WORKSHOP FOR THE MESOAMERICAN AND CARIBBEAN COUNTRIES ON THE PREPARATION OF THE FOURTH NATIONAL REPORT AND THE UPDATING OF THE STRATEGIC PLAN OF THE CONVENTION ON BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY

Panama City, 7-10 December 2009

ADVANCE UNEDITED NOTE

The Workshop for the Mesoamerican and Caribbean Countries on the Preparation of the Fourth National Report and the updating of the CBD Strategic Plan was organized from 7 to 10 December 2009 in Panama City with the support of IUCN Countdown 2010, the IUCN regional office for Latin America, the Global Environment Facility and the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP-GEF) and UNEP Regional Office for Latin America and Caribbean (UNEP ROLAC) as well as the European Commission. 

In addition to supporting the preparation of the fourth national report, the workshop provided an opportunity to discuss the updating and of the Strategic plan of the Convention for the post-2010 period. 

The following countries sent government-nominated officers or experts to the workshop: Antigua and Barbuda, Barbados, Belize, Costa Rica, Cuba, Dominica, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Mexico, Panama, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines and Trinidad and Tobago. UNEP DGEF, IUCN regional offices, IUCN Countdown 2010 Secretariat, Birdlife International regional office in Quito and a few regional and local organizations sent experts to this workshop. 

The report of the workshop is being prepared. This advance note is provided to provide inputs to the process of revising and updating the Strategic Plan of the Convention for the post-2010 period
COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS ON THE UPDATED STRATEGIC PLAN OF THE CONVENTION FOR THE POST-2010 PERIOD
1. Participants support the basic approach for the updated Strategic Plan set out in UNEP/CBD/SP/PREP/2 (i.e. addressing indirect and direct drivers in addition to direct conservation actions), though some changes are needed.

2. Where possible, the framework and targets should be made simpler.

3. Participants considered the suggested text for the Vision to be basically good, though a reference to “sustainable use” should be included and it was proposed that the phrase “living in harmony” could be used as a slogan, rather than as part of the Vision itself;

4. The Mission could be reworded. For example:

“To achieve by 2020, a reduction and where possible, the halt of biodiversity loss through conservation, restoration and sustainable use and also address to underline causes of biodiversity loss to improve it status, prevent extinctions and maintain and enhance ecosystem services, while equitably sharing the benefits, in order to sustain life on earth; thus contributing to poverty eradication and human well-being, while ensuring that all Parties have the means to achieve this”. 
5. Goals & Targets:

a. Not all the targets are SMART

b. Target 3 should aim to not only remove harmful subsidies, but also promote positive incentives.

c. Goal C should be reworded to recognize: the value of biodiversity itself; the  contribution to other benefits besides climate change. Also: “implement” as well as “promote”

d. Goal C could be split into parts dealing with “conservation of biodiversity” and “restoration for ecosystem services”.

e. Goal D needs to be rephrased to be clearer.

f. Target17 on access and benefit sharing could become a separate goal, or moved to A, or stay in D. The same could apply for Target 18.

g. There is a need to reflect the sharing of benefits from biodiversity in general (beyond genetic resources). 

6. Use science to develop the targets and to determine the quantifiable elements therein. Where the scientific justification is clear, this should guide the target, rather than political expediency.

7. Participants highlighted the importance of milestones (and of reporting on these) between more comprehensive national reports for the mid-term review (for 2015) and final review (for 2020).

8. There will be a need to review national biodiversity strategies and action plans (NBSAPs), as well as regional strategies, in line with the new Strategic Plan.

9. The section on mechanisms to support implementation should be strengthened. For example:

a. There is a need to include importance of national commitments and political will.

b. There is a need to see how national commitments/targets add up, and contribute towards the global targets, taking into account issues of scalability.

c. The importance of exchanging information, tools and methodologies should be highlighted

d. Support to local level implementation is needed

e. Awareness raising must be highlighted.

f. Regional approaches to support implementation are needed. 

10. There is a need for countries to articulate funding needs, rather than projects being donor driven. NBSAPs, aligned with new SP to inform such needs, could be a useful tool for this.

