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I. INTRODUCTION
1. The Convention on Biological Diversity requires Parties to establish and maintain programmes for scientific and technical education and training in measures for the identification, conservation and sustainable use of biological diversity and its components and provide support for such education and training for the specific needs of developing countries (Article 12, paragraph (a)). It also requires Parties to promote technical and scientific cooperation with other Parties, in particular developing countries, in the implementation of the Convention and in doing so give special attention to the development and strengthening of national capabilities, by means of human resources development and institution building (Article 18, paragraphs 1 and 2).
2. At its previous meetings, the Conference of the Parties has adopted a number of decisions inviting Parties, relevant organizations and the Secretariat to implement, a number of measures to enhance capacity-building, technical and scientific cooperation and technology transfer, and the use of available mechanisms and advanced technologies, including the clearing-house mechanism, to support and facilitate the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity and the achievement of its Aichi Biodiversity Targets.
   
3. The Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020, adopted in decision X/2, recognizes that reversing the current rate of biodiversity loss requires multiple actions including, the enhancement of support mechanisms for capacity-building, knowledge-sharing and access to financial and technical resources. Accordingly, it calls for the development of global and regional capacity building programmes to provide technical support and facilitate peer-to-peer exchange; partnerships and cooperation with various organizations; development of a biodiversity knowledge network comprising a database and networks of experts and practitioners, as well as strengthening of national clearing-house mechanism nodes linked to the central clearing house mechanism to facilitate access to and exchange of information, knowledge, expertise and experience.
4. In its decision XII/2B, paragraph 8, the Conference of the Parties requested the Executive Secretary to undertake: (i) an evaluation of the effectiveness of capacity-building activities that the Secretariat has supported and facilitated, including recommendations on how to further integrate the needs expressed by Parties using participatory approaches; (ii) a review of related partnership arrangements and opportunities for delivery; and (iii) an analysis of the gaps in capacity-building activities supporting the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020, and, building on these elements, develop a short-term action plan to enhance and support capacity-building, especially for developing countries, in particular the least developed countries and small island developing States, and countries with economies in transition, and to convene an expert group to examine the proposed short-term action plan prior to its submission to the Subsidiary Body on Implementation for consideration at its first meeting, and prior to the thirteenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties.
5. Pursuant to the above decision, the Executive Secretary conducted an online survey in December 2015 to evaluate the effectiveness of capacity building activities facilitated and/or supported by the Secretariat during the period 2013-2015. The Executive Secretary also reviewed existing partnership arrangements and opportunities for delivery of capacity-building support to Parties and analyzed the gaps in capacity-building activities supporting the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity, based on the information provided by Parties in their national reports, national biodiversity strategies and actions plans (NBSAPs) and national capacity self-assessment (NSCA) reports. 
6. The present draft action plan is based on the analysis of gaps in capacity-building activities supporting the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity presented in section II of document SBI/1/6 and also takes into account the results of the evaluation of the effectiveness of the Secretariat's capacity-building activities as well as the review of existing partnership arrangements and opportunities for delivery of capacity-building support. [It also incorporates the views and recommendations from the online expert group discussions that were held from 8 to 17 February 2016.
]
7. The draft action plan briefly describes the current situation and the need for intervention. It also outlines priority capacity-building actions and outputs that are crucial in facilitating the achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets, especially those for which there has been little or no capacity-building support provided by the Secretariat and those where limited or no progress has been made towards their achievement. The draft action plan also describes the means for implementation, including possible lead implementing entities and partners and the sources of funding and other support.
II. SITUATIONAL ANALYSIS AND BASIS FOR ACTION
8. The fourth edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook (GBO-4), released in October 2014, concluded that while encouraging steps had been taken towards achieving the Strategic Plan goals and some of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets, it was clear from mid-term review that substantially greater efforts were required to meet most Targets by the deadlines committed to. The report noted that this would require implementing a package of measures, including: legal or policy frameworks; socioeconomic incentives aligned to such frameworks; public and stakeholder engagement; monitoring; and enforcement. It also noted that further capacity-building support would be needed, especially for developing countries, in particular the least developed countries and small island developing States, as well as countries with economies in transition. GBO-4 further noted that partnerships would be required at all levels to leverage broad-scale actions, to garner the necessary ownership and foster synergies in the national implementation of various multilateral environmental agreements.
9. In their national capacity self-assessments (NCSAs), which were conducted between 2003-2010 with support from UNDP-GEF, many countries noted that effective implementation of the Convention was hindered mostly by limited capacities, financial and technical resources and a lack of information.
 Overall, 75 per cent of the 119 countries whose NCSA reports were analysed identified biodiversity conservation as a top priority need requiring capacity development action. Specifically, about 45 per cent of the countries on average indicated that they required capacity-building support to deal with the following issues as a priority: deforestation, habitat damage, endangered species, invasive alien species, biosafety as well as promotion of sustainable use and access and benefit-sharing. In terms of the cross-cutting issues, 95 countries (over 80 per cent) identified the following as their highest priority capacity needs: public awareness and environmental education; information collection, management, and exchange; development and enforcement of policy, legal, and regulatory frameworks; and strengthening of institutional/organizational mandates, structures, and frameworks. Other top priorities were capacity to incorporate the convention obligations into national legislation, policy, and institutions; sustainable financing mechanisms, cross-sectoral coordination; and capacity for planning, monitoring and evaluation.
10. The analysis of gaps in capacity-building activities supporting the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020, which is presented in section II of document SBI/1/6, shows that targets that have been least supported to date are Targets 3, 4, 7, 8, 12 and 13, as well as Targets 14 and 19. These are considered to be priority gaps requiring capacity building action at the global level.
11. In terms of capacity-building delivery, a report prepared for the Secretariat by Globaltronique, Inc. in 2014 noted that current capacity-building efforts consist of many small, discrete short-term activities, many of which are implemented in an uncoordinated and non-complimentary manner. The report observed that the current piecemeal approach has undermined the impact of the capacity building efforts and that that there is little evidence of real change in terms of individual and institutional level capacities.
12. The present draft action plan has been designed to respond to some of the above needs, gaps and challenges. It is intended to provide a focussed, coherent and integrated framework to guide implementation of priority strategic capacity-building activities. The draft plan also underlines the need for effective collaborative partnerships at the national and regional levels as well as the need to enhance the sustainability of the capacity-building efforts.

III.
GUIDING PRINCIPLES AND APPROACHES
13. Implementation of the capacity-building activities set out in this Action Plan should, as appropriate:
(a) Be demand-driven and responsive to the specific needs and priorities identified by the target countries themselves;

(b) Build on existing efforts and maximize synergy and complementarity 
(c) Ensure local ownership and leadership;

(d) Ensure broad and timely participation of relevant stakeholders in their design, implementation and evaluation;

(e) Be flexible and adaptive, with emphasis on using a learning-by-doing approach;
(f) Adopt a results-oriented approach, focusing on demonstrable results and outcomes;

(g) Apply an integrated approach;

(h) Encourage locally-designed interventions that address specific local needs and priorities;

(i) Promote collaboration at all levels; and
(j) Ensure sustainability of the actions initiated. 
Iv.
PRIORITY ACTIONS
14. The action plan includes a number of substantive actions intended to develop technical capacity of Parties and relevant stakeholders on various thematic issues as well as strategic actions intended to strengthen their functional capacities in order to support the effective implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and the achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets.
15. The action plan focuses on two sets of priority substantive capacity-building activities:
(a) Activities adopted in previous decisions of the Conference of the Parties but have not been fully implemented for various reasons;
(b) Additional capacity-building activities required to accelerate efforts towards achieving the Aichi Biodiversity Targets for which there has been limited or no progress made.
16. The results of the analysis of gaps in capacity-building activities supporting the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020, presented in section II of document SBI/1/6, shows that the Aichi Biodiversity Targets that have received almost no capacity-building support from the Secretariat’s activities since 2010 are 4, 7, 8 and 13, and those that have received limited support are 3, 12, 14 and 19.  This analysis also collaborates with the results of the online survey on the effectiveness of capacity building activities facilitated and/or supported by the Secretariat during the period 2013-2015.
 Thus, Targets 8, 12, and 13 are considered to be priority gaps requiring enhanced capacity building action at the global level, followed by targets 3, 4 and 7.

17. This global analysis should not be taken to mean that certain Aichi Biodiversity Targets do not require continued support for their implementation. On the contrary, the document SBI/1/2/Add.2 (targets analysis) on progress towards the Aichi Targets indicates that most Parties are not making sufficient progress at a sufficient rate to meet almost all of the Aichi Targets. Thus continued efforts to support implementation are required for all targets. 
18. In order to effectively respond to Parties’ implementation support needs, a more thorough tracking of ongoing efforts by the Secretariat and its partners (including activities and tools/materials produced) is needed, as is a more explicit expression of needs from Parties. The Secretariat has developed a repository of capacity building tools and a repository of capacity building initiatives that should facilitate monitoring and analysis of capacity building efforts in relation to status of implementation. The draft guidelines for the sixth national reports (SBSTTA20/12 or SBI/1/11/Add.1) contain a section for Parties to report on their capacity-building needs relating to the implementation of each of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets. 
19. Annex 1 provides a list of capacity building activities that the Conference of the Parties has already mandated the Secretariat to carry out in collaboration with relevant partner organizations and for which funding support has been secured or identified. Activities mandated by the Conference of the Parties but for which funding has yet to be secured at the time of writing this document have not been included in the list.
20. Annex 2 provides a list of other key priority capacity-building activities that are crucial in facilitating the achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets, especially those especially those where there has been little or no capacity-building support from the Secretariat’s activities and those where limited or no progress has been made towards their achievement by the deadlines committed to, as noted in GBO-4.  
21. In addition to the above substantive activities, the following strategic measures will be undertaken by the Secretariat to enable Parties to strengthen their human resources, institutions and systems and establish effective quality assurance tools and monitoring and evaluation systems.
(a) Develop and apply a formal mechanism of capacity needs assessment to facilitate systematic assessment and analysis of the capacity needs of the Parties and stakeholders.
(b) Develop and maintain a repository of capacity development materials; 
(c) Develop and make available a variety of capacity building methodologies and tools in more than one language for use by Parties in response to their needs and priorities. These tools may include e-learning tools, collaborative portals and social media, innovation platforms, among others.
(d) Develop guides or manuals based best practices and lessons learned regarding capacity-building/training design, delivery, monitoring and evaluation. 
(e) Engage partner organizations to deliver capacity building interventions.
(f) Develop and apply a quality assurance system to ensure that both the processes and content of the capacity building interventions are of the quality needed to achieve the mission of the capacity building strategy.
(g) Put in place a transparent system for selection of participants in activities organised or supported by the Secretariat that is based on merit and ability of participants to apply the knowledge and skills acquired.
(h) Organise train-the-trainer activities to have a multiplier effect.
(i) Strengthen the role of the CBD Secretariat as a coordinator and facilitator of capacity building activities.   
(j) Enhance the efficiency and effectiveness of capacity building through broadening and strengthening partnerships and networks
(k) Establish alumni groups of participations attending the train-the-trainer activities organized by the Secretariat to promote peer-to-peer exchanges and learning.

(l) Develop and apply systems for monitoring and evaluation and impact assessment of capacity building interventions are developed and being applied.
v.
MEANS OF IMPLEMENTATION

22. Support for the activities proposed in this Action Plan will include, but are not limited to:

(a) Bilateral and multilateral development assistance. Parties are encouraged to provide additional allocations for biodiversity in their development assistance plans;

(b) Technical cooperation with regional and international partners. Strategic partnerships will be established with various organizations and regional bodies or centres of excellence to leverage available expertise and technical resources and widen opportunities for mobilizing financial resources from various sources.
23. The Secretariat will collaborate with various partners to ensure mutual supportiveness in their capacity development efforts. Areas of cooperation may include the following:
(a) Development of joint capacity-building materials;

(b) Organization of joint trainings and meetings;

(c) Development of joint educational programmes or short-term courses with universities and other training institutions, including e-learning modules and/or Massive Open Online Course (MOOC);

(d) Development of joint targeted pilot projects to facilitate experiential learning;

(e) Facilitation of interoperability with the capacity-building databases in the CHM to facilitate automatic access to relevant information, including capacity-building initiatives, materials, e-learning modules, calendar of capacity-building events and other information.

V.
monitoring and REVIEW
24. The Subsidiary Body on Implementation will monitor the implementation of this Action Plan and report the Conference of the Parties. Parties, indigenous and local communities and relevant organizations are invited to provide to the clearing house mechanism information on capacity-building initiatives, including the results of those initiatives, using the common format developed by the Secretariat.

25. The Secretariat will prepare reports on the status of implementation of the strategic framework for consideration by the Subsidiary Body on Implementation and the Conference of the Parties at their regular meetings. The reports will highlight the main activities accomplished, the key results achieved and the challenges encountered.

26. An evaluation of the Action Plan will be carried out in 2019. The evaluation report will be used by the Subsidiary Body on Implementation and the Conference of the Parties to review the effectiveness of the Action Plan.

Annex 1
CAPACITY-BUILDING ACTIVITIES PLANNED AND FUNDED

	Activity (based on previous COP decisions)
	Aichi Target
	Additional AT
	Mandate
	Outputs
	Donor (confirmed)
	Entity Responsible & Partners
	Region

	Strengthen the ability of developing countries to implement the Global Strategy for Plant Conservation within the broader context of the implementing the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity
	All 
	sp. 1, 11, 12,  19
	X/17 
XII/15 para 3
	Technical and scientific capacity to carry our plant conservation activities built in selected developing countries. Outcome: The conservation status of plant diversity is improved through the implementation of conservation and restoration activities
	JBF, Franklina Foundation, Klorane BGCI Ashden Trust, Missouri Botanical Garden
	SCBD
	Selected countries (4) + 
Regional activities in Southeast Asia and the Caucasus region. 

	Building capacity for communication in support of implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and the United Nations Decade on Biodiversity
	1
	n/a
	COP X/8
XI/2
XII/2/c 
X/20 
XII/6 
NP I/9 
	A Global Communication Strategy and its tools for implementation are created in a participatory way

A framework for reporting is also created in this process
	JBF
	SCBD and several other partners

	All

	
	
	
	
	Revision of CEPA Toolkit to harmonise it with the needs of implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and the United Nations Decade on Biodiversity, as understood by a gap analysis of existing tools and an evaluation of user needs; and training of National Focal Points in how to use the kit in the context of regional capacity-development workshops.  Ensure that the toolkit includes a section on messaging approaches that responds to the call for these as outlined in Decision XII/2/c, the content of which is determined through a workshop.  Ensure that in its revision, work done on other tool kits such as the proposed kit for awareness-raising under the Nagoya Protocol is taken into account, to realize synergy and avoid duplication;  
	JBF
	Same as above
	All

	Building capacity of Youth to support implementation of the CBD, the Strategic Plan and Aichi Biodiversity Targets 
	
	 2, 4, 19
	X/2
XI/2
XI/8
XII/8
	Support provided to GYBN enables it to ensure that the network is representative, inclusive and relevant to developing countries / Outcome A : Youth  from developing 
	JBF, Canada, Rep. of Korea, Mexico
	Global Youth Biodiversity Network , Diversitas,  UNESCO, FAO, UNEP, CEE 
	All

	
	
	
	
	GYBN receives adequate support to enable it to train and empower youth from developing countries to mainstream and contribute to the Aichi Biodiversity Targets / 
	JBF, Canada, Rep. of Korea, Mexico
	Global Youth Biodiversity Network , Diversitas,  UNESCO, FAO, UNEP, CEE 
	All

	Developing capacities on forest governance to implement forest-related Aichi Biodiversity Targets 
	5
	2, 3, 7, 11, 15, 18, 19, 20
	X/36 para. 5
X/33 para. 8
XI/3 para 12(f)
X/2 para 6   & 17 (a)
	Technical capacities in five developing countries enhanced to produce a set of options on forest legislative reform inclusive of relevant Aichi Targets to increase communication capacities among relevant decision-makers and focal points
	JBF
	SCBD
	Selected countries (5)

	
	
	
	
	Exchange of national experiences through two south-south cooperation workshops for COMIFAC and ACTO countries to ensure the feasibility and functionality of the capacity building tools
	JBF
	SCBD
	South America (Amazon)
Central Africa

	Capacity Building for Ecosystem Restoration
	5
	14 & 15, also: 11, 12, 7, 6, 9
	XI/16 para 5; XII/19 para 5
	Capacity building workshops on the restoration of forest and other ecosystems in the context of the Forest Ecosystem Restoration Initiative
	KFS
	SCBD, GPFLR members
	All 

	
	
	
	
	E-learning modules on ecosystem restoration
	UNDP
	CBD, GPFLR members, BirdLife International, Bioversity
	All 

	
	
	
	
	direct funding support to country projects in the context of implementing the Forest Ecosystem Restoration Initiative
	KFS
	SCBD, GPFLR members
	All 

	Sustainable Ocean Initiative : Implementation of the Action Plan for the Sustainable Ocean Initiative
	6
	10, 11
&
5, 8, 9, 12, 14, 19
	X/29 para 20, 37, 40, 56
XI/17 para 14, 19, 22
XI/18 para A2, A8, A10, A12, A14, A27, B6, C2
XII/23 para 15, 19 22
	Three regional workshops convened and reports produced; parallel host country national trainings undertaken; Networks of SOI practitioners at the regional scale will be developed; Specific ways and means for applying the new learnings to the national implementation will be identified for participating countries
	JBF, France, Rep. of Korea, 
	SCBD
	Western Indian Ocean
South Pacific
Caribbean

	
	
	
	
	Regional technical training workshop convened and report produced (for regional seas organizations and regional fisheries organizations)
	France, JBF, Rep. of Korea, 
	SCBD
	All 

	Facilitating the description of Ecologically or biologically significant marine areas (EBSAs)
	
	
	X/29 para 36
XI/17 para 12
XII/22 para 6
	Regional/sub-regional workshops convened and reports produced, including a map of areas described for EBSA criteria; GIS data base of more than 100 layers of biological, geological, climatic and oceanographic data will be produced together with data report
	JBF, EC Grant
	SCBD
	East Asia 
Black Sea
Eastern Pacific

	International Islands Initiative for Achieving Aichi Biodiversity 
	9
	n/a
	X/9  A (viii) 
XI/15 para 8
XI/28 para 13
XII/16 para 9(a-b) 
X/31 
XI/24
	Workshop preparations, identification of status and perspectives of national and regional projects to address environmental risks posed by invasive alien species
	JBF and SPREP
	SCBD, SPREP, SPC, CABI and BVI Government,  IOC, UNEP, UNDP, GLISPA, Island Conservation, IUCN-ISSG, WTO, IMO
	Caribbean, Pacific

	
	
	
	
	 Implementation of workshops
	JBF and SPREP
	SCBD, SPREP, SPC, CABI and BVI Government,  IOC, UNEP, UNDP, GLISPA, Island Conservation, IUCN-ISSG, WTO, IMO
	Caribbean, Pacific

	
	
	
	
	SIDS Parties gain capacity to address risks posed by IAS with appropriate project development and mobilization of technical and financial resources
	JBF and SPREP
	SCBD, SPREP, SPC, CABI and BVI Government,  IOC, UNEP, UNDP, GLISPA, Island Conservation, IUCN-ISSG, WTO, IMO
	Caribbean, Pacific

	Facilitating the achievement of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 with emphasis on qualitative aspects (management effectiveness, representativeness, governance, and integration) through systematic capacity development in developing countries
	11
	5, 12, 14
	X/31 para 7
XI/24 para 10
	Country dossiers for developing countries containing in-depth information on current status of implementation of and actions planned for qualitative elements of Aichi Biodiversity Target 11 
	JBF
	SCBD, IUCN-WCPA, UNDP, EU-JRC, UNEP-WCMC, BirdLife International
	All 

	
	
	
	
	Publication materials, translation, outreach, COP 13 documentation 
	JBF
	SCBD, IUCN-WCPA, UNDP, EU-JRC, UNEP-WCMC, BirdLife International
	All 

	
	
	
	
	Regional/sub-regional workshops (2 for Asia, 1 for Pacific, 2 for Africa, 1 for CEE; 2 for GRULAC) and post-workshop follow up such as webinars
	JBF
	SCBD, IUCN-WCPA, UNDP, EU-JRC, UNEP-WCMC, BirdLife International
	All 

	Strengthening capacity of developing country Parties to implement the 2015-2020 Gender Plan of Action under the Convention towards the objectives of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020
	14
	All AT
	X/2 para 8
IX/24
XII/7 para 2, 4, 10,11
	Support provided to developing countries in integrating gender in biodiversity-related work at the national level by increasing availability, quantity, quality and use of gender-disaggregated data and indicators, including nationally tailored indicators
	JBF, GEF
	SCBD, IUCN (Gender Office), UNDP (including its GEF Small Grants Programme) GEF, UNEP,  Indigenous Women’s Biodiversity Network, MEAs
	All 

	
	
	
	
	Support provided to developing countries and relevant partners in integrating biodiversity into gender mainstreaming programmes at national level. 
	JBF, GEF
	SCBD, IUCN (Gender Office), UNDP (including its GEF Small Grants Programme) GEF, UNEP,  Indigenous Women’s Biodiversity Network, MEAs
	All 

	Capacity-building programme to support the implementation of the Nagoya Protocol 
	16
	n/a
	COP Decision XI/1D, paragraph 1; COP-MOP Decision NP-1/8, paragraphs 8 and 10 and Annex 1 para  27 &39
NP-1/2, para  12
	Training materials (including e-learning modules) on the Nagoya Protocol developed and  made available online in English, French and Spanish
	JBF & BS Capacity-building Initiative 
	SCBD, IDLO, ABS Capacity Development Initiative
	All

	
	
	
	
	Government officials trained in the development/amendment of national ABS regulatory frameworks
	JBF & BS Capacity-building Initiative 
	SCBD, IDLO, ABS Capacity Development Initiative
	All

	
	
	
	
	Follow-up support to a Network of ABS legal experts
	JBF & BS Capacity-building Initiative 
	SCBD, IDLO, ABS Capacity Development Initiative
	All

	Facilitating the implementation of the awareness-raising strategy by Parties and relevant actors
	
	1
	NP-I/8, annex
XII/2/C para 21 (a), (b)
NP-I/9
NP-I/8, annex
XII/2/C  para 21 (a), (b)
	Set of tools to enable Parties to conduct communications situation analyses and then to develop needs-based awareness-raising strategies and awareness-raising materials and activities are made available through the ABS Clearing-House
	JBF
	SCBD, ABS Capacity Development Initiative, IUCN, ASEAN Centre for Biodiversity, UNU-IAS, IDLO & IIFB
	All

	Capacity-building and outreach program for the ABS Clearing-House (ABS-CH)
	
	n/a
	NP Art. 14
	Relevant national authorities for the ABS-CH from approximately 150 countries are trained in registering and searching information in the ABS-CH
	JBF, European Union, Norway
	SCBD
	All

	
	
	
	
	Capacity-building support activities (webinars, one-on-one skype sessions, etc.) conducted in response to specific expressed needs
	JBF, European Union, Norway
	SCBD
	All

	
	
	
	
	Guidance materials and an e-learning module on the ABS-CH are developed Outcome B: ABS-CH Publishing Authorities have the material support and guidance needed to train national users of the ABS-CH.
	JBF, European Union, Norway
	SCBD
	All

	Capacity-building for implementing the Nagoya Protocol in a mutually supportive manner with the International Treaty on Plant Genetic Resources for Food and Agriculture (ITPGRFA)
	16
	13
	X/1 para 15, 16
NP Art. 4
NP-1/8 para 5, 8, Annex, para s 35(d), 39 40(c)
	Capacity of NP and ITPGRFA national focal points from approximately 70 countries is built to understand the interface of the NP and the ITPGRFA and to be able to coordinate implementation of the two instruments
	JBF, Bioversity International,  Darwin Initiative funding
ABS Capacity Development Initiative
	SCBD, ITPGRFA Secretariat, ABS Capacity Development Initiative, Bioversity International, African Union Commission
	All

	
	
	
	
	Draft legal measures necessary for mutually supportive implementation of the NP and ITPGRFA in Benin and Madagascar as well as draft community protocols (or other suitable mechanisms) are developed
	JBF, Bioversity International,  Darwin Initiative funding
ABS Capacity Development Initiative
	SCBD, ITPGRFA Secretariat, ABS Capacity Development Initiative, Bioversity International, African Union Commission
	All

	Building Capacity for the Subnational Implementation of NBSAPs
	17
	19, 2, 3, 4, 8, 11, 14
	XII/9 para 6
XII/2 para 20
X/22 para 2
	Guidelines on how to make best use of subnational government knowledge in compiling NBSAPs, and on how to implement NBSAPs at the subnational level
	JBF
	SCBD, ICLEI, UNU-IAS
	All

	
	
	
	
	Training on the use of Guidelines produced in Output A
	JBF
	SCBD, ICLEI, UNU-IAS
	All

	Pilot projects on the incorporation of spatial biodiversity data into NBSAP process
	17
	
	X/2 
	Implement pilot projects (a minimum of 5 countries) on the incorporation of spatial biodiversity data into the biodiversity planning process and NBSAPs implementation
	JBF
	SCBD, UNEP-WCMC
	Selected countries (5-10)

	
	
	
	
	Disseminate the results for capacity-building purposes
	JBF
	SCBD, UNEP-WCMC
	Selected countries (5-10)

	Pilot project on the documentation of NBSAP Development and Revision Processes
	17
	
	X/2 
	Replicate the NBSAP development/revision processes studies in 5-10 additional countries in 2015.(cf.10 countries in 2014)
	JBF
	SCBD
	Selected countries (5-10)

	
	
	
	
	Prepare and disseminate capacity-building materials based on the 2014 studies.
	JBF
	SCBD
	Selected countries (5-10)

	Pilot projects on the incorporation of socio-economic data into NBSAP process
	17
	2
	X/2 
	Implement pilot projects (a minimum of 5 countries) on the incorporation of socio-economic data into the biodiversity planning process and NBSAPs 
	JBF
	SCBD
	Selected countries (5-10)

	
	
	
	
	Disseminate the results for capacity-building purposes
	JBF
	SCBD
	Selected countries (5-10)

	A proposed methodology for the pilot phase voluntary peer review of the National Biodiversity Strategy and Action Plan (NBSAP) revision and implementation
	17
	2
	X/2 
	Set-up and implement a system for voluntary peer review of NBSAPs implementation 
	JBF
	JBF, Norway and Switzerland
	All

	Training Programme for Indigenous Peoples and Local Communities and Parties on Community Protocols, Indicators and Customary Sustainable Use within the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020  
	18
	16
	NP-1/8, para 10, Annex, Appendix I
 X/43, para 17 
XI/14, section B, para 2
	Contribution to development of indicators on traditional knowledge and customary sustainable use of biodiversity- Participants are able to develop community protocols
	JBF, Spain, Netherlands, Sweden, Finland, Norway, Guatemala, ACTO,  ALADI,  UNDP-EI
IWNB-LAC, IIN, IPACC, AIPP
	SCBD and several other partners

	All

	
	
	
	
	All the regional, as well as national, training workshops are successfully organized. 
	JBF, Spain, Netherlands, Sweden, Finland, Norway, Guatemala, ACTO,  ALADI,  UNDP-EI
IWNB-LAC, IIN, IPACC, AIPP
	Same as above
	Africa, Asia, LAC, Pacific

	
	
	
	
	Training materials are developed and used  by trainers
	JBF, Spain, Netherlands, Sweden, Finland, Norway, Guatemala, ACTO,  ALADI,  UNDP-EI
IWNB-LAC, IIN, IPACC, AIPP
	Same as above
	All

	Support to the Development of National Clearing-House Mechanisms
	19
	1, 2, 17
	XII/2, B para 18 (b)
XII/2 para 15, 16 17 
IX/30, X/15 & XI/2
	New national CHMs established and existing ones enhanced
	JBF
	SCBD
	All 

	CBD website available in all United Nations languages
	
	1, 2, 17
	XII/2, B para 17
XII/2 para 18 (d)
	Website translation services are maintained and Translation Memory is improved
	JBF & CBD Core budget
	x
	All 

	Capacity Building Programme for Resource Mobilization 2015-2016
	20
	2, 3
	XII/3 30, 31, 32 (a), (b)
XII/4 para 11 & annex   
	A practical guidance document 
	JBF, European Union, Canada
	SCBD, UNDP-Biofin, World Bank
	All 

	
	
	
	
	Enhanced capacity, understanding and technical expertise on critical steps in developing national resource mobilization strategies
	JBF, European Union, Canada
	SCBD, GEF ECW
	All 

	
	
	
	
	Enhanced capacity to apply the financial reporting framework;
	JBF, European Union, Canada
	SCBD
	All 

	
	
	
	
	Enhanced capacity to participate in the global GEF-7 needs assessment and to provide the necessary high-quality data
	JBF, European Union, Canada
	SCBD, GEF ECW
	All 

	Capacity-building to promote integrated implementation of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety and the Convention on Biological Diversity at the national level
	Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety 
	1, 2, 9, 13, 17
	XII/29  para 9-11
BS-VII/5 para 12, 18 
BS-VI/3 para 9
	At least 10 pilot countries provided with technical and limited financial support to develop and test practical actions to promote integrated implementation of the CPB and the CBD at the national level and to document and share the experience gained and lessons learned
	JBF
	SCBD, UNEP, African Union Commission, ASEAN Biodiversity Centre, ALAD
	Selected countries (10)

	
	
	
	
	 CBD and CPB national focal points trained in basic skills and good practices for, and provided with guidance materials and technical advice on, integrated implementation of the CBD and the Protocol, including integration biosafety into their NBSAPs, resource mobilization plans and national budget processes.
	JBF
	SCBD, UNEP, African Union Commission, ASEAN Biodiversity Centre, ALAD
	Selected countries (10)

	Organization of training workshops on laboratory based sampling, detection and identification of living modified organisms to assist Parties in fulfilling their obligations under the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety and towards achieving the relevant outcomes of the Strategic Plan.
	Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety 
	n/a
	BS-VII/10 para 5(d)
	Improved capacity of Parties to conduct sampling, detection and identification of LMOs therefore fulfilling the requirements under Article 17 and the relevant outcomes of the Strategic Plan
	JBF
	SCBD, European Commission’s Joint Research Centre, and reference laboratories in each region.
	All 

	
	
	
	
	 Enhanced collaboration within regional and sub-regional laboratories involved in the detection and identification of LMOs
	JBF
	SCBD, European Commission’s Joint Research Centre, and reference laboratories in each region.
	All 

	Developing capacity for national border controls for IAS and LMO in SIDS
	Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety 
	9
	X/2 
VI/23 para 31
VII/27 para 5(b)
X/38 ;
XI/28 para 13
XII/4 para 9(a-b)
XI/15 para 8
BS-IV/11 para 12
BS-V/8 para 4 
BS-V/12 para 9(b
BS-VI/12 para 9(d) 
BS-VII/10 para 5(d) 
BS-VII/12 para 13
	Regionally harmonized GEF-6 projects on invasive alien species and/or Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety funded in SIDS
	JBF
	SCBD, SPREP, CABI, IUCN-ISSG, FAO, IPPC, OIE, WTO, IMO, UNEP, UNDP , GLISPA, Island Conservation, PII 
	Caribbean, Pacific

	
	
	
	
	 Improved capacity in SIDS to conduct appropriate border control for IAS and LMOs, including the development of risk based national “black list” of IAS, and to take appropriate emergency measures in the event that an IAS or unauthorized LMO is introduced
	JBF
	SCBD, SPREP, CABI, IUCN-ISSG, FAO, IPPC, OIE, WTO, IMO, UNEP, UNDP , GLISPA, Island Conservation, PII 
	Caribbean, Pacific


Annex 2
ADDITIONAL CAPACITY-BUILDING ACTIVITIES
 
(to be completed)
	Activity 
	Aichi Target
	Additional AT
	Mandate
	Outputs
	Potential Donor 
	Entity Responsible & Partners
	Region

	 
	2
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	3
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	4
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	7
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	8
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	10
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	12
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	13
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	15
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


* UNEP/CBD/SBI/1/1.


�  Relevant decisions include: XI/2, XII/2B, XI/2, XII/2B, X/33 para. 8, XII/15 para 3, XI/16 para 5; XII/19 para 5, XI/1D paragraph 1, XII/16 para 9(a-b), XI/18 paras, IX/30, X/15, X/31 para 7, XI/24 para 10 and XII/3 para 30, 31 and 32.


� Details of the online discussion are available on the clearing-house mechanism at: � HYPERLINK "http://www.cbd.int/mechanisms/capacitybuilding.shtml" �http://www.cbd.int/mechanisms/capacitybuilding.shtml�.


�  See the NCSA Synthesis Report and the individual country NCSAs at: � HYPERLINK "https://www.thegef.org/gef/ncsa" �https://www.thegef.org/gef/ncsa� 


�  In the online survey Targets 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 12 and 13 were identified by the least number of respondents as the subject matter covered by the capacity-building activities they attended or the capacity-building materials they accessed and used.


� This table includes capacity building activities that the Conference of the Parties has already mandated the Secretariat to carry out in collaboration with relevant partner organizations and for which funding support has been secured or identified.


� SCBD, UNEP DCPI, UN DPI, UNESCO, IUCN Secretariat, Biodiversity Liaison Group, Aichi Biodiversity Targets Task Force, ASEAN Centre for Biodiversity, GLISPA. Media Impact, Rare Conservation, WAZA, UEBT, United Nations University-Institute for Advanced Studies; NBSAP Forum, Informal Advisory Committee for CEPA


� Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity; Indigenous Women Network on Biodiversity-LAC ; Indigenous Information Network; Indigenous Peoples of Africa Coordinating Committee; ILO; FAO; UNESCO; UNEP; Asia Indigenous Peoples Pact; Tribal Link Inc; National Indigenous Organizations, Intercultural Indigenous University (UII); Global Leadership School of Indigenous Women, ALADI’s Online Training Center.


� This includes priority activities that are crucial in facilitating the achievement of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets, especially those especially those where there has been little or no capacity-building support from the Secretariat’s activities and those where limited or no progress has been made towards their achievement by the deadlines committed to.






