by the Working Group as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/L.XXXXX.
Iv.
OPERATION OF THE CONVENTION
Item 13. 
Improving the efficiency of structures and processes under the Convention
94. The Working Group took up agenda item 13 at the 3rd session of the meeting, on 17 June 2014. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on improving the efficiency of structures and processes under the Convention and its Protocols (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/12 and Corr.1), as well as a revised information document on the status of the functional review of the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/16/Rev.1) and information documents containing: a compilation of views on ways and means to improve the efficiency of structures and processes under the Convention and its Protocols (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/18), a report on activities of Japan as President and the host country of the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/INF/19) and a note by the Executive Secretary on improving the efficiency of structures and processes under the Convention and its Protocols: Preliminary evaluation of the format of the seventeenth meeting of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice (UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/18/INF/1).
95. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Australia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Canada, Cuba, Ethiopia, the European Union, India, Japan, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, Peru, Senegal, South Africa and Switzerland.
96. At the 4th session of the meeting, the Chair announced that a contact group would be established to continue discussions under the agenda item.
97. At the 6th session of the meeting, on 19 June 2014, the Working Group also discussed a revised version of the draft recommendation on improving the efficiency of structures and processes under the Convention and its Protocols, submitted by the co-chairs of the contact group.
98. The EU expressed its regret about the lack of information concerning the drafting of the terms of reference and the delay in submitting information on the progress of the functional review of the Secretariat launched in response to paragraph 25 of decision XI/31 of the Conference of the Parties, and on that basis requested the Executive Secretary to publish the final report of the in-depth functional review of the Secretariat including individual post analysis and the grading of posts in time for the twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties. 
99. The Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity said that in his view some of the elements in one recommendation went beyond the mandate of the Working Group and he suggested the deletion of the subparagraph concerned.
100. Statements were made by the representatives of Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Brazil, Cameroon, Costa Rica, Cuba, Ethiopia, the European Union, Grenada, Mexico, Norway and Uruguay.
101. The Chair said that the disputed recommendation should be referred to the Friends of the Chair, to be co-chaired by the co-chairs of the contact group, for further debate.
102. At the 7th session of the meeting, on 19 June 2014, the Working Group approved the draft recommendation for formal adoption by the Working Group as draft recommendation UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/L.3.
Item 14. 
Retirement of decisions
103. The Working Group took up agenda item 14 at the 6th session of the meeting, on 19 June 2104. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on the retirement of decisions: refocusing the exercise (UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/13).
104. Statements were made by the representatives of Antigua and Barbuda, Brazil, Cameroon (on behalf of the African Group), European Union, India, Mexico, New Zealand, South Africa and Switzerland.
105. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised version of the draft recommendation contained in document UNEP/CBD/WGRI/5/13 that reflected the views expressed by the participants, and the written submissions to the Secretariat, for consideration at a subsequent session of the meeting.
V.
FINAL MATTERS
item 15. 
Other matters
Item 16.
ADOPTION OF THE REPORT
ITEM 17.
CLOSure OF THE MEETING
__________

/…


