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INTRODUCTION

1. Article 6 of the Convention on Biological DiversifCBD) requires each Party to develop or
adapt national strategies, plans or programmedhi®rconservation and sustainable use of biological
diversity and to integrate, as far as possible ama@ppropriate, the conservation and sustainaelefus
biological diversity into relevant sectoral or sesectoral plans, programmes and policies. Ndtieg
importance of national biodiversity strategies aetion plans (NBSAPSs) for the implementation of the
Convention, the Conference of the Parties to thev€ation, at is eighth meeting, called for an ipttie
review of progress towards financial, human, sdienttechnical, and technological capacity to
implement the Convention (goal 2 of the Convensdstrategic Plan) and NBSAPs and the integration of
biodiversity concerns into relevant sectors (Goaf the Strategic Plan). The review process wasl 1
recommend priority areas for capacity-buildingefation to the implementation of the Convention tnd
provide inputs to the process of revising the Cohwea’'s Strategic Plan for the period 2011 to 2020,
which will be considered at the tenth meeting & @onference of the Parties in Nagoya, Japan fi&@m 1
to 29 October 2010.

2. As part of this review process, the ConferencehefRarties recommended that regional and/or
sub-regional workshops be convened to discussnatExperiences in implementing NBSAPs and the
integration of biodiversity concerns into relevaettors, including consideration of obstacles aagisw
and means for overcoming the obstacles (paragraphd@cision VIII/8 and paragraph 17 of decision
IX/8). The importance of organizing such regiomadrkshops was also emphasized by the second
meeting of the Working Group on Review of Implenatioin of the Convention (WGRI-2) in its
Recommendation 2/1. The Conference of the Paatis called for a capacity-development workshop
for small island developing States on the integratof climate change within national biodiversity
strategies and actions plans and the implementafitdre Convention (decision 1X/16).

3. Following these requests, the Executive Secretdryhe Secretariat of the Convention on
Biological Diversity (SCBD) organized a global se&iof regional and sub-regional workshops on
capacity development for NBSAPs during 2008 and9208s the tenth of the series, the workshop for
the Pacific region was held in Nadi, Fiji, from @ & February 2009. It was organized jointly by the
SCBD and the Secretariat of the Pacific Regionafifenment Programme (SPREP), in partnership with
the Secretariat of the Pacific Community (SPC), Wimted Nations Environment Programme (UNEP),
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and the Ministry of Tourism and Environment of Fifrinancial support was provided by the
Governments of Spain and Norway and by UNEP.

4, The purpose of the workshop was to:

(@ Strengthen national capacities for the developmemlementation, reviewing, updating,
and communication of NBSAPs, providing an oppotturior active learning for the Convention’s
national focal points or persons in charge of immating NBSAPs in their country;

(b) Hold focused discussions on the integration of berdity considerations into relevant
national policies, strategies and planning processewell as cross-sectoral national strategiesh(as
those for sustainable development and the achiavieofi¢he Millennium Development Goals), including
the identification of priorities, sharing informaiti on approaches from across the region, and discus
ways and means for overcoming challenges;

(© Provide training on the use of relevant tools anecmanisms that support effective
mainstreaming;

(d) Build the capacity of participants to integratemaie change into NBSAPs and
implementation of the CBD such that, by the enthefworkshops participants were:

I. aware of ongoing regional processes for clintditenge adaptation and the
assessment of impacts and vulnerability;

ii. trained in the application of some tools andimeologies that can be employed in
order to better integrate climate change within RB$lanning and implementation,
including the integration of climate change impats the impacts of climate change
mitigation and adaptation activities on biodiversit line with decision 1X/16.; and

iii. able to identify challenges and gaps.

(e) Build the capacity of participants to develop anglement strategic CEPA plans that
will assist in enhancing the effective implemematiof NBSAPs and increase awareness of linkages
between biodiversity and climate change; and

() Identify steps forward in the development and impatation of NBSAPs that
encourage biodiversity mainstreaming at nationaklke integrate climate change considerations, and
include strategic communication, education, andip@wareness.

5. The workshop format featured a mix of presentationth question and answer sessions,
discussions in small working groups, interactivesgans to introduce relevant tools, and a fieldlstu
visit. Each day began with a summary of key pomaised during the previous day’s discussions. In
combination with the other workshops in the setiles workshop aims to provide important input itite
revision of the Strategic Plan for the period 2642020.

6. The workshop was attended by Government-nomindfegdats responsible for the development
and/or implementation of NBSAPs from Australia, €otslands, Fiji, Kiribati, Marshall Islands,
Federated States of Micronesia, Nauru, Niue, P&lapua New Guinea, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Tonga,
Tuvalu, and Vanuatu. Additionally, resource persémsn the region contributed their expertise in
biodiversity conservation, ecosystem assessmeols end approaches for mainstreaming biodiversity
concerns into economic and development sectorsclmdte change (including regional approaches to
adaptation, adaptive management, and integratingatd change into NBSAPs). Presentations from both
country representatives as well as invited expeste available on the CBD website at:
http://www.cbd.int/nbsap/workshops/pacific.shtfihe workshop was conducted in English.

7. Prior to the workshop, a Preliminary Meeting wakllan 19 October 2007 in Alotau, Papua New
Guinea, on the margins of the 8th Pacific Islandsmf€rence on Nature Conservation and Protected
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Areas. The meeting was attended by country reptasees involved in NBSAP development and/or
implementation. Participants reviewed a SPRERDN@d study on the status and challenges of NBSAP
implementation in the Pacific region and recommenttat the key theme for focus at the follow-up
workshop should be “mainstreaming biodiversitynfroational biodiversity strategies and action pkans
actual government policy and implementation witthie development strategies.” The report of the
preliminary meeting is available dittp://www.cbd.int/doc/?meeting=NBSAPCBW-PAC-:01

8. The following report provides an overview of therkghop agenda, sessions, and discussions, the
conclusions of the meeting, and the wrap-up disoosen the way forward. Annexes to this report
provide information on presentations made by pigditng countries on the status of the development,
implementation and updating of NBSAPs, the maiastiag of biodiversity, and the integration of
climate change in NBSAPs in the region (Annex ¢, detailed workshop agenda (Annex Il), and a list
of meeting documents (Annex lll).

ITEM 1. OPENING OF THE WORKSHOP

9. The workshop was opened on 2 February by Ms. Hiekaduadua who welcomed participants
on behalf of the Government of Fiji. In her welcogniaddress, Ms. Tokaduadua emphasized that the
Pacific Region continues to face a lack of resaurme the implementation and coordination of the
Multilateral Environmental Agreements (MEAS) and,saich, relies heavily on the technical and financi
support from NGOs. In light of this limitation, M§okaduadua expressed her hope that the capacity
development workshop would allow national and reglopartners to coordinate efforts in the
implementation of the MEAS in order to better caliie on the limited resources available. Furtlwren

Ms. Tokaduadua concluded that the workshop wouier @in opportunity for Pacific countries to explore
how to better utilize and develop biodiversity neses as a integral part of responses to climaagd

10. Ms. Tokaduadua introduced participants to currdfairts in Fiji towards implementation of the
CBD, including the development of a number of polpproaches to implement the recently adopted Fiji
NBSAP including: a tourism development plan, fonesticy and land use policy. Fiji is also taking a
number of steps to support the adaptation of berdity and associated ecosystem services to thacisp

of climate change, such as freshwater and foodriégqlans as well as genetic research in mangroves
and coral reefs. Finally, Ms Tokaduadua informedtipipants that Fiji is celebrating World Wetlands
Day through a celebration of the Fiji Ramsar diighlighting the role of such sites in amelioratithg
impacts of floods.

11. Ms. Margaret Oduk of UNEP’s Division of Environmaht.aw and Conventions, speaking on
behalf of Achim Steiner, Executive Director of UNE#pressed gratitude to the Government of Fiji and
welcomed all participants. She reminded partidipémat UNEP is committed to assisting Pacificrida

in meeting their obligations under the CBD in thed of climate change through capacity building and
enhanced coordination between the MEAs. Ms. Odgklighted the importance of the workshop in
finding practical ways to assist Pacific Islandspiotect their unique and valuable biodiversityaas
contribution to national, regional and global simsthle development. Furthermore, she reminded
participants that, in recognition of the vulnerdpibf SIDS, the UNEP Regional Seas programme has
included a particular focus on SIDS through enhamanter-island communication and cooperation.
Finally, UNEP is working with the Pacific SIDS ihe implementation of the European Commission
funded project on implementation of the MEAs.

12. Ms. Kate Brown — Vitolio addressed participantsbamalf of the Acting Director of SPREP and
reminded participants that the theme of the NBSAikahop for the Pacific was identified by the Pacif
countries at the margins of the 8th Pacific Islafismference on Nature Conservation and Protected
Areas, where participants concluded that mainstiggis a critical issue. Since that meeting, ctena
change was also added to the workshop agendasaartimportant issue for consideration in the oagi
She also reminded patrticipants that the Pacifianid$ Conference developed a regional conservation
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strategy, including a code of conduct on consesuati the region with an emphasis on national eyiat
planning and national priorities. She highlighfgdgress in the region including Papua New Guinea’s
launch of their NBSAP in 2007 and the start of NBSAP process in the Solomon Islands, Narau and
Tuvalu. Additionally, Ms. Brown — Vitolio highligied a number of recent studies in the region treat m
be useful for reflection during the workshop. Tinmgluded the Austral Foundation study on why
biodiversity loss is continuing in Fiji and a reteeview of SPREP that called on it to provide &ddal
assistance and capacity support to countries wigards to strategic planning and coordination betwe
MEAs. In conclusion, Ms. Brown — Vitolio expresskdr hope that the workshop would help identify
what further support is needed from internatiomad gegional organizations, academic institutioms] a
NGOs, while also providing an opportunity for retien on the NBSAP process from development to
implementation and review.

13. Dr. Mary Taylor on behalf of SPC, thanked the pgvants for welcoming SPC to the meeting.
Dr. Taylor recognized the increasing importancdirdiing SPC with CBD processes and with SPREP,
including on the theme of agro-biodiversity andngte change adaptation. Dr. Taylor expressed her
hope that the workshop would provide an opportutatietter coordinate the use of limited resoumes
the Pacific, particularly with regards to climathange and its impact on the Pacific Islands, their
economies and people. Finally, Dr. Taylor briefiighlighted activities within the Land Resources
Division of SPC and made special mention of a Giizdeed climate change project in Tonga, Vanuatu
and Fiji, which will soon be implemented with a @soon the forestry sector.

14, Mr. David Cooper welcomed participants on behalftled Executive Secretary of the CBD,
thanking partners from SPREP, SPC, UNEP and theef@oent of Fiji for their support and
collaboration in convening this meeting. He steesthat regional organizations have an importaettm
play in CBD processes. He noted that the theme ofldWVetlands Day: “‘Upstream, downstream,
wetlands connect us all” highlighted an importaspext of the Ecosystem Approach — the connectivity
among ecosystems. Turning his focus to NBSAPsnighasized the role they play as corner stones for
the implementation of the CBD, not only for sigo#ntly reducing biodiversity loss by 2010, but aso
tools for integrating biodiversity into decision-kitag across all departments of government and all
relevant sectors of society and the economy. Hesséd that biodiversity, and the ecosystems that it
underpins, are essential for achieving the MillenmiDevelopment Goals (MDGs). Turning to the issue
of climate change, he stated that effective actiomitigate and adapt to climate change must become
integrated with efforts to protect biodiversity.dditionally, he highlighted the importance for aater
emphasis to be placed on communication, educatimh ublic awareness (CEPA) in effectively
implementing NBSAPs, in mainstreaming biodiversibncerns across sectors and national planning, and
in integrating climate change into NBSAPs. FinalWr. Cooper informed participants that this worsh

is the 18" in a series of workshops and the second with ticpéar focus on climate change. Through
these workshops the goal is to promote the exchahgxperiences between and among Parties and
identify lessons learned and case studies thatdcaskist countries as they move forward in the
programme of the CBD.

ITEM 2. OVERVIEW OF THE OBJECTIVESAND PROGRAMME FOR THE
WORKSHOP

15. Kate Brown, SPREP acted as facilitator for the VBbdp, assisted by Ana Tiraa. Ms Brown
introduced a discussion on the objectives of theksfwp. Participants broke into small groups tcuks
common learning objectives for the workshop. Thegectives and expectations were recorded on index
cards and presented to the entire group. The iegemas followed by self-introductions. Learning
expectations were:

* The opportunity to enhance NBSAPs through learrfmmgn other countries and identifying
opportunities for additional technical and finahsapport;
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* The need to highlight practical examples for imptatation of NBSAPs, including tools for
implementation of NBSAPs;

» The opportunity to revitalize support for NBSAPs time Pacific Region, including through
linking NBSAPSs to communities, resource owners, @ineér stakeholders;

» The need to better identify national priorities gmdcesses for implementation of the NBSAPs;

 The need for additional information on how to lickmate change and biodiversity policy
approaches, including through the mainstreamingspcific climate change actions within
biodiversity programmes and through a “whole-of-@mment” approach in order to make better
use of limited resources;

» The opportunity to identify options for strengthegpiNBSAP development, implementation, and
review, including by taking into account climateaolye, agro-biodiversity, and other emerging
issues; and

* The need for general capacity building on tools gadlelines for responding to climate change
and disaster management.

16. Mr. David Cooper then presented an overview ofdhgctives, and expected outcomes of the
workshop, and introduced participants to the pnogna and work plan for the week as outlined in
document: UNEP/CBD/NBSAP/CBW-PAC/1/1/Add.1/Rev.1

17. In his introductory presentation, Mr. Cooper rengiddparticipants that the 2010 biodiversity
target was adopted to focus the attention of gawerms and other stakeholder on biodiversity and
implementation of the CBD. The need for such agarwas emphasized by the Second Global
Biodiversity Outlook and the Millennium Ecosystemss&ssment, both of which concluded that
biodiversity continues to decline and consideraalditional efforts are required to halt or revetisis
loss. Mr. Cooper emphasized that NBSAPs must kstrategy for driving public policy through
addressing the drivers of biodiversity loss andding programmes to affect changes. It is critifwal
NBSAPs to be developed and implemented by all natiactors who have a stake in implementation.
Additionally, strategies and plans should be dgwetito assess and review NBSAP implementation.

ITEM 3. STATUSOF THE DEVELOPMENT, IMPLEMENTATION AND UPDATING
OF NATIONAL BIODIVERSITY STRATEGIESAND ACTION PLANS, THE
MAINSTREAMING OF BIODIVERSITY AND THE INTEGRATION OF
CLIMATE CHANGE IN NATIONAL BIODIVERSITY STRATEGIESAND
ACTION PLANSIN THE REGION

18. Under this agenda item, participants from 15 coestpresented country representatives made
short presentations outlining:

(a) Status of implementation of their NBSAP and infotima on related strategies,
programmes, and national legislation;

(b) Major Features of NBSAPs;
(© mechanisms identified for implementing NBSAPs;
(d) Obstacles encountered in the implementation of NBSA

(e) Reviews or evaluations of the implementation of MBS that have been undertaken
nationally and assessments of the effectivenetigedtrategy;

() How biodiversity considerations have been takeo extcount and mainstreamed into
sectoral and cross-spectral plans, programmes, pafidies, including those related to sustainable
development, poverty reduction, and achieving thz3d;
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(9) Whether and how consideration of the impacts ahate change and climate change
mitigation and adaptation activities on biodiversitave been incorporated into NBSAPs and their
implementation; and

(h) The use of communication, education and public emess activities in NBSAP
implementation and the further needs and challeimggss regard.

19. Brief question and answer sessions followed eaebgmtation, with the participants identifying
case studies of good practice, tools and methoaspglements of NBSAPs presented that made them
strategic, examples of where implementation ofaition plan led to concrete achievements and “naade
difference,” and examples of assessments undertakéch reviewed effectiveness of a strategy. To
facilitate interactive discussion, as well as sngbup exercises, participants sat at round tables.
Highlights from country presentations on NBSAP depment and implementation, mainstreaming, and
lessons learned are found in Annex 1 of this repdithe original PowerPoint presentations from each
country can be found on the CBD websitehdtp://www.cbd.int/nbsap/workshops/pacific.shtml

20. In discussions following the presentations, pgvaaits identified the need to link NBSAPs to
National Capacity Self Assessments (NCSA) throufbr, example, parallel processes during
development and the design of common actions ouatiytsupportive activities. Participants alsoeal

for guidance on how to define whether an NBSAP baen implemented, for example through
assessments that review the status of implementatioactivities established in the Action Plan or
through setting and analyzing national targets.naly, in light of difficulties in mainstreaming
biodiversity into other sectors, Ministries or Ddpaents, and cross-sectoral national planning,
participants identified some tools and processasdan help ensure that biodiversity consideratames
better reflected, including (i) better coordinatignthin government agencies and departments, (ii)
development of an integrated national action plansustainable development, and (iii) cross-sector
strategic planning for funding (including annuatiiget processes).

21. The workshop facilitator, Ms. Kate Brown, led growgxercises following each set of
presentations. Participants identified and disalissbstacles to NBSAP implementation and good
practices for overcoming these challenges. A sumimsgresented below.

Good Practices
Stakeholder Participation

* Building ownership of NBSAPs among all stakeholders

Establishment of Memoranda of Understanding betvgesernment and NGOs
* Inclusion of a communication strategy in NBSAP igrpkentation

* Fully involving local stakeholders and managers amdhers of natural resources (including
programming sufficient time for consultations aradtjzipation)

» Linking traditional knowledge with other forms afisnce and information

* Engagement of schools, youth, and traditional lesade promote greater awareness and
implementation of activities related to biodiveysibnservation

* Undertaking a review process targeting NBSAP imgetation

Mainstreaming

» Integration of climate change adaptation within MBS eviews
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Enhanced Coordination

Funding

Other

Obstacles

Inclusion of NBSAP activities in the plans and stgies of multiple sectors

Conducting periodic reviews through independentessm®ents or regional / internatior
standards for evaluation

Establishing formal mechanisms for the coordinatibactivities
Linking implementation of NBSAPs to regional orgaations
Receiving technical assistance from regional ogitns

Housing of NBSAP and climate change staff understdrae administrative arrangement

Using NBSAP as leverage to mobilize resources
Inclusion of NBSAP activities in national budgets
Leveraging funds through integration with otheriavl plans

Micronesia Endowment Fund and Micronesia Consesmakrust

Land tenure systems in the Pacific can support camitytbased natural resource managen
and therefore be positive for biodiversity. Theeds to be acknowledged.

Monitoring and evaluation of NBSAP implementation

Lack of political will especially within other gouwement agencies (NBSAP implementation
often not viewed as a core function)

Lack of access to financial resources / slow actesssources / lack of long-term sustaina
funding / not being strategic in efforts to moleliand raise financial resources

Poor coordination between government agencies aitl wther stakeholders (includin
overlapping roles and responsibilities)

Ensuring that NBSAPs are timely and relevant whilso giving adequate time to engg
stakeholders

Ensuring that stakeholder participation is prodwictand constructive and that the NBSARP i

included in the core activities of partners
Lack of capacity to coordinate activities
Retaining human resources

Difficult to achieve significant results by 2010
Non-measurable indicators

Lack of independent assessment

nal
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ITEM 4. TOOLSFOR ENHANCING THE IMPLEMENTATION OF NATIONAL
BIODIVERSITY STRATEGIESAND ACTION PLANSAND INTEGRATING
BIODIVERSITY INTO SECTORAL AND CROSS-SECTORAL PLANS,
PROGRAMMESAND POLICIESAND LOCAL PLANNING PROCESSES

22. The importance of integrating biodiversity consat&ms into relevant sectoral and cross-sectoral
strategies, plans and programmes is underlinedtiolé& 6(b) of the Convention and has been stressed
many decisions of the Conference of the Parties.itsAeighth meeting, COP urged Parties and other
Governments to promote dialogue among differentiosgcto mainstream biodiversity at the regional an
national levels, and to address linkages betweerdhservation and sustainable use of biodivessity
among others, international trade, finance, agrice) forestry, tourism, mining, energy and fisheri
Agenda item 4 allowed the participants to focughmnissue of mainstreaming biodiversity concerms in
relevant sectoral strategies, plans and programasesgll as on the use of some tools and methosog
that support mainstreaming. The purpose of thisiea was to enable participants to:

(@) Identify some cases of the integration of biodiitgrinto broader national polices and
planning processes, for example fisheries, touaathland planning;

(b) Have an improved understanding of the ecosystenmoapp and tools for its application,
including the framework of the Millennium Ecosysteftssessment linking biodiversity, ecosystem
services and human well-being;

(c) Be trained in the application of some tools andhméoblogies that can be employed in
order to better integrate biodiversity into broadational policies, programmes and planning pra®ess
and to use NBSAPs as strategic tools for this megmcluding strategic environmental assessmand);

(d) Have an increased awareness of some approachesethddologies for the strategic
communication of NBSAPs.

The original presentations are available on the CBDwebsite at:
http://www.cbd.int/nbsap/workshops/pacific.shtml

Mainstreaming Experiences from the Region

23. Mr. Seve Paeniu, representing SPREP, outlined dageelements of mainstreaming in the
Pacific region, focusing in particular on mainsinggg into national sustainable development strategi
He defined mainstreaming as integrating an actmo & strategic area of intervention at all leviels
order to achieve a national vision, ensure the ipimv of all human rights and contribute to good
governance. The value of mainstreaming lies in ingpfrom top-down to bottom-up approaches,
shifting from output to outcome-based planning, amgroving the efficiency of resource allocation.
Under a mainstreaming framework, three elementsrdeglinked: (1) national development plans (2)
sectoral plans and (3) medium-term fiscal managénmemnected to sectoral budget allocation.
Biodiversity is already integrated into a broadgaf international and regional programmes incigdi
Agenda 21, the Pacific Plan, and the Pacific Islaraimework for Action on Climate Change. Other
examples from the region include: national anda@epblicy processes, monitoring and reporting, and
allocation of national budgets. During the presgoa Mr. Paeniu summarized a suggested methodology
and stressed the importance of (i) national ownprgh) stakeholder engagement, (iii) monitoringda
evaluation, (iv) const benefit analysis, and (\3wging the process is both flexible and iterative.

24, One important entry point for mainstreaming is tlgio national development goals, which will
be achieved, in part, though sector strategiesamsdciated budget allocations. However, in order t
achieve efficient mainstreaming, within each plaiediversity must be reflected in objectives, theme
strategies, activities, monitoring and evaluatiamg budgeting. Key tools for mainstreaming inclttake
ecosystem approach, environmental impact assessnagr strategic environmental assessments, which
allow for the identification of stakeholders and/lgartners, the framing of problems, the developgrén
solutions and the development of a budget. Tatilate the mainstreaming process, Mr. Paeniu geavi

/...
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examples from Vanuatu's recent National Action RtarDisaster Risk Management, including strengths
as well as identified gaps.

25. Challenges already identified within the regionliie lack of an integrated approach, lack of
national ownership, challenge of building in a fld& process to facilitate adaptive management. In
order to address these challenges next steps cwlide:

(@) Develop an oral agreement on mainstreaming;

(b) Identify a lead agency;

(© Identify opportunities for and advantages from raagaming;

(d) Identify specific actions that can be implemented;

(e) Develop Pacific mainstreaming guidelines; and

() Establish a joint programme of action and respdiasdity to provide assistance to
countries as needed.

26. Mrs. Fetoloai Yandall-Alama, representing the Plagrurban Management Agency, presented a
case study from Samoa on mainstreaming in the xbotehe National Environmental Policy Framework
which encompasses the National Environmental Managé Strategy, multi-year Development Plans,
and multi-year Strategic Plans. She provided &rrdxamples from the Development Consent Process to
assess environmental and cultural aspects undstirgxiprocesses and policies such as environmental
impact assessment regulations, and Samoa’s Coadtalstructure Management Strategy. The
Framework for action includes: information gathgrirstakeholder consultations, district committees,
requirements for district acceptance and endorserieks to funding through for example, small gisan
programmes.

27. Next steps to enhance mainstreaming in Samoa ieclud

(@) Filling information gaps and improving knowledgeashg to better inform planners on
sensitive and vulnerable sites;

(b) Improving the EIA review processes to ensure effeoess and better address
biodiversity concerns;

© Joint monitoring of adaptation needs and resulsctibns;
(d) Strengthening coordination between land use plarmed biodiversity managers;
(e) Enhancing ability to take legal action in case @h+tompliance; and

() Investing in land use planning agencies and autésras key drivers of mainstreaming.

28. Ms. Elizabeth Munro, representing the National Emwment Service (NES), delivered a
presentation on the Cook Islands’ experience withinsireaming, emphasizing the importance of
understanding the terminology, seeing the bendfitd can be achieved through mainstreaming, and
identifying who will lead the mainstreaming proce3$e Cook Islands have instituted four steps tde/a
enhancing mainstreaming that places a major fooub@® NBSAP, updating the NBSAP, and integrating
it into related national planning. These four stape:

1. NBSAP developed through public-wide consultation;

2. NBSAP Add-on in the form of pilot projects to idépthational and local capacity needs;
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3. National Environment Strategic Action Framework & 2005 - 2009), which is the
country’s leading policy framework, includes bioelisity programmes, empowers community leadership
in biodiversity management activities, and includesupdated NBSAP; and

4, National Sustainable Development Plan, which rezegn the NESAF as an
implementation tool provides for mainstreaming aadtoral harmonization.

29. Furthermore, the NESAF is linked to the Nationalléfinium Development Goals, the Draft
Tourism Master Plan, the National Action Plan foisdter Risk Management, and the Biosafety
Framework. Ms. Munro stated that prior to the NES@nvironmental management was approached in a
sectoral way with little coordination leading toptication of efforts. In contrast, the NESAF hasved

in streamlining and prioritizing government acfieit on the environment agenda. Some challenges
associated with mainstreaming in the Cook Islamdude: (i) instances of paper-mainstreaming only
(lack of implementation); (ii) geographic dispersiof islands and limited capacity leading to diffites
ensuring participation; (iii) meeting the need medntivise participation in the mainstreaming pesce
and (iv) finding effective means to monitor andleate mainstreaming and its effectiveness.

30. In discussions following the presentations, pgptais agreed that there is a lot of thinking going
into mainstreaming at a range of levels. It i®atkear that, in the Pacific Region, the involveieh
communities in the mainstreaming process is botticakr and challenging. However while some
implementation is happening, many challenges remath as such, there is a need to further exphare t
tools that are available to assist in enhancingnate@aming. Participants identified a number of
challenges and solutions to mainstreaming NBSAR$eénregion, the results of which are summarized
below:

Challenges
» It is often also difficult to assign national butlge local actions or local capacity building that
are critical for mainstreaming,
» Evaluating mainstreaming, especially at the loeatl where actions often take place,
» Establishing the value of ecosystem services,

e Identifying how to communicate the importance ofimstreaming through: identifying @a
common language, framing messages that are relevém intended audience

* There is a risk of raising expectations when biemBity is mainstreamed in planning processes
but are not translated into action, and

» Effectively mainstreaming across scales to inclod#h local levels and individual land owners
and landscape / seascape levels.

Solutions
» Going through the three tiers of planning can helpeduce the risk of cutting activities when
resources become scarce,

* The private sector can have a role to play in niegasing as contributors to the economy and
holders of knowledge on the use and value of berdity,

* Environment reports and other such assessmentsecaseful for mainstreaming, and

» Country-specific guidelines could be developed @instreaming for the Pacific region.
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Ecosystem Approach and Strategic Environmentals&ssents

31. Mr. David Cooper introduced the ecosystem apprcauth the conceptual framework of the
Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (MA), highlightingw the consolidated guidance on NBSAPs has
requested Parties to take both into account wheisimg and implementing their plans and strategies.
Many ecosystem services are in decline triggerea byriety of direct and indirect drivers. Outtigi
examples of key provisioning and regulating ecasysservices provided by biodiversity, Mr. Cooper
illustrated implications to human wellbeing (incing market and non-market values for both local
livelihoods as well as broader economies) and disdi the main drivers of change and related impacts
He provided an overview of the benefits from takarmgecosystem assessment approach to management
and decision-making, focusing on how this can imfarational and sub-national policies and plans,
economic and fiscal incentives, sector policies plads, and overall governance of biodiversity.

32. Sanivalati Navuku made a presentation on the agpic of the ecosystem based management
(EBM) in Fiji, highlighting that ecosystem based magement is about addressing multiple threats to
ecosystem services (such as unsustainable fishiacfiqes, gaps in legislation, climate change, &tc)
order to ensure healthy people, healthy processg$i@althy systems. Key messages presented Wyere (i
inland and lowland communities need to manage ressuogether, (ii) EBM protects habitats for all
stages of life, (iii) public health and livelihoodtepend on environmental health, and (iv) key
cornerstones of EBM are management and policy gl legislation and codes of practice),
communication, and data (including traditional kiexage). Ecosystem based adaptation is being applie
in two main areas in Fiji. In Macuata a vision foanaging natural resources was developed andsffor
included the establishment of a network of marireqrted areas that were identified based on toadit
knowledge. A formal survey of the area was alsedooted and included the creation of a demographic
profile that helped to forecast future needs wébards to access to natural resources. A studhen
connectivity of different ecosystems from headwater the marine environment was conducted. This
was based on species’ conservation needs and tletipbimpacts of activities on the health of spec

in other areas. In terms of lessons learned, tiem e need for cross-sectoral management based in
traditional knowledge, scientific information, aadaptive management.

33. Following the presentations, a group discussionged on the following issues:

(a) The need to make use of a variety of approachdgibgion the positive aspects of each
(e.g. ecosystem approach, integrated marine arglat@@ne management, ridge to reef approach; etc.)

(b) The need to be cautious about focusing too muchcosystem services which may lead
to ignoring biodiversity (especially in cases inigthmany species provide similar services) sine th
existence value of species is still not well guigedi

(© How to address clashes between traditional knoveleohgl scientific knowledge; and

(d) How to assess the degree of uptake of the prirgipiel guidelines within ecosystem
based adaptation.

34. Ms. Kate Brown facilitated a group exercise focusedive case studies: (1) mangrove forest, (2)
wharf built, (3) mangrove forests being clearedrimad development, (4) Yela coastal watershed in an
high endemism area of the Federated States of Neesra, and (5) an agroforestry system. During the
exercise, participants identified ecosystem sesyistatus and trends, threats, stakeholders, apalcis
from various land-use scenarios. Additionally ytlatempted to estimate the value of these sendses
well as the response measures that could be plaoe in order to address threats and maximizeevalu
The results are summarized below.

M angrove Forest

Beneficiaries: range from individual land owners, to communittesthe global environment
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Ecosystem Services in Mangrovagome generation and subsistence (food and rawriaks), coastah
protection, flooding control, recreation, pollutiocontrol, carbon sink, fish nurseries, firewood,
biodiversity habitat, bird life, scientific knowlgd and education

Status and Trendsclimate change; population pressure; unregulatedsto; oil discovery; land-usg
change

Threats Due to Resort Developmelaind clearance; pollution (silt and nutrients irloag coral reefs)
adjacent human settlements, coastal erosion; toutéyelopment; impacts on wildlife; hydrology flows

Beneficiaries of Resort Developmenational economy on the short term; developerts;dts; business
community; communities

Value of Sustainable Managemewuéry costly and difficult to restore degraded systemaintain fish
stocks, and provide a sustainable source of firewoo

Value of Resort Developmermtepends on the design; has high economic valaedtatively small group
of stakeholders; has a high cost to a larger gofgbakeholders

Wharf Built on Mangroveswith a Village, Reef, Forest, and Turtle Nesting Near by
Ecosystem Servicesoastal protection; sediment filtration; recreatifbod; cultural values; health

Threats with Wharf:pollution from shipping activities; invasive spesifrom ballast; sedimentatiop;
habitat destruction; erosion

High Costs of Rehabilitation After Wharépastal protection; sediment filtration; food; tavhl values;
health

Management Techniquesnvironmental impact assessments; permit systenortrol developmentj;
management plans; NBSAP; community engagementntifaicanalysis of all potential benefits; health
research and statistics

Mangrove Cleared for Road Construction

Ecosystem Servicefisheries; firewood; herbal medicine; tourism;dtifie; coastal protection

Threats:livelihoods lost; increase in iliness; loss ofanee; species extinction; soil erosion

Value: after road construction, the value of various gstesn services decline; some benefits for tounism
and transport

Management Techniquegost-benefit analysis; environmental impact assestsn social impact
assessment; better planning; economic valuatidornmation sharing with decision-makers

Coastal Watershed and Endemic Ka Forest

Ecosystem Services in a coastal watershedter supply; fish nurseries; coastal protectionfucal
value; carbon sink; ecotourism;

Status and Trendsprivately owned; locally managed; natural state;

Threats:infrastructure development and associated hathistruction;
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Benefits of Sustainable Managemaegittbal carbon sink that is locally managed
Value: higher value in natural state

Water shed with Agro-Forestry System

Beneficiaries:local community; landowner

Ecosystem Services in Agro-forestigod security; nutrition; biodiversity; soil fertiy; health (traditional
medicine); income generation; cultural value; seitcontrol; flood control; carbon sink; waterrfition

Status and Trendgstate 1}aro cultivation and subsistence agroforestryt€s?d conversion to intensive
oil palm cultivation and biofuel production

Values:

* Food security: may decline with move from subsisteto cash-based system

» Biodiversity: decline with monoculture

» Soil fertility: changes with non-organic chemicapiuts

» Health and traditional medicine: decline with shiftay from traditional agroforestry system
e Cultural value of taro: decline with shift awayrindraditional agroforestry system

* Income generation: would increase but not at tmerngonity level

» Sedimentation control: unsure

* Flood control: unsure

» Carbon sink: higher uptake of G plantations

» Water quality and quantity: decline due to highevatemand in plantations

35. Building on the concepts of the ecosystem appra@achecosystem services, Mr. Matt Mcintyre
delivered a presentation on Strategic Environmeitsdessments (SEA) within the framework of
mainstreaming biodiversity. The objective of SEEAt6 take a proactive, strategic, systems apprtach
evaluating environmental consequences of proposkcigs, plans, or programmes, and, as such, tends
be proactive rather than reactive. SEA can considagle and intensity, the quality of inputs antpats,

and different time scales by focusing on particigagapproaches, creating information to fill gapsd
integrated planning. Additionally, SEA can help streamline and focus the incorporation of
environmental concerns, including biodiversity oirttecision-making during key stages of the planning
process. Finally, SEA can play meaningful rolesionitoring implementation once decisions have been
taken. Mr. Mcintyre highlighted several key betgefif the SEA approach as its abilities to: (i)t
environmental services and allow for an evaluatbmow these could be impacted, (ii) address entire
sectors, (iii) assess cumulative impacts, (iv) mewa flexible evaluation tool (or set of toolshda(v)
balance environment and development by providingféective conflict resolution tool. In comparing
SEA and EIA development pipelines, he noted that Eloften reactive and project-based, tending to
come late in the cycle. SEA moves the considaratfoenvironmental issues further upstream, thereby
providing certainty, confidence, and controlled xitglity through guidelines, tools and criteria,
consideration of best practices, and early padiam. The ideal approach is to combine SEA aril El
within the context of an integrated planning ororgse use management regime. He concluded the
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presentation by outlining key elements and benefitsitegrated assessments and planning approaches,
including a discussion on enabling environments.

36. During the presentation, Mr. Mcintyre led two shgroup exercises. In the first, participants
were asked to identifying environmental problemthiir immediate surroundings. The group iderdifie
fertilizer use, carbon emissions, invasive alieac#gs, breeding ground for mosquitoes, noise pofiyt
over-consumption, sewage, waste, and visual poliutin the second exercise, the workshop partitipa
discussed environmental considerations associatbdavproposed waste site on a volcanic islandes€h
were: further details on biodiversity including tst and trends and on and off-site impacts of
development, impacts during construction / develapmtransport, identification of potential waysdan
means to reduce impacts, and consideration ohaltesites.

ITEM 5 INTEGRATING CLIMATE CHANGE INTO NATIONAL BIODIVERSITY
STRATEGIESAND ACTION PLANSAND IMPLEMENTATION OF THE
CONVENTION

37. The impacts of climate change on biodiversity acakgstems have already been observed in the
Pacific, and these impacts are projected to inere&s addition, climate change response measubesh-
“mitigation” measures to reduce greenhouse gasseémnisand “adaptation” measures to respond to the
impacts of climate change — may have positive gatiee impacts on biodiversity and ecosystems. In
light of this, the Conference of the Parties hdkeddor the integration of climate change impaats! the
impacts of climate change mitigation and adaptasictivities on biodiversity within NBSAPs and their
implementation (decision 1X/16).

38. Participants reaffirmed the need to integrate démehange within NBSAPs since such a
process:
@) Can identify and help avoid possible conflicts bedw policies;
(b) Is necessary to achieve sustainable development;
(© Can facilitate access to the increased amounti@htsiec information on climate change;
(d) Recognizes that climate change and biodiversityvaneparts of the same system;
(e) Can provide clear practical examples that can asgehe understanding of each issue;
() Recognizes that climate change is one of the biggesats to biodiversity;
(9) Reflects a need to shift biodiversity managemeacttges in the face of rapid change;

(h) Can increase the pool of financial resources thathe accessed and achieve ‘value for
money;’

)] Ensures that mitigation doesn’t become anotheathicebiodiversity;

()] Supports the development of a single message d0 asaximize awareness raising
effectiveness, especially at the local level; and

(k) Can take advantage of the involvement of multigetars that is already occurring in
climate change adaptation.

39. To begin discussions, Ms. Jaime Webbe from the SCRhinded participants that climate
change is integrated within the CBD in two waysstfithrough climate change components in the
programmes of work (such as coral bleaching imtheine and coastal programme of work), and second
through the cross-cutting issue on biodiversity alihate change. Additionally, Ms. Webbe reminded
participants that COP 9 adopted the most compréremecision on biodiversity and climate change
considered so far, including proposals on the natidgn of climate change activities within the
programmes of work of the Convention, options fartually supportive activities addressing climate

/...
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change within the three Rio Conventions, decismm®cean fertilization, and a summary of the figdin

of the Global Assessment on Peatlands, Biodiveesity Climate Change. Ms. Webbe further advised
participants that it was this decision 1X/16 thabyided the mandate for the capacity-development
workshop.

40. Mr. John Duguman from the University of Papua Neuirn@a delivered a presentation on the
impacts of climate change on biodiversity in theiff@ Region, including El Nino Southern Oscillatio
(ENSO), increases in CO2, climate variability, as€a level changes. Mr. Duguman reminded
participants that ENSO is a significant driver afather patterns in the Pacific, impacting tempeestu
rainfall and storms. He also revealed that CO2 ltawe positive impacts on some plant species and
negative impacts on others. However, increas€08 concentrations are leading to ocean acidiboati
which is having negative impacts on a wide rangenafine species, especially shell forming species.
With regards to sea level rise, net sea levelinsgd07 reached as much as 13 mm in some partseof t
Pacific region. This scale of increase will impaatumber of species and ecosystems, includingnenari
turtles by reducing nesting habitat, and coastabgstems through salt water inundation and increase
flooding. In fact, storms, when coupled with seael rise, have been known to destroy the entire
ecosystem of small islands in 2 days. Another chyd climate change on biodiversity is increasing
water temperatures which can cause coral bleacridgshift tuna migration and breeding sites as all
impacting the nursery function of reefs and mangsovencouraging increased algal growth, and
potentially causing a break in the physical streetof reefs. Mr. Duguman cautioned that while fetu
impacts will depend on emission scenarios, sciemzk policy need to address observed and projected
impacts immediately through, for example, adaptagilans and swift action on mitigation.

41. Participants working in small groups identified amber of additional impacts from climate
change including, taking into account impacts olesgiat the community-level in their countries.

Impacts From Climate Change

e Saltwater intrusion;

e Coastal erosion;

* Coral bleaching;

* Increased threats from invasive alien species &awn of Thorns starfish);
« Shift in fruiting seasons (e.g. mango season igtleming);

 Damage to agricultural crops, reduced yields, amanging seasonality leading to a statg of
emergency;

* More imports of food necessary;
» Shift in tuna migration resulting in additional ¢ats to food security;

* Reduced resilience as a result of too little tireén@en events for ecosystems and communities
to recover;

* Prolonged droughts;

* More intense wet season;

» Altered seasons such as longer cyclone seasons;
» Outbreaks of dengue fever and malaria;

* Reduced water supplies;

» Infrastructure damage;
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* Increased energy consumption related to increasepdratures;

* Income loss (including losses from the tourism stdy);

» Higher insurance costs;

* Increased dependence on outside aid and incretragts on national budgets;

* Increased hardships for women face especially dwktreme events;

» Impacts on traditional knowledge and shift fromdbio international knowledge;

 Human migrations away from coastal areas resuiting loss of culture associated to coastal
living, emotional stress; and

* Inland areas opened-up and natural resources edraivith new roads and other human
disturbance when coastal communities are forcenlaee inland.

42. Participants also identified a number of ways inchtclimate change is impacting on traditional
knowledge in the Pacific. For instance, a calenalarthe phases of the moon drives marine and
agriculture decisions. However, as a result ahate change this calendar is no longer reliables A
another example, in Fiji a calendar based on seagooduction of certain species is used, howdvesd
cycles have changed. Additionally, forced humangration as a result of sea-level rise, flooding] an
reductions in agricultural production may resulitte loss of place-based languages and loss of land
based family genealogy. On the other hand traditicknowledge is supporting climate change
adaptation in the Pacific. For example, soil orgazintent can be improved by replacing harvested ta
with banana leaves — this also reduces salt-watersion which is a growing problem as a resul$ed-
level rise and increased storm surges.

43. Following the discussion on impacts, Mr. Espen Rdmang, representing SPREP, delivered a
presentation on regional projects and programmediaks between the CBD and UNFCCC processes.
Mr. Ronneberg emphasized that climate change vifdica biodiversity directly (e.g. changes in tuna

stocks and coral bleaching) and indirectly as biediity also will be impacted by the climate change
responses that countries take (e.g. reforestatittmimvasive species, biofuels impact on food piiitun,

and sea wall impacts on coastal systems). In siéseg the links between biodiversity and climate

change, Mr. Ronneberg highlighted the contributimi biodiversity to climate change responses,

including mitigation (protecting existing forest darsoil carbon stocks, sequestering carbon through
ecosystem restoration, and reducing risk of catbss through the maintenance of ecosystem resdjenc

and adaptation (maintaining and restoring ecosystmwices). Mr. Ronneberg then introduced a number
of projects which are capitalizing on these links.

Pacific Adaptation to Climate Change Project: PACC covers 13 countries (all in the region except
Kiribati) with an aim to increase resilience of kelevelopment sectors including coastal zone
management food production and food security. grbgct began by examining a number of studies and
assessments in the region in order to link goventrpelicies to community needs and concerns which
highlighted the vulnerability of coastal zones, evatand agricultural policy. The Federated States
Micronesia component of PACC provides an exampldirdding science and traditional knowledge
through the Kosrae road project which, during theate proofing efforts, identified the importancgé
protecting existing mangroves through site selectior the road and improving draining. Other
examples include: low voltage currents through bars that can attract coral growth and constroatio
coral protective barriers in the place of concesta walls.

Pacific Isdands Framework for Action on Climate Change: This sets out a governance framework for
climate change responses although action, andtak#t place through regional and national activities
under the key regional projects as well as thraogilementation of NAPAs.
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Regional Roundtable on climate change: The Roundtable acts as a coordinating meetirexébange
information and best practices. It is supporteélazjimate change portal in SPREP.

Pacific 1dlands Greenhouse Gas Abatement through Renewable Energy Project (PIGGAREP): The
project aims to overcome barriers to the develogmé&menewable energy (hydro, wind, solar, etc) in
order to achieve a 33% reduction in fossil fuelssitins by 2015 (equivalent to the output of abaog o
coal plant in China).

UNDP proposed biofuels strategy for Fiji: The strategy is based on the use of ethanol fiagarsane,
coconut oil, wood chips from timber production, amobdfuel from short rotation species including som
invasive alien species. With the strategy Fiji ldoteduce its greenhouse gas emissions by 90%.
However it is currently stalled. The strategy cbpfoduce co-benefits through reducing air pollutémd
reducing demand for the importation of fossil fuelbile also providing an incentive for the haruegt

of invasive alien species. However risks to biedsity could include increased illegal logging fidiilt

to source genuine waste), increased pressure dndad/or expanded planting of invasive alien sggeci
Some of these risks could be avoided by certifyfregsupply.

44.  Finally Mr. Ronneberg informed participants of amier of regional financing opportunities,
including the Pacific Alliance for SustainabilitGEF) (although it is almost fully subscribed in fitst
tranche), European Union, Government of Austred200 million for mitigation and $150 million for
adaptation), and the Japan Cool Earth Initiativ8%U0 billion target with no priorities yet estabied).

45. Ms. Mary Taylorthen provided an overview of SPC activities on elienchange, including a
number of assessments of the vulnerability of oceaastal, and freshwater ecosystems (including
aquaculture), which will be compiled as a contritstto the IPCC report.Within the land resources
division, work is focused climate change impactsf@rd security and efforts to use agrobiodiversity
manage the impacts of climate change. Activitieslude: building “climate-ready” collection of
crops/varieties, mainstreaming climate change wittgricultural policy, conducting research on pests
food crops, ensuring the maintenance of soil quadihd providing information for communication and
extension. Future activities include research mav climate change will affect different elemenfs
agricultural biodiversity, improving the plantingaterial capacity in countries (to assist in theovecy
from disturbances), and examining the links betwieereased CO2 concentrations and growth of major
crops. These initiatives are supported through a Centiexatllence in Atoll Agriculture, the Centre for
Pacific Crops and Trees, a project on using dit)etsimanage climate change impacts, the estabishm
of a Regional Climate Ready Centre based on lagailedge including on genetic resources and crop
varieties that are resilient to drought and saltew#trusion, and the four-year Adaptation to Gim
Change in the Pacific Island project.

Practical tools and methodologies to link responseslimate change to biodiversity conservation and
sustainable use

46.  Mr. John Duguman then delivered a presentationssessing vulnerability, defining vulnerability
using the UNFCCC definition that highlights susdaifity to climate change and the ability to copéhw
the impacts. Mr. Duguman highlighted that ecosystelnerability is a function of the adaptive caipac

of both the ecosystem and the social actors ugiagetosystem, local livelihoods, and the degree of
scientific information available to manage the gstsm. Some of the factors that contribute to
vulnerability of species include: narrow range hitity to migrate, and adaptations to specific dtiods.

For ecosystems, a high degree of fragmentatiotgtisn, and pressures from other uses are all facto
that contribute to vulnerability.

47.  Mr. Duguman introduced participants to the Compnshe Hazard and Risk Management
(CHARM) process for risk management developed hbgifieaslands Applied Geoscience Commission
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(SOPAC) for use in disaster management (compretensazard and risk management tool). This
process involves the following steps:

(@) Establish the context (including sensitizing semiolitical and policy officers);
(b) Identify the risks (exposure to risks);

(© Analysis of the risks, (degree of risk and scalpassible impacts);

(d) Evaluate the risks (decide on risk acceptabilityi

(e) Treat the risks (managing existing and future risk®rdinate and monitoring).

48. The CHARM tool considers both primary hazards (agel storm surge, high winds) as well as
secondary hazards (soil erosion, food shortage). etdditionally, CHARM takes into account
physically affected areas and implicated sectotsiwand beyond these areas. The tool furtheriders

(i) preventative and early warning measures, (iifigation measures that enhance resilience, and (ii
preparedness, which incorporates awareness rasihghe establishment and maintenance of emergency
services). During the group discussion that foldyworkshop participants pointed out that whileldo
such as CHARM are useful in theory, sufficient eses are seldom available for the effective
application of the tools or the implementation sé@ciated response activities.

49. In a set of two group exercises, participants ifiedt vulnerable species, ecosystems, and
ecosystem services (exercise one) and then applkedeneral principles of risk management to dgvelo
a hypothetical management plan to identify vulnitgb(exercise two). In discussing sea turtle
conservation, the protection of vulnerable birdcég® and the protection of seagrass beds thabsupp
dugong, the small groups identified a number ofeda that create vulnerability when considering
climate change and biodiversity:

(@ Extensive migration pattern;

(b) Slow life cycles;

(© Vulnerable food source;

(d) Vulnerability of habitats required for key life exs such as breeding and nesting;

(e) The lack of scientific information on impacts (suak on the links between ocean
acidification and reproductive health);

() Governance issues ranging from management andralstause at local levels to global
governance of oceans; and

(9) Exposure to other threats such as habitat loss.

Participants also highlighted the fact that addgiovulnerability may come from the fact that pobe=
food security challenges resulting from climatergdi@may put increasing pressure on biodiversity.

50. Finally participants identified how NBSAPs couldntdbute to reducing the vulnerability of
biodiversity to the impacts of climate change ilohg:

(a) Evaluating current status and trends of vulneralplecies and ecosystems in order to
establish the need for additional activities toueasadaptation;

(b) Increasing the frequency and detail of the revidWNBSAP strategic objectives and
activities;

© Recognizing the possible need for additional oneetiinterventions following
disturbances as extreme weather events becomefraquent and intense;
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(d) Improving data on the observed and projected ingpattlimate change on vulnerable
species and ecosystems;

(e) Enhancing the application of the ecosystem apprahobugh the inclusion of local
governance issues;

() Clarifying the roles and responsibilities of stasdelers; and

(9) Creating awareness of the impacts of climate chandgodiversity (including dispelling
myths).

Regional Cooperation

51.  During the second session under agenda item 5Skire Paeniu, Mr. Espen Ronneberg, and Ms.
Kate Brown-Vitolio presented on the role of regibcaoperation in integrating climate change into
national processes. The presentations emphaslzgd régional approaches can help address the
difficulties and capacity constraints in accessfimgncial and technical resources, can support peer
networking, and can create cohesion and enhanagzbation. The presentation also outlined a number
of regional projects such as the Pacific Islandm&ie Change Assistance Programme (PICCAP), which
focused on national communications under the UNFG@E capacity building to respond to climate
change, and the Pacific Islands Global Climate ©osg System (PI-GCOS) that focused on science,
modelling and observation. Additionally, the pmases introduced the planned Pacific Adaptation to
Climate Change project (PACC) and AusAID biodivigrsind climate change project. Mainstreaming of
climate change and biodiversity has, in the pastgely occurred on a project-level basis.
Recommendations to address this concern include:

(@) Address mainstreaming from a programmatic apprélaciugh high-level advocacy;

(b) Create national task forces with broad participatammong sectors and stakeholder
groups (as relevant to individual countries anduéimg on strengthening existing groups and prosesse
wherever possible rather than creating new groups);

(© Build support from a core team of experts (envirentnfinance, planning, etc) who can
advise, for example, the assessment of the impdatBmate change response activities on biodiwersi
and ensure that biodiversity processes are linkedlaptation planning;

(d) Establish methodologies for cross-sectoral pricgs@iting, monitoring, and evaluation for
adaptation measures; and

(e) Establish institutional decision-making processdmat t reflect integrated impact
assessment and other tools such as EBM, SEA, addR@Hamong others.

Such approaches have been implemented in PACC ghroonsultations with multiple sectors and
stakeholder groups, in the Pacific Islands Greeséd@sas Abatement through Renewable Energy Project
(PIGGAREP) through discussions on the implicatiofisactivities for other sectors, and in the South
Pacific Coral Reef Initiative (CRISP) through al famalysis of threats from ridge to reef.

52.  With regards to linking CBD and UNFCCC processasugh regional cooperation, there are

opportunities to provide inputs through capacityildog, good practices and lessons learned, and
communication and education. However the issueleiuthe UNFCCC tend to be rather contentious,
although the need to link climate change and bmdity has been advocated within the UNFCCC.

Integrating Climate Change into NBSAPs

53. Following the presentations, participants did augrexercise in which they were presented with a
sample NAPA and asked to identify the elements tlmatild and should be integrated into NBSAPs.
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Using NBSAPs and NAPAs from Fiji, Samoa, and Tonggrticipants identified any obvious climate
change related issues within the NBSAP, what keyate change links are be missing from NBSAPs,

and recommendations for strengthening the integradf climate change into NBSAPs.

During this

exercise, participants discovered that climate ghais already included indirectly in some NBSAPs
through, for example, goals on food production| fstility and agro-forestry, actions on threatdrand
endangered species, and sector priorities relatextdtourism. The results of the group exercist an
discussion are summarized below.

Clearer Linkages Between Climate Change and Biodiversity Required in NAPAs and NABSAPs

Health is not covered in terms of vector and waiare diseases;

Food production (is only indirectly through secBamn marine and forest ecosystems)
Water availability, water quality, flooding, andtsaater intrusion;

Energy sector;

The impacts of climate change mitigation on biodsity

Recommendationsidentified to enhance the integration of climate change within NBSAPs include:

Develop a ‘climate change proof NBSAP;
Fill information gaps including on freshwater resms;

Facilitate peer review of indicators to be includedNBSAPs as well as NBSAP reviews
climate change colleagues;

Identify where existing NBSAP priorities mesh withmate Change adaptation priorities;

Include wording to ensure that actions outlinedthe NBSAP *“take into account increas
climate risks” as well as adaptation actions;

Include emerging issues such as acidification;

Ensure that community awareness and engagememnsidered in both NBSAPs and NAPAS;
Enhance communication strategies;

Conduct a full assessment of climate risks, inelgddentifying impacts within the framework

climate change stressors in a manner that disshgsi between climate change stressors
other stressors (such as overharvesting, pollugtm).

Overall Views

NBSAPs need updating;
Measurable indicators in NBSAPSs need to be stremgt;

There is a need to produce NBSAPs in local langsiage

and
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 There is a need to strengthen engagement andipatittm of a mix of actors and expertise,
including high-level involvement.

Funding Opportunities for Synergies Between Biadityeand Climate Change

54. The final session focused on funding opportunifi@s climate change and biodiversity. Ms.
Elizabeth Mausolf of the German International Cliengnitiative provided an introductory presentation
which she highlighted the Initiative as a contribntto implementation of the Bali Road Map in soda

it intends to support partner countries in impletimen mitigation or adaptation activities, conserve
biodiversity that contributes to climate change igaiion or adaptation, and explore options for
innovative financing. The Initiative was fundeddhgh the auctioning of emission certificates which
began in 2008, resulting in a current allocatio@® million Euros of with 120 million Euros hasede
allocated for international investment. As sutlg, initiative is paid for by industry. Thematidqities

for the Initiative focus on synergies and inclufthe conservation and sustainable use of ecesyst
that are relevant for mitigation or adaptation), (ieasures for conserving climate-relevant biodiwgr
(iif) measures for adaptation to climate change), REDD, and (v) management of natural resources.
Criteria for project selection require that progedt) contain adaptation or mitigation activiti€s) focus

on the conservation and sustainable use of climdésant biodiversity, (iii) should be innovativad
exemplary, (iv) should have reasonable CO2 momigpffior mitigation projects, (v) should leverage
additional resources (multiplier effect), (vi) nesdpport by partners, (vii) should be have direud a
economically efficient mitigation benefits, andivmust occur in ODA eligible countries (no grarms
private companies).

55. Ms. Mausolf also introduced the Life Web Initiatiget up as an ‘electronic marketplace’ to
support the creation of new protected areas andowepthe management of existing protected areas
through developing partnerships and linking dortorgriorities in their areas of interest (themadic
geographic).

56. Participants also discussed the Micronesia Chatlendpich is unique because the political will
for the Micronesia Challenge is strong and thedibktween climate change and biodiversity are Iglear
established through protected areas as well agattapand mitigation initiatives. Lessons learfiean
the Challenge include:

(a) The establishment of different committees thatsmteup to address specific issues such
as the communication committee, the finance coremitttc.;

(b) The provision of co-funding from members of the Mitesia Challenge;

(© The establishment of an Endowment Fund managed bigoard that includes
representatives from each country; and

(d) Fundraising conducted by the entire region and tlwenributed to a central pot with the
objective of providing sustainable financing.
57.  As a complement to previous presentations Ms. Maylor, representing the SPC, revealed good
practices from the SPC approach for resource nzaliitin and regional cooperation, including:

(@) Looking at adaptation as a new funding stream;

(b) Submitting multi sector proposals (remove the siEntality);

(c) Seeking multiple donors under a single programme;

(d) Ensuring that collaboration is taking place in ficgcand not just on paper; and

(e) Linking relevant sectors such as agriculture and #mvironment, health and the
environment, and agriculture, environment and trade
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58.  With regards to currently available funding, SPRERInded participants that funding available
in the region includes:

(a) The GEF PAS ($98 million total with $38 million fdsiodiversity, $30 million for
climate change adaptation and $14 million for ctienehange mitigation);

(b) The Critical Ecosystems Partnership Fund;

(© The Australia Government Global Initiative on Fasesnd Climate Change;
(d) The EU Global Climate Change Alliance;

(e) The German Life Web Initiative;

() The Asia-Pacific Partnership on Clean Developmedt@limate;

(9) The French CRISP project on coral reefs;

(h) The EC MEA Capacity Building Project which is prdwig 1.3 million Euros to SPREP
for capacity building; and

® The AusAID project on biodiversity and climate chanthat will seek to fill gaps in
knowledge related to biodiversity and climate cleang

59. Ms. Jaime Webbe and Mr. David Cooper led a wramaperal discussion on updating and
improving national biodiversity strategies and @ctplans and integrating climate change. Reflgabim
the previous presentations, the participants tgbidid the following conclusions:

(a) Climate change and biodiversity are “one systend’ sttould be addressed together;
(b) Climate change is one of the biggest threats tdiveosity;
(© It is important to highlight and avoid conflictiqplicies

(d) Linking climate change and biodiversity can providear examples that increase the
understanding of both;

(e) There is a need to shift management to reflecpétoe of change;

() There can be an increased access to funds ance“f@umoney” by addressing multiple
areas of concern;

(9) Ensure that climate change mitigation and adaptatesponses do not become yet
another threat to biodiversity;

(h) Avoid creating a more difficult programme to manage
)] Maximize impact in terms of implementation by eniggdocal communities;
(), Develop a single message;

(K) A NAPA can catalyse the involvement of many sectoctarifying roles and
responsibilities; and

)] It is important to note that linking biodiversitg tlimate change concepts can increase
understanding of the latter.

Field Study Visit

60. A field study visit was held on Thursday" Eebruary, courtesy of the Ministry of Tourism and
Environment of Fiji, The National Trust of Fiji fshds, and local tourism businesses. The groupedisit
Sigatoka Sand Dunes National Park, which encompdesest habitats and fragile sand dune habitats an
protects them from development. However, giversitlifficult to fully control access to the Park and
wildfires remain a major problem. This problem iddeessed primarily through public awareness
campaigns. The group also visited a hotel and sougomplex which is aiming to reduce its impact of

/...
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the environment. The complex uses artificial wetkaio treat waste water from the hotel which isithe
used for irrigation of the hotel’'s grounds, therebglucing both pollution and total water use. Idiadn

the development of artificial reefs is being enem&d on the beach using concrete substrates. &kis h
benefits both for enhancing tourism (snorkellingdl for enhancing biodiversity.

Communication Education and Public Awareness Sgrassfor NBSAPs

61. Following the Field Study visit, communication, edtion, and public awareness (CEPA) expert
Seema Deo, of IUCN, led a discussion on the impogaof developing strategic communication
strategies for reaching out and involving variouaksholder groups. Following an introductory
presentation, in a small group exercise, partidgpanere asked to analyze several cases where
communication to stakeholder groups would be ingodrt For each scenario, the groups identifieth§)
overall objective, (ii) which key actors or targatidience should be involved in a communication
strategy, and (iii) the key message that shouldopemunicated. The results are summarized below.

Group 1: Fiji workshop
Objective: Promote community support for biodiversity conséora and sustainable use through
improving public understanding and awareness.
Action: minimize wildfires in Sigatoka.

Actors: Community

Action: The group proposed a poster campaign with a simplesage for members of local communities.

Group 2: Samoan NBSAP
Objective:Develop and enhance new and existing programmmeakdgreservation of traditional species.
Target audiencetocal farmers, youth, visitors, retuning relativieaditional leaders, extension workers.
Action: collect seeds, share, propagate plants, providgitibmal species to customary events and
festivals, networks with healers.

Group 3: Turtle Conservation in Tonga
Objective:protect turtles in Tonga.
Target audienceschool kids, fisherman, tourism industry, restatgatraditional leaders, policy makers
Helping to communicate the messa@ROP agencies, radio, communication experts, tlepat of
education

What to achieve:behaviour change: reduce turtle meat consumptiomestaurants and at home.
Questionsneed to find out who the customers are and why ¢a¢ turtle.

Group 4: Logging in Fiji
Objective:Introduce sustainable forest management by 20d5educe logging over 70% of the area|by
2015.

Actors involvediogging companies, department of forestry, landensnNLTB, market.
Messagesalternative options for logging; sustainable foreanagement; forest certification
Process: stakeholder consultation to ascertain needs armatitfgs; identify a contact person; follow
protocol with leaders

ITEM 6. PREPARATION OF THE FOURTH NATIONAL REPORTS

62. Under this agenda item, the Secretariat introddlcedyuidelines for the Fourth National Report,
which focuses on implementation of NBSAPs and prsgrtowards the 2010 Biodiversity Target. The
Secretariat also introduced a reference manuallafge® to assist with the preparation of the Fourth
National Report, and reminded participants abocdhrial support that is available from UNEP and
UNDP in addition to financial assistance availafilem the GEF for eligible Parties. The Fourth
National Report will provide an important opportiynto assess progress towards the 2010 target,
drawing upon an analysis of the current statusteers in biodiversity and actions taken to implame
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the Convention at the national level. It also wskist Parties in evaluating and considering \idréter
efforts are needed. The National Reports are ts@dovide guidance to the Conference of the Partie
and information contained in the Reports will atsoused for the Global Biodiversity Outlook 3. Téner
have been a number of changes made in the forntatestions in the Fourth National Report, compared
to the Third Report, which will allow more flexiliy. The Reports are also of use to Parties ftvides

at the national level.

63. In his presentation, Mr. Cooper stressed the mlaliip between the preparation of the Fourth
National Reports and the revision and updatinghef NBSAPs and how these processes can be linked
efficiently and effectively. Representatives framvalu and Kiribati shared experiences with devieigp
National Reports. Countries that had begun thega® of developing their Fourth National Reportsewe
invited to share their experience with other caestr The Secretariat also presented on the rotheof
Clearing-House Mechanism in supporting the exchafgeformation within and between countries.

ITEM 7. THE WAY FORWARD: NEXT STEPSIN IMPLEMENTING AND UPDATING
NBSAPSAND IN MAINSTREAMING OF BIODIVERSITY

64. Mr. David Cooper provided a brief overview of theadmap to the tenth meeting of the
Conference of the Parties (COP-10) in Nagoya, Japadctober 2010 where the Conference of the
Parties is expected to review progress toward2@® biodiversity target and agree on an updated an
revised Strategic Plan, including an updated p6%B2target. The Conference of the Parties has
indicated that all Parties should have NBSAPs atglby then, and updated if necessary. Follovheg t
presentation by the SCBD, Ms. Kate Brown-Vitolioiefly outlined SPREP’s support to COP-10
preparation referring to regional preparatory whdgs and training programmes.

65. Building upon work in earlier sessions, workshoptipgants turned their attention to ways
forward and key next steps for implementing andatipd NBSAPs, including the integration of climate
change, and mainstreaming biodiversity in natiatr@tegies and planning processes. Each of thdargoun
representatives were asked two questions: (1) \&ratrete actions to further the development, updati
and implementation of NBSAPs will you plan to inuyocountries following this workshop? And (2)
What is a priority area where support is requiremhf the international community? The results are
reflected in conclusions listed under item 8.

ITEM 8. CONSIDERATION OF THE CONCLUSIONSOF THE WORKSHOP

66. Under this item, participants were invited to cdesi the conclusions of the workshop for
incorporation into its final report.

67. Reflecting on a draft list of conclusions, partamps focused initially on the issues of
strengthening the development, and implementatfoNBSAPs and encouraging effective sectoral and
cross-sectoral mainstreaming of biodiversity conser Following this, the group turned their ati@mto
future challenges, including updating NBSAPs aneégrating climate change considerations. Finally,
the participants highlighted a number of examplegowd practice from the region. The results af th
discussion are summarized below.

Status, Development, and Role of NBSAPs

* Most countries have adopted NBSAPs. Solomon Islamdl Nauru have draft NBSAPs and
expect to have the final NBSAPs to be adoptedyttds. Tuvalu is beginning to develop its
NBSAP;

* The development of NBSAPs needs a substantialghefiime to allow for effective
participation of all stakeholders;

» In developing NBSAPs, it is important to establistu overall vision early in the process so that

/...
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all stakeholders can grasp the purpose of the NBSAP

* Reviews of NBSAPs have been carried out by Austi@d01, 2006); Fiji (2006), Vanuatu, and
at the regional level, by SPREP (2007).

* Most countries considered that NBSAPs needed tevwised and updateihter alia to integrate
threats and opportunities provided by climate cleaangd responses to climate change;

*  NBSAPs provide a framework for national actionab#ish priorities, and can help to support and
coordinate actions by all actors, including comrtiasiand NGOs as well as government. It
would be useful to have this nationally agreed #rawork when conducting budgeting processes;

* NBSAPs have catalysed the development of legislatiGome countries; and

* In some countries (e.g. country examples from Jslakds and Kiribati), NBSAP add-ons hay
been useful in developing more focused strategidsaation plans on specific themes (such as
traditional knowledge and Invasive Alien Species).

(97

I mplementation
* There is a need for a greater focus on implemeamati

+ Community-based natural resource management igylarty important and effective in the
Pacific Islands. This flows from traditional comnity tenure systems. For example, many
marine protected areas have been establisheddidral leaders of communities (including n
take zones and closed seasons). These are ggmesaibcted, though legal status can be
important to improve compliance by out-of-commurattors;

(@]
T

* The human resource constraints of small countni¢ise region and the isolation of many oute
islands further adds to the importance of actionsdimmunities and NGOs;

* National committees consisting of stakeholders frouttiple sectors are important for
coordination. However high-level committees rafigig time to meet;

* NCSAs provide useful information on capacity nefeilNBSAPs. NCSAs are now being
completed for most countries in the region. Important that NBSAP capacity-development
needs are reflected in NCSAS;

» Setting quantitative goals and targets is import&#fawever, this is largely absent except in th
case of targets for protected areas (with the diarepf Australia);

D

* Measurable indicators need to be developed;

* There is a need for clearly defined roles and resibdities, which can be formalized through
Ministry operational plans (e.g. country examptatrKiribati) or Memoranda of Understanding
(e.g. country example from Fiji and as illustraiedNISP-POWPA);

e Sustainable financing mechanisms are needed hait ofissing. However some solutions hav
already been piloted in the region such as endowfuads (e.g. Micronesia Challenge) and th
inclusion of NBSAP activities in national developm@lans;

D D

* More resources are needed for front-line implentemtaather than more meetings;

* There is a need to develop specific actions foactyp support on mentoring and evaluation,
reporting, programme development, and NAPA/NBSARBgration;

* NGO support with Fourth National Reports, for imstathrough NBSAP steering committees pr
through direct engagement, would be helpful; and

» ltis important to share NBSAP drafts with NGOdaailitate their input. MOU’s between
government and NGOs should help facilitate thisess.
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Mainstreaming

Future Challenges, Updating NBSAPs, and I ntegration of climate change

Why integrate climate change into NBSAP?

Mainstreaming is important at several levels: (fe@ll national development strategies; (ii)
Climate change mitigation/adaptation; (iii) Sect@taategies; (iv) Budgeting/fiscal framework;
(v) Spatial planning; and (vi) Community naturad@arce management;

In several countries the principles and actionsiwiNBSAPs are well reflected in broader
national environment strategies, and sometimesialsmader national development strategie

However this “mainstreaming on paper” does not ggrrasult in mainstreaming on the ground;

It is important to get key NBSAP principles andiaas reflected in the plans of the sectoral
ministries;

It is important to get NBSAP priorities reflectadthe manifestos of political parties;

A challenge for biodiversity is that the prioritizg governments and regional groups as reflec
in national and regional strategies is usually g&clion economic reform and growth, rather th
broader sustainability;

Because of the central roles communities playrid Jaesource, and biodiversity management
well as the traditional community-based land teraystems that predominate throughout the
region, it is important to recognize that mainstnega often occurs at the community level;

EIA is widely used and required by legislation iamg countries. There is a need to: (i) the
review and improvement of EIA processes, includimgintegration of biodiversity into EIA; (i
conducting SEA of policies, plans and strategi€arrently SEA is generally absent in the
region;

There is a need to develop communication stratefjigag both development and
implementation stages of the NBSAPs; and

Within sectors, there is a need for sector advedat@romote biodiversity and promote
mainstreaming.

Business as usual is not adequate;
There is a need to build understanding of the estesy approach and of economic valuation;

Maintaining resilience of ecosystems (e.g. couakgmples from Australia, Cook Islands) and
the continued provision of ecosystem goods andeesvs important. There is a need to mangd
biodiversity and ecosystems with the recognitiat thange is inevitable (as reflected in the
ecosystem approach);

There is a need for the rehabilitation of degraaleas;

In many cases, in-direct links between climate geaand biodiversity are in place. However,
direct links would help better coordinate acti\steend mobilize resources; and

There is a need to ensure additionality of res@ufard thus be careful about simply relabelin
of biodiversity as climate change).

Climate change is already impacting biodiversityd aontinues to emerge as one of the bigge
threats. As such, climate change is a threatribeds to be addressed;

We are no longer managing ecosystems in a steatty sthanges are more rapid and must b
recognized in management;
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It is important to ensure that climate change rasps do not themselves become an additions
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Steps and Elementsto I ntegrate Climate Change into NBSAPs

Examples of Good Practices (non-exhaustivelist)

stress on biodiversity (e.g. as in the case ofuigis);

Biodiversity provides ecosystem services that lielpo mitigate climate change and adapt to its

impacts. Implementation of NBSAPs can contribotelimate change adaptation and mitigatig
Therefore there is a need to integrate activitbesifultiple positive environmental outcomes;

Climate change and biodiversity objectives canduressed together at the community level.
We need to engage and collaborate with commuratiésincrease awareness on actions that
people can take to address both;

There are important opportunities to raise awarenébiodiversity though its links with climate
change;

There are important opportunities to access clirohtange response funds by demonstrating t
we can cover multiple concerns; and

Biodiversity can draw upon the many scientific $#smn climate change and vice-versa

Compile information on climate change impacts d&vulnerability of species, ecosystems a
ecosystem services (including reviews of NAPA aatlamal communications if available);

Review NBSAPs for existing activities relevant tnate change (e.g. reducing impacts,
contributing to adaptation and mitigation). Sormnerabilities to pressures other than climaté
change may be relevant, and these may requirenoodiest changes;

Clearly indicate the linkages;
Identify gaps, such as vulnerabilities not listpddfically, and conduct a risk assessment;

Identify opportunities for additional climate changtionale for biodiversity/ecosystem
management;

Prioritise; and

Involve relevant expertise and stakeholder groups.

Setting priorities among NBSAP actions with the caumities (Tonga);
New caring for Our Country Initiative to implemedBSAP and other priorities (Australia);

All NBSAP principles and priorities incorporatedarthe National Environment Strategic Actig
Framework (NESAF), and this, in turn, reflectedNiational Sustainable Development Plan
(Cook Is);

NBSAP fed into Strategic Development Planning (Fatiel States of Micronesia; Papua New|
Guinea);

Integration of NBSAP outcomes and data in Nati@@inmunications for the UNFCCC
(Kiribati);

Integration of biodiversity/ecosystem based “saffaptation measures in the Kiribati Adaptati
Project (KAP II);

Development of State-level BSAPs (Federated Stitbicronesia);
Micronesia Challenge: 30% near shore-marine, 208égwial, by 2020 (Palau, RMI, FSM);

Coral Triangle Initiative (Papua New Guinea);

bN.
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Setting targets (Australia: 2001 exercise as wetharent exercise; Marshall Islands);
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* Preparation of NAPAs (e.g. Samoa) and National Badity Vulnerability Assessment
(Australia, in progress);

* Management of Sovi Basin (Fiji) involving local comanities, the private sector (mineral watey),
conservation organizations, and the government;

» Conducting reviews of NBSAP implementation, eithgra standalone activity or in conjunction
with a NCSA process (Vanuatu, Fiji, Marshall Islan8ustralia)

Some Useful Tools (non-exhaustive list)

» Rapid ecological assessments (Vanuatu; FederatesSif Micronesia, Palau);

o

» Eco-regional planning to identify sites of ecol@disignificance (Federated States of Micronesi
and the Reimaanlok process in the Marshall Islands)

» Coastal infrastructure management (CIM) strategies;
* Risk assessment tools; and

» Participatory approaches, (e.g. climate changeoivk@slands using CV&A/VCA red cross
training partnerships)

Regional Bodies, Networ ks, and Programmes (non-exhaustivelist)

* PIMPAC Pacific island managed protected areas camtgn(Palau, FSM, RMI and US pacific
flag islandshttp://coastalmanagement.noaa.gov/pimpac;html

* LMMA (locally managed marine areas);
* MIC (Micronesians in Island Conservation) organizaieadership;
* PILN (Pacific Invasive Learning Network);

* PIC (Pacific Island Committee to Council of West&tate Forestersww.islandforestry.orp

* Micronesia Challengkttp://new.MicronesiaChallenge.grg
« USP;

* SPREP, SPC, SOPAC; and

* AOSIS, SIDS.

ITEM 9. CLOSURE OF THE WORKSHOP

68. During the closing session, the expectations ttzt been outlined at the beginning of the
workshop were briefly reviewed. Participants agréieat the workshop had met all the expectations.
They noted that the following learning objectivesdhbeen partially met and could use additional
attention: (i) tools and guidelines to revise NBSARcluding gaps and climate change); (ii) thaiésef
engaging and linking to communities; and (iii) gaide on how to effectively implement NBSAP and
climate change synergies. Participants welcomedntiportant opportunity provided by the workshop to
learn about the progress achieved by neighboungtdes and “remotivate” the process of informatio
sharing related to NBSAPs.

69. On behalf of the Executive Secretary, Mr. Coopanked all participants for their commitment

and participation in the workshop and Fiji, SPREPC, UNEP, and IUCN for their significant support.

Ms. Brown-Vitolio delivered closing remarks on b#haf SPREP. She also thanked the workshop
participants for their active participation andessed the importance of applying lessons learned up

return to their respective countries.
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70. Following the brief closing statements by the oigiawg partners, the workshop was closed at
approximately 2 p.m. on Friday, 6 February 2009.
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Annex |

COUNTRY PRESENTATIONSON THE STATUSOF THE DEVELOPMENT,
IMPLEMENTATION, AND UPDATING OF NBSAPs, THE MAINSTREAMING OF
BIODIVERSITY, AND THE INTEGRATION OF CLIMATE CHANGE IN NBSAPs IN THE
REGION

Solomon Idands (Mr. Joseph Hurutarau)

NBSAP Development:

The development of the NBSAP began in March 200d@,the review and finalization was expected to be
completed February 2009 for submission to CabineMarch 2009. During the development of the
NBSAP, an on-going consultation took place at thevipcial and community levels through a
stakeholders meeting. Mr. Hurutarau stressedkénatconsiderations during development included the
need for the NBSAP to be grounded in CBD goalsabjdctives, nationally driven and practical, addpte
with wide consultation and stakeholder participati@and linked to sustainable livelihoods. While
communication, education, and public awareness fJIBRs been included as one of the NBSAP targets,
there is limited experience on how to implemerd.thi

NBSAP Implementation

Although the NBSAP has not yet been adopted, areimgntation framework including priorities,
indicators, a timeline, and the identification ofdlementing organizations and partners has beeimfout
place. Additionally, the Ministry of EnvironmenConservation, and Meteorology (MECM) has
consulted lessons learned from neighbouring camiri its NBSAP planning.

Mainstreaming and Integration of Climate Change

The NBSAP will be linked to other national policiesd planning processes such as the Ministries
corporate plan, strategies for achieving the MD@E#PA, NAP, and the National Capacity Self
Assessment (NCSA) Action Plan (2008-2012). Maewmtning will be further enhanced during
implementation through legislation for biodiversigotection, integration of biodiversity into othsgctor
policies and programmes, and building partnerstigssimplementation with relevant stakeholders.
Finally, the NBSAP has been linked to climate chatigough a specific strategy goal “to ensure that
pressures and impacts are addressed and climatgechedaptation and mitigation measures are
adequately supported to protect the country’s bmdity.”

Lessons Learned

The development of the NBSAP took much more tinaatanticipated because of the need to involve all
interested stakeholders. In moving towards implaatén, there is a need for more awareness raising
the NBSAP and associated actions. Challenges iadiifficulties in generating active participatioh o
sector Ministries and associated stakeholderstdartechnical, institutional and financial capaeitighin
responsible agencies, limited capacity relateddordinating NBSAP implementation and monitoring,
and the availability of financial resources to sopNBSAP implementation.

Vanuatu (Ms. Touas Tiwok)

NBSAP Development

The NBSAB was developed between 1997 and 2000 lmasadcompilation of research and reports, rapid
biodiversity assessments in freshwater and moun&miosystems, consultation workshops at the
provincial level to identify community concerns apdorities, and information gathered on traditiona
natural resource management systems.

NBSAP Implementation
A review of implementation is currently being untdéen of actions within the NBSAP including 7
capacity building workshops for communities, whiblave already been convened. Specifically,

/...
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implementation has been carried out through fiwalf@areas: (i) biodiversity protection and conseora

(i) application of policy planning and legal medsams, (iii) research assessment and biodiversity
monitoring, (iv) capacity-building for environmehtemanagement, and (v) environmental education
awareness and information sharing. The high lef/éinplementation of the NBSAP has contributed to
improved recognition of the importance of biodivgrsvithin local communities with an increase of
awareness realized during the first eight yearsngflementation. Furthermore, and indicator that
capacity-building efforts have had success is #tabdishment of environmental committees at thalloc
level throughout the country.

Mainstreaming
In order to support mainstreaming, the NBSAP waafteld in parallel with the Environmental Law
Drafting Consultancy in order to identify legal rsaees that would assist conservation of biodiwersit

Lessons Learned

The country is now conducting a review of the NBSAR was revealed that the NBSAP would be
strengthened if its base in local knowledge cametitganced, including through and building on exgstin
local programmes. It was also recognized thatatirchange and natural disasters need to be better
included within the NBSAP and that capacity fore@sh and monitoring within the Government must be
strengthened. Finally, a main obstacle in impletimgrthe NBSAP is galvanizing the political willoim
government to address biodiversity issues.

Cook Islands (Ms. Elizabeth Munro)

NBSAP Development

The NBSAP was completed in 2002 with eight strateactions ranging from endangered species
management to financial resources and mechanisnsaiversity. The NBSAP was developed through
public consultations in order to ensure stakehdbdigrin.

NBSAP Implementation

Achievements in implementation include the esthblisnt of a specialized biodiversity unit, draft
memoranda of understanding with a number of stddeh® a comprehensive information database, and
enabling the adoption of EIA processes. Furtheembom 2003 — 2005 a NBSAP Add-on project was
undertaken in order to enhance implementationot Pilojects tie closely with the goals of the NBSAP
such as traditional knowledge, invasive alien sggqdrotected areas, and a number of activitiassfog

on education and awareness. These are conductamtiothe main island and the outer islands.

Mainstreaming

It is well recognized that mainstreaming biodivigrstan form the basis of long-term cross-sector
cooperation. Accordingly, Cook Islands has focuséidrts on mainstreaming the NBSAP within
national strategies and legislation such as theRatEnvironment Strategic Action Framework fo020

— 2009 which mandates the integration of bioditgnsianagement into national and sectoral legisiatio
policies, plans and programmes. The NBSAP is laged to MDG actions (MDG 7) and the National
Sustainable Development Plan. These mainstreasfiiogts are further supported by the fact that the
Biodiversity Unit is institutionalized within the dtional Environment Service (NES) and integrated in
the 2007 / 2008 budget. Through these and otlemepses, mainstreaming has occurred already in some
sectors such as the pearl industry, tourism (bothrims of infrastructure as well as ecotourisncicas),
and agriculture (particularly with programmes aedulations targeting agro-biodiversity, biosecyrity
biosafety, and invasive alien species management).

Lessons Learned

Ms. Munro summarized a number of successes, anmamg the fact that the NBSAP is widely promoted
across sectors, there is an avenue for improveofaiie NBSAP, and EIA processes take into account
biodiversity. Among a number of lessons learnethésreaffirmation that high-level buy-in is craic

/...
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mainstreaming promotes important partnerships amgagements with other sectors, and clearly
identifying the main actors and priority issuesilftates mainstreaming. In terms of challengesjqut-
based funding for NBSAP implementation is often sos$tainable. Furthermore, while mainstreaming
has proceeded well at the legislative level, cemgor monitoring and evaluation is difficult.
Furthermore, stakeholder participation must extbegiond development while high-level buy in is
critical, especially if mainstreaming is to be sessful throughout implementation.

Tonga (Ms. Tupeope Samani)

NBSAP Development

The NBSAP was launched in 2006 after three yeardewElopment including a stocktaking report in
2004. The vision of the NBSAP is to ensure thatdgas biological diversity and natural resources ar
protected, conserved and enriched and are appéaatd enjoyed by its present and future genesation
and the rest of the world. The NBSAP is organigacharily around biomes.

NBSAP Implementation

Some of the main avenues for implementation of NMBSAP include the Programme of Work on
Protected Areas, the Sustainable Land ManagemeapedPrto develop a national land use plan, the
formulation of a National Forest Policy, annual legacal surveys, and national activities during VWlor
Environment Day and National Environment AwarengEeek.

Mainstreaming and Integration of Climate Change

The NBSAP has been linked to the Strategic Devedoinlan, EIA requirements, and the National
Environment Coordination Committee. Climate charglated activities are integrated into the NBSAP
(e.g. protection of primary natural forest, puldivareness activities, review of marine resourcaasl
and policies in order to incorporate measures trexm$ climate change impacts, and reduction ofr othe
threats to biodiversity), but not explicitly.

Lessons Learned
The National Environment Coordination Committegnigportant for implementation. However, when
convened at a high level it is often difficult ind times to meet thereby reducing effectiveness.

Fiji (Ms. Eleni Tokaduadua)

NBSAP Development and Review

The development of the NBSAP was a long processragan 1997 with the first draft produced in 1999
submission to cabinet in 2003, and the officialnietu in 2007. Six technical groups were convened
during the development phase in order to provigeitie to the NBSAP such as by analyzing existing
legislation and providing an overview of the statunl trends of biodiversity. A review process was
undertaken between 2003 and 2006, which led to dbmmpilation of 170 reports focusing on
implementation. Additional reviews were conductedthe implementation of the NBSAP, identifying
the need for a national process for community eegemt and for further focus on a financial
mechanisms for conservation. The review procese atcognized challenges such as the lack of
information and information exchange and the neednistitutional capacity-building to support NBSAP
processes.

NBSAP Implementation

The NBSAP recognizes the unique circumstancesjpé§ia centre of high endemism and as the centre
of a large portion of trade in the region. The MBSalso has a strong focus on linking scientifise@ch
and traditional knowledge to policy developmenbr the purpose of further enhancing implementation,
the NBSAP includes the review of both a strategaioework and an implementation framework.

Mainstreaming and Integration of Climate Change
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The NBSAP has been included within the NCSA revigacess as well as the reviews of the Forest and
Land Use Policies. Critically, the NBSAP was imtgd into the formulation of the Tourism
Development Plan and environmental impact asseggmecesses under the Environment Management
Act, 2005. Furthermore, the Climate Change Pdidgpted in 2006 includes activities integrated int
the NBSAP on protected areas, species protectimhc@mmunity awareness raising programmes.

Lessons Learned

The NBSAP built on on-going projects and programmfsdditionally, Fiji's NBSAP recognizes the
importance of community participation, reflectingnemunity governance and ownership over resources.
In terms of challenges, it became evident durirgy dievelopment process that differences in capacity
between stakeholders (including relevant governragahcies) needs to be acknowledged. Furthermore,
there is a need to share responsibilities and rbetierdinate implementation and monitoring at the
national level in light of limited resources, indlaog through partnerships with NGOs. When develgpi
partnerships with NGOs, it is important to estdblfermal administrative agreements that facilitate
coordination and monitoring of activities and outas, ensuring that they address national priorities
Finally, Ms. Tokaduadua noted the need for a firmechanism.

Samoa (Mr. Setoa Apo)

NBSAP Development

The NBSAP was developed between 1999 and 2001 anadhedti-sectoral steering committee consisting
of government and NGO representatives. The dewsdop process also benefited from five technical
groups and 16 stakeholder workshops including anrapanying public awareness campaign.

NBSAP Implementation

Implementation of the NBSAP has occurred with theolvement of a broad range of stakeholders
including government ministries, NGOs, regional agldbal environment organisations, and local
communities. Implementation has resulted in thaldishment of three new national parks along \aith
three-year project on enhancing capacity for thewagament of national parks and reserves. Other
achievements include the continuous increase ofinmaprotected areas, enhanced community
involvement in protected areas, the establishmdnEld processes, and an enhanced monitoring
programme. However it is recognized that a revimvilding on the SPREP review in 2007 is an
important next step.

Mainstreaming and Integration of Climate Change

The NBSAP is integrated within multiple Division Magement Plans within the Ministry of Natural
Resources and Environment (MNRE). Furthermoredib@rsity considerations and the guiding
principles outlined by the NBSAP have been integgtahto the Strategy for Development of Samoa 2008
- 2012 (SDS) under Goal 7 on Environment Sustaltyabind Disaster Risk Management. This
addresses, among other issues, chemical contaampatlid waste management, and renewable energy.
The NBSAP also has been considered during the wsvignd revision of relevant legislation (e.g.
Forestry Management Bill, Natural Resources ManagenBill, Waste Management Bill, and Water
Resources Bill). Finally, while climate change wvidentified as a rationale for the developmenthef t
NBSAP itself, climate change adaptation and mittgatvere not directly integrated within the NBSAP’s
strategic priorities or associated actions. Sitheeendorsement of the NAPA, various adaptation and
mitigation activities have been ongoing. HoweVese are yet to be reflected by the current NBSAP.

Lessons Learned

Mainstreaming at a more extensive level is diffieuhen the NBSAP is not integrated into other Miyis
Plans or corporate plans. However some of théffieutties can be overcome through a greater
emphasis placed on ecosystem services such asptmgded by watersheds. Updating the NBSAP is
urgently needed and may be the only path for iatégy climate change.



UNEP/CBD/NBSAP/CBW-PAC/1/6
Page 34

Nauru (Mr. Tyrone Deiye)

NBSAP Development

The NBSAP development process began in 2007 wittoaktaking exercise that revealed a very
significant rate of biodiversity loss. As a resaftthese findings, the first national consultatiwas
conducted in October 2008 in order to garner thgpsu and participation of a broad range of
stakeholders. It is hoped that the NBSAP will Hegted by July or August 2009.

Lessons Learned

The first consultation during the development af MBSAP revealed a number of challenges including
(i) the lack of an appropriate legal framework), fierceived inconsistency with national prioritiesused

on economic and socio-economic development, @icklof coordination among principle sectors and
stakeholders, and (iv) a lack of awareness atdhamunity level.

Federated States of Micronesia (Ms. Ailssa Takesy)

NBSAP Development

The NBSAP was adopted in 2002. Biodiversity Sgee and Action Plans (BSAPSs) at the State-level
have also been adopted and, in their role as impbplicy instruments, provide more detailed gaaild
targets that build links between Federal, State lagdl levels. Much of the implementation of the
NBSAP occurs through these BSAPs, including ideratifon of areas of biodiversity significance,
implementation of CBD work programmes, coordinatiavith state-based environmental and
conservation organizations, and multi-sectoral dimation.

NBSAP Implementation
In implementing the NBSAP, an eco-regional assessamd planning Add-on exercise was included and
produced the “Blueprint for Conserving the Biodsigr of FSM.” This blueprint identified and
prioritized ecological areas of particular sigraince.  Additionally, FSM has conducted rapid
assessments of marine ecosystems, protected raeeasrk gap analysis, rapid ecological assessments
with State BSAP teams, NCSA on the biodiversityntae and are planning a legislative review.
Moreover, the national eco-regional assessment \pltirbe updated. The NBSAP is being interfaced
with the Micronesia Challenge to effectively congeB0% of near-shore marine resources and 20% of
terrestrial resources by 2020. Some funding fa Ehicronesia Challenge has already been made
available under the Life Web Initiative based oridgnce and priorities identified during regional
meetings in 2006 and 2008. Other regional netwatiks which FSM engages are:

» Pacific Islands Marine Protected Areas CommunitiAC) (Hawaii to Guam)

* Local Management of Marine Areas Network (LMMA)

* Micronesians in Island Conservation (MIC)

* (Pacific Invasives Learning Network) PILN

» Pacific Islands Centre (PIC)

* Regional intergovernmental organizations such &R SPC, SOPAC

Mainstreaming

The NBSAP is mainstreamed within the Strategic Dmwaent Plan 2004 - 2023, which is focused on
achieving economic growth and self-reliance. Untlexr Environment Sector Planning Matrix, the

NBSAP is also linked to the NCSA and to activitieeder a number of Government agencies including
the President’s Sustainable Development Councilsimdar state resource management committees.

Lessons Learned

The NBSAP builds on existing community processes iaitiatives, including ridge to reef approaches.
In order to be effective, however, it is importémthave clearly defined roles and responsibilisesh as
the National Implementation Support Partnership eégnent for the Protected Areas Programme of
Work. Furthermore, NBSAP implementation needs ¢oshpported by sustainable financing, include
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comprehensive communication strategies, and bedbastansparency, not only in order to facilitate
early identification of problems as well as oppaities, but also to adapt according to emergingdss

Marshall Idands (Ms. Deborah Barker-Manase)

NBSAP Development

The NBSAP was developed from 1999 - 2000 and waitsalip reviewed through the National
Conservation Area Planning Process, which inclualedmprehensive gap analysis. A further review is
being undertaken through the NCSA process.

NBSAP Implementation

Implementation is supported by the Reimaanlok Fagcehich established comprehensive conservation
targets, developed tools for the collection of itiadal knowledge, and emphasized the importarg ofl
community led conservation programmes. Impleméentadf the NBSAP is often carried out through
community-based, process-driven approaches, whitbné not only to resource management (for
instance through fisheries management plans, cests@m management plans, and sustainable
livelihoods plans), but also to the creation ofesal protected areas under local government ordman
Implementation activities have a strong focus oancatlon and public awareness raising, including the
establishment of an environmental science teacharaial and environmental education guide for grades
7 and 8. Marshall Islands’ Clearing House Mechanjsww.biormi.org, has also played an important
role in supporting biodiversity as well as climatenge-related initiatives.

Mainstreaming and Integration of Climate Change

The NBSAP has been integrated into NCSA stocktaking sub-regional processes such as tfe 10
Micronesian Chief Executives Summit, which recogdizhe Micronesia Challenge as a model for
regional collaboration and encouraged jurisdictidoswork with climate change focal points to
incorporate the Micronesia Challenge as a keyegyafor climate change activities. In particultdre
Micronesia Challenge recognizes the link between dffective conservation of natural resources and
climate change responses. Recent funding hasdsmemed through the German Life Web Initiative for
securing natural carbon sinks and to increasdensé to climate change through a network of ptetéc
areas across the Marshall Islands, the FederaaelsSif Micronesia, and Palau.

Lessons Learned

The NBSAP builds on existing regional processe$ ascthe Micronesia Challenge which was used to
set minimum conservation goals. The NBSAP has bh&stefited from broad community support and
participation at the local level.

Palau (Mr. Joseph Aitaro)

NBSAP Development
The NBSAP is currently with Congress awaiting admptafter overcoming a number of challenges,
including the definition of a common vision amongbtstakeholders.

NBSAP Implementation

A major obstacle in the implementation of the NBSARS the fact that the NBSAP coordinator was
under the OERC under the Office of the Presidetfierathan in a line ministry. To address this ésu
Palau will soon have a new Ministry, the MinistryEnvironment, Natural Resources and Tourism that
will house the NBSAP team. However, activitieshivitthe NBSAP have been independently on-going
such as actions on solid waste management, prdtactas, invasive alien species, etc.

Mainstreaming
Palau is already holding discussions on how clinchgnge will be integrated within NBSAPS, including
through a stakeholder workshop to be held in 2009.
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Lessons Learned

There is recognition of the need for an NBSAP cowtbr to mainstream implementation with other
responsible agencies and for continued strong @atips. Partnerships with international NGOs aagh
TNC and with local state governments have alreaglglgd results in the expansion of protected areas.

Australia (Ms. Carey Robinson)

NBSAP Development

The first NBSAP was adopted in 1996 with six sigateclements. So far, two NBSAP reviews have
been conducted. The first was in 2001 during wlanhassessment report was published and national
guantitative and time-bound objectives and targ@tsiodiversity conservation for the period 2001 —
2005 were established. A number of areas of imgr@nt were identified under this first review,
including the need to better recognize the contidinuof indigenous peoples, the need to furtheretgy
and adopt ecologically sustainable management ipegctfor fisheries, agriculture, and pastoral
management, and effective controls on native véigetalearance. Substantive progress has sinae bee
achieved in the sustainable management of fishariesthe cessation of broad-scale land clearing. A
second review of the NBSAP was conducted in 200thbyReview Task Group, with participation from
state and territory governments, the Bureau of brelegy, and the Commonwealth Scientific and
Industrial Research Organization (CSIRO). Acaogti a new draft second NBSAP will soon be
released for public consultation focusing on ectesyisresilience, connectivity, landscape and seascap
scale management, mainstreaming biodiversity, inngl Indigenous Peoples, information, and climate
change.

NBSAP Implementation

Implementation of the NBSAP requires coordinatieteen state, territorial, and federal agencidse T

review of implementation so far has revealed a ramdd areas requiring additional effort including
dealing with uncertainty and identifying thresholdad tipping points, integrating climate change
adaptation, linking ecological and social systeatsing at the right scale, and improving the redomm

of the value of ecosystem services.

Mainstreaming and Integration of Climate Change

The NBSAP is integrated into a variety of legigatincluding on vulnerable, threatened and endauger
species and communities, migratory species, repiomast agreements, sustainable agriculture policy
and the Caring for our Country Initiative (jointhdministered by the department of environment, wate
heritage and the arts and the department of agireuministers). There is also a national apprdach
marine bioregional planning. With regards to cliem@hange, Australia has a stand alone National
Biodiversity and Climate Change Action Plan (torbeiewed) and has conducted a National Biodiversity
Vulnerability Assessment. Furthermore, climateng®ais integrated throughout the new draft National
Biodiversity Strategy. Finally the Ministerial Cacil is addressing climate change adaptation f@nge

of sectors including biodiversity.

Lessons Learned

The Australian experience stresses the value afuaiimg periodic NBSAP reviews, not only as a way t
take stock, but also as a way to close identifigasg In her closing, Ms. Robinson summarized ab&aim
of implementation challenges: (i) adaptation tenmate change, including focusing on ecosystem
resilience and connectivity, (ii) linking ecologi@nd social systems, (iii) raising awareness auiftling
partnerships, (iv) communicating and implementimpraaches that emphasize valuing biodiversity,
including the use of market-based instrumentsbiding flexible management that allows for actton
be taken at the right scale, and (vi) understantdirgsholds and dealing with uncertainty.

Niue (Mr. Haden Talagi)

NBSAP Development
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The NBSAP was adopted in 2001 with 6 goals inclgdstrengthening environmental education and
awareness and information sharing, mobilizing comitgu participation, building capacity for the
sustainable management of natural resources, gengldinancial mechanisms at different levels, and
integrating biodiversity into government developinglians.

NBSAP Implementation

The NBSAP resulted in the adoption of a numbekegfdiative measures including the Environment Act,
National Waste Management Policy, the developméra Sustainable Forestry Management Plan, the
Agriculture and Quarantine Act, and a Biosafetynkework. After eight years of implementation it is
recognized that there is a need for a review. ¢l@ny conducting a NBSAP review is difficult with
limited resources. Finally, Mr. Talagi highlightednumber of communication approaches employed to
increase public awareness of the issues, drawingadio and television, newspapers, building and
maintaining a website (throughww.biodiversity.nu), stakeholder workshops, and community events.

Mainstreaming and Integration of Climate Change

The NBSAP is integrated within the National InteégchStrategic Plan (2009 — 2012) through a multi-
stakeholder approach. To further support mainstigara National Committee on environment and
sustainable development has been establishedhefombre, some climate change considerations were
integrated into the NBSAP based on the observeggrdcted impacts on biodiversity.

Lessons Learned

It was difficult to shift from planning to implemttion of the NBSAP, in large part because of
difficulties in coordinating many different actii@s. Additional challenges for both implementatanrd
mainstreaming have been maintaining momentum orjegr with limited technical capacities,
communicating with planners in charge of variousamal strategic plans, taking an “all of governitien
approach in order to avoid grey areas between &geand projects, and ensuring continuity of atési
beyond project cycles.

Papua New Guinea (Mr. John Duguman)

NBSAP Development

The NBSAP was adopted in 2007 after two yearsakestolder consultation (2005-2006) and is viewed
as a roadmap to sustainable use and managemeitlagjital resources. The NBSAP is based on six
goals and nine programmes that (i) cover policy lag@slation, (ii) technical and financial resouscéii)
institutional capacity-building, (iv) benefit shag, (v) biodiversity research and information, (wisitu
and ex-situ conservation, (vii) sustainability meas and incentives, (viii) education and public
awareness, and (ix) monitoring, evaluation, anctida management of the NBSAP. The NBSAP also
includes a specific activity for the monitoring areview of the NBSAP.

NBSAP Implementation

Mr. Duguman reviewed and provided details on a remmif activities under the above-mentioned

NBSAP programmes. Although implementation has beguly recently, accomplishments have been
made under all programmes. Implementation of tBSAP has also benefited from the Coral Triangle

Initiative, which serves as a framework for regioc@operation. Finally, Papua New Guinea has been
involved with REDD and CDM initiatives, and is dsliahing a climate change office.

Mainstreaming and Integration of Climate Change

Importantly, the NBSAP is directly tied to the Detpaent for Environment and Conservation (DEC)
Strategic Plan and to Medium Term Development &ra{MTDS 2005 — 2010). Further mainstreaming
is supported through the National Conservation Cibuand the inclusion of the NBSAP in the

Democratic Governance in Transition Project. Hynalimate change may be integrated within the
NBSAP through a programme on assessing vulnenmalidluding vulnerability to climate change and
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through the establishment of a new National Stratean Framework that includes specific activites
climate change and natural disasters.

Lessons Learned

An endowment fund was established to support imeteation of the NBSAP and ensure sustainable
financial flows, with contributions from a numbef partners. Implementation is further supported
through capacity building at all levels of govermhe

Tuvalu (Mr. Solamona L otoala)

NBSAP Development

Tuvalu is currently in the process of developing NBSAP within the Department of the Environment,
with the objective of completing the process ptiorthe COP-10. A new team has been formed to
support the development and, eventually the impigation of the report. Challenges stem from, among
other issues, staff turnover and the lack of fugdin

Kiribati (Ms. Nenenteiti Teariki-Ruatu)

NBSAP Development

Cabinet endorsed the NBSAP and first national reporOctober 2008, formalizing a focus on the
conservation and management of island biodiveetditthe national level. A NBSAP Multi-Disciplinary
Planning Team and a Multidisciplinary Steering Cattee coordinated its development, and outcomes
and recommendations from community consultatiomstigpatory learning actions (PLA) workshops,
and ethno-biodiversity surveys were incorporated ihe NBSAP.

NBSAP Implementation

Implementation of the NBSAP began even before Galendorsement through programmes such as the
Phoenix Island protected area, and through relevaativersity projects such as the implementatién o
the Protected Areas Programme of Work Phase | &rof¢owever, implementation is made more
difficult because the outer islands are very renawté isolated making activities within them oftesryw
costly.

Mainstreaming and Integration of Climate Change

The NBSAP is integrated into the Ministry’s Opeoatl Plan, the Ministry of Environment, Lands, and
Agricultural Development (MELAD) annual work prognane, and the MELAD annual budgetary
operation. Furthermore, the 1999 Environment Aotended in 2007, includes biodiversity provisions.
Mainstreaming the NBSAP began during the NBSAP kbgraent phase through the establishment of the
Multidisciplinary Planning Team and the subsequemblvement of representatives from agriculture,
fisheries, tourism, environment, etc. This procesk continue through implementation under the
Multidisciplinary Steering Committee supported lmyrhal links between the NBSAP and the Kiribati
Development Plan (2008-2011). In particular, theb&ti Development Plan includes Key Policy Area 4
(KPA-4) on the Environment, which includes the puation of island biodiversity and climate change
adaptation as two of the main policy issues. M=ariki-Ruatu outlined the key strategies under lmfth
these issues. Climate change is also linked tiNBBAP through the Kiribati Adaptation Project (KAP
I1), which promotes the adoption of soft adaptatioreasures, and UNFCCC Second National
Communication, which fully integrates biodiversit¥inally, local biodiversity experts were included
the team developing the Second National Commuwicdti the UNFCCC.

Lessons Learned

Achieving high-level government support was a kieyrent during the development and adoption of the
NBSAP. Also important was inter-agency support aollaboration which occurred both horizontally
and vertically. There are clear benefits fromititegration into the ministry’s operational planck as
helping to ensure budget flows. Additionally, lnko the Kiribati Development Plan is expected to
support financial flows from international donord-inally, inter and intra-institutional communiiats

/...
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play a crucial role. However a number of challengemain, including the lack of financial resoutces
gaps in data and information, escalating threatsh(@s coastal erosion, poaching within protectedsa
and higher levels of pollution linked to increasipgpulations on limited land area), and inadequate
attention to education and public awareness progesn
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Annex Il
PROGRAMME

MONDAY, 2 FEBRUARY 2009

9:00 a.m. -
9:30 a.m.

Item 1: Opening of the workshop

Welcoming remarks on behalf the Secretariat of Blagific Regional Environmer
Programme (SPREP) (Ms. Kate Brown-Vitolio)

Opening remarks on behalf of the Secretariat ofShath Pacific Community (SP(
(Ms. Mary Taylor)

Opening remarks on behalf of the Executive Segreththe Convention on Biologica
Diversity (Mr. David Cooper)

Opening remarks on behalf of the Minister of theiEonment, Government of Fiji

9:30 a.m. —
10:15 a.m.

Coffee and Group Photo

10:15 a.m. —
11:30 a.m.

Item 2: Overview of the objectives and programme for the workshop
* Introduction and expectations of the participaMs.(Ana Tiraa)
* Introduction to the workshop (Mr. David Cooper)

Plenary Discussion

11:30 a.m. —
12:30 p.m.

ltem 3: Status of the development, implementation and updating of National
Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans, the mainstreaming of biodiversity and the
integration of climate change into national biodiversity strategies and action plansin the

region

Country presentations:

¢ Solomon Islands (Mr. Joseph Hurutarau)
¢ Vanuatu (Ms. Touasi Tiwok)

* Fiji (Ms. Eleni Tokaduadua)

Discussion and group exercises: Identification afody practices and obstacles
implementation

12:30 p.m.
—1:30 p.m.

Lunch

1:30 p.m. —
3:15 p.m.

Country presentations (continued):

* Tonga (Ms. Tupeope Samani)

¢ Cook Islands (Ms. Elizabeth Munro)
» Samoa (Mr. Seteo Apo)

e Tuvalu (Mr. Solomona Lotoala)

Discussion and group exercises: Identification aody practices and obstacles
implementation

3:15p.m. —

3:45 p.m.

Tea

<
~—

—

—
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3:45 p.m. —
5:30 p.m.

Country presentations (continued):

« Kiribati (Ms. Nenenteiti Teariki-Ruatu)

« Nauru (Mr. Tyrone Deiye)

e Marshall Islands (Ms. Deborah Barker-Manase)

* Federated States of Micronesia (Ms. Alissa Takesy)
e Palau (Mr. Joe Aitaro)

Discussion and group exercises: ldentification afody practices and obstacles
implementation

6:30 p.m.
7:30 p.m.

Reception

TUESDAY, 3 FEBRUARY 2009

8:30 a.m. < “Catch of the day”: Recap of the first day.
8:45 a.m.
8:45 a.m. — Country presentations (continued):
10:30am. |, Papua New Guinea (Mr. John Duguman)
« Australia (Ms. Carey Robinson)
Discussion and group exercises: Identification afody practices and obstacles
implementation
10:30 a.m.| Coffee
- 11:00
a.m.
11:00 a.m. - Item 4: Tools for enhancing NBSAP implementation and integrating biodiversity into
12:30 p.m. | sectoral and cross-sectoral plans, programmes and policies and local planning processes
The mainstreaming challenge — experiences fromeien
* Highlights from the regional workshop on mainstreag(Mr. Seve Paeniu)
» Case-studies from the Cook Islands (Ms. Elizabetimtd) and Samoa (Mrs. Fetoloai
Yandall-Alama.)
* Group work and discussion
12:30 p.m.| Lunch
—1:30 p.m.
1:30 p.m. — Item 4 (continued):
3:30 p.m. . .
The ecosystem approach, ecosystem services arativalu
¢ Introduction (Mr. David Cooper)
* Group exercises and general discussion
3:30 p.m. 4 Tea

4:00 p.m.
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4:00 p.m. —
5:30 p.m.

Item 4 (continued
Strategic environmental assessment

* Introduction to strategic environmental assessrardithe CBD Guidelines (Mr. Matt
Mcintyre)

» Group discussions on environmental impact assessandrstrategic environmental
assessment

* General discussion

WEDNESDAY, 4 FEBRUARY 2009

th

8:30 a.m. — “Catch of the day”: Recap of the first and secdagls.
9:00 a.m.
9:00 a.m. < Item 5: Integrating climate change into national biodiversity strategies and action plans
9:15a.m. Introductory presentations:
« Introduction to the objectives of the session (Fator)
« Overview of CBD decisions related to climate chaagé biodiversity (SCBD)
9:15 a.m. - Introductory presentations:
10:30am. 1, Overview of the observed and projected impactdiofate change on biodiversity and
biodiversity-based livelihoods in the region (Mohé Duguman)
» Description of ongoing programmes and projecth@Racific (Mr. Espen Ronneberg
and Ms. Mary Taylor)
10:30 a.m.| Coffee
- 11:00
a.m.
11:00 a.m. < Integrating climate change into national biodivisrstrategies and action plans — in-dep
12:30 p.m. | discussion and group exercise #1
Practical tools and methodologies to link respotse&timate change to biodiversity
conservation and sustainable use (Mr. John DuguwmithnMs. Jaime Webbe)
» Assessing vulnerability
» Managing risks to biodiversity from climate charagel response activities
» Applying biodiversity tools (Ecosystem approachytpcted area gap analysis)
12:30 p.m.| Lunch
—1:30 p.m.
1:30 p.m. - Integrating climate change into national biodivisrstrategies and action plans — In-dep
3:00 p.m. discussion and group exercise #2

The role of regional cooperation in integratingr@ie change into national processes (|
Espen Ronneberg with Mr. Seve Paeniu)

» Regional observation networks and modelling

» Addressing common threats under changing climatnztions (increases in extreme
weather events, increased exposure to invasive sgiecies, etc.)

Relevance of international processes under the WUNG-C
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3:00 p.m. 4 Tea
3:30 p.m.
3:30 p.m. — Integrating climate change into national biodivisrsirategies and action plans — In-dep
4:30 p.m. discussion.
Funding opportunities for synergies between biadite and climate change (Ms.
Elisabeth Mausolf with Ms. Mary Taylor and Mr. SeRaeniu)
* Introduction to funding options
* lIdentifying relevant eligible activities
» Key considerations for monitoring and reporting
4:30 p.m. - General discussion on updating and improving natibrodiversity strategies and action
5:30 p.m. plans and integrating climate change; preparatfonain conclusions of the workshop
(led by Ms. Jaime Webbe and Mr. David Cooper)
THURSDAY, 5 FEBRUARY 2009
7:30 a.m. — Field study visit
2p.m.
3 p.m. —| Strategic communication for NBSAPs
5:30 p.m « Introduction (Seema Deo)
« Group Exercises and General Discussion
FRIDAY, 6 FEBRUARY 2009
8:30 a.m. - “Catch of the day”: Recap of the fourth day.
8:45 a.m.
8:45 a.m. - Item 6: Preparation of the fourth national reports
10:30am. |, Introductory presentation (Mr. David Cooper)
e Preparation of the fourth national reports (cousttgmples)
e The clearing-house mechanism
Discussion
10:30 a.m.| Coffee & snacks
- 11:00
a.m.
11:00 a.m. — Item 7. Theway forward: discussion on next stepsin implementing and updating
12:15 p.m. | national biodiversity strategies and action plans, mainstreaming of biodiversity and
integration of climate change
e The road to COP-10 and the International Year ofiBiersity (Mr. David Cooper)
e SPREP’s support to COP-10 preparation (Ms. KatevBr@itolio)
« Panel discussion and consideration of open guestioncerning the implementation
and updating of NBSAPs
12:15 p.m.| Item 8: Consideration of the conclusions of the Workshop
—1:00 p.m.

Evaluation of the Workshop
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1:00 p.m. - Item 9: Closing of the Workshop
1:30 p.m.

1:30 p.m. o Lunch
2:30 p.m.
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Annex Il
LIST OF DOCUMENTS

Document Number Document Title
UNEP/CBD/NBSAP/CBW-PAC/1/1 Provisional agenda
UNEP/CBD/NBSAP/CBW-PAC/1/1/Add.1 Annotations to ghevisional agenda
UNEP/CBD/NBSAP/CBW-PAC/1/2 Status and implementati$ national

biodiversity strategies and action plans

UNEP/CBD/NBSAP/CBW-PAC/1/3 Updating nationabdiversity strategies and

action plans, mainstreaming biodiversity,
communication and reporting

UNEP/CBD/NBSAP/CBW-PAC/1/4 Compilation of casterdies on the

=h

mainstreaming of biodiversity and integration ¢
climate change in the Pacific region

UNEP/CBD/NBSAP/CBW-PAC/1/5 Fact-sheet on climatarafe and biodiversity in

the Pacific region

Information and background documents (Previously available)

UNEP/CBD/NBSAP/CBW-PAC/1/INF1 Report on the preliary meeting for the joint

SCBD/SPREP regional capacity-building
workshop on implementing national biodiversity
strategies and action plans and mainstreaming
biodiversity in the Pacific (19 October 2007,
Alotau, Papua New Guinea)

UNEP/CBD/NBSAP/CBW-PAC/1/INF2 National biodiversigyrategies and action plans:
Pacific Regional review prepared by Eleanor
Carter (October 2007)

Decision 1X/8 Review of implementation of goalsritie8 of the

Strategic Plan

Background materials:

Global Biodiversity Outlook-2

Ecosystem Assessment, a guide for decision makers

Mainstreaming biodiversity: workshops on nation@&dosersity strategies and action plans
https://www.cbd.int/doc/publications/cbd-brochutesap-ws-en.pdf

Resource materialsfor the preparation of the fourth national reports:

Guidelines for the fourth national reports

https://www.cbd.int/reports/guidelines/

Reference manual for preparing the fourth natioepbrts
https://www.cbd.int/nr4/guidelines/manual.shtml

Guide to assist countries in undertaking assessafigmbgress towards the 2010 Biodiversity
Target (UNDP/UNU/CBD/UNEP/Countdown 2010)
https://www.cbd.int/nr4/quidelines/2010-quide.shtml

Sample chapters of the fourth national report pegpplay South Africa, Sri Lanka, Australia,
Rwanda, Finland, the Czech Republic, the Unitedgdom, Thailand and Costa Rica
https://www.cbd.int/nr4/quidelines/sample/

CBBD training module A-3: An Introduction to NatidriReporting
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https://www.cbd.int/nr4/quidelines/training.shtml

CEPA background materials

The Agenda for Action - Short list of Priority Attiies for the Programme of Work for CEPA
http://www.cbd.int/doc/meetings/cop/cop-09/inforinatcop-09-inf-03-en.dog

Draft report of the workshop on Biodiversity andugdtion
http://www.cbd.int/doc/meetings/cop/cop-09/informatcop-09-inf-23-en.dog

International Year of Biodiversity - Action Plan

CEPA Toolkit

http://www.cbd.int/cepa/toolkit/2008/cepa/index.htm

CBD Training modules (available athttp://www.cbd.int/nbsap/traininp/

A-1. Guide to the Convention on Biological Diveysit

A-2. Role of the CBD national focal point

A-3. An introduction to national reporting

B-1. An introduction to national biodiversity stegies and action plans

B-2. How to prepare and update a national biodiyessrategy and action plan

B-3. Mainstreaming biodiversity into sectoral amdss-sectoral strategies, plans and programmes

B-4. Setting national biodiversity targets, makinge of the CBD framework for the 2010
biodiversity target

B-5. Ensuring stakeholder engagement in the dewsdop implementation and updating of
national biodiversity strategies and action plans

B-6. Getting political support for the national Bieersity strategy and action plan and financing
its implementation

B-7. Communication strategy for national biodiversitrategies and action plans



