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ITEM 1. OPENING OF THE MEETING

1. Mr. Matthew Jebb of the National Botanic Gardengreffand, Glasnevin, welcomed participants
on behalf of the Government of Ireland. He said the history of Ireland was interwoven with plants
and that today’s society had strong roots in thécaljure-based past which made people recognize th
importance of plant conservation. Ireland had esjbyast economic growth over the recent decades
which had allowed the country to substantially @age its official development assistance (ODA)hwit
over 0.5% of GDP spent in ODA. It had also allowthd country to support activities related to the
Global Strategy for Plant Conservation (GSPC) ahdhe Global Partnership on Plant Conservation
(GPPC), including by hosting four meetings at thatibhal Botanic Gardens. Ireland’s interest in
supporting the GSPC had also enabled the countrgupport the production and dissemination in
languages of the Plant Conservation Report. Thdigngersion of the report had just been finalized.

2. Mr. Robert Hoft, Secretariat of the Convention oiol8gical Diversity (CBD), welcomed
participants on behalf of the Executive Secretdrthe Convention, Mr. Ahmed Djoghlaf. He said that
the meeting came at a critical time when seriowestions were being asked about the implementafion o
the Convention and progress towards the achieveofemijor targets ahead of 2010. He reported that
both the ongoing consultations on the Strategin Bfathe Convention and the online questionnaire on
the GSPC had demonstrated the need for the Coowetatifind ways to address drivers of biodiversity
loss beyond the Convention’s mandate. They hadsdiswn the need to substantially strengthen support
to countries to facilitate implementation of prdoeiss under the Convention. He acknowledged the
contributions from the Government of Spain, Bota@ardens Conservation International and the Royal
Botanic Gardens Kew, which had enabled the padimp of developing country experts in the current
meeting, and the National Botanic Gardens for hgsti

3. Mr. Peter Wyse Jackson, Chairman of the Globalneeship for Plant Conservation and Director
of the National Botanic Gardens of Ireland, Glagmewelcomed participants and referred to the long
history of the gardens and its efforts in plantsgrmation and public awareness. He said the oeepaist

few years the Gardens’ popularity had grown andGhedens’ had tried to respond to the demand. The
National Botanic Gardens of Ireland currently rgediover 600,000 visitors each year. He said he was
pleased to be able to host this meeting of the GHRIGon Group, which was the fourth GSPC meeting
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hosted by the National Botanic Gardens of Irelarith the support from the Office of Public Works of
Ireland under which the Gardens fell. He remindadtigipants that the GPPC now had 36 member
organizations. For the current meeting, the inddepview prepared by the Subsidiary Body on
Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice (SB®) at its twelfth meeting and the Plant
Conservation Report, as well as the electronicesyreould serve as a good basis for moving forward,
thereby capitalizing on the strengths and addiessveaknesses in the implementation of the Strategy
He referred to the Plant Conservation Report asngortant outreach tool for the GSPC, thanked
everyone involved in its preparation and acknowdebdreland’s Department of the Environment,
Heritage and Local Government for its financial tritmution which had enabled the production of the
report. He announced that a dinner for all paréiots on the first evening was hosted by the Irish
Museums Trust.

4. The meeting was attended by representatives fromGa8ernments and 13 organizations
representing the Global Partnership on Plant Ceatien. The list of participants is contained inn&x |
to this report.

5. It was agreed that the meeting would be co-chdisellatthew Jebb as representative of the host
country, and Brian J. Huntley as representativia®iGlobal Partnership for Plant Conservation (GPPC

ITEM 2. ORGANIZATIONAL MATTERS
2.1. Adoption of the agenda

6. The meeting considered the provisional agenda pedpaby the Executive Secretary
(UNEP/CBD/LG/GSPC/3/1) and agreed to rearrangetter of the three sub-items under agenda item 3
and start with item 3.2 of the provisional agerfddiowed by the original items 3.1 and 3.3, whichuid

be considered together. The meeting also agreembroine the two sub-items under item 4 of the
provisional agenda.

2.2. Organization of work

7. The meeting agreed to work mainly in plenary wiesgablishing working groups as necessary to
make the best use of the available expertise.

ITEM 3. PROPOSALSFOR A CONSOLIDATED UPDATE OF THE GLOBAL
STRATEGY FOR THE PLANT CONSERVATION

3.1 The update of the Global Strategy and the review of the Strategic
Plan of the Convention

8. The representative of the Convention Secretariatdnced the process and status of the updating
of the Convention’s Strategic Plan and the impia# for the process for updating the Global Sgwate
for Plant Conservation. He explained that the warioomponents of the Strategic Plan and assessment
framework (the 2010 target; the 4 goals and 19atibjes of the Strategic Plan and associated process
indicators; the 11 goals and 21 targets with outsomented headline indicators linked to the 2010
target; and related reporting mechanisms) had bgezed gradually over a period of several years and
were not fully coherent. The ongoing consultatisacpss consisted of an online forum, submissions in
response to a notification and workshops and mgiim various formats and for different stakehadder
They tended to focus on specific aspects of that&jic Plan and were therefore complementary. The
inputs to the process were being compiled and aadlyand a note by the Executive Secretary on the
status of discussions would be issued in June a88Updated towards the end of the year.
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9. The presentation reviewed the guidance for the tupglaof the Strategic Plan contained in
decision IX/9. It highlighted that there was a fiigant degree of convergence in the contributifrosn
various partnersis-a-visthe new Strategic Plan:

(a) The process in updating the Strategic Plan needadage a wider range of stakeholders
and build wide ownership;

(b) There needs to be greater coherence between thmoemts of the new Strategic Plan;
(© The new Strategic Plan needs to enable/suppodnaiimplementation;
(d) The new Strategic Plan needs to have a strongtiicidrasis;

(e) The new Strategic Plan needs to promote the easysipproach, for example by
suggesting more systematic use of planning taalk as Strategic Environmental Assessment;

() The new Strategic Plan needs to find ways to entat drivers of biodiversity loss,
including those beyond the direct mandate of thev@ntion can be addressed,;

(9) The new Strategic Plan needs to enable a respomgelial challenges;
(h) The new Strategic Plan needs to focus on pradtigalementation;

0] There appears to be a preference for a timefrantenofears for the new Strategic Plan
(2010 to 2020) with 2015 as a milestone for revialwngside the review of achievement of the
Millennium Development Goals.

10. The process for developing proposals for an upd&@mbal Strategy for Plant Conservation
went in parallel to the Strategic Plan processwodld feed into it, while also getting informed by In
particular, the key outcomes from the GSPC Liaisénoup meeting should be made available for
forthcoming regional consultations on the Stratd®jan. At the same time, there should be flexipilit

the updating of the GSPC to ensure its compatibiiith the analyses on the new Strategic Plan and
elements of its development.

11. Participants discussed the need to formally lirk @EPC to the new Strategic Plan while at the
same time retaining its own identity and focus. yf teaffirmed that the GSPC should be seen as &@dool
support implementation of the Strategic Plan, paldirly at national and regional level, but it sliboot
evolve into a programme of work. It should facti#ethe preparation of national GSPC strategies as
requested in decision IX/3.

12. It was felt that that the process on the furtherettgpment of the resource mobilization strategy
and the negotiations of an International Regimé\ocess and Benefit-sharing as well as the discnssio
in the Working Group on Article 8(j) and Relatea¥sions were very relevant to the GSPC.

3.2. Outcomes of the online stakeholder consultation on the further
development and update of the Strategy beyond 2010 and elements
for proposalsfor a consolidated update of the Global Strategy for
Plant Conservation

13.  Under these agenda items, the CBD Secretariatrgszbéhe outcomes of the online consultation
(UNEP/CBD/LG-GSPC/3/2 and 3). The online consultataddressed all the components of the GSPC
with the aspiration to better understand the ouginthange and impact of the Strategy in order to
provide the basis for deliberations by the Liais&&noup Meeting. This consultation was presenteavim t
sections: Section A comprised of general questitargeting all stakeholders, with a view to defihe
basis for a framework for further development apdaie of the Strategy.
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14.  Section A addressed: (i) the effectiveness and/aelee of the Strategy; (ii) effectiveness of the
Strategy in responding to its objectives; (iii) tefectiveness of the Strategy in responding to 3he
objectives of the CBD; (iv) relevance of the Stggtén responding to pertinent issues as well as an
opportunity for respondents to provide any addadidnformation.

15. Section B of the online consultation targeted tézdinexperts who have been involved in the
implementation of the current Strategy, with an dmngarner more insight on proposals for the
update/review and/or further development of thetéxy sixteen outcome targets.

16. A total of 166 respondents provided inputs to tbastltation with nearly 50% of respondents
completing both surveys. About one quarter of regpots represented Governments while another
guarter were affiliated with non-governmental oligations. Other contributors included representstiv
from intergovernmental organizations, indigenous lacal communities, private sector and media.

17.  The online consultation revealed a preference tone frame of 10 years for the new phase of the
GSPC, with a long term vision to provide the contxglobal, regional and national level, mediummte
goals that are high level and unlikely to changthwime as well as short term objectives (targdta)
define immediate priorities for implementation bifetent stakeholders.

18.  While it was recognized that the five current stipeotives were robust enough to support the
development of national and regional targets, insitering the update of the GSPC beyond 2010, it is
important to make provision for gaps in the curfeamework including the following: sustainable use
improve conservation and provide incentives atllzel, new challenges related to climate changdhs

as promoting old growth forest and extending fooester, marine species, demand and marketing trade
chains, measures to promote and enable links betaestainable use and human well-being, links to
Access and Benefit Sharing (ABS) and Article &fj)d diversity of lower plants.

19.  Further, while the Strategy had been effectiverovigling a framework for implementation at the
global, regional and international level, suppaytithe ecosystem approach, and employimgsitu
conservation as the primary approach for consewand supporting national inventories; it was less
effective in applying the provisions on ABS and lementing Article 8j; facilitating effective
mainstreaming at national level, engagement wittalldndigenous and local communities in some
instances during implementation of some targetspaadision of specific guidance to address thedassu
related to ABS, Article 8] and the application bétecosystem approach.

20. The in-depth review on the implementation of thePGShad indicated that notable progress had
been achieved with respect to targets 1, 5, 81914, 15 and 16 and limited progress for targets B,

10 and 12; there were gaps in achieving targetsd37a Section B of the online consultation targeted
technical experts who have been involved in thelémentation of the Strategy, with the aim to garner
more insight on proposals for the update/review/@nfurther development of the existing sixteen
outcome targets.

21. For each target, one of the four options was tehmsen by the respondents, i(@) maintain
target as is, (b) maintain target but put in pla@asures to enhance implementation, (c) updatefvevi
target and (d) create new target.

22. In general, it was noted that there was need toelé¢fie targets better, improve clarity and reduce
ambiguity in targets, ensure that all targets &&ART (Specific, Measurable, Achievable, Relevand an
Time-bound), define baselines for monitoring, amdiree milestones, indicators and sub targets where
needed beyond 2010. It was noted that targets,34135 and 16 are enabling targets, open ended and
difficult to measure and monitor (more aspiratiottedn measurable). The potential impact of climate
change creates: urgency to achieve some targgtst@gets 2, 7, 9 and 10); justification for istraent
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in the some targets at national and regional lé¥eJ., targets 8, 9 and13); and the basis for wente
some target thresholds upwards (e.g., targetsé,12, 14 and 15).

23.  With regard to the update and/review of targets, dhline consultation supported maintaining
targets 1, 11, 14 and 16; improve measures foremeghtation of targets 2, 3,5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 12, A8 ¥6
while targets 4 and 10 needed further review arthtg Overall, there was no support for establistime
of new targets.

24. In general, the following were the key messages fitee online consultation:
(@) The GSPC should be kept simple and focused,;

(b) Efforts should focus on pursuing the current fibgeatives of the GSPC with appropriate
review to capture emerging issues and define simadjum and long term goals;

(© New and additional targets may be created to addyaps identified in updating the
objectives of the Strategy;

(d) The implementation process should effectively ergaly key stakeholders, including
indigenous and local communities, business andamedi

(e) Effort should be intensified to address challengésesearch and knowledge gaps,
limited resources, tools and capacities;

4) The current targets should not be changed subslignas they have already been
mainstreamed and adopted at national, regionagjtl levels;

(9) The GSPC may: differentiate types of targets,ar@bling targetss. outcome targets;
include learning targets related to generation e kknowledge; ensure action targets are SMART to
enable monitoring and evaluation and assess ingbalee Strategy in the medium and long term;

(h) There is a need to provide mechanisms that faeilitee incorporation of indigenous and
local knowledge, innovations, practices and teabgiels associated with plant diversity;

0] There is a need to link the implementation of tHe#PG Targets to benefits accrued at
local level by local communities, and to incorperatore priorities and needs of such communities;

()] While the Strategy may be developed for a 10-yesiod, a review should be made in
2015, in tandem with the review of the Millenniune\@2lopment Goals.

25.  The discussion following the presentation recomrednthe development of a long-term vision
before looking at the revision and updating of undlial targets, to make links to ecosystem senéces
follow the processes on the further developmenttitedf Resource Mobilization Strategy and the
negotiations of an International Regime on Accext Benefit-sharing as well as the discussions én th
Working Group on Article 8(j) and Related ProvisoriThe implications of the global strategy for
national actions was also discussed.

26. In a subsequent session the following brief iniibservations were made regarding each Target
of the GSPC:

(a) Target 1: The focus is on higher plants but alfjakens and fungi play critical roles in
ecosystem functioning and these should be includéttre are many initiatives underway which
contribute to the achievement of this Target buictviare not necessarily a response to the GSPC;

(b) Target 2: This Target is seen as the core of the@laut it needs some revision;
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(c) Target 3: The Target is cross-cutting, it can bedu® address emerging issues, and it
should be formulated in such a way to be SMART,;

(d) Target 4. The Target uses non-technical termsshdifficult to define. It implies a trans-
national assessment and its achievement reliesa@ncdncepts as connectivity and adaptation toatém
change;

(e) Target 5: The threshold should be reviewed, alsdight of differing situations in
different countries;

(f) Target 6: This Target is critical for mainstreamiptant conservation in production
landscapes but progress is difficult to measure;

(g) Target 7: This Target becomes less achievableniétglants are included. It depends on
progress on Target 2 to determine the conservatatus of plants and currently the assessmentrys ve
incomplete for plants. Climate change impacts mayedhe conservation status of many plants towards
status of greater threat;

(h) Target 8: The benchmark of 60% might be inadegaatk specific efforts to support
implementation in parts of the world with limitecpacities are required. A number instead of a
percentage could be used. The aspect of recoveryestoration programmes receives little attenéind
the term ‘restoration’ relates to habitats andighthbe more appropriate to use the term ‘reintobidn’;

() Target 9: It would be useful to refer explicitly wild crop relatives, local varieties,
neglected crops, medicinal plants and non-timbeastoproducts, possibly by creating sub-targets;

() Target 10: The Target should focus on the phenomeriglant invasion to focus on
strategic, preventive, legislative measures andsiezformulation;

(k) Target 11: The Target does not address nationdé tbaut has the advantage of being
directly aligned with the Convention on Internaabirade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and
Flora (CITES);

(D Target 12: The Target is vague and requires foeusich could be achieved by
distinguishing individual sectors. It might lendetf to defining sector-based sub-targets;

(m)Target 13: Indigenous knowledge is referred to @vesal Targets but there is no
developed methodology to assess progress. Yetg tagets (6, 9, 12, 13) are most closely linkethéo
MDG agenda,;

(n) Target 14: Targets 14 to 16 are supporting andrpss is difficult to measure. On the
other hand, significant successes have been achiegkiding in informal education. Additional efter
are required to secure media involvement and maggpségpolicy makers;

(o) Target 15: There are no baseline data to trackressgand the situation is vastly different
between countries. An aggregate global mean miglg feal trends. It could be useful to focus on the
sustainability of structures required to attraairtees;

(p) Target 16: There were concerns about the sustéitgaifi donor-funded project-oriented
networks as well as the capacity to capture sutidesmsd sustainable local network initiatives.

27.  More generally, it was noted that some cross-ayiissues, such as the impacts of climate change,
needed to be captured and that the discussionddsfemd into the development of toolkits (discussed
under item 4 below). These observations were talenin five working groups considering the
implications of these observations as well as amuit information from the online consultations as
follows:
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(a) WG 1: Sections A, B, D and E of the GSPC, led byi®&albraith;

(b) WG 2: Targets 1, 2, 7 and 8 of Section C, led hnJoonaldson;

(c) WG 3: Targets 3, 14, 15 and 15 of Section C, leibythew Jebb;

(d) WG 4: Targets 4, 5, 6 and 10 of Section C, led limaBeth Radford; and
(e) WG 5: Targets 9, 11, 12, and 13 of Section C, ketWizhael Kiehn.

28.  The working groups reported back to plenary whiatthler discussed options for each component
of an updated GSPC. The draft proposal from theudsions is contained in Annex Il to this repatt. |
should be noted, however, that this representslmpnary step towards a consolidated proposal that
would be presented to SBSTTA-14. The group agreetth® following steps to complete the proposal:

(a) After approval by the Co-chairs, the draft reportluding the annex with the draft
proposal for an annotated agenda will be circulatedll participants with the request to (i) makey a
necessary corrections on the procedural report;(#ndend any additional inputs and thoughts om th
sections prepared by the five working groups towloeking group leaders who will consolidate their
sections focusing particularly on the observatiorae in the session on 28 May 2009 (target date for
completion of this step: 12 June 2009);

(b) The meeting report, including the annex, will thienmade available on the CBD website
in the form of an unedited advance draft to enabdgonal consultations taking place in the framdwor
both of the GSPC update and the update of thee§tcaPlan of the Convention to refer to it. It bk
noted that additional editorial review of the drafpdated GSPC as well as flexibility to enable
adjustments in the light of proposals emerginghenrtew Strategic Plan are warranted,;

(c) The leaders of the five working groups, togethethwthe Co-chairs and any other
interested participants in the Liaison Group megtinll work together electronically to streamlinada
the draft updated GSPC and to ensure its inteomat land coherence in the spirit of the observation
made during the Liaison Group meeting. This editaeview will be conducted in a transparent fashio
and the product will be circulated to participaotshe Liaison Group meeting for their approval gt
date for completion of this step: 31 July 2009);

(d) The draft updated GSPC will be posted for peereneviby CBD, SBSTTA and GSPC
focal points as well as other stakeholders andgamtius and local communities. To make this peer-
review effective a period of three months is alted&for this step (early August to end of Octol@09);

(e) The CBD Secretariat will lead the completion of thaft updated GSPC for presentation
to SBSTTA-14 on the basis of peer-review commegudsljitional inputs from regional consultations and
in line with the emerging new Strategic Plan of @&nvention. In supporting documentation the peer-
review comments will be documented (the deadline documentation for SBSTTA-14 is February
2010).

ITEM 4 FURTHER DEVELOPMENT OF A GSPC TOOLKIT AND REGIONAL TOOLSFOR
THE EXCHANGE OF INFORMATION AND CAPACITY-BUILDING

29. The meeting discussed the draft outline of the gsafs prepared by the Executive Secretary and
contained in document UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/12 agdeed that the toolkit should be designed to
support countries in the implementation of the GSiRGlevelop national or regional GSPC strategies,
and in linking these to other relevant plans anategies.
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30.  With this understanding the meeting made modifacegito the original proposal, noting that
given that the primary audience of the toolkithe CBD and GSPC focal points, and other stakeh®lder
when developing the toolkit. The modified propdsatontained in Annex Ill to this report.

31. Regarding timelines, while there was need to reuieg outline to take into consideration the
proposals for the update of the Strategy beyon®2@ien that the request for the toolkit by thetiea

was made at COP 7 and its unavailability may harestrained national and regional implementation of
the current Strategy, it was noted a simple versidhe toolkit, initially as an online version akedle in
English should be made available before 2010. Véision will aim to define the potential user needs
and identify some of gaps, ambiguities and incaesdes in the targets that may be addressed in the
toolkit to enhance national and regional implemgaoaof the Strategy. However, this toolkit may be
improved and subject to availability of resourcpent copy and interactive versions developed and
availed in all the UN languages, with the aim ofihg the toolkit ready by 2012.

32. In order to ensure that the toolkit meets the neédlse users appropriately, it was recommended
that Parties, CBD and GSPC focal points shoulddmswted to identify the key needs and priorities i
developing the toolkit since the relevance andtytdf the toolkit would be enhanced by provisioh o
short, clear and pertinent responses to a listotérgially frequently asked questions. This infotiora
would also be useful in identifying the criticaleeients required by Parties so that an adequate and
relevant checklist is eventually produced to effedy assist in developing their national stratsgie
targets and responses as well as integrating tigets&a A request should be made to those countries
which have been able to develop national strategies$/or national targets and integrate them timeir
national strategies, to provide their experiensbare challenges and how they dealt with the cainss:
Information will also be obtained from national ogfs.

33. The group noted that while funding had been a caimstin developing the toolkit, members of
the Partnership and relevant organisations werkphaded to provide preliminary information in reéta

to various targets for compilation. In the interiBGGCI being the secretariat of the GPPC, through th
www.plants2010.orgvebsite was well placed to compile the informatiowler the various targets.

34. The core elements should be:
(a) A clear and concise overview of the GSPC;
(b) How to implement the GSPC at the national level;

(c) Ways and means for developing national targetsiaocodrporating them into national
strategies, plans and programmes;

(d) How to monitor and report on the progress in img@atation;
(e) Linkages to other national, regional and internalgrogrammes; and

() Linkages to other multilateral environmental agreets, in particular biodiversity-
related conventions.

35. The meeting emphasized that the toolkit should densas a “toolbox,” thus an assortment of
resources from which different tools can be setbébe use as appropriate at various levels by wario
stakeholders, rather than a single prescriptiteofisteps to be undertaken. In addition, thereukhbe
secondary features to assist in-country practit®me developing national and regional responsebeo
GSPC and specific targets, given that many of #hekdround documents of the GSPC are large and
inaccessible.
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36. Further, it was emphasized that the toolkit shoodd practical, applicable, easy to use and
relevant. Lessons could be learned from previoyemiences in the development of toolkits within the
Convention. The draft proposal for the elementiheftoolkit was reviewed and is contained in Antiex

to this report. Tasks to be completed include:

(a) Development of a set of targets pages on the Rabfswebsite;

(b) Inclusion of information on ways and means to depeahational targets, with links to
National Strategy pages, particularly reports anrttethods employed in developing them, by writimg t
the key authors. This would include both developimgtional plant conservation strategies and
incorporating GSPC targets into National BiodivigrSitrategies and Action Plans;

(c) Mobilizing resources (particularly regional workglsd and ways and means of
progressing networking;

(d) Monitoring and reporting on progress at the nafiana region al level on the GSPC.

37. The meeting then considered ways and means to ladaitgoregional tools for exchange of
information and to facilitate capacity-buildingckmology transfer, and financial support programioes
assist developing countries, in particular leastetigped countries, small island developing Stad@sl
countries with economies in transition, includidgpde with high levels of biodiversity and that are
centres of origin, to effectively implement or iwhéeve enhanced implementation of the GSPC.

38. In considering this item, the group noted that aynake a lot of investment to develop regional
tools to address the whole Strategy, there are rpassibilities to provide tools for information dvge
and capacity building focused on specific targetgroups of targets. The European Strategy fortPlan
Conservation provided a good model for regionapoese and implementation of the Strategy as it
provided opportunities to share experiences, inftion, build capacity and address common priorities
and challenges.

39. The development of national and regional strategiay be catalytic in stimulating action at
regional level and mobilizing resources to estabiools for information exchange and capacity bodd
However, the toolkit would provide a useful basis €apacity building at regional level and provale
basis for creation of such tools.

40. Additional tools such as training materials inchgliPowerpoint presentations on the targets of
the Strategy may also be developed and made wédelgssible for teaching at tertiary level and ciypac
building at regional and national level.

41. The meeting also agreed that all available avestesld be used for mobilizing resources to
assist the Executive Secretary and the Partnetshipganize regional workshops and consultations on
the implementation of the Global Strategy for Pl@onhservation. Cost-effective ways should thereby b
explored, such as including the GSPC implementa®man agenda item in regional meetings on other
related aspects of implementation of the Conver(gomn NBSAPS, protected areas etc.)

ITEM 5 OTHER MATTERS

42. Participants were invited to raise any other mattetevant to the implementation and update of
the GSPC for consideration.

43. The representative from the Global Diversity Fouimtafelt that additional efforts are needed to
promote participation of representatives from iedigus and local communities in completing the
updated GSPC. He said his organization would biingito facilitate this.
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44, The meeting also discussed the consequences @idiion of the seconded GSPC programme
officer outside the CBD Secretariat. Observatioeseamade that this situations made it more dif€itul
synergize support to the GSPC implementation witkeroareas of CBD implementation; it made it harder
to secure voluntary resources for GSPC activitiesended to give low priority to GSPC activities
requiring services in the Secretariat, such apthparation and translation of documents; andivstl
down communication with key partners such as thEESI Secretariat and its Plants Committee. The
meeting urged the Secretariat to actively purseddbntification of means to provide long-term sonpp
for the GSPC at par with that for other programuames activities under the Convention.

45, The meeting re-emphasized the usefulness of thet Rlanservation Report but noticed the
absence of a publication date, recommended citatiehlISBN number. It recommended that stickers be
pasted into the reports as they are being disetut

ITEM 6. ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

46. The meeting agreed that the report should be cdatpbs soon as possible and circulated among
participants for approval. Its early finalizationrowd enable other processes to build on the agreed
elements.

ITEM 7. CLOSURE OF THE MEETING

47. The meeting reiterated its appreciation for theparatory work and support from Botanic
Gardens Conservation International and the CBD eéacat, in particular the seconded GSPC
programme officer. The meeting also thanked thee@uwent of Ireland for its interest in and support
GSPC activities, including in particular the sugptar the production and dissemination of the Plant
Conservation Report, and the National Botanic Gadand its staff for the exceptional hospitality.
Participants expressed their gratitude to the GorsHor guiding what was thought to be a succéssfd
productive meeting. The closed at 1 p.m. on Thysgid May 2009.



UNEP/CBD/LG-GSPC/3/4
Page 11

Annex |
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Ms. Anne Duncan
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38/85 Crozier Cct, Kambah ACT 2902

M 0419 594 626, AH 02 6296 3440

E-mail: Anne.Duncan@environment.gov.au

Austria

Dr. Michael Kiehn

Department of Biogeography and Botanical
Garden

University of Vienna
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Annex Il

PROPOSED UPDATED GLOBAL STRATEGY FOR PLANT CONSERVATION3
I VISION

Without plants, thereisno life. The functioning of the planet, and our survival, depends upon plants.
The Strategy seeksto halt the continuing loss of plant diversity.

1. Our vision is of a positive, sustainable future vehBuman activities celebrate and support the
diversity of plant life (including the endurance gant genetic diversity, survival of plant specaex
communities and their associated habitats and gicallbassociations), and where in turn the diversit
plants support and improve our livelihoods and weeing.

2. The Global Strategy for Plant Conservation is algat for working together at all levels - local,
national, regional and global - to understand, eoresand use sustainably the world's immense we#lth
plant diversity whilst promoting awareness andding the necessary capacities for its implememntatio

3. If all efforts are made to fully implement this &eqgy:

(a) Societies around the world can continue to relynuptants for ecosystem services,
including food, medicines, clean water, climate Bonation [or control], and rich, productive landges;

(b) Humanity can fully utilize the potential of plarits mitigate climate change and the role
of plant diversity in maintaining the resilience efosystems and their capacity to adapt to thfeats
climate change;

(c) No species of plants will be at risk of extinctibacause of human activities, and the
genetic diversity of plants will be safeguarded,;

(d) The rich evolutionary legacy of plant diversity Wide used sustainably and benefits
arising are shared equitably to solve pressing lpnad, support livelihoods and improve human well-
being, as the ultimate source of our foods, mangiciges, timber, fibre and other materials, andhas
structure and underpinnings of habitats for, andcatogical partners of, animals and other orgasjism

(e) The knowledge and practices of all local human comities that depend on plant
diversity will be secure and recognized as valulbileg traditions and ways of life;

() People everywhere will be aware of the urgency wmdkerstand that plants support their
lives and many livelihoods, and that everyone haseato play in plant conservation.

. OBJECTIVES
4, The Strategy consists of the following five objees:
(a) Objective I: Plant diversity is sufficiently undewsd and documented to enable a
sustainable future;
(b) Objective II: Plant diversity is urgently and effieely conserved;

3 The version contained in this document is thalted the third meeting of the Liaison Group oe tGlobal Strategy
for Plant Conservation. The Liaison Group noteatadhfor further work on this document as detaitegara. 26 of the report of
the meeting above. This version should thereforedmsidered as work in progress.
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(© Objective IlI: Plant diversity is used in a sustdie and equitable manner;
(d) Objective IV: Education and awareness about planersity, its role in sustainable

livelihoods and importance to all life on eartipismoted;

(e) Objective V: The capacities and public engagemenessary to implement the Strategy
have been developed.

1. RATIONALE

5. Plants are universally recognized as a vital pati@world's biological diversity and an essential
resource for the planet. In addition to the cuttigbplant species used for food, timber and fibmesny
thousands of wild plants have great economic artlirel importance and potential, providing food,
medicine, fuel, clothing and shelter for billiond people throughout the world. The combined
contribution of wild and cultivated plants to thend's economy has not been estimated but is imenens
Furthermore, the potential contribution of plams$uture economic activity is enormous. The divgref
plant life is perhaps the greatest source of nataaital at humanity's disposal. Plants play a tag in
maintaining the planet's basic environmental badaard ecosystem stability and provide an irreplaleea
component of the habitats for the world's aninfal IAt present, a complete inventory of the plaftthe
world has not been assembled, but it is estimdi&idthe total number of vascular plant species Ineagf
the order of 400,000.

6. Of urgent concern is the fact that many plant sggeccommunities, and their ecological
partnerships, including the many relationships leetw plant species and human communities and
cultures, are in danger of extinction, threatemngdurh human-induced factors as climate changetahab
transformation, over-exploitation, alien invasiyeesies, and pollution, inter alia. . The disappeegaof
such vital and large amounts of biodiversity sets of the greatest challenges for the world comtguni

to halt the destruction of the plant diversity tleaso essential to meeting the present and futeeels of
humankind. If this loss is not stemmed, countlegpootunities to develop new solutions to pressing
economic, environmental, medicinal and industriabjems will also be lost.

7. Furthermore, plant diversity is of special concerimdigenous and local communities, and these
communities have a vital role to play in addresshwgyloss of plant diversity. They are the ownerd a
stewards of unique bio-cultural diversity, intetigal knowledge and management practices. The doal o
the Global Strategy for Plant Conservation is tdrads the challenges posed by threats to plantsitye
While the overall purpose of the Strategy is covesson, sustainable use of plant diversity and bene
sharing are equally important to its purpose.

8. The rationale for a strategy focusing on plantstheee aspects:
(a) Plants are primary producers and provide habitedsiructure for many ecosystems;
(b) Setting meaningful targets is feasible since sifientnderstanding of at least higher

plants, though incomplete, is better than for nabisér groups of organisms;

(© A recognition that intact forest ecosystems plageagor role in climate amelioration and
provide a first line of defence against climaterdea

V. SCOPE

9. The Strategy and its 16 targets are intended teigga framework for policy makers and public
opinion and catalyse the reforms necessary to @elpnt conservation. Clear, stable, long-terrgets
that are adopted by the international community loglp shape expectations and create the conditions
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which all actors, whether Governments, the prigaigtor, or civil society, have the confidence toalep
solutions to address threats to plant diversityth& same time, they can provide guidance forrggtti
national plant conservation targets, taking intocamt the global targets. For the targets to beehyid
understood and appealing to public opinion, thesdn® be kept fairly simple and straightforwardeyh
should be understood in a commonsensical ratharahideral way. In order that the number of tasges
kept manageable, they need to focus on a set bitimst that are strategic, rather than aiming & b
comprehensive. The targets have been reviewedappidpriately revised, based upon the evidence of
the successes and shortfalls in the targets adtpteagh decision VI/9.

10. The Strategy provides a framework to harmonize amexisting initiatives aimed at plant
conservation, to identify gaps where new initiativere required, and to promote mobilization of the
necessary resources.

11. The Strategy is a tool to enhance the ecosystemoagip to the conservation and sustainable use
of biodiversity and focus on the vital role of piain the structure and functioning of ecologicatems
and assure provision of the goods and servicesststbms provide.

12. The Strategy also acts as a means to implemenStiaegic Plan of the Convention and
supports and facilitates national action on thendaéc programmes of work of the Convention.

13. Accordingly, the Strategy addresses the Plant Kingavith main focus on higher plants, and
other well-described groups such as BryophytesRiaddophytes. The setting of measurable targets fo
this set of taxa is more credible than for manydowlant groups. This does not imply that theseigso

do not have important ecological functions, nott tiey are not threatened. However, effective actio
will be best achieved by focusing, in an initialagk at least, on achievable outcomes for known taxa
Parties may choose on a national basis to includerdaxa including algae, lichens and fungi. The
strategy considers plants in the terrestrial, idleater and marine environments.

14, The Strategy applies to plant genetic diversitgnpkpecies and communities and their associated
habitats and ecosystems.

V. GENERAL PRINCIPLES

15. The Strategy provides a framework for actions abgl, regional, national and local levels. A
global dimension to the Strategy is important beeatican:

(a) Facilitate the development of a global consenslkepfobjectives, targets and actions;

(b) Strengthen possibility of implementing necessaangnational actions (such as some
recovery programmes);

(© Optimize availability and usefulness of information
(d) Be used to focus research on key generic issuel émiconservation methods);
(e)  Allow the identification of appropriate standards plant conservation;

() Mobilize support for globally significant actiongl@¢bally threatened species; "centres of
plant diversity" and "hot spots"); and

(g)  Allow for collaboration between national, regioaald international entities.
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16. The Global Strategy for Plant Conservation:

(@) Applies the ecosystem approach adopted under thevedton, recognizing the
interaction of plants and plant communities, withes components of ecosystems, at all scales,ragid t
role in ecosystem functions and processes. Theyst®ps approach also implies, inter alia, intersatto
cooperation, decentralization of management toldkest level appropriate, equitable distribution of
benefits, and the use of adaptive management eslibat can deal with uncertainties and are matifie
the light of experience and changing conditions;

(b) Applies the Convention provisions on access anefitesharing, drawing as appropriate
on the Bonn Guidelines for access and benefitganvith a view to ensuring a fair and equitable
sharing of benefits arising from the use of genetgpurces, and consistent with the Internatiomeafly
on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture

(© Builds upon the knowledge, innovations and prasticd indigenous and local
communities, with the approval and involvement toé tholders of such knowledge, innovations and
practices, and contribute to the implementatioAntitle 8(j) of the Convention;

(d) Employs in situ conservation measures as the primary approachcdaservation,
complementing them where necessary with ex situsarea. The Strategy provides an opportunity to
explore linkages between in situ and ex situ comdiEm, including in restoration programmes;

(e) Adopts a multidisciplinary approach that takes irgocount scientific, social and
economic issues;

() Strengthens initiatives on national inventories;

(9) Makes use of communication tools existing now, anthe future, to disseminate and

make freely available, information, tools, advicedaguidance to assist in sharing, networking and
promotion of all targets of the Strategy;

(h) Integrates with relevant activities under existinigiatives.

VI. TARGETS

17. Under the five objectives, sixteen outcome-orientadjets have been developed which the
Strategy seeks to achieve by 2020. For each taagethnical rationale includes where possibleng-o
term target, the rationale for benchmarks, andstilees where appropriate.

Objective | : Plant diversity is sufficiently understood and documented to enable a sustainable future
Target 1: A widely accessible list of known plspecies

18. Terms and technical rationalés widely accessible list of known plant species iBindamental
requirement for plant conservation. Using the 20&0Das a basis, an improved peer-reviewed list is
considered to be attainable by 2020. Enhancemémislds include more complete synonymy and
geographic distributions to country level drawingrational floras and checklists [and compilatiocssdi
international initiatives. (Where possible links descriptions and conservation status should be an
aspiration.) Further work on national and regidit@las is also necessary to lay the basis for dimger
term aim of developing a complete World Flora, ugthg local and vernacular names. Capacity-building
in taxonomy, as outlined in the Global Taxonomytifttive (GTI), will be critically important to
achieving this longer-term objective.
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19. Progress:Globally, good progress has been made, and ag¢rdurate of progress, the previous
target could be around 85% complete by 2010, wigossibility of partial coverage for the remaining
15% by the end of 2010.

20. Justification for changegNote: Justifications for changes from decision9vadte for illustration
and it is assumed that these will be deleted ial fBtrategy text.) The word ‘working’ has been reet
from the target to reflect the greater degree offidence envisaged for the 2020 product. The oalgin
target will be met by the end of 2010 or shortlgrdafter, and the new rationale proposes taking the
target a step further, The latter half of the @dyet ‘as a step towards a complete world floras wa
removed because the term “world flora” was not giduo be well understood by the general publie Th
reference to the GTI is intended to address/pret@mmments from Parties to the effect that capasity
lacking to deliver on this Target and to highligfn¢ role of the GTI in this respect.

Target 2: An assessment of the conservation stditakl known plant species to
guide conservation action at national, regionaldanternational
levels

21. Terms and technical rational@he conservation status of many plant species éaes bssessed
either through country-level processes and/or dnomternational initiatives. These assessmentg hav
been conducted either using the IUCN Red List QGateg and Criteria or other systems. Since most
countries have assessed their plant species, ailationp of these evidence-based assessments will
provide a useful overview of existing conservat&iatus information, and a starting point to guide
conservation action. Dissemination could be throaghinternet portal allowing access to all existing
assessments for each species. A full assessmettit lafown plant species to a consistent internation
standard is the longer term aim to facilitate covestgon action. The IUCN Red List Categories and
Criteria provide a robust framework for this endwagnabling comparison of threat across a variéty o
spatial and temporal scales. Although it is nofista to assess all species by this method by 2020
assessments for a representative sample of plagiesp(The Sampled Red List Index - SRLI) will
provide a global overview and a baseline againstiwtiends can be tracked. A working list of eviden
based conservation assessments is the only feagipteach commensurate with the urgency of asggessin
species in order not to hamper progress with targeind 8.

22. Progress:The proportion of plants assessed globally by IUR2d List Categories and Criteria
has only reacheda. 10%. Many more plant species have been assessatiatal or regional level using

a variety of systems but an overview is lackingtioé total species numbers thus addressed (see
http://www.regionalredlist.com/site.agpMajor constraints to achievement of this tangetude lack of
funding for field work, data compilation and asseest activities leading to incomplete and scattered
outputs. IUCN has developed a new tool, Rapidlitich allows preliminary assessment of species. The
Sampled Red List Index project aims to select apprately 1,200 species for each of bryophytes,dern
and their allies, gymnosperms, monocots and diaotsconduct a preliminary, GIS-based conservation
assessment for each of these. The following milest@ould serve as steps towards the 2020 target:

(& A working list of all available evidence-based cemstion assessments for plants by
2012, to be maintained as an online resource avelajged to include all plant species by 2020;

(b) A published interim threatened species list, apuaufrom (a) above, from which other
GSPC targets can be measured by 2015;

(©) An assessment of the threat status of a globgtisesentative sample of plant species by
2015;

(d) National and/or regional Red Lists developed orated to assist in obtaining an
overview of threat levels at a global level.
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23. Justification for changesthe use of the term ‘evidence-based’ is intendedake clear that the
assessments should be based on data which isatdgifmaking the assessment potentially refutaide a
not just a guess. A variety of evidence-based aubres are acceptable as practical steps towardsmee
the final target of full assessments of all specieder IUCN criteria, so that they are comparabla a
global level. Until full IUCN assessments are aafalié an interim working list based on all available
evidence is needed. This should be a single pdimeference (internet portal) where all threat itat
information for a single species can be found muitiple assessments exist for one species, allldhhe
shown. . This will address the existing informatigap, which will otherwise hamper progress with
Targets 7 and 8

Target 3: Development and effective sharing ofi@dand guidance for plant
conservation and sustainable use, based on researgtpractical
experience

24, Terms and technical rational€Conservation biology research, and methodologigspaactical
techniques for conservation are fundamental tatimservation of plant diversity and the sustainaisie

of its components. These can be applied througldélrelopment and effective dissemination of relevan
models and protocols for applying best practicesedaon the results of existing and new research and
practical experience of management. ‘Protocolshia sense, can be understood as practical guidance
how to conduct plant conservation and sustainabéeactivities in particular settings. Key areas nghe
the development of models with protocols is reglineclude: the integration of in situ and ex situ
conservation; maintenance of threatened plantsirwitsosystems; applying the ecosystem approach;
balancing sustainable use with conservation; anthadelogies for setting conservation prioritiesgdan
methodologies for monitoring conservation and snatde use activities.

25. Progress:The Plant Conservation Report notes that it iscalithat a means of dissemination of
these protocols, including the Toolkit, is develdpd@he following milestones could serve as steps
towards the 2020 target:

(@) The establishment of a web-based compilation auees by 2015 (national, regional
and international);

(b) Toolkit to support implementation of the Strategwitable by 2012.

26. Justification for changesFhere is no mention of sharing or making informatazcessible in the
original target wording; there was also a lack lafity in the target text, creating confusion. Tregised
wording includes the aspect of effective sharimy] aeplaces models and protocols with advice and
guidance. The target text would be made more cdmemsave with this change, and able to stand on its
own.

Objective I1: Plant diversity is urgently and effectively conserved

Target 4: Ecosystem services secured throughtieemanagement of at least
10% of major ecological regions

27. Terms and technical rational@he long term goal is to have robust and healtloggstems, with
the world benefiting from their ecosystem servidg&slogical regions are understood to mean largasar
of land or water that contain a geographicallyidetassemblage of natural communities, that share
large majority of their species, ecological dynesniand environmental conditions, and interact
ecologically in ways that are critical for theinipterm persistence. Various approaches are alaifab

use in the identification of ecological regionsséad on major vegetation types (e.g. tundra, mamgrov
temperate coastal forest). Effective managemeanméhat the area is managed to ensure the pacsgste
of the vegetation, and associated biotic and abiotimponents.. To this end, we need to secure
ecosystem services through the conservation andragisn of a considerable proportion of the plant-

/...
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based ecological regions, including marine arebsrdis a need to identify those regions mostcatlii
threatened. About 10% of the land surface is ctigr@overed by protected areas. In general, forasts
mountain areas are well represented in protectedsamwhile natural grasslands (such as prairied) an
coastal and estuarine ecosystems, including maagr@re poorly represented. The target would imply:
() increasing the representation of different egatal regions in ecological networks, and (ii)regsing

the integrity and effective management of ecoldgiwatworks. Since some ecological regions will
include protected areas covering more than 10%aif farea, the qualifier “at least” is used. Imso
cases, ecosystems restoration and rehabilitatignbeanecessary. Various approaches are available fo
use in the identification of ecological regionsséd on major vegetation types. REDD (Reducing
emissions from deforestation and forest degradatiecological networks, corridors, peace parks are
potential means for reaching this target. Indigsnaod community conserved areas (ICCAs), include
sacred forests, wetlands, and landscapes, vilEgss) catchment forests, river and coastal stretahd
marine areas. ICCAs can be natural and/or modiéiedsystems containing significant biodiversity
values, ecological services and cultural valuesuntarily conserved by indigenous peoples and local
communities, both sedentary and mobile, throughoooary laws or other effective means. ICCAs have
been recognised as legitimate conservation sitehédiProgramme of Work on Protected Areas, and they
deserve support and, as appropriate, inclusiomatiomal and international systems.

28. Progress:The risks posed by climate change increase theriapze of effective conservation
and management of ecological regions. A reviewhef potential impact of climate change on existing
protected area networks is needed. Currently tisetmcertainty as to how the 10% level of this ¢drg
relates to the conservation of either specieshimipots or areas of high threat or endemism,esethre

not always correlated. However as the conservajmercies-rich hotspots and areas of high threat or
endemism, is a key component of target 5, thistaagns not only to ensure the increased represamta
of all ecological regions ( and the species witthiem that are yet to be fully documented) in pristgc
areas, but also to ensure that large tracts of iitapb intact vegetation — crucial to under pinning
ecosystem services — are effectively managed arsidihistained for the future.The following milest®one
could serve as steps towards the 2020 target:

(@) Establish which of the existing global or regioma&lblogical region classifications are
suitable for use at the national or regional s¢ahay differ around the world) ;

(b) Identify the co-incidence of protected areas arsbehecological regions in order to
identify most critical regions increase as appgri

(© Develop guidance on the management of critical tzma types;

(d) Trial the implementation of management guidanceugh the ecosystem approach.

29. Justification for changesThis target has been suggested by the online dafisal as requiring
modification. It was felt that the target was diffit to define at national level for action andoaiswas
limiting to just link to protected areas when tlomservation of ecological regions have an imporiiakt

to building ecological networks and providing ecsieyn services.. There is need however to link to
sustainable use and human well-being as well peogdidance on implementation of the target at
national and regional level. In the terms and tedirrationale, the importance of ecological netygor
has been stressed. There is general confusiondieganow this target relates to Target 5 and th& ne
rationale seeks to clarify this. The core of ttsiget is about the conservation of ecosystemsthehe
they are diverse or not. There is a need to enthateecosystems are healthy and functional and to
maintain ecosystem services through the conservafioritical ecological regions.
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Target 5: Protection of at least 50 per cent @& thost important areas for plant
diversity assured with effective management fosenrnng plant
diversity in place

30. Terms and technical rationaldn the longer term the protection of all importaneas for plant
diversity -should be assured, including enlarging or conngdiire area, as appropriate or possible, to
combat threats, especially associated with clinchinge. The most important areas for plant diwersit
would be identified according to a set of critarialuding endemism, species richness, and/or uniegse

of habitats, including relict ecosystems, alsongkinto account the provision of ecosystem services
These areas are identified primarily at local anatiomal levels. Protection can be assured
through effective conservation measures, including, not limited to, protected areas. The key Wwél
ensuring appropriate management measures arettakaintain and enhance the plant diversity. ttas
possible to provide an exhaustive list of threatsdnsider in designing effective management, aseth
will vary in different regions. There should be swieration of threats due to climate change, as agel
linkage the development of ecological networks urntdeget 4 and to consideration of invasive alien
species under target 10. Effective management unesmsfor plants should documented in the
management plans developed using the ecosystermaagbpr

31. Progress:To date more than 35 countries have taken steemtify important areas for plant
diversity and at least 17 have ongoing programrhas d@re addressing conservation issues as well as
documenting sites. Some important areas for plargrsity fall within officially protected areas (in
Europe this is approximately 66%) though this feyuraries considerably between countries. The
percentage of important areas for plant diversitptgrted does not necessarily mean the site is
maintained in good condition. The view that the atipof climate change may make this target (and by
definition the conservation of highly diverse ardasffective), is not substantiated. Well managed
protected areas will contain the largest, mostieegipopulations of species and numerous micrahtsi

for these species to survive within; they provitlgeg posts for migration and a reservoir of gefioes
evolution; they will therefore be the core of amyndiscape scale conservation schemes to mitigate the
impacts of climate change. The following milestonesld serve as steps towards the 2020 target:

(@ Evaluation of protected areas against importargdsafer plant diversity by 2012;
(b) Identify threats to plants and plant habitats ofsIP
(© Address issues raised by milestone (a) and (b k32

(d) Measures specifically geared toward plant consienvatncorporated into existing
management plans by 2015;

(e) Management plans developed through the ecosystpnoagh with the involvement of
local stakeholders on at least five IPAs (withausgng management) per country by 2015.

32. Justification for changesThe rewording has been suggested as a next staggdiessing the
long-term target, to improve measurability, anédadress emerging threats. The changes are linkibe to
updated work programme on Protected Areas. Prodrassbeen made in identifying areas and in
mapping these against protected areas; howeveragaarent frequently fails to take into account the
needs of plant diversity, and the threats to it.

Target 6: At least 30 per cent of production lamisach sector managed
sustainably for plants and consistent with the eowation of plant
diversity

33. Terms and technical rationaléfhe ultimate goal is for all production lands to m@naged
sustainably, with agrobiodiversity conserved, withompacts on plant diversity or areas importamt fo
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plant diversity. For the purpose of the targebgdoiction lands refer to lands where the primaryppse is
agriculture (including horticulture), grazing, oowed production. Consistent with conservation ofpla
diversity implies that a number of objectives ange@rated into the management of such production
lands: Conservation of plant diversity which isiategral part of the production system itself (i@op,
pasture or tree species and genetic diversityYeBtion of other plant species in the productiordicape
that are unique, threatened, or of particular secimnomic value; Use of management practices that
avoid significant adverse impacts on plant divgrsitsurrounding ecosystems, for example by avgidin
excessive release of agro-chemicals and preventisgstainable soil erosion. Increasingly, integtate
production methods are being applied in agricultureluding integrated pest management, conservatio
agriculture, and on-farm management of plant geneatsources. Similarly, sustainable forest
management practices are being more broadly appiigdinst this background, and with the above
understanding of the terms used, the target isiderel feasible. Higher targets are appropriate for
natural or semi-natural forests and grassland® rmi@anagement of production lands in a sustainable w
is key as it will lead to actions that will have a€onsequence the conservation of plant divershis
includes the use of management practices that adidrse impacts on plant diversity in the produrcti
areas and in the surrounding ecosystems. The geweltt of the biofuel production is an issue of
particular concern, and management of productieasaused for these purpose should take measures to
avoid exerting pressure on the conservation oftpiarersity. The sectors to be considered undex thi
target includejnter alia croplands, pasture, forestry, including harvesohgon-timber forest products,
and aquaculture.

34. Progress: Target 6 was noted to be difficult to measure effdhere is need for clarity of
baselines, performance indicators and definitioteahs such as ‘effectively conserved’ and ‘produrct
lands’. There was a recommendation to increasdhtteshold from 30% to 50% given the increasing
challenge of land degradation and climate changeatso develop sector specific sub targets buttdue
difficulties in monitoring progress the 30% threkhwas maintained. The target links to the programm
of work on agricultural biodiversity and the Millelum Development Goals. The United Nations Forum
on Forests has agreed to a goal “Increase significéhe area of protected forests worldwide anel th
area of sustainably managed forests and increasertiportion of forest products from sustainably
managed forests.” The following milestones couldasas steps towards the 2020 target:

(a) Establish links between the GSPC and the progranafn@srk on agricultural and forest
biodiversity;

(b) Different sectors should develop specific targets;

(© Development and promotion of guidance that shows hm@anagement systems that are
consistent with the conservation of plant diversiy be achieved (for each sector)

(d) Testing the guidance referred to under (c) abovat ileast 2 sites in each sector and in
each region.
35. Reasons for chang@o achieve more effective implementation, more@sateed to be engaged;

the addition of the word ‘sustainably’ is addedrioto show the connections that are needed. Asxtra
ambition for the target to 2020, the words ‘in eaelator’ have been added, to show that all seotoist
have at least the benchmark percentage, not amagevercross them. The management of production
lands in a sustainable way is key as it will lea@cttions that will have as a consequence the oeatsen

of plant diversity.

Target 7: At least 60% of threatened species comsn situ
36. Terms and technical rational&he target should be seen as a step towards tketiedfin
situ conservation of all threatened species. Consarvedu is here understood to mean that biologically

viable populations of these species occur in astleme protected area or the species is effectively

/...
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managed outside the protected area network, e gara®f a management plan. Effective conservation
needs to consider (i) the genetic diversity of #pecies and (i) climate change, for example by
determining whether the protected area networludes corridors, altitudinal gradients, or the pnese

of multiple habitats to facilitate species movemeértte target should also be interpreted to allow fo
significant habitat and ecological restoration talge its achievement. In this regard, guidelimeghe
toolkit should provide adequate guidance on reStoraand species recovery. The development of
internationally agreed guidelines for assisted atign of species impacted by climate change wilabe
urgent requirement of the toolkit. Many endemiccépg are by definition vulnerable, and should be
treated as a priority, a sub-target of ensuringatlemics are found in at least one conservatiea, &r
are covered by species plans needs to be sought.

37. Progress:Many protected areas, especially in developing tes) do not have well-articulated
management objectives of any kind — let alone $pecnes relating to protecting speciéswill be
important to move from conserving 60/ situ to the conservation of 100%. Therefore the actions
underpinning this target will remain essential bay®020, as the current target is only a milestone
towards the objective of halting the loss of biaisity. The following milestones could serve apste
towards the 2020 target:

(@) Develop the means to measure if threatened spaceesonserved in protected area
systems that take into consideration climate chgegg reserves that have multiple habitat types, o
altitudinal gradients) using a representative sampl

(b) A monitoring system that allows a baseline to bel#shed so that progress towards
achievement can be monitored (related to invergarigorotected areas);

(c) Development of management plans for protected amefs specific species of plants;

(d) 100% of single-country endemic species found irtqmted areas or covered by species

management plans.

38. Justification for changeThe target percentage is unchanged because ofdiaéng realization
of the additional threat of climate change, howetke qualifier “at least” is added to the target t
emphasize that the target is seen as an interpni@teards a higher target. The removal of the ersigha
on the “worlds” threatened species is to emphatsigerelevance of the target to national, regioaat
international levels.

Target 8: At least 60% of threatened plant speitiesx situ collections, and at
least 10% in recovery and restoration programmes

39. Terms and technical rationale: The ex situ collets should be accessible and should preferably
be in the country of originThis target moves towards achieving a comprehernsivgramme of ex situ
conservation that complements in situ conservahoough the development of genetically represergati
collections and measures to strengthen responghke tmpacts of climate change. Currently, ove0@8,
threatened species are maintained in living catlest (botanic gardens, seed banks, and tissuereultu
collections). Progress has been made up to the @203d6t to conserve 60% of all plant species, with
development of greater capacity, resources andg@mages, which could be built on to achieve the 2020
target. Further research, technology developmedtteansfer, especially for species with recalcitran
seeds will be needed to achieve the extended takgttin the first part of this target it is sugted that
priority be given to developing genetically repretsgive collections of the most critically threagen
species, for which a target of 90% should be atthilt is estimated that currently about 5% of diteaed
species are included in recovery and restoratiamgrammes. Efficient focusing of resources and
monitoring of progress towards target 8 is dependen delivery of target 2. Assessments of a
representative sample of plant species could peoaitiasis for initial estimation of baseline anolgpess
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towards this target. Toolkits under this targetcheinclude protocols for genetic management ofiex
collections, and reintroductions.

40. Progress:Significant progress has been made by some regiothicountries, but countries with
high biodiversity still face the greatest challesigeln the absence of an updated global list idfatened
species (targets 1 and 2), and with different listsse, it is difficult to measure this target.eTBGCI
Plant Search database has already proved veryl us¢ffiis regard and has the potential to be everem
effective once Target 2 outputs are available.Haurtlefinition of priority taxa is needed, sucmasrow
endemics, sub specific taxa, critically endangesgecies and taxa with known or potential future. use
Mere presence of species in ex situ collectionsilshnot be seen as the outcome but rather gergtical
representative collections. The following milestegeuld serve as steps towards the 2020 target:

(a) Ex situ collections of all critically endangered specieboldd be genetically
representative of the species;

(b) A meta-database of living plant collections prodgciegular reports of the percentage of
threatened species in accessible ex situ collegtion

(c) Establishment of a monitoring system for speciekigted in recovery programmes.

41. Justification for changeThe long-term target must be to ensure that adlatened plant species
are in accessible ex situ collections, in recognitf the increasing urgency of such measures raopa
the response to the impacts of climate change.s€eendary target for recovery programmes will also
need to be adjusted upwards partly for the samsonsabut also recognizing the significant advaticats
have been made in recovery techniques, technodogl/yesources. The phrase referring to “preferibly
the country of origin” has been retained because tihe preferred option but it should be interpdeto
include conservation measures undertaken in ancthntry on behalf of the relevant authorities (e.g
seed banks). Genetically representative collectifriebe most endangered species need to be ebedblis
as a priority.

Target 9: 70 per cent of the genetic diversitgraps and other socio-
economically valuable plant species conserved,smsdciated
indigenous and local knowledge maintained

42. Terms and technical rationaleTheory and practice demonstrate that, with an ap@®
strategy, 70% of the genetic diversity of a crop ba contained in a relatively small sample (gdhera
less than one thousand accessions). For any omgsptherefore, the target is readily attainaBlg.
2010, it is likely that the target will be reacHed the majority of major crops, so increasing fecan be
placed on other socio-economically important sgedémcluding those of local importance.For some-200
300 crops, it is expected that 70% of genetic ditgeiis already conserved ex situ in gene bankseGe
diversity is also conserved through on farm managenBy working with local communities, associated
indigenous and local knowledge can also be maiethi@ombining genebank, on farm, and other in situ
approaches, the target could be reached for afiscio production, as well as major forage and tree
species Other major socio-economically importaecss, such as medicinal plants, could be selexted
a case-by-case basis, according to national pesriThrough the combined actions of countries,esom
2,000 or 3,000 species could be covered in alle&sfly in the light of biodiversity and climate ainge,

it is now particularly important to emphasize ottarcio-economically valuable plants, including
medicinal plants, non-timber forest products, Ideald races, wild relatives of crops, and neglected
underutilized plant resources. Priority species ba selected on a case-by-case basis at the local,
national, and regional level.

43. Progress:The Global Crop Diversity Trust has been estabtlstteensure the conservation and
availability of crop diversity for food security widwide. Maintenance of associated indigenous andl|
knowledge presents a particularly significant aradle and to date there is a lack of tested metbged

/...
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and limited assessments of indigenous and localkauge associated with plant genetic diversity.réhe

is need to focus more on socio-economically impuripecies as these address the needs of indigenous
and local communities. There is need to definelitile between this target to target 13 more clearly;
provide some priority lists as a baseline. Theofelhg milestones could serve as steps towardsQRae 2
target:

(a) Develop, in consultation with Indigenous and LoCaimmunities, priority lists of socio-
economically important, underutilized species ttleiknown crops;

(b) Get increased buy-in and ownership of this targemfglobal agencies such as FAO,
Global Crop Diversity Trust and Bioversity, whichhemdy have programmes which parallel this target
and target 12.

Target 10:  Effective management plans in placadidress biological invasions
for 50% of important areas for plant diversity treat invaded

44, Terms and technical rational&his target would be considered as a first ste@tde developing
management plans for all types of major biologinghsions that threaten plants, plant communitie$ a
associated habitats and ecosystems. There isreedageliable estimate of the number of alien g®eci
that threaten indigenous plants, plant communitied associated habitats and ecosystems to such an
extent thatthey may be considered as “major”. Tdrget relates to “biological invasions” and is
established in relation to sites that are imporfantplants. NB that the alien species could begla
animals or micro-organisms and the management posild be designed (using the ecosystem
approach) to redress damage done to plants amglorcommunities and to restore ecosystem functions
goods and services.

45, Progress:The 2010 target has already been met in that taer@ver 100 management plans in
place, but these do not lend themselves to nationatgional implementation, and an overhaul of the
target is necessary to address the phenomenon thtre specified species. There is an urgent need t
recognize that climate change will enhance theaspeand impact of invasive alien species. Hencerdut
work on this target should ensure that there igjaale preparedness and that management plans should
include options for adaptation to climate chandgee Tollowing milestones could serve as steps tosvard
the 2020 target:

(a) Identify priority lists of biological invasions af€ting important for areas for areas for
plant diversity;

(b) Develop lists of potential invasive species foregivecosystems/localities as a toolkit for
management plans;

(© Establish global principles for developing manageimaans to recognize organisms,
address biological invasions, and including comnsitiens for restoration;

(d) Agree on general principles to identify and deserdteas important for plants (in this
context).

46. Justification for change:The original target did not lend itself to nationat regional
implementation, and the emphasis has been charmeddangly. The target should address biological
invasions which are brought about by combinatiohsaleen species (of plants, animals or micro-
organisms) and the reactions of ecosystems oraiabitrather than by species dubbed “invasive” whic
are not always invasive when introduced to newlitbes, ecosystems of habitats. Hence the remofval
the term “alien species” (interpreted as “invassgecies”) and its replacement by the phenomena of
“biological invasions”. This requires that targebsystems/habitats are defined, in this case gsofitant
areas for plants”.
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Objective l11. Plant diversity is used in a sustainable and equitable manner
Target 11: No species of wild flora endangeredrtgrnational trade

47. Terms and technical rational@he target focuses on those species that are yctiuadatened by
international trade. It is attainable and completagnto target 12. Species of wild flora endangdrgd
international trade include but are not limited sjpecies listed on appendix 1 of the Convention on
International Trade in Endangered Species of Wadrfa and Flora (CITES). The target is consistent
with the main purpose of the CITES Strategic PI&NoD species of wild flora subject to unsustainable
exploitation because of international trade".

48. Progress:The GSPC welcomes the new Decision formulated byGQHTES Plants Committee
that it will collaborate with the Strategy. The fabat the CITES Plants Committee is interested in
interacting with the Convention on Biological Disgy, in the context of the GSPC, is evidence of
engagement and satisfaction with the target adainds (see UNEP/CBD/LG-GSPC/3/INF/2). The
following milestones could serve as steps towands2020 target:

(a) Collaborate with the CITES Plants Committee to emslinkages between the two
Conventions are complimentary and supportive;

(b) Improve implementation through strengthening lirdsadpetween national GSPC focal
points and CITES focal points.

Target 12: A continuous increase in the percentagalant-based products
derived from naturally occurring sources that atestainably
managed, based on progressive inventory and asseessm

49, Terms and technical rational€fhis target is consistent with the long term goflohieving
sustainable management of all plant resourcest-Bés®ed products include food products, timbergpap
and other wood-based products, other fibre prodwastd ornamental, medicinal and other plants for
direct use, including non-timber forest productsal land races, wild relatives of crops, and neghd
and underutilised plant resources. Sources thasastinably managed are understood to include (i)
Natural or semi-natural ecosystems that are sadibiimanaged (by avoiding overharvesting of progluct
or damage to other components of the ecosysterngpérg that commercial extraction of resources
from some primary forests and near-pristine ecesyst of important conservation value might be
excluded: and (i) Sustainably managed, plantatiorests and agricultural lands. In both cases,
sustainable management should be understood graméesocial and environmental considerations, such
as the fair and equitable sharing of benefits dedparticipation of indigenous and local commusgitie
Indicators for progress might include (i) directamares e.g.: products meeting relevant verifieoldsteds
(such as for organic food, certified timber, anteimediate standards that codify good practices for
sustainable agriculture and forestry); and (ii)iieact measures e.g.: products from sources coresider

be sustainable, or near sustainable, on the badisrming system analyses, taking into account the
adoption of integrated production methods. Assessmieprogress will be assisted by the development
of criteria and indicators of sustainable agriadtiand forest management. Certified organic fomold
timber currently account for about 2% of productgaobally. For several product categories, examples
exist of 10-20% of products meeting intermediatendards. Against this baseline, the target is
considered to be attainable. It would be appliedaoh category of plant-based products, understgndi
that for some categories it will be more difficuti reach and more difficult to monitor progress.
Implementation would require a combination of praegspecific and sector-wide approaches, consistent
with the Convention’s programme of work on agriatdi biodiversity.

50. Progress:The previous figure of 30% for this target was pered as arbitrary and in need of
review, better refinement, definition of terms, ahgossible development of sub targets. Termseo b
clarified include ‘plant based products’ and ‘effee’. There is need to integrate this target betti¢h

/...
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target 6 and the programme of work on sustainabte There is need to develop sub targets at skctora
level and strengthen linkages with the private aeeind consumers. This target probably requires
intercessional work and the gathering of data @émtifly gaps and issues, before a realistic targethe

set. The following milestones could serve as stewsrds the 2020 target:

(@) Collaborate with FAO and Bioversity to inventoryapt-based products (and identify the
species from which they are derived) by 2015;

(b)  Assess or certify the sustainability of a diversfyplant-based products, according to
explicit criteria, in order to develop a realidfiigure for this target by 2015;

(© Collaborate with CITES authorities regarding CITIE®d species.

51. Justification for changeThe rationale of target 11 states that it is comgletary to target 12.
This, however, is incongruent, because 100% ofrtte¥nationally traded plants and plant products ar
covered by target 11, but only 30% of the domekyideaded ones are contemplated in target 12. In
addition, the current wording is in contradictian dbjective 2 of the CBD, which states that allnpla
resources shall be used sustainably. The rewordbfigcts the need to first inventory plant-based
products (and identify the species from which they derived) and to assess or certify their suesiblity
according to explicit criteria, before a specifismeric target can be proposed. This parallelsigngsion
that advances in the inventory of all plants (tafgeand assessment of their conservation stedugett 2)
are necessary before setting targets for theiitinand ex situ conservation. To set a target rieefo
engaging in inventory and assessment of plant-basetiicts — which is arguably less well organized a
advanced than inventory and conservation statptaots in general — would be artificial and arbigra

Target 13:  The decline of plant resources, anaeissed indigenous and local
knowledge innovations and practices, that suppastanable
livelihoods, local food security and health caraltbd

52. Terms and technical rationald?lant diversity underpins livelihoods, food seguiind health
care. This target is consistent with one of theelyichgreed international development targets, namaoel
“ensure that current trends in the loss of envirental resources are effectively reversed at baibaj!
and national levels by 2015". It is recommendedifda to halt the decline by 2010 and subsequédatly
reverse the decline. Relevant plant resources athaus to address their decline are largely sikeip

and thus implementation must be locally driven. $bepe of the target is understood to encompass$ pla
resources and associated ethnobotanical knowleldgasures to address the decline in associated
indigenous and local knowledge should be implemientansistent with the Convention’s programme of
work on Article 8(j) and related provisions. As dgtands, this is an enabling target, but indicators
measurable in the mid- and long-term should betifileth and participation of stakeholders improvedi a
broadened. Specific indicators being formulatedIld® (on traditional occupations, some of which
related to plants and plant-derived materials) dNESCO (culture and language loss) could be asdesse
for possible inclusion.

53. Progress:This target cannot be accurately quantified. It wesposed in 2006 that several sub-
targets should be developed, taking an ecosysteactiyystem approach (e.g. for agriculture, forest
resources and pasture resources), but there hasnbegrogress in this respect and no milestones hav
been declined. The consultation noted that thigetawas unsatisfactory, being vague and difficalt t
measure and is not SMART. This target is a stratégk to the MDG framework, can be included in
national sustainable development policies and limkf to sustainable livelihood initiatives. Howeye
there is need for guidance for practical implemionaat national level and definition of sub tayédr
different priorities. This target provides a basisaddress ABS and article 8] related prioritiethimi the
Strategy, and in line with the ABS negotatiatioti®e thresholds may be need to be increased. The
consultation recommended that indigenous and lomamunities be involved in the review and update
of this target. The following milestones could seas steps towards the 2020 target:
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(a) Develop stakeholder consultations regarding therggpjateness of the wording on
Indigenous and Local Communities in the GSPC anéldpment of possible sub-targets;

(b) Encourage Parties to incorporate this target inational sustainable development
policies or sustainable livelihood initiatives, whegossible taking an ecosystem approach.

54. Justification for changéWhilst no change in the target wording has beenenids recognised
that the inclusion of specific references to knalgke, practices and innovations of indigenous p&ople
and local communities in the GSPC has great mérties the Strategy to Article 8j and 10c of tBBD,

and relates it to the Malawi Principles for the s&tem approach and the Addis Ababa Principles and
Guidelines for the Sustainable Use of Biodiversitge Malawi Principles, adopted in 1998, advocate a
ecosystem wide approach and recommend the decsatiad of management to the lowest appropriate
levels, including by communities. The Addis Prinegpand Guidelines, adopted in 2004, advocate state
recognition that use and knowledge of resourced teasustainable management, particularly by local
people. The milestones reflect opinions from trenPConservation Report and online consultation.

Objective 1 V: Education and awareness about plant diversity, itsrole in sustainable livelihoods and
importanceto all life on earth is promoted

Target 14:  The importance of plant diversity ahd heed for its conservation
incorporated into communication, education and pubaivareness
programmes

55. Terms and technical rational&ommunication, education and the raising of publi@areness
about the importance of plant diversity are crutoalthe achievement of all the targets of thetegn
The concept of plants underpinning the functionbigsphere needs to be widely understood by all
sectors of society. This target is understood terr® both informal and formal education at aildks,
including primary, secondary and tertiary educati§ay target audiences include not only childred an
other students, but also policy-makers and theipuhl general. Consideration should be given to
developing specific indicators to monitor progréssards achievement of the overall target. It may b
helpful to develop materials [indicators] for sgiectarget audiences. Given the strategic imporaoic
education about plant conservation, this issueldhmeiincluded not only in environmental curricubat
should also be included in broader areas of maastreducation policy. A key message is the fadt tha
climate change is a biological and socio-econossoé as well as a meteorological phenomenon.

56. Progress:The publication of the GSPC brochure and its teditsl into 10 languages is a key
achievement, allowing easy access to the textefStnategy for policy makers. However there id atil
lack of awareness of the GSPC at the policy levehany countries. Issues to be addressed inclue th
over-emphasis on animals and neglect of plantsninrenmental education programmes, a need for
increased teacher-training relative to plant dikgrs lack of opportunity to experience naturstfinand
and messages being lost under an overwhelming lef/ehdvertising in all media. The on-line
consultation suggests that indigenous and localnuamities, the business sector and media were least
aware of the Strategy. This is an enabling target @ such it is difficult to set milestones or mea
successes. In the light of climate change, thigetaremains a priority. We need to refocus our
communication strategy to address livelihoods, ystesn products and services. The following
milestones could serve as steps towards the 20@€xta

(a) Develop key messages for a communication/markegiizug for the Strategy by 2015;

(b) Encourage Parties to incorporate plant conservatimnnational climate change, or other
resource management documents or strategies.
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57. Justification for changewhilst no change in the target wording has beenemyidire is an urgent
need to mainstream the Strategy and reach imporsactors, including indigenous and local
communities, the business sector, media and poilakers.

Objective V: The capacities and public engagement necessary to implement the
Strategy have been devel oped

Target 15:  The number of trained people workinthwaippropriate facilities in
plant conservation increased, according to natiome¢ds, to achieve
the targets of this Strategy

58. Terms and technical rational&he achievement of the targets included in thet&jsawill
require very considerable capacity-building, patady to address the need for conservation prantts
trained in a range of disciplines, with accessdecaate facilities. In addition to training prograss, the
achievement of this target will require long-teromgnitment to maintaining infrastructure. “Appropea
facilities” are understood to include adequate nebbgical, institutional and financial resources.
Capacity-building should be based on national nesggssments. It is likely that the number of &ain
people working in plant conservation world-wide Iwiked to double. Given the current geographical
disparity between biodiversity and expertise, thiskely to involve considerably more than a doobl

of capacity in many developing countries, smadrisl developing States and countries with econoimies
transition. Increased capacity should be understoddclude not only in-service training, but al$®
training of additional staff and other stakeholdar&l decision makers, particularly at the community
level.

59. Progress.This target remains fundamental for the achieveroéthe Strategy, overall there has
been limited commitment and leadership from alt@esc While there is no global baseline from which
progress can be measured, and despite relativelycéintries having conducted needs assessments,
several global programmes have nevertheless mausdenable progress in increasing the number of
trained people in plant conservation, particulanlydeveloping countries. The target needs to beemad
more measurable, baselines defined and a coomiinatid monitoring framework recommended. The
focus should not only be on numbers but also qualiational needs assessments may be an initial
priority. Plant science needs to be bolsteredlireddted disciplines, especially at tertiary legdlication,

so that various sectors such as forestry, hortioelinter alia value the significance and importance of
plant conservation. Where capacity and facilitiesaaly exist, knowledge transfer and successiont mus
be secured. Accelerated and increased investmeatgat 15 is critical for the overall achievemehll

the targets by 2020, but the lack of a lead agdbncythis target hampers progress. The following
milestones could serve as steps towards the 26gétta

(a) Institutions strengthened with appropriate resasitogeach whole plant science;
(b) Secure the transfer of knowledge and skills reledgalant conservation.

Target 16:  Networks for plant conservation actestestablished or strengthened
at national, regional and international levels

60. Terms and technical rational®etworks can enhance communication and provide chamsm

to exchange information, know-how and technologgtwrks will provide an important component in
the coordination of effort among many stakeholderghe achievement of all the targets of the styat
They will also help to avoid duplication of effarhd to optimize the efficient allocation of resasc
Effective networks provide a means to develop commpproaches to plant conservation problems, to
share policies and priorities and to help dissetaitiae implementation of all such policies at diffet
levels. They can also help to strengthen links betwdifferent sectors relevant to conservation, tagy
botanical, environmental, agricultural, forest attlicational sectors. Networks provide an essditial
between on-the-ground conservation action and awatidn, monitoring and policy development at all

/...
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levels. This target is understood to include treabening of participation in existing networksvasl as
the establishment, where necessary, of new networks

61. Progress.At the global level the establishment of the GPRE made a good start at bringing
together the plant conservation community, howeveater efforts are needed to engage the otharsect
such as agriculture, industry, education, forestigter management, Indigenous and Local Communities
communication. There is still a lack of cross-seaitaetworks, with limited institutional integratiaand a
lack of mainstreaming. Where national responses baen prepared, this has helped provide a focus fo
networking amongst the stakeholders. Need for ndtsvat all levels (Global Partnership for Plant
Conservation and others). The following milestooesld serve as steps towards the 2020 target:

(@) Structures and model information systems relevantnétworks, as well as new
technologies (electronic networks) for participatias part of the toolkit available through the &irg
portal available by 2015;

(b) Increased membership of the GPPC by members frévar ctectors, e.g. agriculture,
industry, education, forestry, water managemeidigenous and Local Communities and communication
by 2015.

VIl. THE STRATEGY ASA FRAMEWORK

62. The Strategy is not intended to be a “programmevardk” analogous to existing thematic and
cross-cutting programmes of work under the Conwentit does not, therefore, contain detailed atiis]
expected outputs, etc. Rather, the Strategy prevadeamework by means of setting outcome-oriedtate
targets (these differ from the “process” targetsduso far under the Convention). It is envisaged tine
activities necessary to reach those targets coeldidveloped within this framework. In many cases,
activities are already under way, or envisagedistiag initiatives. These include:

(a) Activities aimed at plant conservation within naib biodiversity strategies and action
plans and relevant sectoral and cross-sectoras pfangrammes and policies. In this respect, Raatiel
Governments may wish to report on the incorporatibthe Strategy in their national plans, prograreme
and policies;

(b) Relevant activities under the programmes of workthef Convention on Biological
Diversity, including those relating to agriculturiaiodiversity, forest biological diversity, inlandater
biological diversity, marine and coastal biologichibersity, and dry and sub-humid lands, as well as
activities involving cross-cutting issues such aseas and benefit-sharing, sustainable use, imdgat
alien species, the Global Taxonomy Initiative, &sties related to Article 8(j).

VIlIl. FURTHER WORK REQUIRED TO DEVELOP AND IMPLEMENT THE STRATEGY

63. Measures to implement the Strategy will need tgbkin place at international, national, and
subnational levels. This will include developmehnational targets and their incorporation intcekent
plans, programmes and initiatives, including natldoiodiversity strategies and action plans. Nation
targets will vary from country to country accordittgdifferences in levels of plant diversity andioaal
priorities. Multilateral and bilateral funding agees should consider putting in place policies and
procedures to ensure that their funding activiéies supportive of and do not run counter to thatesyy
and its targets.

64. For each target, the scope of activities may neelet clarified and sub-targets, or milestones,
developed. In order to monitor progress towarddeaaig the targets, baseline data and a series of
indicators may need to be developed. This woulevdrpon relevant national and international data set
(such as national “red lists”), and make full ug¢he clearing-house mechanism.
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65. Regional components of the Strategy might be deeelp perhaps using a biogeographical
approach.

66. In addition to the Parties to the Convention, theigh, development and implementation of the
strategy should involve a range of actors, inclgdin

(a) International initiatives (e.g., international ceméions, intergovernmental organizations,
United Nations agencies, multilateral aid agencies)

(b) Conservation and research organizations (inclugimgected-area management boards,
botanic gardens, gene banks, universities, resemstitutes, non-governmental organizations and
networks of non-governmental organizations);

(c) Communities and major groups (including indigenausl local communities, farmers,
women, youth);

(d) Governments (central, regional, local authorities);
(e) The private sector.

67. In order to promote implementation of the strategd facilitate cooperation between these
initiatives, the Executive Secretary will collabmawith relevant stakeholders. To ensure full
participation, the actors mentioned in paragraphabéve should reflect not only United Nations
geographical regions but also biogeographical reggidhis collaboration will aim at avoiding dupliican

of effort, promote collaboration and synergies agemisting initiatives, and facilitate analysis tbe
status, trends, and effectiveness of different mnesson the conservation and sustainable use of pla
diversity. Consideration might also be given toélseablishment of a flexible coordination mechanism
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Annex Il

DRAFT OUTLINE FOR THE TOOLKIT ON GLOBAL STRATEGY FOR PLANT
CONSERVATION45

I. Purpose of thetoolkit: To enable in-country practitioners to:
» develop national and/or regional targets
* implement the Strategy, elements of the Strategpecific targets
* integrate the targets of the Strategy into theatsgies, plans and programmes
* measure progress on the implementation of theegjyat

Target audiencePolicy makers, researchers, institutions, NG@sallcommunities

Content: Electronic version for website and DVD Version (English Version initially)

SECTION PURPOSE CONTENT
Section I: WHAT Introduction and e The GSPC background, relevant CBD
background information: documents and related documents.
Section Il: HOW —| Developing national * How to develop national/regional
NATIONAL and/or regional targets, targets/strategies/responses:
RESPONSES strategies and responses:«  Experiences from Parties that have already

developed national Strategies and or/targets and
integrated them into their national strategies and
action plans.

» Resources —links to selected websites

« Checklist for integrating the strategy into
national strategies, plans and programmes

Section Ill: HOW-| Implementing the targets| « Target
TARGETS of the GSPC at national | « Overview of target — a summary and linkages pf
and/or regional level: target to other targets and POWs.

» Clarification of terms and ambiguities (FAQS)

* Tools and resources to adapt the target to the
national level and implementing it

* Relevant CBD documents

» Case-studies

» Links to related websites and other resources

Section IV: HOW-| Implementing cross- * Target
CROSS CUTTING| cutting targets: « Overview and linkages
TARGETS « Clarification of terms and ambiguities (FAQS)

+ Tools and resources
+ Case-studies
+ Links to websites and other resources

Section V: BIBLIOGRAPHY » Additional resources for implementing the

4 Justifications for changes from decision VI/@ for illustration and it is assumed that thesé bel deleted in
final Strategy text.

5 This outline builds on and further developstémaplate contained in document

UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/12/INF/12.
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strategy at national, regional and international
level e.g. tools, protocols, databases, electron
libraries etc.

Section VI: General FAQs » Technical Support and Feedback

Section VII Other Links » Links to other international conventions

Links to relevant websites

ic




