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Pl ease provide sunmary i nformation on the process by which this report
has been prepared, including information on the types of stakehol ders
who have been actively involved in its preparation and on nmaterial which
was used as a basis for the report

This report has been drafted by the Finnnish National Biodiversity Comittee
established in 1996 by the Mnistry of the Environment.

Al'l government ministries, econom c sectors, research and environnental
organi sations and NGO s have been represented in the Nati onal Commttee for
Bi odi versity in Finland.

Draft reports were circul ated, an ad hoc working group established and
conments given by nmenbers of the Commttee.

The Conmittee’s tasks are to |liaise and pronote cooperation between the
various sectors involved, to coordinate and assess the inplenentation of the
National Action Plan and the nmonitoring of the state of biodiversity in

Finl and, and to supervise the preparation of sunmary reports.

Broad participation

The Finnish work for biodiversity conservation and sustainable use is

di stinguished by its broad participation. The work has involved the Mnistry
of the Environnent, the Mnistry of Agriculture and Forestry, the Mnistry of
Transport and Conmuni cations, the Mnistry of Justice, the Mnistry of
Foreign Affairs, the Mnistry of Education, the Mnistry of Defence, the

M nistry of Social Affairs and Health, the Mnistry of Trade and Industry,
the Mnistry of Labour, the Mnistry of the Interior, the Mnistry of

Fi nance, Metséhallitus - Forest and Park Service, the Association of Finnish
Local and Regional Authorities, the Confederation of Finnish Industry and
Enpl oyers, the Central Union of Agricultural Producers and Forest Oaners, the
i ndi genous Sani peopl e and the Finnish Association for Nature Conservation

Sour ces:
e National Action Plan for Biodiversity in Finland 1997-2005.

e The inplenentation of the National Action Plan for Biodiversity in Finland
1997- 1999.

e Finland”s Country study on Biodiversity, 1998.

e Third list of threatened species in Finland, 2000.

e Alien species in Finland, 2000.

e Nordic research report: Introduced species in the Nordic Countries, 2000.

e The Finnish Biodiversity Research Programme (FIBRE), M d-term eval uation
Panel report, 1999.

« Finland s National Forest Progranme 2010, 2/1999.
* National report for CSD/Ri o+10, 2001.
e National report of Finland on Forest ecosystenms for CBD, 2001

e Signs of sustainability. Finlands indicators for sustainable devel oprment,
2000.

e Criteria and indicators for Sustainable Forest Managenment in Finl and,
2001.

e Indicators for the use of Natural resources, 1999.

e Everyman's right in Finland, Public access to the countryside: right and
responsi bilites, 1999.

The Sani peopl es” sust ai nabl e devel opnent programe, 1998.




Pl ease provide information on any particul ar circunstances in your
country that are relevant to understanding the answers to the questions
in this report

In 1996-97 the National Committee for Biological Diversity drafted the
Nati onal Action Plan for Biodiversity in Finland, 1997-2005, in
accordance with a decision-in-principle made by the Finnish Governnent
in 1995. The National Action Plan sets out 124 specific nmeasures to be
taken by 2005 to ensure the conservation and sustai nabl e use of

bi odi versity, and al so allocates responsibility to various sectors and
defines the costs and resources required. The plan is based on the
mnistries' sectoral programmes and bi odi versity reports.

The plan attenpts to integrate the naintenance of biodiversity
into national, regional and |ocal planning and deci si on-maki ng, and
i nto cooperation between different sectors. The measures the plan sets
out shoul d gradually nmake the activities of administrative and busi ness
sectors nore sustainable in terms of the conservation and use of
bi ol ogi cal resources and in ways that do not hinder Finland' s economc
conpetitiveness in the longer term The plan also allocates the
responsibility for neeting the costs of preserving biodiversity, which
shoul d mainly consist of the costs of neasures taken by adninistrative
authorities. Fromthe point of view of biodiversity, achieving
sust ai nabl e devel opment requires changes in environnentally harnfu
producti on and consunption patterns above all else.

The need to conserve and to use sustainably biodiversity in
Finl and, the National Action Plan is also designed to neet the
requi renents of the EU s nature conservation directives and Finland's
obligations under international agreements on nature conservation
particularly the UN Convention on Biological Diversity. The objective
of the Convention on Biological Diversity(l) (Ro de Janeiro, 1992) is
to conserve the diversity of ecosystens, plant and ani mal species and
their genes, and to pronote the sustainable use of natural resources
and the fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising fromthe
utilisation of biological resources.

The Mnistry of the Environnent have set up a Conmittee for the FINAP
and two groups of specialist consultants to help with the nonitoring of
the inplenentation of the National Action Plan and to coordinate the
nmeasures taken in their respective fields.

The two working groups together nonitor the inplenentation of the
Nati onal Action Plan and the Convention on Biological Diversity. Their
work is designed to support and devel op cooperation between the
adm ni strative and busi ness sectors on biodiversity. The Nationa
Conmittee will draft progress reports summarising the results of the
noni toring of the various stages of the Finnish National Action Plan
(FI NAP) (1997-1999, 2000-2001, 2002-2003 and 2004-2005).



The COP has established programmes of work that respond to a nunber of
Articles. Please identify the relative priority accorded to each thene
and the adequacy of resources. This will allow subsequent information on
i npl enentation of each Article to be put into context. There are other
guestions on inplenentation of the progranmmres of work at the end of

t hese gui del i nes.

I nl and wat er ecosystens

1. Wiat is the relative priority for inplenentation of this work programe in your
country?

a) High X

b) Medi um

c) Low

d) Not rel evant

2. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recomendat i ons made?

a) Good

b) Adequate X

c) Limting

d) Severely limting

Marine and coastal biological diversity

3. What is the relative priority for inplenmentation of this work programme in your
country?

a) High

b) Medi um X

c) Low

d) Not rel evant

4. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
reconmendat i ons nade?

a) Good

b) Adequate X

c) Limting

d) Severely limting




Agricul tural biological diversity

5. What is the relative priority for inplenentation of this work programme in your
country?

a) High X
b) Medi um

c) Low

d) Not rel evant

6. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recomrendat i ons made?

a) Good

b) Adequate X

c) Limting

d) Severely limting

Forest biol ogical diversity

7. What is the relative priority for inplenentation of this work progranmme in your
country?

a) High X
b) Medi um
c) Low

d) Not rel evant

8. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recommendat i ons nade?

a) Good

b) Adequate X

c) Limting

d) Severely limting

Bi ol ogi cal diversity of dry and sub-hum d | ands

9. What is the relative priority for inplenmentation of this work programme in your
country?

a) High
b) Medi um
c) Low X

d) Not rel evant

10. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
reconmendat i ons nade?

a) Good

b) Adequate X

c) Limting

d) Severely limting




Further conments on work progranmes and priorities

Addi tional information: National report of Finland for the CBD on
forest ecosystens, 2001.



Article 5 Cooperation

11. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

12. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recomendat i ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate X c) Linmting d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

13. I s your country actively cooperating with other Parties in respect of areas beyond
national jurisdiction for the conservation and sustai nabl e use of bi ol ogi cal
di versity?

a) bilateral cooperation (please give details bel ow)

b) international programes (please give details bel ow

c) international agreements (please give details bel ow)

Decision IV/4. Status and trends of the biological diversity of inland
wat er ecosystens and options for conservation and sustai nabl e use

14. Has your country devel oped effective cooperation for the sustainabl e nmanagenent of
transboundary wat ersheds, catchnments, river basins and m gratory species through
bilateral and nultilateral agreenents?

a) no

b) yes - limted extent (please give details bel ow) X

c) yes - significant extent (please give details bel ow)

d) not applicable

Deci sion 1V/15. The relationship of the CBD with the CSD and
bi odi versity-rel ated conventions, other international agreenents,
institutions and processes or rel evance

15. Has your country devel oped managenent practices for transboundary protected areas?

a) no
b) yes - limted extent (please give details bel ow)
c) yes - significant extent (please give details bel ow) X

d) not rel evant




Deci sion V/21. Co-operation with other bodies

16. Has your country collaborated with the International Biodiversity Qoservation Year
of DI VERSI TAS, and ensured conplenentarity with the initiative foreseen to be
undertaken by the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization and
the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity to increase scientific

know edge and public awareness of the crucial role of biodiversity for sustainable
devel opnent ?

a) no

b) to a limted extent X

c) to a significant extent

Deci sion V/27. Contribution of the Convention on Biological Diversity
to the ten-year review of progress achieved since the United Nations
Conf erence on Environnment and Devel opnent

17. I's your country planning to highlight and enphasi ze bi ol ogical diversity
considerations in its contribution to the ten-year review of progress since the Earth
Sunmi t ?

a) no

b) yes X

Further conments on inplementation of this Article

Fi nl and puts special enphasis on the inplenentation, nonitoring and
updating of international environmental conventions, and takes part in
this work together with other EU nmenber states. Finland is a party to
nore than one hundred environnmental or environmentally-related nmulti-
or bilateral agreenments.

The main partners in regional cooperation have been Russian Federati on,
Baltic countries and the Nordic Council of Mnisters. Inportant areas
for cooperation include protection of biological diversity in the

mari ne environnment, reduction of transboundary air pollution
environnental information and nonitoring. Qther projects have al so

i nvol ved central and eastern European countries, such as Pol and,

Bel arus and Mbl dova. The inclusion of natural diversity protection in
agriculture, forestry and fishing, for exanple, is being pronoted

t hrough joint Nordic efforts.

Finland has i.e bilateral environnental agreenents with the Russian
Federation, Baltic states, Poland, Hungary, Ukraine and China.

Fi nl and co-operates with Kyrgyzstan, Peru, Tanzania, Nanmi bia and Sout h-
Africa in biodiversity prograns within the framework of bilatera
devel opnent co-operati on.

A central theme of the Barents council of Foreign mnisters has been
the Barents forest sector initiative. Wthin this framewrk new

proj ects based on econonic cooperation have been created, nminly
covering the Russian parts of the Barents region

|'V/4: HELCOM

The states around the Baltic Sea have | ong been involved in cooperation
on pollution prevention in the Baltic Sea through the framework of the
i ntergovernnental Baltic Marine Environnent Protection Comm ssion
(HELCOM) set up by the Hel sinki Convention in 1974. In 1992 the
conservation of the biodiversity of the marine environment was added
to the Hel sinki Convention's goals.




The aimis to reduce pollution in the Baltic Sea by agreeing on the
phase-out of all sources of pollution. HELCOM al so convenes neetings of
envi ronnent ministries to support and further the inplenentation of the
Convention and the Baltic Sea Joint Conprehensive Environmental Action
Pr ogr amme.

Finland is cooperating in the work of inplenmentation and reporting
requi renments to the CBD and the CSD, both tasks are coordi nated by the
M nistry of the Environnent.

Finland has striven systematically to pronpte sustainable devel opnment
by integrating environmental consideration into sectoral policies. In
1993, the Finnish National Commi ssion on Sustainable Devel opnent
(FNCSD) was established to pronote and co-ordinate the inplenmentation
of sustainable development at different levels. In practice this neans
that the commssion gives political inpetus and guidance to these
issues as well as nmmkes practical proposals and follows their
i mpl enent ati on.

The principle of broad stakeholdership is also an inmportant part of
all the strategic work on sustainable developnent done in different
sectors. The mmin actors from the NGO and business organisations are
also involved in preparing Finland's positions for international
negoti ati ons on sustai nabl e devel opment i ssues.

The FNCSD has prepared an action plan Finnish Agenda 21 - a sumary of
various neasures to pronote sustainable devel opnent during 1995 — 1997
(in English "Finnish Action for Sustainable Developrent", 1995). The
Nati onal report to CSD/Ri o+10 was drafted in spring 2001.

The Finnish Governnent s Programme for Sustainable Devel opment was
adopted on 4 June 1998. The sectors concerned were responsible for
preparing the programe and the Mnistry of the Environnent
coordi nated t he work.

The programme includes an analysis of different aspects (ecological,

econom c, social and cultural) of sustainable developnent from the
Fi nni sh perspective. The progranme identifies both short and |long-term
goals, strategic targets and guidelines for action for sectors that are
central to sustainable developnent (i.e. production, products and
consunption patterns, transport and human settlenents, rural

devel opnent and energy).
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Article 6 General neasures for conservati on and sustai nabl e use

18. What is the relative priority afforded to i nplenentation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

19. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recommendat i ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Limting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

20. What is the status of your national biodiversity strategy (6a)?

a) none

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) conpletedl

e) conpleted and adopt ed2

f) reports on inplenentation avail abl e

21. What is the status of your national biodiversity action plan (6a)?

a) none

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) conpl eted2

e) conpleted and adopt ed2 X

f) reports on inplenentation avail abl e X

22. Do your national strategies and action plans cover all articles of the Convention
(6a)?

a) sone articles only

b) nost articles

c) all articles X

23. Do your national strategies and action plans cover integration of other sectoral
activities (6b)?

a) no

b) sone sectors

c) all mmjor sectors

d) all sectors X

1/ Please provide information requested at the end of these guidelines.
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Decision |1/7 and Decision I11/9 Consideration of Articles 6 and 8

24. |s action being taken to exchange informati on and share experience on the nati onal
action planning process with other Contracting Parties?

a) little or no action

b) sharing of strategies, plans and/or case-studies X

c) regional neetings X

25. Do all of your country’s strategies and action plans include an international
cooper ati on conponent ?

a) no

b) yes X

26. Are your country’s strategies and action plans coordinated with those of
nei ghbouring countri es?

a) no

b) bilateral/nultilateral discussions under way

c) coordinated in sone areas/thenes X

d) fully coordinated

e) not applicable

27. Has your country set nmeasurable targets within its strategies and action pl ans?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) programme in place

e) reports on inplenentation avail able X

If a devel oping country Party or a Party with econony in transition -

28. Has your country received support fromthe financial nechanismfor the preparation
of its national strategy and action plan?

a) no

b) yes

If yes, which was the |nplenenting Agency (UNDP/ UNEP/ Wor| d Bank) ?

Decisions I11/21. Relationship of the Convention with the CSD and
bi odi versity-rel ated conventi ons

29. Are the national focal points for the CBD and the conpetent authorities of the
Ramsar Convention, Bonn Convention and Cl TES cooperating in the inplenentation of
t hese conventions to avoid duplication?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

Sust ai nabl e devel opnent concerns all sectors of the society.
Therefore, broad cooperati on has been enphasi sed between vari ous
sectors and levels. Finland has striven systematically to pronote
sust ai nabl e devel opment by integrating environnental consideration into
sectoral policy.

The work to engage various sectors and maj or groups and actors in the
promotion of sustainable devel opment is well under way. The Finnish
Government's Programe for Sustainabl e Devel opnent was adopted on 4
June 1998. In addition, sone of the nost inportant sectors both in the
central government as well as in the private sector already have or
will have in near future strategies and programes on sustai nabl e
devel opnent .

In Finland, the pronotion of sustainabl e devel opnent has been
conpr ehensi vely adopted as the goal of broad cooperation between the
governnent, the private sector, interest groups and NGOs, the
scientific comunity, the education system and the nedia.

On June 3 1993, the Finnish National Conmm ssion on Sustainable
Devel opnent (FNCSD) was set up to promote cooperation for this purpose
The mandate of the FNCSD is extended to the end of year 2002.

The Nordi c co-operation and coordi nati on has been inportant in the

i mpl enent ati on of the CBD and ot her biodiversity related conventions.
Finland is participating i.e. in projects run by the Nordic Council of
M ni st ers.
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Article 7 ldentification and nonitoring

30. What is the relative priority afforded to inplementation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

31. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recomendat i ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Limting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

32. Does your country have an ongoi ng i nventory progranmme at species |level (7a)?

a) mninmal activity

b) for key groups (such as threatened or endenic species) or
i ndi cators

c) for a range of mmjor groups

d) for a conprehensive range of species X

33. Does your country have an ongoi ng i nventory programre at ecosystem|level (7a)?

a) mniml activity

b) for ecosystens of particular interest only

c) for mmjor ecosystens X

d) for a conprehensive range of ecosystens

34. Does your country have an ongoi ng i nventory programre at genetic |level (7a)?

a) mniml activity

b) m nor progranmme in sone sectors X

C) mmjor programe in sone sectors

d) major programme in all rel evant sectors

35. Does your country have ongoi ng nonitoring programes at species |level (7a)?

a) mniml activity

b) for key groups (such as threatened or endem c species) or
i ndi cators

c) for a range of mmjor groups

d) for a conprehensive range of species X

36. Does your country have ongoi ng nonitoring programes at ecosystem|evel (7b)?

a) mnimal activity

b) for ecosystenms of particular interest only X

c) for nmmjor ecosystens

d) for a conprehensive range of ecosystens

37. Does your country have ongoi ng nonitoring programes at genetic |level (7b)?

a) mninmal activity

b) m nor programre in sone sectors X
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C) mmjor programe in sonme sectors

d) mpjor programme in all rel evant sectors
38. Has your country identified activities with adverse affects on biodiversity (7c)?

a) |limted understanding

b) threats well known in sone areas, not in others

c) nmost threats known, sonme gaps in know edge X

d) conprehensive under st andi ng

e) reports avail able X
39. I's your country nonitoring these activities and their effects (7c)?

a) no

b) early stages of progranme devel opnment X

c) advanced stages of programme devel opnment

d) progranmre in place

e) reports on inplenentation avail able X
40. Does your country coordinate information coll ection and managenent at the national
| evel (7d)~?

a) no

b) early stages of programre devel opment

c) advanced stages of programme devel opnment

d) programme in place

e) reports on inplenentation avail abl e

Decision 111/10 ldentification, nmonitoring and assessnent

41. Has your country identified national indicators of biodiversity?

a) no

b) assessnent of potential indicators underway

c) indicators identified (if so, please describe bel ow) X
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42. 1s your country using rapi d assessment and renobte sensing techni ques?

a) no

b) assessing opportunities

c) yes, to alimted extent X

d) yes, to a nmmjor extent

e) reports on inplenentation avail abl e

43. Has your country adopted a “step-by-step” approach to inplenenting Article 7 with
initial enmphasis on identification of biodiversity conponents (7a) and activities
havi ng adverse effects on them (7c)?

a) no

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes X

44. | s your country cooperating with other Contracting Parties on pilot projects to
denonstrate the use of assessnent and indi cator nethodol ogi es?

a) no X

b) yes (if so give details bel ow

45. Has your country prepared any reports of experience with application of assessment
net hodol ogi es and nade these avail able to other Contracting Parties?

a) no X

b) yes

46. | s your country seeking to make taxonomi c information held in its collections nore
wi dely avail abl e?

a) no relevant collections

b) no action

c) yes (if so, please give details bel ow) X

Decision V/7. ldentification, nonitoring and assessnent, and indicators

47. |'s your country actively involved in co-operating with other countries in your
region in the field of indicators, nonitoring and assessnment ?

a) no
b) limted co-operation
c) extensive co-operation on sone issues X

d) extensive co-operation on a wi de range of issues

48. Has your country made avail abl e case studi es concerning the devel opment and
i mpl enent ati on of assessnent, nonitoring and indi cator progranmes?

a) no

b) yes - sent to the Secretariat

c) yes — through the national CHM

d) yes — other neans (please specify)

49. | s your country assisting other Parties to increase their capacity to devel op
i ndi cator and nonitoring programes?
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a) no

b) providing training

c) providing direct support

d) sharing experience X

e) other (please describe)

Further conmments on inplenmentation of this Article

A Finnish National nonitoring systemis being set up to evaluate the
state of biodiversity and related trends, as stipulated in EU
| egislation, Finland' s Nature Conservation Act and the National Action

Plan for Biodiversity. New aspects of nonitoring will be devel oped and
there nmay be changes in existing nonitoring schenes. The research
noni toring and information systens working group will publish a report

on the current state of biodiversity nmonitoring in Finland during the
sunmer 2001.

The report will include proposals for the organi sation of the nationa
nonitoring of the state of biodiversity. It will also suggest how the
noni toring work shoul d be shared between the organi sati ons concer ned
and estimte the resources required for the nmonitoring work.

The M nistry of Agriculture and Forestry is also nonitoring the
sustainability of the use of natural resources and attenpting to guide
agriculture, fisheries, gane managenent and rei ndeer husbandry and the
use of water resources in the right direction through a series of

i ndi cators of the sustainable use of natural resources (1999). The
national criteria and indicators for sustainable forestry in Finland
are al so being devel oped on the basis of experiences with their
application, and new research data. Pan-European criteria and

i ndi cators are being devel oped t hrough the framework of the Pan-
European ministerial conference on forests.

An inportant part of the work of the CBD is to develop scientifically
trustworthy indicators for nonitoring biodiversity.

Many sectors naking use of living natural resources need indicators of
bi odi versity to help them assess the environnental inpacts of their
activities. Because of the varied nature of biodiversity, constituent
parts can only be neasured relative to others. Even then, devel oping
trustworthy measurenent techni ques requires nethodi cal anal yses. The
prerequisites for finding reliable biodiversity indicators are better
understood as a result of increased research. Simultaneously new data
on species and habitats is being obtained, gradually also long tinme
data series.

A series of indicators of sustainable devel opnent in Finland were
published in April 2000 by the Mnistry of the Environnent. The
publ i cati on on sustai nabl e devel opnent indicators for Finland includes
some prelimnary indicators for biodiversity. Suitable species and
habi tat data were available, but not interpretations on their
relationship with biodiversity overall, or on questions of scale.

I ndi cators for whol e ecosystens or for genetic diversity have not yet
been sufficiently el aborated. New i nformation on different habitats
will, however, be available in the near future.

I ndi cators that describe biodiversity are:

e Nunbers of threatened species

e Population trends in farm and and forest birds
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e Nunbers of grey seals
* Area of nature reserves
* Inplenmentation of nature conservation programmes

The mnistry of Agriculture and Forestry published a set of Criteria
and Indicators for Sustainable Forest Managenent in Finland in January
2001. One criteria in this indicator set is mmintenance, conservation
and appropriate enhancenent of biological diversity in forest
ecosystens and it contains 8 indicators which describe biologica
diversity in production forests. The indicators handle e.g. endangered
species, protection of valuable biotopes and tree species conposition

The M nistry of Agriculture and Forestry drafted a prelininary set of
i ndicators for the sustainable use of renewabl e natural resources
(agriculture, game husbandry, reindeer husbandry, fisheries, rura
areas and water resources) which were approved in February 1999.

Through these indicators it is possible to gather nationally reliable
data on renewabl e natural resources and obtain information on pressures
and threats, including on qualitative and quantitative future trends
for the resources. The rural |andscape (countryside) and biodiversity
are al so considered as inmportant natural resources. There are few

i ndi cators which try to describe the change of biodiversity in
agriculture. These indicators are e.g. the nunber of certain key

farm and birds and the known distribution of the butterfly violet
copper (Lycaena helle).

Finland has actively participated in the developnent of the d oba
Bi odi versity Information Facility (GBIF). The GBIF is an interoperable
networ k of biodiversity databases (taxonony) and information technol ogy
tools that wll enable users to use biodiversity information for
nati onal, economic, environmental and social benefits. The purpose of
establishing GBIF has been to pronote, co-ordinate, design and
i mpl enent the conplimation, |inking, standardization, digitization and
gl obal di ssenination of biodiversity data.

Fi nl and signed the Menorandum of understanding for the GBIF in 2001

The signers of the MU have decided that a co-ordinated international
scientific effort is needed to enable users throughout the world to
di scover and put to vast quantities of global biodiversity dat a,
t hereby advancing scientific research in many disciplines, pronoting
technol ogi cal and sustainable developnent, facilitating the equtible
sharing of the benefits of biodiveesity, and enhancing the quality of
life of menbers in society.

GBI F is an open-ended international co-ordinating body set up with the
overall aimof furthering technical and scientific efforts to develop a
global digitised information facility for biodiversity data.

Association with the MU is open to any country, economny, inter-
governmental organisation or other organisation, or to an entity
designated by a country, econony, inter.governnmental organisation or

ot her organisation. Such associationm becones effective upon signature
of the MU.

Fi nl and assi sts Kyrgystan, Peru, Tanzania and Nami bia to devel op
nmoni toring systens for biodiversity assessnments.

Fi nni sh C eari ng- House Mechani sm of the Convention on Biol ogi ca
Diversity, known as LUMONET, was set up 1998 by the environnenta
adm ni stration as part of the C earing-House Mechani sm of the
Convention on Biological Diversity (CBDCHV). LUMONET is a

mul ti-disciplinary information system which provide data for



deci si on- naki ng,

increase the availability of data and to facilitate

the conparison of various existing data, nonitoring, assessnments and
the preparation of new data

For nore information http://ww.vyh.fi/eng/environ/bdcl earh/kansi.htm

(in English)
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Deci si ons on Taxonony
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Decision 1V/1 Report and recommendations of the third nmeeting of SBSTTA

[part]

50. Has your country carried out a national taxononic needs assessnent,
wor kshops to determnine national taxonomic priorities?

and/ or hel d

a) no

X

b) early stages of assessnent

c)

advanced stages of assessnent

d) assessnent conpl eted

51. Has your country devel oped a national taxonom c action plan?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c)

advanced stages of devel opnent

d) action plan in place

e)

reports on inplenmentati on avail abl e

52. I's your country naking avail abl e appropri ate resources to enhance t
of taxonom c information?

he availability

a) no

b) yes, but this does not cover all known needs adequately

c) yes, covering all known needs

53. I's your country encouraging bilateral and nultilatera
opportunities for taxononmists, particularly those dealing with poorly

trai ni ng and enpl oynent

known or gani sns?

a) no

b) sone opportunities

c) significant opportunities

54. |'s your country investing on a long-termbasis in the devel opnent of appropriate

infrastructure for your national taxonom c collections?
a) no
b) sone invest ment X
c) significant investnent
55. I s your country encouragi ng partnershi ps between taxonom c institutions in
devel oped and devel opi ng countri es?
a) no X

b) yes — stated policy

c) yes — systemmtic national progranme

56. Has your country adopted any international agreed |evels of collection housing?
a) no
b) under review
c) being inplemented by sonme collections X

d) being inplenented by all major collections
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57. Has your country provided training progranmes in taxonomny?

a) no
b) sone X
c) nmany

58. Has your country reported on neasures adopted to strengthen national capacity in
t axonony, to designate national reference centres, and to nake i nformati on housed in
col | ections available to countries of origin?

a) no

b) yes — in the previous national report

c) yes — via the clearing-house nmechani sm

d) yes - other nmeans (please give details bel ow) X

59. Has your country taken steps to ensure that institutions responsible for biologica
di versity inventories and taxononm c activities are financially and adm nistratively
st abl e?

a) no

b) under review

c) yes for sone institutions X

d) yes for all major institutions

60. Has your country assisted taxononmic institutions to establish consortia to conduct
regi onal projects?

a) no
b) under review X
c) yes — limted extent

d) yes — significant extent

61. Has your country given special attention to international funding of fellowships
for specialist training abroad or for attracting international experts to national or
regi onal courses?

a) no

b) under review

c) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

62. Has your country provided progranmmes for re-training of qualified professionals
novi ng i nto taxonony-related fields?

a) no

b) sone X

c) many




Deci sion V/9. G obal Taxonony Initiative
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| mpl enent ati on and further

advance of the Suggestions for Action

63. Has your country identified its information requirenents in the area of taxonony,

and assessed its national

capacity to neet these requirenents?

a) no

X

b) basic assessnent

c) thorough assessnent
64. Has your country established or consolidated taxonom c reference centres?
a) no
b) vyes X
65. Has your country worked to increase its capacity in the area of taxonom c research?
a) no
b) yes X

66. Has your country comuni cated information on programes,
for consideration as pilot projects under the d obal
Executi ve Secretary?

projects and initiatives

Taxonony lnitiative to the

a) no X

b) yes
67. Has your country designated a national d obal Taxonony Initiative focal point
Iinked to other national focal points?

a) no X

b) yes

68. Has your country participated in the devel opment of
i nformati on-sharing for the d obal Taxonomy Initiative?

r egi

onal networks to facilitate

a) no

X

b) yes

If a devel opi ng country Party or

69. Has your country sought resources through the financial
actions identified in the decision?

Party with econony in transition -

mechani sm for the priority

a) no

b) applied for unsuccessfully

c) applied for successfully




Further comments on inplenentati on of these decisions

GBI F and Finland (see page 22)
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Article 8 In situ conservation [excluding Articles 8h and 8j]

70. What is the relative priority afforded to inplementation of this Article and the
associ at ed deci sions by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

71. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and
recomendat i ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Limting |X d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

Finl and has a network of nature reserves established under the Nature
Conservation Act, including | egal protection programmes for various habitat
types. In 1998 and 1999 the Government approved Finland s Natura 2000
protected area network proposals for the EC Commi ssion. Further sites has
been added to the proposals according to the Conmission”s requirenments
concerning certain habitat types and species. The proposal for additions to
the Natura 2000 area network will be finalized in May 2001.

A ministerial comrittee under Prime M nister Lipponen s first Governnent
approved funding of 3.2 billion marks (0.54 bn euro) for confirmed nature
conservation programes over a period of ten years from 1996.

72. Has your country established a system of protected areas which ains to conserve
bi ol ogi cal diversity (8a)?

a) system under devel opnent

b) national review of protected areas coverage avail abl e

c) national protected area systems plan in place

d) relatively conplete systemin place X

73. Are there nationally adopted guidelines for the sel ection, establishment and
managenent of protected areas (8b)?

a) no

b) no, under devel opnent

c) yes X

d) yes, undergoi ng revi ew and extension

74. Does your country regul ate or nmanage biol ogi cal resources inportant for the
conservation of biological diversity with a viewto ensuring their conservation and
sust ai nabl e use (8c)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) progranme or policy in place X

e) reports on inplenentation avail able
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75. Has your country undertaken neasures that pronote the protection of ecosystens,
natural habitats and the mai ntenance of viabl e popul ati ons of species in natura
surroundi ngs (8d)?

a) no neasures

b) some nmeasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) reasonably conprehensive neasures in place X

76. Has your country undertaken neasures that pronote environnmentally sound and
sust ai nabl e devel opnent in areas adjacent to protected areas (8e)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) reasonably conprehensive neasures in place X

77. Has your country undertaken neasures to rehabilitate and restore degraded
ecosystens (8f)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review X

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

78. Has your country undertaken neasures to promote the recovery of threatened species
(8f)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

79. Has your country undertaken neasures to regul ate, nmanage or control the risks
associated with the use and rel ease of |living nodified organisms resulting from
bi ot echnol ogy (8g)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place X

80. Has your country nade attenpts to provide the conditions needed for conpatibility
bet ween present uses and the conservation of biological diversity and sustai nabl e use
of its conponents (8i)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) progranmme or policy in place X

e) reports on inplenentation avail able X

81. Has your country devel oped and nai ntai ned the necessary | egislation and/or other
regul atory provisions for the protection of threatened speci es and popul ati ons (8k)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent
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c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) legislation or other neasures in place X

82. Does your country regul ate or manage processes and categories of activities
identified under Article 7 as having significant adverse effects on biol ogi ca
diversity (8)?

a) no

b) under review

c) yes, to alimted extent X

d) yes, to a significant extent

If a devel oped country Party -

83. Does your country cooperate in providing financial and other support for in- situ
conservation particularly to devel oping countries (8m?

If a devel oping country Party or Party with economy in transition -

84. Does your country receive financial and other support for in situ conservation

(8m?

a) no

b) yes (if so, please give details bel ow) X

Decision 11/7 Consideration of Articles 6 and 8 of the Convention

85. Is action being taken to share infornmati on and experience on inplenentation of this
Article with other Contracting Parties?

a) little or no action

b) sharing of witten materials and/or case-studies

c) regional neetings

Furt her coments on inplenentation of this Article

Finl and has a network of nature reserves established under the Nature
Conservation Act (national parks, strict nature reserves and ot her protected
areas on state-owned and private land), to which [ egal protection programres
for various habitat types have added between the 1970s and 1990s.

Met sdhal | itus — Forest and Park Service has revised the principles of
protected area nmanaganent in Finland

(http://ww. nmetsa. fi/jul kai sut/pdf/luo/b54. pdf). Metsahallitus has al so
devel oped a prelimnary indicators of nanagenment effectiveness of protected
ar eas.

In 1998 and 1999 the Governnent approved Finland s Natura 2000
protected area network proposals for the EC Commi ssion. Environnental inpact
assessnments were carried out, partly to exam ne the representativeness of the
protection programe, but particularly concerning the progranme’s econonic
costs and benefits. Further sites will be added to the proposals according to
t he Conmi ssion's requirenents concerning certain habitat types (e.g.
internationally inmportant bird areas) and species. A ministerial working
group has prepared proposals for additions to the network by spring 2001

Different ninistries have worked to ensure, that the requirenents of

bi odi versity are considered in all the |egislation on the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of natural resources which has been renewed during the 1990s
(The Nature Conservation Act, the Water Act, Land Use and Buil ding Act, the
Forests Act, the Act on the Financing of Sustainable Forestry, Forestry
Centres, and legislation on the Forestry Devel opment Centre Tapi o,

Met séhal | itus — Forest and Park Service and the Forestry Associations). O her
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| egi slation has also recently been revised to pronote the conservation of
bi odi versity. Al so, the opportunities for local authorities to consider
bi odi versity in their activities have inproved thanks to new | egi slation

The M nistry of the Environnent's working group on the need for
protection of forests in Southern Finland has exam ned the conservation
status of forests in Southern Finland during 1999-2000 and nmade proposal s
regardi ng the need to devel op the protection of the region’s forests. Based
on this report and the National Forest Programme for 2010, a progranmme of
action, funding and ains will be prepared for forests in Southern Finland,
and i nplenented on its conpletion. Econom ¢ and social factors concerning the
use of forests will be considered along with ecol ogical factors when the need
for protection is defined.

Si nce 1997 the Finnish Environnent Institute has been assessing
the state of the whole network of nature conservation areas and its ability
to guarantee the preservation of various habitat types and threatened and
seriously declining species. The report will be published in 2001.

The M nistry of the Environnment's second wor ki ng group nonitoring
Finl and's threatened speci es has been conpiling data over the period 1997-
2000 a third list of threatened species. This involved following trends in
t he popul ations of Finland's threatened ani mals and plants, and applying the
categories of the IUCN classification of threatened species (1999, 1994) in
Finl and. This classification system has been designed for worl dwi de use, and
Finland is one of the first countries to adopt it w dely by applying both the
old and new I UCN categories for threatened species. The threatened species
report will be published in autumm 2001. The results shows that there are a
nunber of threatened species, of which critically endangered are about 250,
450 endangered, and 800 vul nerable. One in ten of the total nunber of
assessed is threatened. However, nore than half of all species could not be
assessed at all. 188 species have becone extinct in Finland (2000).

Forests hold the greatest nunber of threatened species in Finland, about 38
per cent of the total. The changes in countryside | andscapes such as the
overgrowi ng of neadows have caused a one third rise in the nunber of

t hreatened species in these habitats. Species fromtraditional habitats are
getting threatened nmore rapidly than species fromother habitats.

Finl and co-operates in the area of in situ conservation with e.g. South-
Africa, Nam bia, Peru, Tanzania, China, Hungary, Estonia and Russi an
Feder ati on.
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86. What is the relative priority afforded to inplementation of this Article and the

associ at ed deci si ons by your country?

a) High b)

Medi um

X

c) Low

87. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations and

r ecormendat i ons nade?

a) Good b) Adequate

X

c)

Limting

d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of

resources

88. Has your country identified alien species introduced?

a) no

b) only major species of concern

c) only new or recent introductions

d) a conprehensive systemtracks new i ntroductions

e) a conprehensive systemtracks all

known i ntroducti ons

89. Has your country assessed the risks posed to ecosystens,

i ntroduction of these alien species?

habitats or species by the

a) no

b) only some alien species of concern have been assessed X

c) nost alien species have been assessed
90. Has your country undertaken neasures to prevent the introduction of, control or
eradi cate those alien species which threaten ecosystens, habitats or species?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place
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Decision 1V/1 Report and recommendations of the third nmeeting of SBSTTA

91. I's your country collaborating in the devel opnent of projects at national, regional,
sub-regional and international |evels to address the issue of alien species?

a) little or no action

b) di scussion on potential projects under way X

c) active devel opment of new projects

92. Does your national strategy and action plan address the issue of alien species?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

Decision V/8. Alien species that threaten ecosystens, habitats or
speci es

93. I's your country applying the interimaguiding principles for prevention,
introduction and mitigation of inpacts of alien species in the context of activities
ained at inplementing article 8(h) of the Convention, and in the various sectors?

a) no

b) under consideration

c) limted inplenentation in sone sectors

d) extensive inplenmentation in some sectors

e) extensive inplenentation in nbst sectors

94. Has your country subm tted case-studies to the Executive Secretary focusing on
themati c assessnments?

a) no

b) in preparation

c) yes X

95. Has your country submitted witten comments on the interimguiding principles to
t he Executive Secretary?

a) no X

b) yes

96. Has your country given priority to the devel opnent and inpl enentati on of alien
i nvasi ve speci es strategi es and action plans?

a) no

b) yes X

97. In dealing with the issue of invasive species, has your country devel oped or
i nvol ved itself in mechanisnms for international co-operation, including the exchange
of best practices?

a) no

b) trans-boundary co-operation

c) regional co-operation X

d) multilateral co-operation

98. I's your country giving priority attention to geographically and evolutionarily
i sol ated ecosystens in its work on alien invasive species?

a) no X
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b) yes

99. I's your country using the ecosystem approach and precautionary and bi o-geographi ca
approaches as appropriate in its work on alien invasive species?

a) no

b) yes X

100. Has your country devel oped effective education, training and public-awareness
neasures concerning the i ssue of alien species?

a) no

b) sone initiatives X

C) many initiatives

101. I's your country nmaking avail able the information which it holds on alien
speci es through the CHW?

a) no

b) sone information X

c) all available information

d) information avail able through other channels (pl ease specify) X

102. I's your country providing support to enable the G obal |nvasive Species
Programme to fulfil the tasks outlined in the decision and its annexes?

a) no X

b) limted support

c) substantial support

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

Alien species in Finland (National report provided to the Secretariat
in 2001)

(Available at: http://ww.vyh.fi/luosuo/luno/lunpnet/aliens.htm

The Nature Conservation Act (1096/1996) restricts the introduction of
non-nati ve species into Finland. Non-native plant species are not to be
pl anted or sown outside gardens, fields or other sites designated for
speci al purposes. If a non-native plant or animal species is known to
spread rapidly in the wild, and there is a reasonabl e cause to suspect
that it mght constitute a health hazard or have a detrinental effect
on i ndi genous Finnish species, the Mnistry of Environnent nay issue
any regul ations as prove necessary to prevent the spread of such
species. In accordance with the Hunting Act (615/1993, 1268/1993), wld
bird or manmal species of foreign origin can not be inported or
released in the wild without a permnission of the Mnistry of
Agriculture and Forestry.

The Plant Protection Law (1203/1994) |ays down provisions to prevent the
i ntroducti on of pests and diseases of plants into Finland. In addition
pests and pat hogens which are present in Finland as native or

i ntroduced, but which are not widely distributed, can be controlled in
order to prevent their further spread. Secondary |egislation |lays down
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detail ed provisions for inport, nmonitoring, eradication, control and
contai nnent, and is enforced by a central authority, the Pl ant
Production I nspection Centre.

See also: Multilateral/Nordic research cooperation or alien species.
Publ i cation: Introduced Species in the Nordic Countries, Nord 2000: 13.
htt p: //ww. skovognat ur styrel sen. dk/ natur/nni s
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Article 8] Traditional know edge and rel ated provisions

103. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

104. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate X c) Linmting d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

105. Has your country undertaken neasures to ensure that the know edge, innovations
and practices of indigenous and | ocal conmunities enbodying traditional |ifestyles
rel evant for the conservati on and sustai nabl e use of biol ogical diversity are
respect ed, preserved and nai ntai ned?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

106. I's your country working to encourage the equitable sharing of benefits arising
fromthe utilization of such know edge, innovations and practices?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) progranmme or policy in place

Decision I11/4 and Decision IV/9. Inplenentation of Article 8(j)

107. Has your country devel oped national |egislation and correspondi ng strategies
for the inplementation of Article 8(j)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment X

d) legislation or other nmeasures in place
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108. Has your country supplied information on the inplenentation of Article 8(j) to
ot her Contracting Parties through nedia such as the national report?

a) no

b) yes - previous national report

c) yes - CHV

d) yes - other neans (please give details bel ow)
109. Has your country submitted case-studies to the Executive Secretary on neasures
taken to devel op and inpl enent the Convention’s provisions relating to indi genous and
| ocal communities?

a) no

b) yes X
110. Is your country participating in appropriate working groups and neetings?

a) none

b) sone

c) all X
111. I's your country facilitating the active participation of representatives of
i ndi genous and | ocal communities in these working groups and neetings?

a) no

b) yes X

Deci sion V/16. Article 8(j) and rel ated provisions

112. Has your country reviewed the progranmme of work specified in the annex to the
deci sion, and identified how to inplenent those tasks appropriate to national
ci rcunst ances?

a) no

b) under review X

c) yes (please provide details)

113. I's your country integrating such tasks into its ongoi ng progranmmes, taking into
account the identified collaboration opportunities?

a) no

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent X

d) yes — to a significant extent

114. I's your country taking full account of existing instrunents, guidelines, codes
and other relevant activities in the inplenentation of the progranme of work?

a) no

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent X

d)

yes — to a significant extent
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115. Has your country provided appropriate financial support for the inplenmentation
of the progranme of work?

a) no

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent X

d) yes — to a significant extent

116. Has your country fully incorporated wonen and wonen’' s organi zations in the
activities undertaken to inplenment the programre of work contained in the annex to the
deci sion and other relevant activities under the Convention?

a) no X
b) yes
117. Has your country taken neasures to facilitate the full and effective

partici pation of indigenous and |ocal communities in the inplenentation of the
Convent i on?

a) no

b) not appropriate to national circunstances

c) yes —to a limted extent

d) yes — to a significant extent X

118. Has your country provided case studi es on nethods and approaches concerning the
preservation and sharing of traditional know edge, and the control of that infornation
by indi genous and | ocal communities?

a) no

b) not rel evant

c) yes — sent to the Secretariat X

d) yes — through the national CHM

e) yes — available through other means (please specify)

119. Does your country exchange informati on and share experi ences regardi ng national
| egi slati on and ot her measures for the protection of the know edge, innovations and
practices of indigenous and | ocal conmunities?

a) no

b) not rel evant

c) yes — through the CHM

d) yes — with specific countries

e) yes — available through other nmeans (please specify) X

120. Has your country taken neasures to pronote the conservation and nai nt enance of
know edge, innovations, and practices of indigenous and | ocal conmunities?

a) no

b) not rel evant

C) sone neasures X

d) extensive neasures

121. Has your country supported the devel opnent of registers of traditional
know edge, innovations and practices of indigenous and | ocal comunities, in
col | aboration with these communities?

a) no X

b) not rel evant
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c) devel opment in progress

d) register fully devel oped

122. Have representatives of indigenous and | ocal conmmunity organi zati ons
participated in your official delegation to neetings held under the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity?

a) not rel evant

b) not appropriate

c) yes X

123. I's your country assisting the Secretariat to fully utilize the clearing-house
mechani smto co-operate closely with indi genous and | ocal comunities to explore ways
that enable themto make i nforned deci sions concerning rel ease of their traditiona
know edge?

a) no

b) awaiting information on how to proceed X

c) yes

124. Has your country identified resources for funding the activities identified in
t he deci si on?

a) no

b) not rel evant

c) partly X

d) fully

Further conments on inplementation of this Article

The sustai nbl e use of biological resources in the northern heni shpere,
and the traditional rights of indigenous Sani people are subjected to
careful scrutiny as an aspect of land use in northern parts of Finland.

This pertains particularly to reindeer husbandry, fishing, hunting,
gathering and other Sami fornms of land use in relation to forestry,

m ning, tourismand the regulation of land use in |large protected areas
within the Sani region.

The Sani Parlianment is underlining that the basis of Sam peoples
cultural, material and adm nstrative autonony should be realised

t hrough | egi sl ation, admnistration and funding according to the

Fi nni sh constitution and international agreenments (e.g. ILO.

See al so: The Sam peopl es sustai nabl e devel opnent progranme, 1998.
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Article 9 Ex situ conservation

125. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

126. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate X c) Linmting d) Severely linmting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

127. Has your country adopted neasures for the ex situ conservation of conponents of
bi ol ogi cal diversity native to your country (9a)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place X

128. Has your country adopted neasures for the ex situ conservation of conponents of
bi ol ogi cal diversity originating outside your country (9a)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place X
129. If the answer to the previous question was yes, is this being done in active
col | aboration with organi zations in the other countries (9a)?

a) no

b) yes X

130. Has your country established and maintained facilities for the ex situ
conservation of and research on plants, animals and m cro-organi snms that represent
genetic resources native to your country (9b)?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent X
131. Has your country established and maintained facilities for the ex situ

conservation of and research on plants, aninals and m cro-organi snms that represent
genetic resources originating el sewhere (9b)?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X
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c) yes — significant extent

132. If the answer to the previous question was yes, is this being done in active
col | aboration with organi zations in the other countries (9a)?

a) no

b) yes X
133. Has your country adopted neasures for the reintroduction of threatened species

into their natural habitats under appropriate conditions (9c)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

134. Has your country taken neasures to regul ate and nanage the coll ection of
bi ol ogi cal resources fromnatural habitats for ex situ conservation purposes so as not
to threaten ecosystens and in situ popul ati ons of species (9d)?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place X

If a devel oped country Party -

135. Has your country cooperated in providing financial and other support for ex
situ conservation and in the establishnent and mai nt enance of ex situ conservation
facilities in devel oping countries (9e)?

If a devel oping country Party or Party with econony in transition -

136. Has your country received financial and other support for ex situ conservation
and in the establishnent and mai ntenance of ex situ conservation facilities (9e)?

a) no

b) yes X
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

The protection of the genetic diversity of Finnish domestic animls and
cultivated plants conbines both in situ and ex situ conservation
Certain breeds of donestic animals are conserved both in living
popul ati ons and enbryo banks. Finland is contributing actively to the
Nordi ¢ Gene Bank of domesticated ani nal species.

At the Nordic Gene Bank (NGB) species used in Nordic agriculture and
horticulture and their wild relatives are preserved. In addition
species of current interest to biotechnol ogy, as well as |andscape

pl ants, medicinal plants, culinary herbs and plants with industria

uses are being considered for preservation. Species that are cultivated
el sewhere and found in the wild in the Nordic countries, are also

consi dered. (ww. ngb. se).

The Nordic Council of Mnisters accepted the Nordic gene strategy in
year 2000 (English sumary will be available in year 2001).

Ex situ conservation is gaining global inportance. Education services
provi ded by biol ogical parks or centres are being increased, as are
practical denonstrations of ecosystens and conservation bi ol ogy.

Kor keasaari Zoo, for exanple, has already increased its cooperation
wi th international organisations and institutions.

Sone reintroduction projects of threathened species are ongoing (e.g.
butterflies, Golden eagles) and sone fish species

The Nature Conservation Act (1096/1996) regul ates any naturally
occurring threatened species or species under strict protection
i ncluding trade in Finland.
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Article 10 Sustainable use of conponents of biological diversity

137. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

138. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate X c) Linmting d) Severely linmting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

139. Has your country integrated consideration of the conservati on and sustai nabl e
use of biological resources into national decision nmaking (10a)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) progranmme or policy in place X
e) review of inplenentation avail able X
140. Has your country adopted neasures relating to the use of biol ogical resources

that avoid or mnimze adverse i npacts on biol ogical diversity (10b)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review X
d) conprehensive nmeasures in place X
141. Has your country put in place neasures that protect and encourage custonary use

of biol ogical resources that is conpatible with conservation or sustainabl e use
requi renents (10c)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review X
d) conprehensive nmeasures in place X
142. Has your country put in place neasures that help | ocal popul ati ons devel op and

i mpl ement renedi al action in degraded areas where biol ogical diversity has been
reduced (10d)?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review X

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

143. Does your country actively encourage cooperati on between governnent authorities
and the private sector in devel opi ng met hods for sustainable use of biol ogica
diversity (10e)?

a) no
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b) early stages of devel opnment

c) advanced stages of devel oprment X

x

d) progranmme or policy in place

e) review of inplenentation avail able X

Decisions |1V/15. Relationship of the Convention with the Commi ssion on
Sust ai nabl e Devel opnent and bi odi versity-related conventi ons

144. Has your country submitted to the Secretariat information on tourismand its
i npacts on biological diversity, and efforts to effectively plan and nanage touri sn?

a) no X

b) yes — previous national report

c) yes — case-studies

d) yes — other neans (please give details bel ow)

145. Has your country submitted to the Secretariat information on biodiversity-
related activities of the CSD (such as SIDS, oceans, seas and freshwater resources,
consunption and production patterns)?

a) no

b) yes - previous national report X

c) yes — correspondence

d) yes - other means (please give details bel ow)

Deci sion V/24. Sustainable use as a cross-cutting issue

146. Has your country identified indicators and incentive neasures for sectors
rel evant to the conservation and sustai nabl e use of biodiversity?
a) no
b) assessnent of potential indicators underway X
c) indicators identified (if so, please describe bel ow) X
147. Has your country assisted other Parties to increase their capacity to inplenent

sust ai nabl e-use practices, programes and policies at regional, national and | ocal
| evel s, especially in pursuit of poverty alleviation?

a) no

b) not rel evant

c) toalimted extent

d) to a significant extent (please provide details) X

148. Has your country devel oped nmechani sns to involve the private sector and
i ndi genous and | ocal comunities in initiatives on sustainable use, and in nechani sns
to ensure that indigenous and |ocal communities benefit from such sustainable use?

a) no

b) mechani sms under devel opnent

c) mechanisnms in place (please describe) X

149. Has your country identified areas for conservation that woul d benefit through
t he sustai nabl e use of biological diversity and comunicated this information to the
Executi ve Secretary?

a) no X

b) yes
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Deci sion V/25. Biological diversity and tourism

150. Has your country based its policies, programmes and activities in the field of
sust ai nabl e touri smon an assessnent of the inter-I|inkages between tourism and
bi ol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) to alimted extent X

c) to a significant extent

151. Has your country submitted case-studies on touri smas an exanple of the
sust ai nabl e use of biological diversity to the Executive Secretary?

a) no X

b) yes
152. Has your country undertaken activities relevant to biodiversity and tourismin
support of the International Year of Ecotourisnf

a) no X

b) yes
153. Has your country undertaken activities relevant to biodiversity and tourismin
support of the International Year of Muntains?

a) no X

b) yes

154. Has your country undertaken activities relevant to biodiversity and tourismin
support of the International Coral Reef Initiative?

a) no X
b) yes
155. Has your country established enabling policies and | egal franmewrks to
conpl enent voluntary efforts for the effective inplenentati on of sustainable tourisn®
a) no
b) to alimted extent X

c) to a significant extent (please describe)

Further conments on inplementation of this Article
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Article 11 Incentive neasures

156. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

157. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate X c) Linmting d) Severely linmting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

158. Are progranmes in place to identify and ensure the adoption of economcally and
soci al ly sound neasures that act as incentives for the conservati on and sust ai nabl e
use of conponents of biol ogical diversity?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) programmes in place

e) review of inplenentation avail able X

159. Do these incentives, and the programmes to identify them and ensure their
adoption, cover the full range of sectoral activities?

a) no

b) sone sectors

c) all mmjor sectors X

d) all sectors

Decision 111/18. Incentive neasures

160. Has your country revi ewed | egislation and econonic policies to identify and
pronote incentives for the conservation and sustai nabl e use of conponents of
bi ol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) reviews in progress

c) sone reviews conplete X

d) as far as practically possible

161. Has your country ensured the devel opnent of mechani sms or approaches to ensure
adequat e incorporation of both nmarket and non-mar ket val ues of biol ogical diversity
into plans, policies and programes and ot her rel evant areas, inter alia, nationa
accounting systens and i nvestnent strategies?

a) no

b) early stages of identifying nechani sns X
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c) advanced stages of identifying nechani sns

d) nmechanisns in place

e) review of inmpact of nechani snms avail abl e

162. Has your country devel oped training and capacity buil di ng progranes to
i mpl ement incentive neasures and pronbte private-sector initiatives?
a) no
b) pl anned
Cc) sone X
d) many
163. Has your country incorporated biol ogical diversity considerations into inpact
assessnents as a step in the design and inplenentation of incentive nmeasures?
a) no
b) vyes X
164. Has your country shared experience on incentive measures with other Contracting

Parties, including making rel evant case-studies available to the Secretariat?

a) no X

b) yes - previous national report

c) yes — case-studies

d) yes - other nmeans (please give details bel ow)

Deci sion |1V/10. Measures for inplenenting the Convention [part]

165. I's your country actively designing and i nplenenting i ncentive neasures?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent X

d) measures in place X

e) review of inplenentation avail able

166. Has your country identified threats to biol ogical diversity and underlying
causes of biodiversity loss, including the relevant actors, as a stage in designing
i ncentive neasures?

a) no

b) partially revi ened X

c) thoroughly revi ewed

d) nmeasures desi gned based on the revi ews X

e) review of inplenmentation avail abl e

167. Do the existing incentive nmeasures take account of economc, social, cultural
and ethical valuation of biological diversity?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

168. Has your country devel oped | egal and policy frameworks for the design and
i mpl ement ati on of incentive neasures?

a) no
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b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) frameworks in place X
e) review of inplenentation avail able X
169. Does your country carry out consultative processes to define clear target-
oriented incentive nmeasures to address the underlying causes of biodiversity |oss?
a) no
b) processes being identified X

c) processes identified but not inplenented

d) processes in place X

170. Has your country identified and considered neutralizing perverse incentives?

a) no

b) identification programe under way

c) identified but not all neutralized X

d) identified and neutralized

Deci sion V/15. |ncentive neasures

171. Has your country reviewed the incentive measures pronoted through the Kyoto
Protocol to the UN Framewor k Convention on Cinmate Change?

a) no

b) yes X
172. Has your country expl ored possi bl e ways and neans by which these incentive

nmeasures can support the objectives of the Convention on Biological Diversity in your
country?

a) no

b) under consideration X

c) early stages of devel opnent

d) advanced stages of devel oprment

e) further information avail able

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

Finland has largely based its environnental policy on admnistrative
regul ati ons, on site-based em ssion pernits and mandatory reporting systens.
In the beginning of the 1990s, however, a number of economic instruments were
i ntroduced for environnmental purposes. During the 1990s, the system has been
further devel oped so that the enphasis in taxation could gradually be shifted
fromtaxation of |abour to taxation of the use of natural resources and of
activities polluting the environment.

The requirenents of biodiversity are considered in all the legislation on the
use of natural resources which has been renewed during the 1990s (The Nature
Conservation Act, the Water Act, Land Use and Building Act, the Forests Act,
the Act on the Financing of Sustainable Forestry, Forestry centres, and

| egi slation on the Forestry Devel opment Centre Tapi o, Metsahallitus — Forest
and Park Service and the Forestry associations). Other |egislation has al so
recently been revised to pronote the conservati on and sustai nabl e use of

bi odi versity. Al so, the opportunities for |ocal authorities to consider
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bi odiversity in their activities have inproved thanks to the new | egi sl ati on,
education and i nformation shari ng.

Cui delines for the pronotion of sustainable consunption patterns are set in
t he Consuner Policy Progranme for 2000-2004. The suggested measures include
i nformation di ssem nation, product |abelling and consunmer notivation

The proposed energy conservation neasures can be divided into the follow ng
seven categories: 1) funding the devel opnent and commerci al i sation of energy-
efficient technology, 2) using economc steering nethods, e.g., taxation, 3)
inmproving the efficient use of control by norns, 4) further enforcing
vol untary energy conservation agreenments, 5) further devel oping energy audits
and anal yses, 6) supporting energy conservation neasures wth information
servi ces, training and notivation as well as 7) supporting energy
conservation activities of the EU and international organisations.

Finl and' s energy taxation system

Fi nnish energy taxation system consists of taxes levied on transport and
heating fuels and electricity.

Econonic instrunents for water pollution contro

Muni ci palities have the primary responsibility for providing delivery of
fresh water and treatnent of waste water. These services are financed by
charges collected from the users. Minicipal water charges are based on a
"full-cost principle". This nmeans that the total cost of providing the water
services should be paid by the users.

Econoni c instrunents for waste nanagenent

In Finland municipalities are responsible for the collection, treatnent and
reuse of househol d waste.

Wast e service charges are set and collected by the nmunicipalities.

There is also a national waste tax. There was a sharp rise in waste charges
in 1996-97 when the Wiste Tax cane into force. The Tax applies to waste
deposited in the nunicipal landfills.

Deposit refund systens for beverage containers as well as the recycling fee
for old tyres have been introduced in the late 1990 s.

To inprove energy efficiency, voluntary agreenents have been signed with
i ndustry and nmunicipal sectors, covering the use, production, transfer and
di stribution of energy. Conpanies joining an agreenent nust perform an energy
audit, appoint an energy manager and prepare an energy conservation plan.
Then, they nust inplenent the measures identified in the plan and report
annually to the sectoral association. The Government will provide funding for
the energy audits and for the investnents of conpanies participating in the
agreenents. Sone conpani es have al so participated in the EMAS ( Eco- nanagenent
and Audi t Schene) Pr ogr amre of t he EU (see chart on
www. vyh. fi/eng/ environ/sustdev/indicat/ems. htm
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Article 12 Research and training

173. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

174. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate X c) Linmting d) Severely linmting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

175. Has your country established programmes for scientific and technical education
and training in neasures for the identification, conservation and sustai nabl e use of
bi ol ogi cal diversity and its conponents (12a)?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) programmes in place X

176. Has your country provided support to other Parties for education and training
in neasures for the identification, conservation and sustainabl e use of biol ogica
diversity and its conponents (12a)?

a) no

b) yes X
177. Does your country pronote and encourage research which contributes to the
conservation and sustai nabl e use of biological diversity (12b)?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X
178. Does your country pronote and cooperate in the use of scientific advances in

bi ol ogi cal diversity research in devel opi ng nethods for conservati on and sustai nabl e
use of biol ogical resources (12c)?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X
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If a devel oped country Party -

179. Does your country’s inplenentation of the above activities take into account
the speci al needs of devel opi ng countries?

a) no

b) yes, where rel evant

Further comments on inplementation of this Article

The Convention on Biological Diversity has created new needs for know edge
when states endeavour to act in accordance with the agreenents signed.

New i nformation is needed in research, admnistration as well as in econony.
The Mnistries of Trade and I ndustry, Transport and Commruni cati ons,
Agriculture and Forestry, the Environnent and the Mnistry for Foreign
Affairs, inter alia, have under their respective jurisdictions started to
prepare actions needed in inplenenting the Convention on Biol ogica
Diversity. Versatile and scientifically profound research is an essentia
prerequisite for these actions. One of the objectives of the Acadeny of
Finland is to advance high-quality research in issues related to

bi odi versity.

The Council of State decision of 21 Decenber 1995 stressed the inportance of
a nultidisciplinary research programre for biological diversity, which were
prepared by the Acadeny of Finland.

The programme ainms at pronmoti ng knowl edge of bi ol ogical diversity as well as
of conserving biol ogical diversity when using the natural resources.

Furt hernmore, the research progranme shoul d produce i nformati on on soci al
juridical and econom c issues, as well as strengthen Finnish know how in
fields defined in the Convention on Biological Diversity.

The objective of the research programme is to produce internationally

hi gh-quality research results on biological diversity, with the applicability
of results as a central goal. Applicability refers to all those activities
aimng at the protection of diversity as well as at the conpatibility between
the protection and use of diversity. Thus, in accordance with the Convention
on Biological Diversity, the fundanental theme of the programme is the
protection and sustai nabl e use of biodiversity.

The Finnish Biodiversity Research Progranmre FIBRE (1997-2002) is a six-year
research progranme for applied interdisciplinary research on biol ogica
diversity. The programme is the first international research initiative ainmed
at the inplenentation of the Convention on Biological Diversity, as
identified in the National Action Plan for Biodiversity in Finland 1997-2005.

The goal of the Finnish Biodiversity Research Programe is”to produce
internationally high-quality research results on biological diversity, with
the applicability of the results as a central goal”. Applicability refers to
all those activities aimng at the conservation of biological diversity as
wel |l as the compatibility between conservati on and sustai nabl e use.

The funding for the first three years was 62 nillion Finnish marks (appr. 12
mllion USD), and the total funding for the six years is 120 mllion FIM
(appr. 22 mllion USD).

Applicability of biodiversity research — integration project Bl TUM

BITUM is an integration project for the Finnish Biodiversity Research
programe FIBRE (1997-2002), which funds interdisciplinary research projects
covering bi ol ogi cal and soci o- econom ¢ aspects of biological diversity.
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One of the main goals of FIBRE is to pronote research that produces results
that can be applied in practice.

BITUM is divided into four themes that cover all the research projects of
FIBRE. The thenes are: (a) forest biodiversity and forestry, (b) biodiversity
of agroecosystens, traditional agricultural |andscapes and built environnent,
(c) biodiversity of aquatic environnents, and (d) biodiversity of devel oping
countries. Each thene has a researcher who will be responsible for the
activities. In practice, BITUM researchers will synthesize research by

di scussions with researchers of the FIBRE projects and with end-users of
research, arrange workshops to bring together scientists and stake-hol ders,
and pronote in various other ways the application of FIBRE research in the
society. Mre information: http://ww.fibre@iutu.f

M nistry of Agriculture and Forestry has financed several research studies
concerning biodiversity mainly through the FIBRE-research programe. Also
separate research studies concerning biodiversity has been financed, e.g. a
study about the abundance of butterflies in agricultural biotopes which is
just under way in the Finnish Environnment Institute.

The Mnistry of the Environnent is funding biodiversity research in
accordance to different needs and obligations, i.e. threaten species and
habitats, restoration of habitats, and Natura 2000 —network.

See al so chapter: Education and awareness building, art. 13, pages 56-58.
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Article 13 Public educati on and awar eness

180. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

181. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate X c) Linmting d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

182. Does your country pronote and encour age understandi ng of the inportance of, and
the neasures required for, the conservation of biodiversity (13a) through nedia?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

183. Does your country pronote and encour age understandi ng of the inportance of, and
the neasures required for, the conservation of biodiversity (13a) through the
i nclusion of this topic in education progranmes?

a) no
b) yes — limted extent
c) yes — significant extent X

184. Does your country cooperate with other States and international organizations
i n devel opi ng rel evant educati onal and public awareness programres (13b)?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent
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Deci sion 1V/10. Measures for inplementing the Convention [part]

185. Are public education and awar eness needs covered in the national strategy and
action plan?

a) no

b) yes — linmted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

186. Has your country allocated appropriate resources for the strategic use of
education and conmuni cation instrunents at each phase of policy fornulation,
i mpl ement ati on and eval uati on?

a) limted resources

b) significant but not adequate resources X

c) adequate resources

187. Does your country support initiatives by major groups that foster stakehol der
participation and that integrate biol ogical diversity conservation matters in their
practi ce and educati on progranmes?

a) no
b) yes X

188. Has your country integrated biodiversity concerns into education strategies?
a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) yes X
189. Has your country nade avail abl e any case-studi es on public education and
awar eness and public participation, or otherw se sought to share experiences?

a) no

b) yes X
190. Has your country illustrated and transl ated the provisions of the Convention

into any | ocal |anguages to pronote public education and awareness rai sing of rel evant
sectors?

a) not relevant

b) still to be done

c) under devel opnent

d) yes X
191. I's your country supporting |local, national, sub-regional and regional education
and awar eness progranmes?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X

| f a devel oping country Party or Party with econony in transition -

192. When requesting assistance through the GEF, has your country proposed projects
that pronote nmeasures for inplenmenting Article 13 of the Convention?

a) no

b) yes
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Deci sion V/17. Education and public awareness

193. Does your country support capacity-building for education and conmmuni cation in
bi ol ogi cal diversity as part of the national biodiversity strategy and acti on pl ans?

a) no

b) limted support

c) yes (please give details) X

Further comments on inplementation of this Article

In 1997 the National Board of Education in Finland drew up a programe (1998-
2000) for pronoting sustainable devel opnent including biodiversity.

The programme proposed 17 neasures to be inplenented by schools and other
educational establishnments over a four-year period. According to the
programme, the ains of environnental education are awareness building
promoti ng sustai nabl e devel opnent, positive attitudes towards sustainability.

Preschool education

Finland has revised preschool education. The objective is to encourage
children to take an interest in nature, to |earn to observe natural phenonena
and to become aware of the consequences of their own actions. The nain
content for these objectives are also outlined in the curriculum

Basi ¢ and upper secondary education
The curricula for basic and upper secondary education wll be gradually
revised by 2008. The current core curricula (adopted in 1994) raise the
guestion of environnmental education. The |argest anount of nmaterial relating
to biodiversity is included in natural sciences, but it is also treated in
connection with economics and arts.

The National Board of Education reviewed 183 primary and 80 |ower secondary
curricula applied between 1994 and 1999 in order to find out what thenes were
di scussed in conprehensive schools. Environnmental education was the nost
frequently treated thene at both stages. It was an integrated thene in 72% of
the | ower stages and 83% of the upper stages reviewed.

There are sone upper secondary schools specialising in environnmental
sci ences.

Vocati onal school s

Vocational curricula are also being revised at the noment. The objective of
sust ai nabl e devel opnent is stressed in the new curricula, which also include
environnental know how in vocational conpetence. In addition, there are two
new vocational qualifications in the environmental field: in vocationa
schools and as an option for adults, who can take a conpetence-based
exami nation in environnmental care

Uni versities and pol ytechnics

Finland has 20  universities. The programmes, which are offered by
approximately 30 university units, cover all aspects of sustainable
devel opnent. During the academ c year 1998/99 there were sone 170 graduates
majoring in environmental subjects. Mny university departments seek to
integrate the environnental dinmension and the principle of sustainable
devel opnent into their teaching as far as possible. Al wuniversities offer
nmodul es in sustainable devel opnent/ecology and biodiversity. A nunmber of
uni versities also provide environnental education for their staff.
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The Finnish CHMis pronoting the inplenentation of article 13 together with
some ot her European CHM countries. The objective is to devel op biodiversity
education in primary and secondary levels with the help of Internet and

i nternational co-operation networks. The framework to inplenent these ideas,
are based on the “Naturdetektive” — and — “Eurodets” — concepts of the German
CHM (htt p://ww. dai net . de/ bnu- cbd/ wor kshop/ bonn. ht m and http://vww#

unesco. or g/ mab/ CBD i ndex. ht m

The Finnish CHM has al so focused on the public awareness raising at nationa
| evel . Finnish CHMis designed not only for biodiversity experts, but also
for the needs of general audience.




52

Article 14 | npact assessnment and mininmzing adverse inpacts

194. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and

t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

195. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations

and recomendati ons nade?

a) Good

b) Adequate X

c) Linmting

d)

Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of

resources

196. Is legislation in place requiring an environnmental inmpact assessnent of
proposed projects likely to have adverse effects on biol ogical diversity (14 (1la))?
a) no
b) early stages of devel opnent
c) advanced stages of devel opnent
d) legislation in place X
e) review of inplenmentation avail abl e X
197. Do such environnmental inpact assessnent procedures allow for public
participation (14(1a))?
a) no
b) yes — limted extent
c) yes — significant extent X
198. Does your country have nechanisns in place to ensure that the environnental

consequences of nati onal
adverse inpacts on bi ol ogi cal

programmes and policies that are likely to have significant
diversity are duly taken into account (14(1b))?

a)

no

b)

early stages of devel opnent

c)

advanced stages of devel opnment

d)

fully conpliant with current scientific know edge
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199. I's your country involved in bilateral, regional and/or nultilateral discussion
on activities likely to significantly affect biological diversity outside your
country’s jurisdiction (14(1c))?

a) no
b) yes — limted extent
c) yes — significant extent X
200. I's your country inplenenting bilateral, regional and/or nultilateral agreenents

on activities likely to significantly affect biological diversity outside your
country’s jurisdiction (14(1c))?

a) no

b) no, assessnent of options in progress

c) sone conpleted, others in progress X
b) yes
201. Has your country nechanisns in place to notify other States of cases of

i mm nent or grave danger or danmge to biol ogical diversity originating in your country
and potentially affecting those States (14(1d))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) nmechanisnms in place X

e) no need identified

202. Has your country nechanisns in place to prevent or mnimze danger or danmage
originating in your State to biological diversity in other States or in areas beyond
the limts of national jurisdiction (14(1d))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) fully conpliant with current scientific know edge X

e) no need identified

203. Has your country national nechanisnms in place for energency response to
activities or events which present a grave and inm nent danger to biol ogical diversity
(14(1e))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) mechanisnms in place X

204. Has your country encouraged international cooperation to establish joint
conti ngency plans for energency responses to activities or events which present a
grave and i nmi nent danger to biol ogical diversity (14(1le))?

a) no

b) vyes X

c) no need identified
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Deci sion 1V/10. Measures for inplementing the Convention [part]

205. Has your country exchanged with other Contracting Parties information and
experience relating to environnental inpact assessnment and resulting mtigating
nmeasures and i ncentive schenes?

a) no

b) information provided to the Secretari at

c) information provided to other Parties X

d) information provided on the national CHM

206. Has your country exchanged with other Contracting Parties information on
neasures and agreenents on liability and redress applicable to damage to bi ol ogi cal
diversity?

a) no X

b) information provided to the Secretari at

c) information provided to other Parties

d) information provided on the national CHM

Deci sion V/18. |npact assessnent, liability and redress
207. Has your country integrated environnental inpact assessnent into programmes on
themati c areas and on alien species and tourisn®
a) no
b) partly integrated X

c) fully integrated

208. When carrying out environnental inpact assessnents does your country address
| oss of biological diversity and the interrel ated soci o-econonic, cultural and human-
heal th aspects relevant to biol ogical diversity?

a) no
b) partly X
c) fully
209. When devel opi ng new | egi sl ative and regul atory franeworks, does your country

have in place nechani sns to ensure the considerati on of biological diversity concerns
fromthe early stages of the drafting process?

a) no

b) in sone circunstances

c) in all circunstances X

210. Does your country ensure the involvenent of all interested and affected

st akehol ders in a participatory approach to all stages of the assessnment process?
a) no
b) yes - in certain circunstances

c) yes - in all cases X
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211. Has your country organi sed expert neetings, workshops and sem nars, and/or
traini ng, educational and public awareness progranmes and exchange progranmes in order
to pronote the devel opnent of |ocal expertise in nmethodol ogi es, techniques and
procedures for inpact assessnent?

a) no

b) sone programmes in place X

c) many programres in place

d) integrated approach to building expertise X

212. Has your country carried out pilot environnental inpact assessment projects, in
order to pronpte the devel opnent of |ocal expertise in nethodol ogi es, techni ques and
procedur es?

a) no
b) yes (please provide further details) X
213. Does your country use strategic environnental assessments to assess not only

the inpact of individual projects, but also their cunulative and gl obal effects, and
ensure the results are applied in the decision maki ng and pl anni ng processes?

a) no

b) to alimted extent X

c) to a significant extent

214. Does your country require the inclusion of devel opnent of alternatives,
mtigation nmeasures and consideration of the el aboration of conpensati on measures in
envi ronnment al i npact assessnent ?

a) no

b) to alimted extent

c) to a significant extent X

215. Is national information available on the practices, systens, nechani snms and
experiences in the area of strategic environnmental assessnment and i npact assessnent?

a) no

b) yes (pl ease append or summari se) X




56

Further conments on inplementation of this Article

The Act on Environnental |nmpact Assessnent (EIA) was adopted in 1994. It

mai nly regul ates the project EIA procedure but has a general supervising duty
of policies, plans and programmes (strategic ElIA= SEA). The Mnistry of the
Envi ronnent has issued general guidelines for SEA by the authority given in

t he Act.

Envi ronnent al inpact assessnment (EIA) is applied to various types of
projects. Biological diversity is one of the inpacts required to be assessed
in the procedure. Also a proposal of action to prevent and mitigate adverse
environnental inpact and nonitoring is required. This applies also to the
SEA. Significant SEAs have been carried out (e.g. Finland s Natura 2000
networ k proposal, the National Forest Progranme for 2010, SEAs in the
transport sector). A nonitoring system progranme has been devel oped to
foll owup actual inmpacts of the National Forest Programme. Prior to the

i mpl enentati on of the National Forest Progranme 2010 detail ed estination of
its environnental inpact was made. More information: National report of

Fi nl and on Forest ecosystens, 2001

The Convention on Environnmental |npact Assessnent in a transboundary context
(Espoo Convention) was ratified in 1995.
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Article 15 Access to genetic resources

216. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

217. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate X c) Linmting d) Severely linmting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

218. Has your country endeavoured to create conditions to facilitate access to
genetic resources for environnentally sound uses by other Contracting Parties (15(2))?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent X
219. Is there any nutual understanding or agreenent in place between different
interest groups and the State on access to genetic resources (15(4))?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent X

220. Has your country an open participation planning process, or any other process
in place, to ensure that access to resources is subject to prior infornmed consent
(15(5))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) processes in place

221. Has your country taken neasures to ensure that any scientific research based on
genetic resources provided by other Contracting Parties is devel oped and carried out
with the full participation of such Contracting Parties (15(6))?

a) no neasures X

b) sone neasures in place

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place
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222. Has your country taken measures to ensure the fair and equitabl e sharing of the
results of research and devel opment and the benefits arising fromthe comercial and
ot her use of genetic resources with any Contracting Party providing such resources
(15(7))?

a) no neasures

b) sone neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

If so, are these measures

a) Legislation

b) Statutory policy or subsidiary |egislation

c) Policy and admi ni strative neasures

Decision I1/11 and Decision I11/15. Access to genetic resources

223. Has your country provided the secretariat with information on rel evant
| egi slation, adm nistrative and policy neasures, participatory processes and research
pr ogr ames?

a) no

b) yes, within the previous national report

c) yes, through case-studies

d) yes, through other neans (please give details bel ow)

224. Has your country inplemented capacity-buildi ng programmes to pronote successf ul
devel opnment and i npl ement ati on of |egislative, adm nistrative and policy neasures and
gui del i nes on access, including scientific, technical, business, |egal and managenent
skills and capacities?

a) no

b) sone programres covering sonme needs X

C) many progranmes covering sone needs

d) progranmes cover all perceived needs

e) no perceived need

225. Has your country anal ysed experiences of |egislative, adm nistrative and policy
nmeasures and gui del i nes on access, including regional efforts and initiatives, for use
in further devel opnent and i npl enentati on of nmeasures and gui del i nes?

a) no X

b) analysis in progress

c) analysis conpleted

226. I's your country collaborating with all rel evant stakehol ders to expl ore,
devel op and i npl ement gui del i nes and practices that ensure nutual benefits to
provi ders and users of access neasures?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent
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227. Has your country identified national authorities responsible for granting
access to genetic resources?

a) no X

b) yes
228. I's your country taking an active role in negotiations associated with the

adaptati on of the International Undertaking on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and
Agricul ture?

a) no
b) yes X
Deci sion V/26. Access to genetic resources
229. Has your country designated a national focal point and one or nore conpetent

national authorities to be responsible for access and benefit-sharing arrangenents or
to provide informati on on such arrangenents?

a) no X

b) yes

c) yes, and Executive Secretary notified

230. Do your country’s national biodiversity strategy, and |legislative
adm ni strative or policy neasures on access and benefit-sharing, contribute to
conservation and sustai nabl e use objectives?

a) no

b) to a limted extent X

c) to a significant extent

Parties that are recipients of genetic resources

231. Has your country adopted adm nistrative or policy neasures that are supportive
of efforts made by provider countries to ensure that access to their genetic resources
is subject to Articles 15, 16 and 19 of the Conventi on?

a) no X

b) ot her arrangenents made

c) yes

232. Does your country co-operate with other Parties in order to find practical and
equi t abl e sol uti ons supportive of efforts nade by provider countries to ensure that
access to their genetic resources is subject to Articles 15, 16 and 19 of the
Conventi on, recogni zing the conplexity of the issue, with particular consideration of
the nultiplicity of prior informed consent considerations?

a) no

b) yes (please provide details) X
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233. In developing its |egislation on access,
and all owed for the devel opnent of a multilatera
benefit-sharing in the context of the Internationa

has your country taken into account
systemto facilitate access and

Undert aki ng on Plant Cenetic

Resour ces?

a) no
b) | egislation under devel opnent X
c) yes
234. I's your country co-ordinating its positions in both the Conventi on on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity and the International Undertaking on Plant Cenetic Resources?
a) no
b) taking steps to do so
c) yes X
235. Has your country provided information to the Executive Secretary on user

non- nonet ary benefits, new and
clarification of

institutions, the market for genetic resources,
enmer gi ng nechani sns for benefit sharing, incentive neasures,
definitions, sui generis systens and “intermediari es”?

a) no X

b) sone informati on provided

c) substantial information provided

236. Has your country submitted information on specific issues related to the role
of intellectual property rights in the inplenmentation of access and benefit-sharing
arrangenents to the Executive Secretary?

a) no X

b) yes

237. Has your country provided capacity-building and technol ogy devel opment and
transfer for the maintenance and utilization of ex situ collections?

a) no X

b) yes to a linited extent

c) yes to a significant extent

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

Finland is co-operating and participating in the international negotiations

on the revised | U FAO
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Article 16 Access to and transfer of technol ogy

238. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

239. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate X c) Linmting d) Severely linmting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

240. Has your country taken measures to provide or facilitate access for and

transfer to other Contracting Parties of technol ogies that are relevant to the

conservation and sustai nabl e use of biological diversity or nake use of genetic
resources and do not cause significant damage to the environnment (16(1))?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

241. I's your country aware of any initiatives under which rel evant technology is
transferred to your country on concessional or preferential terns (16(2))?

a) no X

b) yes (please give brief details bel ow

242. Has your country taken neasures so that Contracting Parties which provide
genetic resources are provi ded access to and transfer of technol ogy which nmake use of
t hose resources, on mutually agreed terns (16(3))?

a) not relevant

b) relevant, but no neasures X

c) sone neasures in place

d) potential neasures under review

e) conprehensive nmeasures in place

|f so, are these neasures

a) Legislation

b) Statutory policy or subsidiary |egislation

c) Policy and adm ni strative arrangenents

243. Has your country taken nmeasures so that the private sector facilitates access
to joint devel opnent and transfer of relevant technol ogy for the benefit of government
institutions and the private sector of devel oping countries (16(4))?

a) no neasures X
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b) sone neasures in place
c) potential neasures under review
d) conprehensive nmeasures in place
If so, are these neasures
a) Legislation?
b) Statutory policy and subsidiary |egislation?
c) Policy and admi ni strative arrangenents?
244 Does your country have a national systemfor intellectual property right

profection (16(5))?

a) no
b) yes X
245, If yes, does it cover biological resources (for exanmple, plant species) in any
way ?
a) no
b) yes — limted extent X
c) yes — significant extent
Decision I11/17. Intellectual property rights
246. Has your country conducted and provided to the secretariat case-studies of the

i mpacts of intellectual property rights on the achi evenent of the Conventions

obj ectives?

a) no X
b) sone
c) nmany

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article
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Article 17 Exchange of infornmation

247. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

248. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate X c) Linmting d) Severely linmting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

249. Has your country taken measures to facilitate the exchange of information from
publicly avail able sources (17(1))?

a) no neasures

b) restricted by |ack of resources

c) sone neasures in place X

d) potential neasures under review

e) conprehensive nmeasures in place

If a devel oped country Party -

250. Do these nmeasures take into account the special needs of devel oping countries
(17(1))?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

251. If so, do these neasures include all the categories of information listed in

Article 17(2), including technical, scientific and soci o-econom c research, training
and surveyi ng programes, specialized know edge, repatriation of information and so

on?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent
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252. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and

t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

253. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations

and recomendati ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate X c) Linmting d) Severely linmting
Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources
254. Has your country taken measures to pronote international technical and

scientific cooperation in the field of conservation and sustai nabl e use of biol ogi ca
diversity (18(1))?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

255. Do the neasures taken to pronote cooperation with other Contracting Parties in
the i npl ementati on of the Convention pay special attention to the devel opnent and
strengt heni ng of national capabilities by means of human resources devel opment and
institution building (18(2))~?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

256. Has your country encouraged and devel oped nethods of cooperation for the
devel opnent and use of technol ogi es, including indigenous and traditiona
t echnol ogi es, in pursuance of the objectives of this Convention (18(4))?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel opnment

d) nethods in place
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257. Does such cooperation include the training of personnel and exchange of experts
(18(4))?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

258. Has your country pronoted the establishnment of joint research programes and
joint ventures for the devel opnent of technol ogies relevant to the objectives of the
Convention (18(5))?

a) no
b) yes — limted extent
c) yes — significant extent X

Decision I1/3, Decision Il1/4 and Decision |IV/2. Cearing House

Mechani sm
259. I's your country cooperating in the devel opnent and operation of the dearing
House Mechani sn?
a) no
b) yes X
260. I's your country hel ping to devel op national capabilities through exchangi ng and

di ssemi nating i nformati on on experiences and | essons | earned in inplenmenting the
Conventi on?

a) no

b) yes - limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X
261. Has your country designated a national focal point for the C earing-House
Mechani snf

a) no

b) yes X
262. I's your country providing resources for the devel opnment and i npl enent ati on of
t he d eari ng- House Mechani sn®?

a) no

b) yes, at the national |evel

c) yes, at national and international |evels X
263. I's your country facilitating and participating in workshops and ot her expert
nmeetings to further the devel opnent of the CHM at international |evels?

a) no

b) participation only X

c) supporting sone neetings and participating
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264. I's your CHM operati onal

a) no

b) under devel opnent

c) yes (please give details bel ow) X

265. Is your CHM |linked to the Internet

a) no

b) yes X

266. Has your country established a nmulti-sectoral and nulti-disciplinary CHM
steering commttee or working group at the national |evel?

a) no X

b) yes

Decision V/14. Scientific and technical co-operation and the
cl eari nghouse nechanisns (Article 18)

267. Has your country reviewed the priorities identified in Annex | to the deci sion,
and sought to inplenment thenf

a) not reviewed

b) reviewed but not inplenented

c) reviewed and inpl emented as appropriate X

Further conments on inplenmentation of these Articles

The Finnish CHM was established in 1998. CHMis available in Finnish
(http://ww. vyh. fi/luosuo/luno/lunmonet/kansi.htm) and in English
(http://ww.vyh. fi/eng/environ/bdcl earh/kansi.htn). The information systemis
based on the articles of CBD, and the Finnish National Strategy and Action
Plan for Biodiversity. Finnish CHMis designed for reseachers, decision-
makers, civil servants, teachers, journalists and other specialists, but also
for the general public.

Finnish CHMis part of the European Conmunity C eari ng- House Mechani sm (EC
CHM and the Coordinator of Finnish CHMis a nmenber of EC CHM Steering group
and Task Force. Finnish CHMwi |l take actively part in the future work and
cooperation of CBD CHM

Fi nni sh bi odi versity researchers are supporting the devel opnent of

bi odi versity infornation systenms in sone devel oping countries (e.g. Peru,
Ni caragua and Guatemal a). Finnish CHM has tried to establish a CHM —
partnership project with the CHM of Ecuador. See al so GBI F (page 22).




67

Article 19 Handling of biotechnology and distribution of its benefits

268. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High b) Medium X c) Low

269. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate c) Limting |X d) Severely linmting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

270. Has your country taken measures to provide for the effective participation in
bi ot echnol ogi cal research activities by those Contracting Parties which provide the
genetic resources for such research (19(1))?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place

|f so, are these neasures:

a) Legislation X

b) Statutory policy and subsidiary |egislation

c) Policy and admi ni strative measures

271. Has your country taken all practicable neasures to pronote and advance priority
access on a fair and equitable basis by Contracting Parties to the results and
benefits arising from bi ot echnol ogi es based upon genetic resources provided by those
Contracting Parties (19(2))?

a) no neasures

b) sonme neasures in place X

c) potential neasures under review X

d) conprehensive nmeasures in place
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Decision I1V/3. Issues related to biosafety and Decision V/1. Wrk Pl an
of the Intergovernnental Conmittee for the Cartagena Protocol on

Bi osafety
272. I's your country a Contracting Party to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety?
a) not a signatory
b) signed, ratification in progress X

c) instrunent of ratification deposited

Further conmments on inplenmentation of this Article

Finland is willing to consider its possibilities to assist devel oping
countries in Cartagena Protocol process via bi- and nmulti-latera
i nstruments.

The biosafty aspect as far as GMO is concerned is currently under scrutiny in
the Governnent. Finland participated in coordination with the EU in the
preparation of the international Cartagena protocol on biosafty. As President
of the EU in 1999 Finland played a central role in defining the EU s
negotiating strategy. Finland also supported the protocol negotiations by
finacing the participation expenses of the representatives of devel oping
countries out of devel opment cooperation funds. The safe application of
genetic technology in Finland is controlled by the Gene Technol ogy Act
(377/1995) and the Gene Technol ogy Decree (821/1995). The aimof this

| egi sl ati on has been to prevent any damage to the environnent or people’s
heal th which nmight be caused by genetically nodified organisns (G, LMX).
The EU-directives are accordingly adopted in Finland.
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Article 20 Fi nanci al resources

273. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

274. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for neeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons nade?

a) Cood b) Adequate X c) Linmting d) Severely linmting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

275. Has your country provided financial support and incentives in respect of those
national activities which are intended to achi eve the objectives of the Convention
(20(1))?

a) no

b) yes — incentives only

c) yes — financial support only

d) yes — financial support and incentives X

| f a devel oped country Party -

276. Has your country provided new and additional financial resources to enable
devel opi ng country Parties to neet the agreed increnental costs to them of

i mpl ementi ng measures which fulfil the obligations of the Convention, as agreed
bet ween you and the interimfinancial nechanism (20(2))?

a) no

b) yes X
| f a devel oping country Party or Party with econony in transition —
277. Has your country received new and additional financial resources to enable you
to neet the agreed full increnmental costs of inplenenting neasures which fulfil the

obligati ons of the Convention (20(2))?

a) no

b) yes

| f a devel oped country Party -

278. Has your country provided financial resources related to inplenentation of the
Convention through bilateral, regional and other nultilateral channels (20(3))?

| f a devel oping country Party or Party with econony in transition -

279. Has your country used financial resources related to inplenentation of the
Convention frombilateral, regional and other nmultilateral channels (20(3))?

a) no

b) yes X
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Decision |I11/6. Additional financial resources

280. I's your country working to ensure that all funding institutions (including
bi | ateral assi stance agencies) are striving to make their activities nore supportive
of the Convention?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent X

c) yes — significant extent

281. I's your country cooperating in any efforts to devel op standardi zed i nformation
on financial support for the objectives of the Convention?

a) no

b) yes (please attach information) X

Deci sion V/11. Additional financial resources

282. Has your country established a process to nonitor financial support to
bi odi versity?

a) no

b) procedures bei ng established X

c) yes (please provide details)

283. Are details avail abl e of your country’s financial support to nationa
bi odi versity activities?

a) no

b) not in a standardi zed format X

c) yes (please provide details)

284. Are details available of your country’'s financial support to biodiversity
activities in other countries?

a) not applicable

b) no

c) not in a standardized format

d) yes (please provide details)

Devel oped country Parties -

285. Does your country pronote support for the inplenmentation of the objectives of
the Convention in the funding policy of its bilateral funding institutions and those
of regional and nultilateral funding institutions?

a) no

b) yes X

Devel opi ng country Parties -

286. Does your country di scuss ways and neans to support inplenentation of the
obj ectives of the Convention in its dialogue with funding institutions?

a) no

b) yes
287. Has your country conpiled information on the additional financial support

provi ded by the private sector?

a) no

b) yes (please provide details)
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288. Has your country considered tax exenptions in national taxation systenms for
bi odi versity-rel ated donati ons?

a) no

b) not appropriate to national conditions

c) exenptions under devel opnent

d) exenptions in place

Further coments on inplenentation of this Article

Finland is supporting financially the Biodiversity Service project for CEE-
countries in 2001, coordinated by UNEP/ ERO. Finland has al so actively
supported the biosafety protocol negotiations, participation of devel oping
countries and countries with economics in transition

The Departnent of Devel opnment Cooperation of the Mnistry for Foreign Affairs
is in a process of adopting a strategy paper how to support Internationa
Envi ronment al Conventions via devel opnent cooperation

Fi nl ands support to the CBD
http://global.finland.fi/julkaisut/taustat/biodiversity/navi.htn

The EU s LIFE Nature funding is allocated for the conservation of the species
and habitats listed in the EC Bird and Habitats directives, particularly in
areas proposed for the Natura 2000 network of protected areas ( partia
funding of up to 50% and in special cases funding up to 75% of total costs).
In 1999 the EU distributed about 380 nmillion marks (about 65 m Euro) of
funding for LIFE Nature projects, of which Finalnd obtained over 27 mllion
mar ks (about 4,6 m Euro) for seven different nature conservation projects,
incl. the 1999 project funding. Finland recieved a total of about 106 million
mar ks (about 17,8 , Euro) of LIFE Nature funding for 25 projects over the
peri od 1995-99.




72

Article 21 Financi al nmechani sm

289. What is the relative priority afforded to inplenentation of this Article and
t he associ ated deci si ons by your country?

a) High X b) Medi um c) Low

290. To what extent are the resources avail abl e adequate for meeting the obligations
and reconmendati ons made?

a) Cood b) Adequate X c) Linmting d) Severely limting

Further comments on relative priority and on availability of resources

291. Has your country worked to strengthen existing financial institutions to
provi de financial resources for the conservation and sustai nabl e use of bi ol ogi ca
di versity?

a) no
b) yes X
Decision I11/7. Guidelines for the review of the effectiveness of the
financial mechani sm
292. Has your country provided informati on on experiences gai ned through activities

funded by the financial mechanisn?

a) no activities

b) no, although there are activities

c) yes, within the previous national report X

d) yes, through case-studies

e) yes, through other neans (please give details bel ow) X
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Further conments on inplementation of this Article

Finland is an active supporter of CEF since its establishment contributing
about 1% of GEF total funding. Finland has al so given an additional donation
to GEF capacity devel opnent initiative (CDI) in year 2000. Finland has been
advocating stronger role for GEF in the future.

Fi nl ands support to the CBD
http://global.finland.fi/julkaisut/taustat/biodiversity/navi.htn
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Article 23 Conference of the Parties

293. How many people from your country participated in each of the neetings of the
Conference of the Parties?

a) COP 1 (Nassau) 6

b) COP 2 (Jakarta) 6

c) COP 3 (Buenos Aires) 5

d) COP 4 (Bratislava) 10

e) COP 5 (Nairobi) 7

Decision 1/6, Decision I1/10, Decision Ill1/24 and Decision |V/17.
Fi nance and budget

294. Has your country paid all of its contributions to the Trust Fund?

a) no

b) yes X

Decision 1V/16 (part) Preparation for neetings of the Conference of the

Parties
295. Has your country participated in regional neetings focused on di scussing
i mpl enent ati on of the Convention before any neetings of the Conference of the Parties?
a) no
b) yes (please specify which) X
If a devel oped country Party —
296. Has your country funded regi onal and sub-regi onal neetings to prepare for the
COP, and facilitated the participation of devel oping countries in such neetings?
a) no
b) yes (please provide details bel ow X

Deci sion V/22. Budget for the programme of work for the biennium 2001-
2002

297. Did your country pay its contribution to the core budget (BY Trust Fund) for
2001 by 1°' January 2001?

a) yes in advance

b) yes on tine X

c) no but subsequently paid

d) not yet paid
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298. Has your country nade additional voluntary contributions to the trust funds of
t he Convention?

a) yes in the 1999-2000 bi enni um X

b) yes for the 2001- 2002 bi enni um

c) expect to do so for the 2001-2002 bi enni um X

d) no

Further comments on inplementation of this Article

Fi nl and has supported financially i.e. the preparation of the European

bi odi versity regional neeting (Biodiversity in Europe) held in Riga, Latvia
in 2000. Additionally, Finland has supported both Nordic and regional (Baltic
states) biodiversity meetings held in the region, and the negotiations of
the biosafty protocol 1999-2000.
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Article 24 Secretari at

299. Has your country provided direct support to the Secretariat in ternms of
seconded staff, financial contribution for Secretariat activities, etc?

a) no

b) yes X

Further comments on inplenmentation of this Article

Forest biodiversity expert for year 2001-2002.
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advi ce

300. How many peopl e from your country participated in each of the neetings of
SBSTTA?

a) SBSTTA | (Paris) 2

b) SBSTTA Il (Montreal) 2

c) SBSTTA IIIl (Montreal) 3

d) SBSTTA IV (Montreal) 5

e) SBSTTA V (Montreal) 6

Further comments on inplementation of this Article
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Article 26 Reports

301. What is the status of your first national report?

a) Not submtted

b) Summary report subnitted

c) Interimdraft report subnitted

d) Final report submtted X

If b), c) or d), was your report subnitted:

by the original deadline of 1.1.98 (Decision I11/9)? X

by the extended deadline of 31.12.98 (Decision |V/14)?

Later (please specify date)

Deci sion |1V/14 National reports

302. Did all relevant stakeholders participate in the preparation of this national
report, or in the conpilation of information used in the report?
a) no
b) yes X
303. Has your country taken steps to ensure that its first and/or second national
report(s) is/are available for use by rel evant stakehol ders?
a) no
b) yes X
If yes, was this by:
a) i nformal distribution?
b) publ i shing the report? X
c) maki ng the report avail abl e on request?
d) posting the report on the Internet? X

Deci sion V/19. National reporting

304. Has your country prepared voluntary detailed thematic reports on one or nore of
the items for in-depth consideration at an ordinary neeting of the parties, follow ng
t he gui del i nes provi ded?

a) no

b) yes — forest ecosystens

c) yes — alien species X

d) yes — benefit sharing
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Nati onal Action Plan for Biodiversity 1997-2005, Country study on
bi odi versity 1998, and the First inplenmentation report of the Nationa

Pl an for Biodiversity 1997-1999.
Nati onal report for CBD on forest ecosystens (May 2001).
Al'ien species in Finland (February 2001).

Avai |l abl e: (http://ww. vyh.fi/eng/environ/bdcl earh/kansi .

ht ) .

Action
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305. I's your country applying the ecosystem approach, taking into account the

princi pl es and gui dance contained in the annex to decision V/6?

a) no

b) under consideration

c) sone aspects are being applied X
d) substantially inplenmented
306. I's your country devel opi ng practical expressions of the ecosystem approach for

nati onal policies and legislation and for inplenmentation activities,

with adaptation

to local, national, and regional conditions, in particular in the context of

activities devel oped within the thematic areas of the Convention?

a) no

b) under consi deration

c) sone aspects are being applied X
d) substantially inplenented
307. I's your country identifying case studies and inplenenting pilot projects that

denonstrate the ecosystem approach, and usi ng workshops and ot her nmechani sns to

enhance awareness and share experience?

a) no
b) case-studies identified X
c) pilot projects underway
d) workshops pl anned/ hel d
e) information avail able through CHM X
308. I's your country strengthening capacities for inplenentation of the ecosystem

approach, and providing technical and financial support for capacity-building to

i npl enrent the ecosystem approach?

a) no

b) yes within the country X

c) yes including support to other Parties
309. Has your country pronoted regi onal co-operation in applying the ecosystem
approach across nati onal borders?

a) no

b) informal co-operation X

c) formal co-operation (please give details)




I nl and wat er ecosystens
Decision IV/4. Status and trends of the biol ogica

diversity of

81

i nl and

wat er ecosystens and options for conservation and sustai nabl e use

310. Has your country included information on biol ogi cal

di versity in wetlands when

providing informati on and reports to the CSD, and considered including inland water

bi ol ogi cal diversity issues at neetings to further the recommendati ons of the CSD?
a) no
b) yes X

311. Has your country included inland water biological diversity considerations in

its work with organi zati ons,
i nl and wat er ?

institutions and conventions affecting or working with

a) no

b) yes

If a devel oping country Party or
312.

Party with econony in transition —

When requesting support for projects relating to inland water ecosystens from

the GEF, has your country given priority to identifying inmportant areas for

conservation, preparing and inplenenting integrated watershed,

basi n managenent pl ans,

catchment and river
and investigating processes contributing to biodiversity |oss?

a) no
b) yes
313. Has your country reviewed the progranme of work specified in annex 1 to the

deci sion, and identified priorities for national action in inplenmenting the programre?
a) no
b) under review
c) yes

Deci sion V/2. Progress report on the inplenentation of the programme of

work on the biological diversity of
(inpl ementation of decision IV/4)

i nl and wat er ecosystens

314. I's your country supporting and/or participating in the River Basin Initiative?
a) no X
b) yes
315. I's your country gathering infornmation on the status of inland water biol ogical
di versity?
a) no
b) assessnents ongoi ng X
c) assessnents conpl et ed
316. Is this information available to other Parties?
a) no
b) yes - national report X

c) yes — through the CHM

d) yes — other means (please give details bel ow)

317.
and sust ai

Has your country devel oped national and/or sectoral
nabl e use of inland water ecosystens?

pl ans for the conservation

a) no
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b) yes — national plans only X

c) yes — national plans and major sectors

d) vyes — national plans and all sectors

318. Has your country inpl enented capacity-buil ding neasures for devel opi ng and
i npl ement i ng these pl ans?

a) no

b) yes X

Decision I11/21. Relationship of the Convention with the CSD and
bi odi versity-rel ated conventi ons

319. Is the conservation and sustai nabl e use of wetlands, and of migratory species
and their habitats, fully incorporated into your national strategies, plans and
progranmes for conserving biol ogical diversity?

a) no

b) yes X

Further comments on inplenentation of these decisions and the
associ at ed programe of work

The third national water protection programe which defined the objectives to
t he year 2005, was approved by the Council of State in 1998. In 2000 the

M nistry of the Environment approved a plan of action to inplenment the

nati onal water protection programre. The water protection nmeasures presented
in the progranme cover inland waters, ground waters and the marine

envi ronnent .

The EU adopted in 2000 a new Water Framework Directive which sets a legally
bi ndi ng obj ective of good state for all waters in the Union. It also
obligates Menber States to use pricing of water-related services as a too
for pronoting water conservation. This will allow the environnental costs of
water to be reflected in the price of water. The water directive puts
enphasis on the actors at different levels (national, regional and local) to
taking responsibility in water protection. River basin managenent plans wl|
be prepared and published w thin next nine years. Public information and
participation are inportant to the planning process. Proper inplenentation
of the water directive will lead to significant inprovenents in surface

wat ers and groundwat ers.

The relationship and inplenentation of biodiversity related conventions
(Ramsar, CMs5, CITES) are inportant. Finland has co-ordinated its work in
drafting National plans, prograns and reports i.e. Natura 2000 —-network and
Nati onal CSD reports, incl. National report for Ri 0+10.
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Marine and coastal biological diversity

Decision I1/10 and Decision |IV/5. Conservation and sustai nabl e use of

mari ne and coastal biological diversity

320. Does your national strategy and action plan pronote the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of marine and coastal biol ogical diversity?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X

321.

Has your country established and/or strengthened institutional, adm nistrative

and | egi sl ative arrangenents for the devel opnent of integrated nanagenent of narine
and coastal ecosystens?

a)

no

b)

early stages of devel opnent X

c)

advanced stages of devel opnent

d)

arrangenents in place

322.

Has your country provided the Executive Secretary with advice and information

on future options concerning the conservation and sustai nabl e use of marine and

coastal biological diversity?
a) no X
b) yes
323. Has your country undertaken and/or exchanged information on denonstration
projects as practical exanples of integrated mari ne and coastal area nanagenent ?
a) no
b) yes — previous national report
c) yes - case-studies X
d) yes - other means (please give details bel ow)

324.

Has your country programes in place to enhance and i nprove know edge on the

genetic structure of |ocal popul ations of marine species subjected to stock
enhancenent and/or sea-ranching activities?

a) no

b) programmes are bei ng devel oped

c) progranmmes are being inplenented for sone species X

d) progranmes are being i nplenmented for many species

e) not a perceived problem
325. Has your country revi ewed the progranme of work specified in an annex to the
deci sion, and identified priorities for national action in inplenenting the progranme?

a) no

b) under review X

c) yes
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Deci sion V/3. Progress report on the inplenentation of the progranme of
work on nmarine and coastal biological diversity (inplenmentation of
deci si on |V/5)

326. I's your country contributing to the inplenmentation of the work plan on coral
bl eachi ng?

a) no

b) yes X

c) not relevant

327. I's your country inplenenting other neasures in response to coral bl eaching?

a) no

b) yes (please provide details bel ow)

c) not relevant X
328. Has your country subnitted case-studies on the coral bleaching phenonenon to
t he Executive Secretary?

a) no X

b) yes

c) not relevant

Further comments on inplenentation of these decisions and the
associ at ed programe of work

During last year a specific Baltic Sea protection progranmre of Finland has
been under el aboration. The progranme is based on the inplenmentation of the
Decision-in-Principle on the Water Protection Targets to 2005 and the Baltic
Agenda 21. The overall goal of this long-termprogramme is to secure the
natural functioning of the Baltic Sea and its ecosystem Special attention is
paid to the Gulf of Finland, the Archipelago Sea and inland waters.

Fi nl and supports Western | ndian OCcean coral bleaching programe CORDI O See
al so above Baltic Sea Protection Programre.
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Agricul tural biological diversity

Decision I11/11 and Decision I1V/6. Conservation and sustai nabl e use of
agricultural biological diversity
329. Has your country identified and assessed rel evant ongoi ng activities and

existing instruments at the national |evel?

a) no

b) early stages of review and assessnent

c) advanced stages of revi ew and assessnment X

d) assessnent conpl eted

330. Has your country identified issues and priorities that need to be addressed at
the national |evel?

a) no
b) in progress X
c) yes
331. I's your country using any nethods and indicators to nonitor the inpacts of

agricul tural devel opnent projects, including the intensification and extensification
of production systens, on biological diversity?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent X

c) advanced stages of devel opnent

d) mechanisnms in place X
332. I's your country taking steps to share experiences addressing the conservation
and sust ai nabl e use of agricultural biological diversity?

a) no

b) yes — case-studies X

c) yes — other mechani sns (pl ease specify)

333. Has your country conducted case-studies on the issues identified by SBSTTA: i)

pol linators, ii) soil biota, and iii) integrated |andscape managenent and farm ng
systens?

a) no

b) yes — pollinators X

c) yes — soil biota X

d) yes — integrated | andscape managenent and farm ng systens X
334. I's your country establishing or enhanci ng nechani sns for increasing public

awar eness and under st andi ng of the inportance of the sustainable use of
agr obi odi versity conponents?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel opnent X

d) mechanisnms in place
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335. Does your country have nati onal strategies, programmes and plans which ensure
t he devel opnent and successful inplenentation of policies and actions that lead to
sust ai nabl e use of agrobi odiversity conponents?

a) no

b) early stages of devel opnent

c) advanced stages of devel oprment

d) nmechanisns in place X

336. I's your country pronoting the transformati on of unsustainable agricultural
practices into sustainable production practices adapted to |ocal biotic and abiotic
condi tions?

a) no
b) yes — limted extent
c) yes — significant extent X
337. I's your country pronoting the use of farm ng practices that not only increase

productivity, but also arrest degradation as well as reclaim rehabilitate, restore
and enhance bi ol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X
338. I's your country pronoting nobilization of farm ng comunities for the

devel opnent, nai ntenance and use of their know edge and practices in the conservation
and sust ai nabl e use of biol ogi cal diversity?

a) no

b) yes - limted extent

c) yes - significant extent X
339. I's your country helping to inplenent the G obal Plan of Action for the
Conservation and Sustainable Utilization of Plant Genetic Resources?

a) no

b) yes X
340. I's your country collaborating with other Contracting Parties to identify and
pronot e sustai nable agricultural practices and integrated | andscape nanagenent ?

a) no

b) yes X

Deci sion V/5. Agricultural biological diversity: review of phase | of
the programe of work and adoption of a nulti-year work programe

341. Has your country revi ewed the progranme of work annexed to the decision and
identified how you can collaborate in its inplenmentation?

a) no X

b) yes
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342. I's your country pronoting regional and thematic co-operation within this
framewor k of the progranmme of work on agricultural biological diversity?

a) no

b) sone co-operation

c) w despread co-operation X

d) full co-operation in all areas

343. Has your country provided financial support for inplenentation of the progranme
of work on agricul tural biological diversity?

a) no X

b) limted additional funds

c) significant additional funds

I f a devel oped country Party —

344. Has your country provided financial support for inplenentation of the progranme
of work on agricultural biological diversity, in particular for capacity building and
case-studies, in devel oping countries and countries with economes in transition?

a) no

b) yes wi thin existing cooperation programeg(s) X

b) yes, including Iimted additional funds

c) yes, with significant additional funds

345. Has your country supported actions to raise public awareness in support of
sust ai nabl e farm ng and food producti on systens that maintain agricul tural biol ogical
di versity?

a) no

b) yes, to a limted extent X

c) yes, to a significant extent

346. I's your country co-ordinating its position in both the Conventi on on Bi ol ogi cal
Diversity and the International Undertaking on Plant Genetic Resources?

a) no

b) taking steps to do so

c) yes X

347. I's your country a Contracting Party to the Rotterdam Convention on the Prior
| nf ormed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chenicals and Pesticides in
| nt ernational Trade?

a) not a signatory

b) signed — ratification in process X

c) instrunent of ratification deposited

348. I's your country supporting the application of the Executive Secretary for
observer status in the Committee on Agriculture of the Wrld Trade Organi sati on?

a) no

b) yes X
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349. I's your country collaborating with other Parties on the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of pollinators?
a) no
b) yes X
350. I's your country conpiling case-studies and inplenenting pilot projects rel evant
to the conservation and sustai nabl e use of pollinators?
a) no
b) yes (please provide details) X
351. Has i nformati on on scientific assessnents relevant to genetic use restriction

t echnol ogi es been supplied to other Contracting Parties through media such as the
Cl eari ng- House Mechani snf

a) not applicable

b) no X

c) yes - national report

d) yes — through the CHM

e) yes — other neans (please give details bel ow)

352. Has your country considered how t o address generic concerns regardi ng such
t echnol ogi es as genetic use restriction technol ogi es under international and national
approaches to the safe and sustai nabl e use of gernpl asn®?

a) no X

b) yes — under consideration

c) yes — neasures under devel opnment

353. Has your country carried out scientific assessnents on inter alia ecol ogical,
soci al and econonic effects of genetic use restriction technol ogi es?

a) no X

b) sone assessnents

c) mmjor programe of assessnents

354. Has your country dissem nated the results of scientific assessnents on inter
alia ecol ogi cal, social and econom c effects of genetic use restriction technol ogi es?

a) no X

b) yes — through the CHM

c) yes — other neans (please give details bel ow)

355. Has your country identified the ways and nmeans to address the potential inpacts
of genetic use restriction technologies on the in situ and ex situ conservation and
sust ai nabl e use, including food security, of agricultural biological diversity?

a) no X

b) sone neasures identified

c) potential neasures under review

d) conprehensive review conpl et ed




89

356. Has your country assessed whether there is a need for effective regul ations at
the national |evel with respect to genetic use restriction technologies to ensure the
safety of human health, the environment, food security and the conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of biol ogi cal diversity?

a) no X

b) yes — regul ati on needed

c) yes — regul ation not needed (pl ease give nore details)

357. Has your country devel oped and applied such regul ati ons taking into account,
inter alia, the specific nature of variety-specific and trait-specific genetic use
restriction technol ogi es?

a) no X

b) yes — devel oped but not yet applied

c) yes — devel oped and applied

358. Has i nformati on about these regul ati ons been made avail abl e to ot her
Contracting Parties?

a) no X

b) yes — through the CHM

c) yes — other neans (please give details bel ow)

Furt her comrents on inplenmentation of these decisions and the
associ at ed progranme of work

The Finnish Environnent Institute (FEI) has carried out a pilot study in
cooperation with Estonia on the diversity and nonitoring nmethods of

pol linator conmunities in Eastern Fennoscandia and Eastern Baltics.
(Publication: Sddernman, Guy 1999: Diversity of pollinator communities in
Eastern Fennoscandi a and Eastern Baltics. Results frompilot nmonitoring with
Yellow traps in 1997 — 1998. The Fi nni sh Environnent 355. 69 pp. Helsinki).
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Forest biol ogical diversity
Decision 11/9 and Decision |V/7. Forest biological diversity

359. Has your country included expertise on forest biodiversity in its del egations
to the Intergovernnental Panel on Forests?

a) no

b) yes X

c) not rel evant
360. Has your country revi ewed the progranme of work annexed to the decision and
identified how you can collaborate in its inplenmentation?

a) no

b) under review X

c) yes

361. Has your country integrated forest biological
partici pation and col | aboration wi th organi zati ons,

diversity considerations inits
institutions and conventions

af fecting or working with forest biol ogical

di versity?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X

362. Does your country give high priority to allocation of resources to activities
t hat advance the objectives of the Convention in respect of forest biological
di versity?

a) no

b) yes

For devel opi ng country Parties and Parties with economes in transition -

363. When requesting assistance through the GEF, |s your country proposing projects
whi ch pronote the inplenmentation of the programe of work?

a) no

b) yes

Deci sion V/4. Progress report on the inplenentation of the progranme of
work for forest biological diversity

364.
sust ai nabl e use of forest biol ogical

Do the actions that your country is taking to address the conservation and
diversity conformw th the ecosystem approach?

a) no

b) yes X

365. Do the actions that your country is taking to address the conservati on and
sust ai nabl e use of forest biological diversity take into consideration the outcone of
the fourth session of the Intergovernnental Forum on Forests?

a) no

b) yes
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366. W Il your country contribute to the future work of the UN Forum on Forests?

a) no
b) yes X
367. Has your country provided relevant information on the inplenmentation of this

wor k progr anmre?

a) no

b) yes — subm ssion of case-studies

c) yes — thematic national report submitted X

d) yes — other neans (please give details bel ow)

368. Has your country integrated national forest progranmes into its nationa
bi odi versity strategi es and acti on plans applyi ng the ecosystem approach and
sust ai nabl e forest managenent ?

a) no

b) yes — limted extent

c) yes — significant extent X
369. Has your country undertaken neasures to ensure participation by the forest

sector, private sector, indigenous and | ocal comunities and non-gover nment a
organi sations in the inplenentati on of the prograne of work?

a) no

b) yes — sone stakehol ders

c) yes — all stakehol ders X

370. Has your country taken measures to strengthen national capacities including

| ocal capacities, to enhance the effectiveness and functions of forest protected area
net works, as well as national and | ocal capacities for inplenentation of sustainable
forest managenment, including restoration?

a) no

b) sonme programmes covering sone needs

C) many programres covering sonme needs X

d) progranmes cover all perceived needs

e) no perceived need

371. Has your country taken measures to inplement the proposals for action of the
I nt ergover nnental Forum on Forests and the Intergovernnental Panel on Forests on
val uation of forest goods and services?

a) no

b) under consi deration X

c) measures taken
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Bi ol ogi cal diversity of dry and sub-hunid | ands

Deci sion V/23. Consideration of options for conservation and
sust ai nabl e use of biological diversity in dryland, Mediterranean
arid, sem-arid, grassland and savannah ecosystens

372. Has your country reviewed the progranme of work annexed to the decision and
identified how you will inplenment it?

a) no

b) under review X

c) yes
373. I's your country supporting scientifically, technically and financially, at the
national and regional |evels, the activities identified in the programe of work?

a) no

b) to alimted extent X

c) to a significant extent

374. I's your country fostering cooperation for the regi onal or subregional
i mpl ement ati on of the progranme anpng countries sharing simlar biones?

a) no

b) to alimted extent X

c) to a significant extent

Furt her comrents on inplenmentation of these Decisions and the
associ at ed progranme of work

Fi nl and supports programs through bilateral devel opment co-operations in
Nam bi a, Burkina Faso and North Africa/M ddl e East which include components
on biodiversity conservation within the franmework of these Deci sions.

See also Finland”s National report for CBD on Forest ecosystens (May 2001).




Deci sion V/20. Operations of the Convention

93

375. Does your country take into consideration gender bal ance, invol venent of
i ndi genous peopl e and nmenbers of |ocal communities, and the range of rel evant
di sci plines and expertise, when nominating experts for inclusion in the roster?

a) no
b) yes X
376. Has you country actively participated in subregi onal and regional activities in

order to prepare for Convention neetings and enhance i npl ementati on of

t he Conventi on?

a) no

b) to alimted extent

c) to a significant extent

X

377. Has your country undertaken a revi ew of national programes and needs rel ated
to the inplenmentation of the Convention and, if appropriate, informed the Executive

Secretary?

a) no

X

b) under way

c) yes
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Pl ease use this box to identify what specific activities your country
has carried out as a DI RECT RESULT of becoming a Contracting Party to
the Convention, referring back to previous questions as appropriate:

Finland”s revised constitution recogni ses the biodiversity obligations in
section 20 as follows: “Nature, its biodiversity, the environment and the
nati onal heritage are the responsibility of everyone”

Legislative reforms (see above). In the |ast few years, Finland has nade
encour agi ng progress in the conservation of biological diversity and the
sustai nabl e use of resources and in revising the legislative requirenents
accordi ngly.

The international cooperation (EU, nulti- and bi-lateral) activities has
developed in line with the principle of sector integration and sectora
responsibility i.e. The EU Biodiversity Strategy (1998) and its Action
pl ans (2001).

Pl ease use this box to identify joint initiatives with other Parties,
referring back to previous questions as appropriate:
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Pl ease use this box to provide any further comrents on natters rel ated
to national inplementation of the Convention

The wordi ng of these questions is based on the Articles of the
Convention and the decisions of the Conference of the Parties. Please
provide information on any difficulties that you have encountered in

interpreting the wording of these questions
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If your country has conpleted its national biodiversity strategy and
action plan (NBSAP), please give the follow ng information:
Date of conpletion: 30. 6. 1997
If the NBSAP has been adopted by the Gover nment

By which authority?

M nistry of the Environnent

On what date? 1.11.1997

If the NBSAP has been published pl ease give

Title: Nati onal Action plan for Biodiversity in
Fi nl and, 1997-2005

Nane and address of publisher: M nistry of the Environment, Finland

Land Use Di partnent
P. O Box 380
FIN — 00131 Hel si nki

| SBN:

951 - 731 - 025 - O

Price (if applicable):

150 FIM

O her informati on on ordering: Edita Oy/ Ab (Finnish Version)
http://ww. edita.fi/netnmarket

If the NBSAP has not been publi shed

Pl ease give full details of how

copi es can be obtai ned:

If the NBSAP has been posted on a national website

Pl ease give full URL: http://ww. bi odiv.org/natrep/finland/
finl and. pdf

If the NBSAP has been | odged with an | npl enenti ng Agency of the GEF

Pl ease i ndi cate which agency:

Has a copy of the NBSAP been | odged

with the Convention Secretariat?

Yes X

No
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Pl ease provide sinilar details if you have conpleted a Biodiversity
Country Study or another report or action plan relevant to the
obj ectives of this Convention

First progress report: The Inplenentation of the National Action Plan for
Bi odi versity in Finland 1997-1999.

Date of conpletion: 15.1.2000 by the National Biodiversity Committee chaired
by Mnistry of the Environnent.

Delivered to the COP5 in Nairobi 2000 and | odged with the Convention
secretari at.

(Avail able at http://ww. vyh.fi/eng/environ/bdcl earh/follow htm

Nati onal Country Study on Biodiversity (Edita, Helsinki, 1998 only in
Fi nni sh):

Suonen | uonnon noni muot oi suus. Toimttanut liris Lappal ai nen.

(Biological Diversity in Finland. Country study. Editor liris Lappal ai nen)

1. BI ODI VERSI TY RESEARCH PRQJECTS - The Finnish d eari ng- House
Mechani sm of the Convention on Biological Diversity

http://ww. vyh. fi/eng/ environ/ bdcl ear h/ progranm ht m

2. NEWS - The Finnish d earing-House Mechani sm of the Convention on
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity

http: //ww. vyh. fi/eng/ environ/bdcl earh/current. htm

3. BIODI VERSI TY LEG SLATI ON - The Fi nnish C eari ng- House Mechani sm of
t he Convention on Biological Diversity

http://ww. vyh. fi/eng/ environ/bdclearh/lait.htm

4. BIODI VERSITY POLICY I N FINLAND - The Finnish C earing-House
Mechani sm of the Convention on Biological Diversity

http://ww. vyh. fi/eng/ environ/bdcl earh/policy. htm

5. | NTERNATI ONAL COOPERATI ON — The Fi nni sh C eari ng- House Mechani sm of the
Convention on Biological Diversity

http://ww. vyh. fi/eng/ environ/bdcl earh/kv. htm
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Pl ease provide details of any national body (e.g. national audit
office) that has or will review the inplenentation of the Convention in
your country

The National Action Plan for Biodiversity in Finland (1997-2005) and its
rel ated programmes are being nonitored by the Finnish National Biodiversity
Conmittee, which involves all relevant sectors of society under the process
of nonitoring the inplenenation of CBD in Finland.

The Conmittee includes: all Finnish mnistries, the Association of Finnish
Local and Regional Authorities, the Confederation of Finnish Industry and
Enpl oyers, the Central Union of Agricultural Producers and Forest Owners, the
Sam Parliament and the Finnish Association for Nature Conservation. The
First National Progress Report on inplenentation was published in May 2000.
The report was distributed to all Contracting Parties of the Convention in
COP 5 in Nairobi 2000

See nore information: process of drafting this report page 7-8.




