Draft for consultation

Note: this document is an advance review version of an information document for the second meeting of
the Subsidiary Body on Implementation under agenda item 15 - review of the effectiveness of processes
under the Convention and its Protocols'. This document complements documents CBD/SBI/2/16
CBD/SBI/2/16/Add.1 and an additional information document on thisissue.

RESULTS OF AN ONLINE SURVEY REVIEWING THE EXPERIENCE OF PARTICIPANTS
TO THE 2016 UN BIODIVERSITY CONFERENCE HELD IN CANCUN MEXICO.

l. BACKGROUND

1. At the UN Biodiversity Conference held in Cancunexito, in 2016, the Conference of the
Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversitgsyfor the first time, convened concurrently vitib
Conference of the Parties serving as the meetitigeoParties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafiedy
the Conference of the Parties serving as the ngeefithe Parties to the Nagoya Protocol on Access t
Genetic Resources and the Fair and Equitable ShafirBenefits Arising from their Utilization. In
decision Xll1/26, the Conference of the Partiesh® Convention on Biological Diversity, decideduse

a list of criteria for reviewing, at its fourteentimd fifteenth meetings, experience in holding negst
concurrently, and requested the Executive Secrétapyepare a preliminary review, using these dsate
for consideration by the Subsidiary Body on Implataion at its second meeting. The meetings of the
Parties to the Cartagena and Nagoya Protocolsetkbiduse similar criteria for reviewing their niegs

in decision VIII/10 and decision 2/12, respectively

2. In response to this request, and to solicit furthiews on various issues related to the UN
Biodiversity Conference, a survey was distributkxtteonically to 2,810 participants to the Confer@n
This represents approximately 90% of all registepadticipants. The survey was distributed on 22
February 2017 and was open until 10 March 2016. iR#ens to complete the survey were sent on 3
March 2017 and on 9 March 2017. Survey respondmmtscipated in their personal capacity and their
responses do not necessarily reflect the officievwof the Parties or organizations they represtne
survey was complemented by one sent to PartiebdoCionvention on Biological Diversity, to the
Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety and to the NagogtoBol on Access to Genetic Resources and the Fair
and Equitable Sharing of Benefits Arising from thitilization inviting them to reflect on the criten
adopted in decision XllI/26, COP-MOP VIII/10 and EMOP 2/12 in an official capacity. The results
from this notification will be made available in associated information document.

3. The survey invited respondents to complete a quastire by indicating their degree of
agreement with a set of statements and were prawvitte an opportunity to further substantial their
responses with written comments. The questionfiénsurvey were based on the criterion adopted in
decisions Xlll/26, COP-MOP VI1I/10 and COP-MOP 2/@t also addressed a several additional related
issues, including the High Level Segment, the Riwilidn, side events, the CEPA Fair, other related
events as well as logistics for the Conferencethia following sections the survey responses are
summarized. Further all the written comments resbiare reproduced in the annex to this note.

! Montreal, Canada, 9-13 July 2018. See: CBD/SBI&2é4ilable ahttps://www.cbd.int/meetings/SBI-02

2 E-mail addresses were collected from the lisegistered participants to the UN Biodiversity Caafee. As some participants
did not provide an email addressed and/or regidtesing a generic institutional email address i wat possible to contact all
registered participants. Further the survey wasdrsitibuted to United Nations staff servicing tlmeeting, security personnel,
interpreters, local staff, volunteers and thoséviddals who only attended a specific event takpace at the margins of the
Conference.
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. RESPONDENTSTO THE SURVEY

4, Responses to the survey were received from 74®mnegmts. This represents a response rate of
approximately 27% amongst those surveyed and 24%lloparticipants in the UN Biodiversity
Conference. 47% of respondents represented PaB¥ésrepresented indigenous peoples and local
communities and 38% represented other observeffsirther 6% represented non-party governments,
including subnational authorities. This distributiof responses in similar to the overall partidipatin

the UN Biodiversity Conference where Parties actdon48% of participants, indigenous peoples and
local communities represented 5% of participant alpservers account for 45% of participants. On a
regional basis 17% of responses were from Afrid& Zrom Asia and the Pacific, 8% from Central and
Eastern Europe, 25% from Latin America and the Re@n and 30% from the Western Europe and
Other Group. This distribution is similar to theji@nal distribution of participants in the UN Biodisity
Conference.

5. Of the respondents 82% were primarily followinguiss related to the Convention on Biological
Diversity, 35% were primarily following issues redd to the Cartagena Protocol and 36% were priynaril
following issues related to the Nagoya ProtocolteNthat the total exceeds 100% as some participants
were following multiple issues. For example 11695 espondents indicated that there were following
issues related to the Convention as well as thepretocols.

6. Of the survey respondents the majority (60%) piadied for the entire duration of the UN
Biodiversity Conference. 22% only participatedtie first week of the meeting and 8% only particiat
in the second week. Further 11% of respondentsmantjcipated for one or several days.

7. Not all respondents answered all questions intineey. Further the number of written responses
varied greatly. The number of written comments irekranged from 15 to 217 responses depending on
the question. The written comments also tendedetonbre critical than the situation suggested by the
guantitative results.

[1. CONVENING CONCURRENT MEETINGS OF THE COP AND MOPS
8. The results of this section of the survey are suriged in document CBD/SBI/2/16/Add.1

V. HIGH-LEVEL MINISTERIAL SEGMENT OF THE UNITED NATIONS
BIODIVERSITY CONFERENCE

9. Overall the majority of survey respondents eitlisosrgyly agreed (14%) or agreed (42%) that the
involvement of different ministries and sectorgtie high level segment promoted the consideratfon o
biodiversity mainstreaming. 2% strongly disagreed 4% disagreed that this was the case. A large
number of survey respondents indicated that they daneutral view of this issue. When only the
information from respondents participating in thighiLevel Segment were considered, the number of
respondents with a neutral view was smaller bubther results were similar with 22% strongly agrge
and 49% agreeing that the involvement of diffemaitistries and sectors promoted the consideratfion o
mainstreaming.

10. A variety of views were raised by respondents ieirthwritten comments related to the
involvement of different ministries and sectorseélation to biodiversity mainstreaming. Many notbdt
the involvement of different ministries and sectat@s an important first step and overall a good.ide
However several respondents felt that it will reguime to see what the overall impact of the Highrel
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Segment has been. Some respondents also felhthatigh Level Segment was an important awareness
raising tool and platform on which to build furtr@roperation and synergy.

11. During the UN Biodiversity Conference the High-lesegment was convened immediately prior
to the official start of the meetings of the Coefare of the Parties and of the Parties to the Gamta
Protocol on Biosafety and the Conference of thdi¢%aserving as the meeting of the Parties to the
Nagoya Protocol on Access to Genetic ResourceshenBair and Equitable Sharing of Benefits Arising
from their Utilization. Overall survey respondeffgdt that the timing of the meeting was effective i
promoting greater dialogue between Parties anch@art Many survey respondents strongly agreed (9%)
or agreed (32%) that this was the case. A minarfityespondents strongly disagreed (4%) or disagreed
(14%) that this was the case. However a large nuwibgurvey respondents had a neutral opinion (42%)
on this issue. When only survey responses fronoretgnts who participated in the High Level Segment
were considered 12% of respondents strongly agradd36% agreed that the timing of the High Level
Segment promoted greater dialogue between Paripartners. The proportion of respondents which
disagreed or strongly disagreed that this was s evas 17% and 10% respectively. 26% of those
respondents who participated in the High Level Sagrhad a neutral opinion on this issue.

12. A number of the written comments noted that hatirggHigh Level Segment prior to the official
start of the UN Biodiversity Conference precludee involvement of ministers from the final dayshué
Conferences deliberations. Some respondents fattttlis was a disadvantage as ministers were not
present to help resolve sticking points, such sses related to the budget, in the negotiationkeiOt
respondents felt that having the High Level Segnotogter to the end of the UN Biodiversity Conferenc
would have allowed ministers to build on the outesmeached during the Conference. Further some felt
that having the High Level Segment before thecifistart of the UN Biodiversity Conference crebte
disconnect between the High Level Segment an€terence and that once the discussions got under
way during the Conference the declaration resultiogh the High Level Segment was lost. However
other felt that the having the High Level Segmeefote the official start of the meeting helped to
stimulate discussion and promoted dialogue.

13. In comparison to past meeting most survey respdadgmerally felt that the timing of the High
Level Segment allowed for its results to bettedfé@®o the deliberations during the UN Biodiversity
Conference. 8% and 35% of respondents stronglyedgoe agreed, respectively, that this was the case
while only 3% and 12% of respondents strongly disad or disagreed, respectively. However the
number of respondents who agreed or strongly agmeedsimilar to the number of respondents with a
neutral opinion (43%) on this issue. When only oeses from respondents who had participated in the
High Level Segment were considered, 10% stronghee) 39% agreed that the timing allowed the
results of the High Level Segment to better feew ithe deliberations during the UN Biodiversity
Conference. 15% disagreed and 6% strongly disaghesdhis was the case. 30% of respondents had a
neutral opinion on this issue.

14. In their written comments some respondents felt the general nature of the declaration from
the High Level Segment made it difficult to inteigrat into the deliberations at the UN Biodiversity

Conference. Some respondents also noted that segutiators were unware of the declaration from the
High Level Segment or were unclear of its status.

15. Most survey respondents felt that the format of High Level Segment was effective in
achieving desired outcomes. 6% of respondentsgiir@ayreed and 31% agreed that this was the case.
7% of respondents disagreed and 2% strongly disddteat the format was effective. However 54% of
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respondents had a neutral opinion on this issueenMbnly the responses from respondents that
participated in the High Level Segment were coneidd 2% and 43% of respondents strongly agreed or
agreed, respectively, that the format was effedtivechieving desired outcomes. 11% and 5% disdgree

or strongly disagreed, respectively, that the farwes effective. 29% had a neutral opinion.

16. In the written comments received on the formathef itigh Level Segment several respondents
noted that there was little discussion during thghH_evel Segment. Further some noted that in the
future more time should be made available for disimn and interaction among participants.

17. With regards to the timing of future meetings o tHigh Level Segment, survey respondents
generally felt that the High Level Segment showdtimue to be held prior to the official start bEtUN
Biodiversity Conference. 12% of respondents stipragireed and 31% agreed that this should be the
case. 17% of respondents disagreed and 6% strdisglgreed. 34% of respondents had a neutral opinion
on this issue. The survey results were similar wirdy responses from those respondents particigpatin
the High Level Segment were considered. 19% ofamdpnts strongly agreed and 30% of respondents
agreed that the High Level Segment should be lusldpyrior to the official start of the opening bétUN
Biodiversity Conference while 21% disagreed and 168#6ngly disagreed with this idea. 21% of
respondents had a neutral opinion on the issue.

18. In their written comments survey respondents nbtetli advantages and disadvantages of having
the High Level Segment prior to the start of the Biddiversity Conference. Advantages noted include
having the High Level Segment beforehand helpstdhe tone for the meeting, provides overarching
guidance to the discussions, limits the disruptitmshe Conference and makes it easier for smaller
delegations as they do not need to divide theie timtween the High Level Segment and the Conference
The main disadvantage noted was the absence ofldwgh officials at the end of the meeting to help
resolve contentious issues. Some also observedavirig the High Level Segment before the official
start of the meeting increased the overall duratibthe meetings. A number of respondents alsodhote
that the most appropriate timing for the High LeSelyment will vary with the issues being discusswsd

the overall purpose of the segment.

19. In summary most participants viewed the involvemantlifferent ministries and sectors in the
High Level Segment as positive, that the convemifithe High Level Segment just before the official
start of the UN Biodiversity Conference promotedajer dialogue and allowed for the outcomes of the
High Level Segment to better feed into deliberatidaring the Conference then had previously been th
case. Survey respondents were generally of the thetvthe format of the High Level Segment was
effective and that in further meetings of the Higlvel Segment should be convened prior to theiaffic
start of the UN Biodiversity Conference. These Itsswere similar if the responses from all respantsle

or only those from those who participated in theyilHLevel Segment were considered. The major
difference between the two groups related to thenber of respondents which expressed neutral
opinions. When responses from all respondents w@nsidered the number of individuals expressing a
neutral opinion was higher. This is likely as or9% of respondents participated in the high-level
ministerial segment of the United Nations Biodivigr€onference and most respondents likely felt tha
they did not have enough information to expres®ginion. This observation is reinforced by many of
the written comments.
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High Level Segment

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

The involvement of different ministries and sectors in the

high-level segment was successful in promoting the - I

consideration of biodiversity mainstreaming.

Convening the high-level segment prior to the official

start of the UN Biodiversity Conference promoted . I
greater dialogue between Parties and partners.

Convening the high-level segment prior to the official
start of the UN Biodiversity Conference allowed for the
outcomes of the high-level segment to better feed into . I
deliberations during the UN Biodiversity Conference...

Overall, the format of the high-level segment was
effective in achieving desired outcomes.

In future meetings of the UN Biodiversity Conference, the

high-level segment should be convened just prior to the
official opening of the meeting.

EStrongly agree  [DAgree  [ONeutral [ODisagree B Strongly disagree

Figure 2. Summary of survey responses related to the HiglelL®egment

V. RELATED EVENTS
a. Sideevents

20. Most respondents strongly agreed (12%) or agre@th)3hat the number of side events during

the UN Biodiversity Conference was appropriate.yOl3% disagreed and 2% strongly disagreed that
this was the case. 20% of respondents had a negi@ibn on this issue. When only responses from
respondents representing Parties were considesatigtiibution of responses was similar.

21. Many respondents noted in their written comments they felt that there were too many side
events. However several respondents also notedhhadarge number of side events was important as i
provided opportunities for sharing experiences ianteased the transparency of the processes umgler t
Convention. Further many respondents noted that Were unable to attend side events owing to the
heavy agenda for the Conference.

22. With regards to the content of the side events tatthg the UN Biodiversity Conference, most
participants strongly agreed (24%) or agreed (6€84) they were relevant. Only 2% of respondents
disagreed and 1% strongly disagreed that this hasadse. 13% of respondents had a neutral opimion o
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the matter. The distribution of responses was aimilhen only responses from respondents from Bartie
were considered.

b. Rio Conventions Pavilion

23. 6% of respondents strongly agreed and 43% agre¢dntt number of events held during the Rio
Conventions Pavilion was appropriate. Only 4% spndents disagreed and 1% strongly disagreed that
this was the case. However many respondents (4@%)ameutral opinion on this issue. This suggests
that most of the survey respondents did not ateseats held as part of the Pavilion. This assumgso
supported by the written comments which indicatg thany survey respondents did not attend the gvent
held as part of the Pavilion owing to the constraim the time they had available. With regardshie t
topics addressed during the Rio Pavilion, responses similar. 11% of respondents strongly agreetl a
16% agreed that the topics addressed were releDaiy. 1% of respondents disagreed and 1% strongly
disagreed that this was the case. However a langmber of respondents (41%) had no opinion on this
issue. These results were similar when only suresgonses from respondents representing Parties wer
considered.

c. CEPA Fair

24, 5% of respondents strongly agreed and 32% agreadtth number of events during the CEPA
fair was appropriate. Only 4% of respondents dsedjthat this was the case. However the majority of
respondents had a neutral opinion (58%) on thigeisé/hen responds were asked to assess the redevanc
of the topics addressed during the CEPA Fair tlsaili® were similar. One possibility for the large
number of respondents with no opinion on this idsubat relatively few of the respondents partibgol

in the CEPA. This assumption appears to be suppbrtehe written comments, with a large number of
respondents indicating that they had not attenldedCEPA Fair or where unclear as to what it was.

d. Paralld Events

25. A number of parallel events, such as summits anghfs, were held during or at the margins of
the UN Biodiversity Conference. 10% of survey rexfents strongly agreed and 47% agreed that the
number of parallel events held was appropriate dé$agreed and 1% strongly disagreed that this keas t
case. 36% of respondents had no opinion on thig.isd/ith regards to the topics addressed by these
forums, 13% strongly agreed and 51% agreed thgtvileee relevant. Only 3 disagreed and 1% strongly
disagreed that this was the case. 33% of respand&hhot have an opinion on the issue.

26. In summary survey respondents generally felt tatnumber of related events held as part of the
UN Biodiversity Conference, and the topics theyradded, were appropriate. However a relativelyelarg
proportion of respondents indicated that they ditiparticipate in these related events. This afgieale
particularly the case for the CEPA Fair and the ®mventions Pavilion.
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Related Events
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The number of side events during the UN Biodiversity
Conference was appropriate.

The topics addressed during the side events were
relevant.

The number of events during the Ric Conventions
Pavilion was appropriate.

4 B

The topics addressed during the Rio Conventions Pavilion
were relevant.

The number of events during the CEPA Fair was
appropriate.

The topics addressed during the CEPA Fair were relevant.

The number of other parallel events, such as summits and
forums, held as part of the UN Biodiversity Conference
was appropriate.

The topics addressed by other parallel events, such as
summits and forums, held as part of the UN Biodiversity
Conference were relevant.

W Strongly agree @ Agree [ONeutral [DODisagree W Strongly disagree
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Figure 3. Summary of survey responses related to relatestgve
VI. Logistics

27. A majority of respondents agreed that the tranggiort and document distribution arrangements
were efficient. 26% of survey respondents strongdyeed and 45% agreed that the transportation
arrangements for the UN Biodiversity Conference eveffective. 12% disagreed and 4% strongly

disagreed that this was the case. 14% of respondeste neutral in their opinion. With regards to

documentation, 26% of survey respondents strongtgead and 51% agreed that this was efficient. 6%
disagreed and 2% strongly disagreed that this Wwascase. 16% of respondents were neutral in their
opinion.
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Logistics

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

The transportation arrangements for the United
Nations Biodiversity Conference were efficient.
The distribution of documents during the United
Nations Biodiversity Conference was efficient.

B Strongly agree B Agree [ONeutral [ODisagree M Strongly disagree

Figure 4. Summary of survey responses related to logistics

VIil. SUMMARY

28. Overall the responses to the survey suggest thatotiganization of the UN Biodiversity
Conference was effective and appropriate. The sumespondents generally felt that convening
concurrent meetings of the Convention on Biologigalersity, the Cartagena Protocol and the Nagoya
Protocol was efficient, and cost effective. Resonisl also generally felt that it increased intégnaand
facilitated consultations. However for smaller dgligons this was not always the case and several
respondents noted in their written comments that dhccess of holding concurrent meetings would
depend on ensuring that all Parties are appropyiegpresented. With regards to the transition betw
the different working sessions, respondents wereenaivided on how easy this was to follow but
generally felt that the transition from the Conventto the Protocols during the working sessions wa
easy to follow.

29. With regards to the High Level Segment, the involeat of different sectors and ministers was
felt to have promoted the consideration of maisstiag and promoted dialogue. However a number of
respondents noted that it would have been morectafée if there were greater opportunities for
discussion. With regards to the timing of the Higivel Segment, respondents generally felt thatritavi
the segment before the official start of the UN ddiersity Conference was effective. However some
respondents noted that this created some challegyssme high level participants were not avail&ble
help address contentious issues at the end of ohéefnce. Regarding the timing of future high leve
segments while the majority of respondents inditdtext these should continue to be held before the
official start of the UN Biodiversity Conferencespondents were more divided in their views. However
several respondents pointed out the timing of tighHL.evel Segment should be based the goal for the
High Level Segment and the issues being discussed.

30. With regards to side events, parallel events aedGQEPA fair respondents felt that the topics
these addressed were relevant. However a numbreispbndents felt that there were perhaps too many
events and a larger number of respondents indidatedthey did not attend any of these owing to the
limited time they had available. However it wasoat®ted by some that though there were lots oftaven
this was important in ensuring different perspextiand viewpoints could be shared and was therafore
important element to ensure the openness and aeersgy of the UN Biodiversity Conference. The
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transportation arrangements and the distributiordafuments were generally viewed as positive by
survey respondents.
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Annex

COMPILATION OF WRITTEN COMMENTSPROVIDED THROUGH THE SURVEY ON
ISSUESRELATED TO THE UN BIODIVERSITY CONFERENCE, CANCUN, MEXICO, 2016

I.  Additional comments on if the involvement of different ministries and sectorsin the high-level segment was
successful in promoting the consideration of biodiversity mainstreaming.

| did not attend the HLS, but | agree with the fduat the involvement of different ministries asrtpaf
mainstreaming biodiversity in all sectors is criicia

Effective liaison and coordination within the diféet sector departments is sometimes initiatediett sneetings
on specific subject matters such as biodiversity.

It provided platform for building synergies, coltatation and cooperation

The management Biodiversity is a sharing role betwdifferent sectors . But it its values and besdf the
people may be not well recolonized to many. Theeefinere involvement of such sectors and otherery v
important to help in the mainstreaming of biodiugre these sectors.

| don't Heard the finally consideration of biodigéy of different ministries, there were many dission and we
retired before its end.

Always to involve them

The high-level segment was useful for raising awass within Parties on the importance of mainsthegy
however it did not appear to drive stronger actlaring the main negotiations on mainstreaming.

it the only we can mainstream biodiversity in othectors

The Convention of Biological Diversity is primarifipr the Environment Ministers to attend at thehhigvel
segment. While there are a number of other impactthe environment from energy, mining, tourismaltie
education etc. | believe that the Environment Maris should be briefed from all the other sectafole
attending the meeting as it happens for the govemidelegation. For example if the Minister for Tiem
attends without the Minister for the Environmehg priorities may have a different focus on thecomtes of the
high-level segment.

Very good idea in principle but not sure how sustidst was in actually getting a broad participatifrom other
ministries and sectors.

Unfortunately, not many countries followed the kinglitation of the host country.

| agree - although mainstreaming efforts shouldovatrshadow the fact that the biodiversity chalkeiga real,
global one. Sectoral efforts are necessary, but thest rely on a global, integrated vision and wst#nding
based on best available knowledge and science.

We had Fisheries Minister attend which helped gadaur Fisheries Department more than they alreadg in
CBD

Nevertheless, there is still an awful lot to be &lon

Very few Ministers from my sub region attended tigh level segment (only one out of ten). Neverhs] the

3 These comments are reproduced in the languagdoameét in which they were received. All written coants have been
included except for those which indicated that thagt no comment or that a question was not appi¢alithe respondent.
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one who attended may hopefully sensitize his cgliea during subregional summit.

It serves to heighten awareness of new politicdtesawho are coming on board for the very firsetiamd also td
renew and deepen commitment to implementationefBD and its subsidiary protocols.

C'était tres important de voir chaque ministregéger pour ce processus

Interventions by Ministers were just read withony anteraction, for future similar meetings a maded pane
discussion would be more productive, inclusive smeractive

c'est une premiére expérience opérationnelle

From what | understand not many ministers from eo@tronmental departments took part in the HLSmdfre
had attended then it would have had more impact.

can't say but it is a good start

Maybe. But it is still hard to see how the "find#igor discussions from the HL ministerial segmergrey
effectively "mainstreamed"” to the core of the ageafithe COP and the MOPs.

Very positive trial from Mexican Gov and SCBD tolthdhe HLS previous to the COP and also to shapeat
different format from previous HLSs. However, th®gess was quite similar in the sense that Mirgsteostly
read their statements. The outcome Declaratioreakwbrings no new true commitment from governments

I would appreciate more time for discussion. Nowstrione was dedicated to prepared speaks.

High-level meetings only serve as a show but realsiions are avoided.

In particular because of the preparatory work ndedsionally

In both the national and global level biodivergiigcussions were restricted to those in mandatgdnizations
and among NGOs in the same line of interest. Ingitbther sectors was a perfect innovation in magasting,
despite the additional GH footprint. In future deefively facilitated e- or online participation togn should be
made available

There is a need to have high level policy supptotdalance between economic development and ecalagi

protection. Political willingness is very criticl sustain our biodiversity.

The Role of parliaments should be considered esalhediuring the high level segment meetings so
parliamentarians appreciate the efforts of prisaiiion of biodiversity related issues in day todajiberations
and planning. It will also encourage parliamenttask the executive on biodiversity issues

toutes les questions relatives a l'intégration albibdiversité dans les secteurs prometteusestérabdrdé e
examiné puis des solutions pertinentes ont étégseopour une meilleure mise en oeuvre de la SPADR 2
2020.

The question remains on how to really get othetogsed¢o pay attention at scale

too early to tell

| felt a strong interest in achieving establishmsemf mechanisms to co-operate towards biodiver
mainstreaming... but being honest, it was firstdeeke and | think it happened, to understand whahstr@aming
biodiversity standed for. The presence and intemaadf multiple sectors, both as observers andgreement|
with parties, showed a very promising interest aljoming efforts to work in synergy towards the CRjoals.
The other way around, | have to recall on the axgive behavior of some observers and parties abosé topics
/ negotiations (benefit sharing, "synt. Bio" ..8nbting supremacy ideas and trying to overpose fusitions, in
a shaming way against sustainable biodiversity emadion.

hat

Sity
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Though | did not participate in the meeting my dekion indicated that it was useful and i do beffeft High
level meeting for policy makers is very important.

| find the whole concept of mainstreaming dangelm rather misleading.

While the reach out to other ministers /sectorandoubtedly necessary and a very good idea, itiresra be
proven in what ways "this visit" will be reflecténd"material” considerations of biodiversity in seml activites.

It is necesary increase the awarness related tivieigity mainstreaming, mainly in the productiest®rs.

For years these high-level meetings have not reglhged on the issue of biodiversity because therealways|
vested political, economic, and social interests firevail. An example was the place where it wasenand the
hotel, where the contradiction of the subject taldeth the inadequate system of local biodiversilgnagemen
was observed, where at world level the countriessiiown the importance of wetlands and, unfortuyatieat
Was not an example of proper management of sucteralle ecosystems.

t

At least for the host Country significant effortens visible resulting in revised policies

There was no discussion at all. It was merely dingpof statements. That was very disappointing.

There weren't Ministers of other sectors. Goodreffat no enough

I think this made a difference for ministries taderstand the importance of mainstreaming and wgrtagether
for the sake of conservation

The final document of the Cancun ministerial megtgwery important and useful for future actions.

It's helps for good next collaboration between stinés and experts from different sectors

The involvenent of different ministries and sedtothe high-lvel segment is successful in both gting the
consideration of biodiversity mainstreaming andieing the goals of the CBD goals.

| think is importan because all should give thgimion

It must be continued | had also suggested to hbgtUN, a head of States meeting on Biodiversitsirdy the
high level lunch meeting . Hope taken note of it .

It's only a first step and too soon to say it wascessful as the real success has to happen witRatties ang
their internal processes and not during the COP.

At the COP level maybe successful due to internatiannouncements and commitments but how canlibe
translated to national and local levels is anotstery. Whilst international meetings have beennaftel by
different ministries and sectors, the difficultytianslating and implementing the decisions foe&ff/e impacts.

An even higher profile high-level segment wouldWxcome, similar to the UNFCC

There was little focus on international trade whictkey means of implementation (SDG 17) and ctitioa
mainstreaming.

Although i did not attend , the feed back was pasit

The involvement of different ministries was helpflut in the future the organizers should not fooms
mobilizing multiple ministers but instead mobilineultiple senior govt. reps from various sectorgcsi many|
countries can not send more than one minister.

It provided all delegates with clear understandifighe issue of mainstreaming of biodiversity irte four

3

sectors of agriculture, forests, fisheries andisoor This has enabled delegates to negotiate ame &g most o
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outstanding issues

unfortunately our minister was not attending thiportant event. Actually this event is very impattfor her to
understand more about how important biodiversity tie whole aspects related.

We were not able to bring ministers from other @ectiue to lack of funding

This also provided an opportunity for awarenesatia regarding the crosscutting nature of biodiitgrand will
enable other sectors to participate in the conservand sustainable utilization of biodiversity.

High-level government ministry representatives migfly need to be engaged with people other thdrerd
government representatives, including UN bodieadamics etc., so this kind of involvement shoul@initely
be encouraged.

It was a bit difficult to trace the discussion digcse of the high-level segment at this time besattalready|
finished priort to open the main schedule for theeting.

It was particularly interesting to have tourism amyironment seat at the same table.

This discourse needs to cascade downward, so ¢bhhital officers have the same discussions dusthgr
forums.

In my delegation, despite our efforts we were rimé &0 have different sectors represented in th& HL

| has been a political scenario for them, bettdetep it more technical or scientific discussions

Their participation is important for political wilhowever, what matters is their understandinghefissue ang
willingness to take leadership in ensuring biodsitgrmainstreaming is done at national level.

—

The involvement at the Meeting is a good startimgnPbut much more Needs to be done. We organizeq
science Forum and few ministerial People have @pdied, more specific implementing Actions Needbéoput
in place -- but this is hard of course

| think stronger more binding commiments could henagle but good steps were taken in the right dinect

As no real discussions took place during the HLifeding views did not really become apparent. Thenfotion
of mainstreaming biodiversity still remains a rgdlifficult task for Environment Ministers at theabibnal or
subnational Level.

Il.  Addition comments on if convening the high-level segment prior to the official start of the UN Biodiversity
Conference promoted greater dialogue between Parties and partners.

Did not attend the high level segment so would kimdw. However, learnt that not many countries w
represented by the high level policy makers (etbotpresentatives)

ere

| somewhat agree since the high-level segmentheetstage for further political deliberations of tRarties.
However if the high-level segment was organizedveen the two weeks or towards the end some diffi
decision taking matters would have benefited frdaugible conclusion having the engagement of thaistars
on them. In other words the high-level segment woalso deal with decision taking on the much nee
technical issues and would not merely be a politigghering that isn't expected to yield much te tachnical
process.

cul

ded

It better for the Ministers and Heads of delegatitncome after at least one week when the meéhiags began,

In this way it possible for the Minister and Heaafsdelegations to give political guidance and diat to
contentious issues
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yes , but the arrangement consider also the inwodve: of the technical people who will attend theetimeys

The Parties take their national positions evalugtéat to the meeting. May be better at the enthefmeeting in
order to validate the negotiations and propose avgments for the next round

It gives everyone clear picture of the conferenoegsses

There was good dialogue during the meeting, butrtbmentum of the high-level segment could not tstesied
throughout the remaining two weeks of negotiations.

The time given to delegates is not sufficient fovalthem to express their views on issues. It ghme for the
period chosen for working groups.

It gave us an opportunity for heads of delegatfoms different countries to meet.

It seems to work effectively for the high-level sent is held at the beginning of the COP.

it is very important to have the high level segmefter UN biodiversity conference

Seemed to be a real disconnect between the high $egment and the actual COP. Also caused difésuat
home as ministers questioned why officials shotiéty eyond the high level segment - saw that asotitg
important part.

| am not sure if it did, or it predetermined theherical outcome of negotiations as ministers pettéthnocrats i
a straight Jacket

Personally | found it more effective at the endhaf COP. In general, it is important to have a Hiugng a COP |

It should be after

Providing opportunity for media and announcementbileS created interest in the whole meeting andtiset
stage for the engagement of different Parties

It was a truly dreadful idea - please don't eviwvah host government to do it again

| agree it was a good idea, but as the discussinrisudget were very difficult, perhaps it would dso good if
HLS might be in the end, so that these sensitisees are solved more quickly on higher level. Batight not
be the case. Generally, | have to say, that HLtBeabeginning stimulated the discussions and prethgteater
dialogue.

Traditionally the HLS was done after the meetind amms a sort of ratification of decisions takenha&t meeting,
Having it before means that there is no consoliatessage that is being presented to the minigtgrsAnd it
also becomes an excuse of parties of the meetihgvasting to sign off on things that there ministelid not
agree to in the HLS.

Officials should meet before the high-level segment

It depends on the stakes behind each agenda itig/h.lélel segment participants may be needed tte saime
blockages during negociations. In that case, ihésessary to have them instead during the last .wedk
remember what happened in Nagoya in 2010.

Il sera mieux encore si c'était a la fin,il y aueacore plus de decisions

However, the leverage of some HLS agreed outconee wot fully followed by some Parties represenést
despite prior agreement of their HLS participants.
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It seems the declaration came quite early and ¢lgetrations seem to have lost track of it

Probably, but there is no concrete indication thdid.

| would have been better to have the HLS in thesmthat high level participants can help to saemplicated
negotiations.

yes this was a good idea, but it did not reallgefinegotiations after all.

It also strengthened partnership and increasedbmihtive cooperation for future management of Biergity.

| think would be better the HLS is conducted in thieldle or at almost end of the official UN confece. HLS
could be as summary or agreement from meetingsoon fvhat happened during the official meetings.
addition, participants will also attend the officiaeetings till end of the conference. In Candushow many
people were going back home after the first wepkesHLS is done.

This should continue

| don't see any change compare to other years.

The political discussions were parallel to the nmggt aspects and had no bearing on the biosafetgqul issues

| joined the High Level in India and South KoreaueDto the changes in Cancun, | didn't have a chemde so
and it was highly disappointing.

| am aware that my Ministers met with their couptets from other parts of the world for potentidhterals
around biodiversity and biosafety.

Oui cette réunion de haut segment était nécegsairetoutes les parties.

Well, yes and no. It creates the feeling that nmgetf the high level endorses what has not beecuséed o
otherwise does not address critical issues to Beudsed since it is held prior to official starttbé main
conference. A high level meeting after perhaps w@ndorse critical issues discussed. However tt@sgnt an
interesting logistical challenge.

It was somewhat complicated, mainly because offdbethat Ministers were agreeing on a generalatatibn
but not on specific text, and this brought probldieier during the negotiations. Some Parties dit faty
understand that this was the case, and that thistdia had provided an umbrella but had not agogeanything
that had not yet been negotiated. Confusing atichas, problematic,

How real is the dialogue between the parties wheerésts of power and greed prevail. In a systeerevduality
prevails it can not be said that there really i tand honest dialogue. However, something posisivaways
achieved in the midst of the current situation widiversity that, instead of being sustained, irfg with the
extinction and mismanagement of the planet's bardity

did not attend but didn't feel that this was theeca

the cancun declaration was not helping to giveadtivthe negotiations. A HLS at the end would hHasen bette
for ministers to steer the last steps of the nagjotis.

The resolutions from the HLS also provided a bfmisegotiations during the COP

It was a good idea to hold the HLS prior to CBD amdtocol meetings especially for small delegatjaass it
gives more time to concentrate and devote the iim€oP and MoPs.

It prepared them a lot and all through they wele &tounderstand the issues
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| do not think the document was communicated enough

| think this was contradictory and distracting. t8eto have the high level segment after or tow#nddinal days
of the COP in order to lead to real change anchawt policies first, deliberations after. The dgale tended tg
break down because of this order.

| prefer previous times when HLS is at the enchefrineeting.

Resolutions, commitments of the high-level segntehtnot help the negotiation process as there \eag little
buy-in from parties and partners.

Yes, is importan because should build relationsvaadnow

| believe it took away potential momentum; it kefficials from all sides from truly understandingetdifferent
issues that came from all party members...

It was useful to set a scene

The document was not even really considered amagstandate.

During the discussions of CBD COP, some Partiegated that they were not aware of the outcomdbeHLS
and, therefore, they were not in a position to gikierity to those while drafting decisions.

High Level People are more useful towards the drideoconference when decisions have to be made.

A bit a like putting the cart before the horse

| do not think it made any difference in that rear

The same as above, but the value added points Mieisters of agriculture, forests, fisheries andrism were
able to understand issues of biodiversity

This was an interesting experiment, but in the #vedoutcome lacked logic. The decision to sendGhecun
Declaration to the United Nations General Assemtblg,High-level Political Forum on Sustainable Depenent
2017 and the Third United Nations Environmental eksbly made the following two weeks, discussing
already determined agenda, quite irrelevant. Thluysattern of the COP negotiating decisions fqrapal by
ministers at the HLS makes more sense.

an

Somehow the high-level segment promoted dialoguerdsn parties especially with the Cancun Declana
which was also tabled during the Convention

tio

It is the same reason as above. ( it was finishied f the main convention schedule. )

Would have been more beneficial to have the meetinpe end of the COP so that the Ministers cgaltther
contributions from all other participants, side e etc.

I am not sure that it made such a major differdndbe outcome of the conference

It's always better prior to the start of the CO&that the end

In so far as it promoted the development and delied more mainstreaming events than usual. Gdgeta
would support continued efforts to engage othetose@s we are, otherwise, just talking amongssaiues.

It took time for other topics and less agreementhéUN Biodiversity conference

This is good in setting momentum and impetus faigsien making since it provides direction for thegotiators
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| did not participate in the HLS, but | did see theme of mainstreaming very well emphasized ampcted
throughout, so | suspect that holding the HLS atgtart of the COP was beneficial for promotingretiagoals
and alignment.

Some of the elements that transpired during thetingeaeeded to be resolve by high level segmerdsatato to
align the Cancun declaration with others bew dgwelents i.e. Digital sequencing was suppose to beopshe
Cancun declaration

Because the Ministers came at the beginning ofQ®® there was more of a push to drag out the pdotgs
towards the end of the conference because somérigsudid not want to commit.

The parties had a lot of disagreements as thegdentries introduce new concepts and initiativesnguthe
meeting to which other countries had no instrucion

Although | believe it did, many ministries alsotlefiter the high level segment with little presemeing the
actual Conference

I11. Addition comments on if convening the high-level segment prior to the official start of the UN Biodiversity
Conference allowed for the outcomes of the high-level segment to better feed into deliberations during
the UN Biodiversity Conference than in past meetings.

did not attend the high level segment so would krodw. However, learnt that not many countries w
represented by the high level policy makers (etbotpresentatives)

The segment had enough scope for presentatiorewakvi

| agree because the HLS also set a scene for tibe@ddions of the COP

This was my first meeting. Hence | cannot compare.

This did not seem to be the case - | saw no coromebetween the two.

Since the declarations of the HLS came before tidue of the meetings, some of the issues that emdedgring
the meeting and could have been vital for inclusiotihe declaration were left out

High-level officials attend the respective segmamd return to their respective countries. Natigraditions are
worked for months in each country and changeseémtrequire consultation with all sectors involved

very useful and important

It was my first time to attend the UN Biodivers@ypnference

Organizing the segment before the conference dateshow links between the two meetings

Agree it could have done, but again not entirelyuioced this was achieved.

my answer seems not consistant. but it is trueethee advantages and disadvantages....

there was still a slight disconnect because migstgro attended the HLS left, and many delegatiats their
negotiation instructions before the HLS, sometinvith little flexibility.

A high level segment at the end would have beererafficient

The adoption of a previously prepared, unnegotjatéshy-washy generalised statement does nothingpoove
the final outcomes

ere
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As para 7 above...officials should meet first beeadecisions are made at the Ministers level.

It would seem to me that the main discussions duttie COP should form the basis of decisions aHib® not
the other way round otherwise the HLS is not fulliprmed.

same as above; it is uncertain.

The outcome HLS Declaration is weak and didn't semygl clear sign to COP. COP Decision on mainstreg
was negotiated regardless of the text of the HL8&ation. Including text that was in the Declavativas taker
out of the Decision during the contact group ordtteer way round, new text added to the Decision.

=,

Not really

From the substances perspective might be yeshbytdrticipations of the parties was very low, egly at the
second week.

elle a été I'entrée en matiére et a permis d'amteabut de la conférence et améliorer les débats

Yes but the value may be questionable since thé tegel participants are the main decision makers i

governments but not necessarily the main parti¢gpsnthe main conference.

b |

in theory yes, but having seen that the e.g.thec@aeclaration was mentioned in Dec. XIII/3 onfieaquite
some discussions and was not mentioned there fnenstart one starts to wonder about the real retevaf a
HLM prior to the conference for some parties...

The delegates has strong positions and "instrugtitmreach consensus and the Cancun Declaractsrused a
a negotiation basis.

Facilitates the process

did not attend but didn't feel that this was theeca

Not on each agenda but better

Bot all parties felt commited to the outcomes @& tigh level segment.

During the discussions of CBD COP, some Partiesated that they were not aware of the outcoméleHLS
and, therefore, they were not in a position to gikierity to those while drafting decisions.

| am not sure this is a proper process for nedgotiafhat is the role of SBSTTA.

The right question should have been: is it preferab have a ministerial presence before the natjotis, in
order to give them a political impetus, or at thmel,ein order to help finalize them? In the particutase of

COP13, the choice by the Mexican Presidency madses@lthough it had the drawback of making the levho

conference extremely long - almost two weeks ahdlf. It might not be the case for future COPs.

At times these outcomes prevented further delimarsiton issues

In general, the reason that ministers have officrabrking for them is for the officials to advideetministers or]
decisions, and then implement those decisionshdfHLS is before COP, the all advice to ministersstrbe
discussed at meetings prior to COP, which makesQfO® less relevant as a negotiating body. It mi
conceivably, mutate into an action-oriented body,di present it is not set up to do so.

But it meant many people left for week two - belgs tjuestion should this meeting run over two weeksis it
time to cut back

ght,

We, however, experienced that the decisions ofHigh-level segment was not fully taken into consadien
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while making COP decisions. Many aspects agre¢dermigh-level declarations were later changethénGOP.

At least they were brought up in negotiations, Wwhi@s not even possible when the HLS was held. later

Although the impact is still limited

No

It provided direction and guidance on the politia@l and what state parties saw us achievable

this also allows for single member parties timéotmus on the conference agendas after the high segenent

Yes | think that it made clear the path for thédeing work, but it also perhaps prevents fromiatives to grow
during the process of the 2 weeks, | will say tasd to tell and was not too involved.

| think if there was a High level segemnt at thgibing and at the end it might make things morecaétble if
this is possible.

The only problem of having the high level segmesfbbe the conference was that in the second weesk afidhe
delegates were gone.

IV. Additional comments on if the overall, the format of the high-level segment was effective in achieving
desired outcomes.

The segment should have scope for presentatioBest 'Practices” for one sector at least.

Could improve if the country representatives toato iaccount the organizations for the taking ofiolees in the
conference.

| found that the format should have been more dyoamthe discussions, not allowing long and boraayntry
statements. there was no time for dialogue.

There was little real discussion or interactiongiighting good examples does not suffice for agsireg difficult
policy issues.

The opportunity that was given to any one williogeixpress oneself in a choosen panel was inderdrimsntal in
achieving the desired outcomes.

The organisational, logistical and diplomatic cotepee of mexican host helped the positive outcohtéL &

From my point of view there was very limited tinar feal dialogues. It was rather a "neutral”" regdifiprepared
statements with very limited open discussion elégmand interaction.

In terms of tangible outcomes, I'd say it was rftaéative. However, the HLS can also produce an aute which
is not measurable, that is to bring biodiversitpservation to the attention of Ministers. This tiregpecially for
the fact that other non-environment Ministers attended the meeting. This was the greatest vdltreediLS.

It is a challenge to achieve dialogue in oundtabld®ositve that the very general statements weatreTdhe High-
levels would have been useful in order to haveaatehlast meeting-night

Although the missing link is parliaments role

Initially the format was supposed to be one thaulencourage more interactive discussions amoachifh
level participants but it was changed to formal stetements which defeated the initial idea of @teractive
dialogue.
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Oui tres efficace avec l'unanimité sur la déclaratie cancun qui a été partagé par tous les nagistr

This mainly useful for political pronouncementscoimmitments.

When altruism and honesty prevail in the humandéiere will be good results

did not attend but didn't feel that this was theeca

This should be a good format and good to have theskdrs come early and give their ideas as thés tleaves
technical and other participants to work with itheas given

| understand not all the Ministers where present.

It was a tradeoff...

| neither agree or disagree.

Delegations couldn't access the room and it waspogsible to hear the discussions !!! (streaming wat
working) big problem !

The roundtables were not real roundtables, sinceiaisters mainly just read out statements, wihielve been
prepared to them prior to the meeting.

The CBD to consider sponsoring two people for thadt developed countries to attend the high-lesginent in
future so that they can share notes and ideas richetheir contributions during the meeting. Thidlvalso
contribute to effective contributions in achievidgsired outcomes

nothing has been agreed on the high level segment.

Not sure since it not possible to attend the Hegrel segment but looks like the format was ok.

To some extent because the framework by the misig@ve guidance to negoiators.

V. Addition comment on if in future meetings of the UN Biodiversity Conference, the high-level segment
should be convened just prior to the official opening of the meeting.

Better after, in order to ratify decisions and ggtnmitments on something more real

The format is workable.

Opinion given as above under no. 7.

It should be convened at least one after the tanneetings or towards the end of the meeting

It gives more guidance of the discussions

presence of high level officials might be requitedieal with unresolved issues towards the entiefiteeting(s)

| did not attend the HLS, but heard comments fraheoparties that it was better for the HLS in liegjinning of
the meeting as it set the tone for the COP.

there are pros and cons

In away the high level segment at the beginningieasthat there was limited disruption of the flofithe rest of]
the meeting
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The nature of negotiations is such technical isswmedirst thrashed out by technocrats and polftjoos prepared
for Ministers to come and make policy decisionsyéifiore the format should revert to technical sesspreceding
the High Level segment

Ministers want to be involved in decissions, ndiyatialogue prior to the COP.

Participar voluntariamente

Having the HLS before the meeting undermines thelevaxerise

A high-level segment at the end allows solvingidifft issues at the appropriate level.

It depends.

It must be convened after the officials.

| nearly answered this question previously, seebarrii. above

There will be always pros and cons of organisingHtlrior but at the end of the COP/MOPs meetings.

after the technical sessions

Should be experimented for at least two COPs beftafnitive decision

| don't think this is a question of the placemehth® HLS; it is rather about how to better integrét in the
overarching discussions of the meeting(s) and thegisions.

Yes as it does not distract delegates and obsefiroensthe actual negotiations.

| would have been better to have the HLS in the @mthat high level participants can help to s@emplicated
negotiations.

And they should be given more resolutions to issaegree on

Needs more time as many countries have differeiniams

Limited participation of Ministers from delilopingountries due to technical Persons/CBD focal paist not
provided financial support to accompany with heigel person/minister.

It is important to have the high level IN de COBt just at the beginning

Would better in the middle or at almost end ofdfffecial meetings.

It would be useful to continue convening the higliel meeting prior to the start of the COP to alffmv small
country delegations to focus on COP substantivéersabnce the Ministers have departed after the.HLS

It should be at the end of the meetings afterhaldeliberations for the outcome to be more enessipg and agt
as a policy document for all the meetings.

It adds resource burden on countries

Pour moi c'est le meilleure moment.

Last days discussions would be helped by minidteresence, which was absent this time. High-leegment]
should be held at the end of the meeting.
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| would rather than the dialogue at the Conferanfm and set the tone for the High Level Meetiragher than

the High Level Meeting pre-empt and limit the calesation of topics at the much more broadly inclesi

Conference

| think it should be useful, except that since this the first time and many people including miykall to attend
other meetings scheduled for the same days.

There are quite some pros and cons. For COP 14vagiior to the opening of the COP might be quiteefand
sufficient As for COP 15 (decision on a post 2@2@&tegy) it might be more considerate to haventir@sters
there for final negotiations (as e.g. in the Clienabntext)...

| feel that the high level segment should be &fierConference so that important decisions careaehed basef

upon the deliberations of the conference: soputing a political seal on the scientific work

| think it should occur later or at the end of (B@P.

After!

Yes, | think is good for all because we lookingusioins

Some times need political guidance on contentissigds at the second week too so ..

Politicians retire before and they no attendancetla¢r meetings where it would be important thatytivould
attend

If the HLS is convened closer to the end of the CDRelps to define political issues that techhidelegates
cannot sometimes agree on.

It will guide the conference and it must be bepi@nned due to certain ministries holds many dife¥eectors.

| prefer the traditional way, in the end of COPcdngse the ministers can solve difficult negotiatpyoblems
which can occur.

Then what is the role of SBSTTA and SBA

There is more statement than dicussion

HLS after the official opening, is better

Depends on what exactly is expected of the Higkllsegment. If ministers are expected to commivhat is
agreed in the COP, then the High-Level segmentldhcome after the COP. If they are expected toteres
guidance for the COP then the High-level segmentilshcome before the COP.

This is a good idea and need to be promoted farduneetings

Please set upt the space for exchanging opiniath¢racing at the high-level segment.

Ministers should be used at the end to resolveanding issues.

| think this is the time to do this to set the t@ in the hopes of positioning some mainstreanopgs in front
of the deliberations.

There will be strong political agenda items in ylears ahead where it very likely will be wise towédhe ministers
to be involved in the last part of the negotitions.

It will make things easy for officials in particula delegation from a country when there is a rieeskek approva
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from the Capital.

this would make it easier for countries with sindiicate to be with their minister and not havevtory about the
conference agenda items

Should depend on the topic of the conference. & a@dequate for 'mainstreaming’, but other topiaghtnneed
ministers to agree and negotiate.

It really depends on whether you want to set a é@nrk from early out; in which case just at theibeg of the
CORP if it is that you are trying to get them to wefficiently; then at the end. However if you g@ng for both
the CBD Secretariat may need to find out how tatigistevent at both ends.

For the reasons mentioned in point 8.

Should be at the end of the meetings

V1. Additional comments on the high-level ministerial segment of the United Nations Biodiversity Conference.

High Level Segment may also focus on Rural DevelpnSector that is heavily dependent on Biodiversit
their livelihood.

| think high level segment shound follow the Coll &oP MoP meeting so that the political will candamerated
for the deliberations and outcomes

It has imense costs and does nor significantlyrdmurte to the next rounds of discussion or to thelfdecisions

Definitively agree that it was convenient to haveiior to the oficial start of the UN Biodiverisgonference,
Delegates were not tired and dialogue was greanhgregerybody. | do think the outcomes impacted sofrtbe
Conference's outocomes as well.

It's the first time of COP to CBD that the miniséérsegment was organized in the beginning. | finid very
interssent. It give to particpant to COP and MOPRPQfe possibility to participate without pressure.

| diddn't attend the high-level segment beacuasgpbected it would ahave limited effect. | useavtwk for the
government of my country, and my experience withdifferent ministers is that they are reluctanpésticipate in
these kind of high-level events outside politicagatiations. They are politicians, and therefoeytivant to break
political deals in the end of negotiations andgige speaches to each other before negotiatiors éxen started,

Countries that are able to participate in the owiitems for the HLS should be allowed to do sberaconfining
them to participate in only 1 or two of the items

The High level segment is very important as it jies guidance on the decisions to be taken duhiegrteeting,
In my view the HLS to be held immediately be themipg of the meeting will be effective

Should be during main part of conference.

| did not attend the high-level segment, so | haweiew on it.

It is important to see for the CBD agenda and thtesof play of the negotiations. Some times, &ken Nagoya
the high level in the end of the Conference wasiattor adoption of the Nagoya Protocol, but foistConference
in Mexico the high level in the beggining was gdodgive some indications for the next steps duthmyCOP.

My suggestion for the future: 1) to prepare theftdoh HL declaration according to the former wakieh 2)
discussion of the mentioned declaration by thegigiens ( parties and observers), 3) matching betvtlee results
of the COP and the former draft, 4) the adoptionhef declaration by the HL delegations at the efnthe COP.
Logic says that the high-level declaration showdddsued after experts discussions and dialogubefote that.
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In some cases, there was a feeling that the diecisswsere curtailed by the oft announcement théécsion had
already been made by the HLS.

In addition to meet the participants at the UN eoefces there is a need also to be sharing anchgnatthe
country level, where possible prior the meetingfber.

Having the high-level segment before the officiglgatiations begins gives Ministers less of a raeplay.
Ministerial participation at the end of the meetgan also be very useful in helping to progresfadit issues, and
can give Ministers a greater role in the decisiakimg process.

You have all the experts, and all the governmerdsting in parallel-very ineffective Also too mutiime wasted
in countries stating that "they exist", we needthap way for countries to feel included rather thaking up
plenary time to make points with little content

Need more implication with more public sectors aedd more collaboration

It was well planned

was well coordinated and provide fr exchange ofasdevhich sharing experiences on various aspect
biodiversity

There was much expectation from both governmentesgmtatives and indigenous peoples. It was aespfc

establishment to make listen the voice of the iedaus peoples.

should be convened at the end of the UN biodivecsinference

I am concerned about the high influence of thegtévinterests of the industrial and financial sextguiding
biodiversity policies.

| think it was okay, the coordination of the megtimas very diplomatic

Propiciar mayor dialogo entre las partes y corstxgores que participan.

Support existing arrangements.

It went well and the interactions of the Ministdrem other sectors was good, just the sequencin thie
technical Session is my major concern

Justo que al asistir como observador no se cuentalacceso ni informacién de dichas reuniones.

Next time, host country should again try to inviteblve relevant ministers from other sectors ia HiLS. this is
good basis for mainstreaming and interesting d&ouns.

s of

Proyecto SAAPAP ENTSA

It seems that all the actions of the H-L segmekeriabefore the meeting have been positive, butriany
attending the conference, sommunication was defecti

Although it big efforts were made to make the Hlfferactive, there were still too many ministersdieg
statements that did not refer to what others haic s

Please have it during final days better

The format was a good idea but it did not allow dogagement of Ministers - too many talks anddistg. Not
sure how to improve this but allowing for more pangith each Minister engaged in at least one paweild help,
| think.
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| was not there and am not sure it had a strorgeipffect.

When held towards the end of the meeting the Hltbreally help to develop political consensus andmitment

| see practical benefits to small delegations whedhto staff their ministers so that the ministeage departed
prior to the start of the negotiations and do aseetthem away from the negotiations; however pathe result
was that it was disconnected enough that it miglvetoccurred at some completely other time andeffiaxn the
COP. The use of separate dates from the COPtfiat.the dates of the ministerial (2-3 Dec) westincluded in
the dates referenced for the COP (4-17 Dec)) atwéuk feeling that it was some separate unrelateeting that
happened to be in the same city, much like thenegsi or youth forums. In other such instancesnitdecall
seeing the dates as being outside those of the-@Vén if they start before the COP proper thedate bundled
together, signalling this is one meeting.

Very well organized, our minister was very satidfi@ust maybe too many speakers in the panel,ahelipts had
to wait quite a long time while they were able peak.

At the Cancun meeting...official meeting was hedfolbe and after the high-level segment.

It is actually advisable to always organize a Higlel segment during these sessions. This faabtahe
implementation of the decisions, at least in caastwhere decision makers are able to take pdhieise meetings.
The timing of the organization of the high-levelgsent must, however, vary according to the stakethe®
negotiations.

Perhaps the structure of the high level segmenbeamproved from just speeches to more interactisbogues.

strongly approve of the High Level Segment

in this highly level should participate from alketisectors relevant to the biodiversity and it isjost the ministry
of Environment only and should be from the MinistfyFisheries and Forestry too.

would be really useful to have the High level seghat the end of the meeting

The key points should be serialized and a sesswntdd for sharing within the first two days of tinain COP to
guide delegates who might not have had a chanaview the declarations prior to negotiations du#rhing

RAS

It should be better profiled, allow for participati of delegates as observers.

From my point of view there was very limited tinag feal dialogues. It was rather a "neutral" regdifiprepared
statements with very limited open discussion elédmand interaction.

| don't believe the text of the high level segmeitit make any real impact in the world, but | ddibee it was bes
to organise it in this way and not at the end.

Should be at the end.

It provided more understanding to the Ministersudtibe CBD objectives.

The joint high level ministerial segment is verywssful and the CBD should take advantage of thieneh
ministers could resolve issues or make statemefdsed to or bring their countries faster towatus dchievement
of the Aichi Targets and related SDGs

The establishment of the high-level segment pigothe COP, allowed to establish the political glids to be
followed during the COP.
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no more comments since | didn't attend the higlellsegment

| was not involved with the high-level ministersdgment so | can't give proper comments.

Open discussons

Angage parliaments to be part of delegations ahijie level segment so that the resolutions areedticated

It would be good to know how the HLS declaratiofi & followed through with concrete actions ansiongrces ta
achieve priorities identified and endorsed by the&H

| don’t think in practical terms the high-level sggnt gave many results to be implemented in thé years. Even
the Cancun Declaration was not correctly refledtettie Mainstreaming Decision

HLS should happen at a time when political suppart be used to unlock difficult discussions.

| feel that the HLS should try to have more papiition - in Cancun, the participation was limitedlavery few
people from Business Sector and NGOs had the apmtytto follow the meeting. Basically, only govemnent
officials and a few lucky other participants coyddn the meeting which made it difficult to engadiferent
audiences.

Perhaps the high-level segment could be convenedgdine course of the meetings.

Il faut que les point focaux des parties a la CReist prisent en charge pour servir de conseilieps ministres
qui ne sont pas des techniciens en matiere.

It was great opportunity for me to interact witlywitaries on CBD.

It made the schedule VERY long for people who haveover the full time of the conference.

The objective of high level segment should focugpolicy and may be political commitments. How ieds into
the main conference may be questionable.

There is a need to promote awareness and commioni¢ettween sectoral ministries and the rural seotorder
to inform on the latest advances made at the majwironmental sustainability summit for each seclar this
end, mixed public-private activities can be an @ffe@ means. This would reduce, for example, atveffects on
unsustainable agricultural practices; This woukb alarify current concepts such as "ecotourisior,example,
among peasants, etc. However the debate has ioheand relevant overall, to consider the documerdgshave
read

| sincerely did not notice any difference betweenihg the high-level segment at the beginning erehd. i am
told that some delegates are distracted from tiodgrin negotiations by the arrival of ministergmhthe HLS is a
the end of the meeting.

It is needed to increase the attendance of highl leypresentatives of all the sectors.

Having the Ministerial Declaration agreed in adwahelped in achieving consensus on a several nuaflagendal
ftems.

Was very orderly and with a lot of dialogue, howewe must really talk so much and do more, withigies more
focused on education and improving human conditguth as medicines, poverty, conservation, etanfaibthis,
however, the agreements are short on climate chandethe vulnerability of ecosystems and livingnigsi
including humans. Really local communities from ithperspectives are doing more than what politisjg
economists and social do. The point is to see tthgesas a whole and prioritize secondary scenes iimtegral
way, where the dialogue is more practical.

AN
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It was a dead talk. No interaction between minsster

Mainstreaming biodiversity into other sectors waswecial message from the HLS in Cancun.

Ministers are much more engaged in the COP if ttegymake the ‘final deals' at the end. E.g. on éuidgvould
have been great to have Ministers around on theltasof the COP.

It was well managed and it should be replicatedrapee time and lets hope Egypt can try that

| think the composition of the group having consgion and sustainable use sectors was really irtivevand
positive.

According to my experience (4 COPs since 2010)epdr involvement of Universities and Research é€erih
preparation of the segment shoul be recommendedsts, beyond the important role of IPBES

| have provided my observation above, since | ditl take part in the high-level segment, | cannanemnt
further.

Parties, must be allowed to bring the relevant Benris for an enriched discussion

| think is very important earing all opinion of teectors and all defense the world biodiversity

Recent Mexico cop model be continued for few morend and then evaluated !

Es de suma importancia lo que se planteléonferencia De Las Naciones Unidas De Biodidzrdi

HLS should help to unlock difficult decisions andatl with more controversial matters that requirditipel
decisions

The Mexican delegation arrived very poorly pregkin mainstreaming instruments of planning.

IT GAVE THE MUCH NEEDED POLITICAL SUPPORT

| strongly support the idea that other sectors khintegrate biodiversity concerns in their pol&ieA dialog
between environment ministers and their colleagasgonsible for production sectors is certainlypadjidea. But
we should remain realistic. Participation of miaistof other sectors was weak and not represeatainisters
should also be able to take part in negotiatiohshé High-Level part takes place earlier they animave an
impact on the negotiations. Therefore we shouldrreto the traditional formula with a ministerigdgmnent on
Wednesday and thursday of the second week, bgrattea dialog on mainstreaming during this period.

Drop it.

It is much more helpful if the high-level segmentat the end of the conference as it allows mirssie intervene
in sensitive political negotiation issues towartus ¢nd of the COP.

There is more statement than discussion

the meeting should held at the end of cop

| suggest a good orientation to Ministers to beedon the first day, as many of them come with atemistatment
to read, without true intervention on the main ésu

During COP13, the High-Level Segment was too rustretifor countries who were unable to bring mimgsfeom
other sectors, it was just a partial experienceenEgountries that could participate in full weret atlowed to
participate when the number of roundtables a cgurgn participate was limited to only 2. For thetniéme, the
number of activities could be decreased.
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Outcomes of the high-level segment demonstratedrgovent commitments on issues of biodiversity

High Level Segment may also focus on Rural Develeminsector that heavily dependent on Biodiversitytheir
livelihood.

Ordinary people like us should be informed betfehis high level segment deliberations and outceme

Provide more seats for Indigenous participants

| did have the oportunity to attend the HLS, howdueelieve that it was useful to have it before tipening of the
COP

it has not been helpful, but an scenario to shay Hre there but not to settle position and mowedad.

However its desirable that this event to be helthatend od the discussion, or at least in a dhradsy to final
discusions of decisions.

Recommend for High-level segment organizers to kempfirmed participants to the main UNBC meeting
technical staff for easy follow ups on behalf o Minister beside the NFPs.

The number of allowed observers fro IPLC's showddinitreased to a substantial number to allow féectfe
participation

Should have more openness to this meetings to lhetter results

It si important to have more divulgation of Higlvée segment outcomes

Perhaps it Needs to have much more Disseminatidrirsolvement of the media

it is unclear whether high level segment represmetm and CBD/COP delegates from the same courddy
coordinated their messages/strategies. There wais @ discrepancy between the outcome of the Haglel
segment and the discussions during CBD/COP

| liked the fact that some NGOs like those repréagrnyouth were able to present at the ministesegement |
think this should continue.

If it is held at the end, it also helps to wrapayerything that is presented during the conferehtl@nk it works
both ways.

If the High Level Segment is at the end of the eomfice people are distracted and are only pampéhiig
ministers instead of working in the meetings. Ttise it was perfect - Ministers gone, with a wetkepared
declaration - and the conference went pretty snipoth

The Chosen Format made it difficult for Ministeosgarticipate constructively because there washhaodm for
active participation. The feddback from my Ministesis not very positive.

The Ministers suould be involved in the final negtibns, and not just serve as "decoration”.

It was very interesting and there were many comieittsto achieved

Having the high-level ministerial segment during thtter part of the COP enabled the ministerstép & and
contribute to solving difficult negotiation questm This puts press on the delegations to resalestopns before
the ministers arrive. This was sorely missed at GQP

Follow-up to the Ministers' agreements is needezttordance to the Aichi targets monitoring

1y

or

h
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Although having the high-level ministerial segmemior to the opening of the meeting, it must beuess that
ministries also have specific activities and distuss at least throughout the first week of thef€amnce.

VII. Addition comments on if convening the meetings of the Convention on Biological Diversity, the Cartagena
Protocol and the Nagoya Protocol concurrently was effective in terms of improving the efficiency of
the processes.

did not attend all of these . But potentially usefu

There is need to cut bureaucratic hurdles furtfiére agenda was chosen well.

only one sponsored delegate can not tackle athttee meetings concurrently

The plenary session was onerous due to the factitbge were too many issues to discuss.

To much to do for the small delegations

It was complicated to some extent, but it indeedihmmted the exchange of views and information otgates
following different COP MOPs, and the COP and pliypa better collaboration among htem and coheremce
the outcomes.

To a certain degree it helped, but at some pomgéxample on resource mobilization, the Working @réor COP
resource mobilization had to wait for the Nagoyatétol RM to be finalized before it can deliberate other
issues that include Nagoya Protocol

A very good idea to have "integrate" protocol anBDCproceedings. It gave a much needed attentiothed
protocols (especially to Cartagena Protocol whaehHdng has suffered from lack attention.

Since both Cartagena and Nagoya Protocols arenge®BD and are part of the overall process of injprg the
international framework, it was effective to hotektn concurrently.

it was confusing and difficult to follow

it was not good fever for the term of traditionabkvledge and indigenous peoples

Contact groups were many and most were taking @adlee same time. This affected participation eledates
and especially delegations that had few delegaibs. Secretariat only sponsored one person for linee
meetings. Furthermore contact group meetings aiseheld at the same time with working group nmegti The
workload for some of the working groups were heathan the other and this affected progress of detiop of
the agenda items

The process was efficient, to some extent asditndit allow for full participation of the limitedetegates from
developing countries in the negotiation in the ¢hmeeetings

The president have the control and was order, imeyesting.

While it was useful to have similar discussionsaorently, it divided delegate's time between 3dsp

It was very confusing to follow the right agendeanits in the right working group.

National specialists are different for each instemin their permanence for other negotiations géaepaces of
time that make participation inefficient due to thasts of permanence in another country. Also,tdufe stay of
only one week, the negotiations are not effectiverélation to the national position. The opiniorfstlaose
countries that do not have a budget for longersstagmpared to developed countries that have thessaty
resources are not collected
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Some Parties have participants who participate aulavlike to participate in more than one Protoddiey are
therefore challenged when the meetings run conatlyre

The process was not very effective insofar asutsed some confusion. It is good to do it at theestime but its
would be better if one session is programmed imtbening and the other in the evening.

Some delegates were confused regarding the mettatigwas in session. Too few delegates from deudop
country Parties were funded by the secretariabt@icthe meetings of these three legally bindirsrirments.

It is very difficult for small delegations to belakto follow the issues across the Working Growgrg] contact
groups with the concurrent meetings.

it was very difficult to follow the meetings in tlsame time

It does not work for parties with small delegationsot enough members to participate in concuisessions

No pude distinguir cual era una y cual era otra.

Yes, except that to much time for all meetingspliaces so expensive make difficult to small coastiio have
presence with the adequate delegations all the time

question not clear - what is the efficiency refdrte? However, for small delegation, the high numbg
concurrent contact groups, esp. in week 2, waderigihg.

It was efficient but it resulted in not enough tifioe some important CBD agenda items and not enading for
contact groups at CBD

It was my first COP but in principle | think it ity does improve the efficiency, though maybe dolythose
countries able to send sufficiently large delegatio

But not providing financial support for the partiation of developing country experts from each loé |t
instruments severely impacts the quality of thecontes, and will most likely severely undermine kbeel of
commitment to national implementation

It was difficult to cover all the topics if you hawa small delegation

agenda items in the first days were mostly of CBI &P, although CP was suposed to be discussedthBut
points were discussed depending on the lenghtiyeoflebate in other points, i.e. if a PC point waseduled in the
morning and two in the afternoon session, only jpoiat was actually treated in the afternoon. ana gon't know
whenever it'll be treated.

It was very helpful in a sense that we could realg the mainstreaming in practice and we couldkspe other
colleagues, e.g. from Nagoya or Cartagena. SOmetitme not possible if the meetings are sepaien it was
difficult for organization (Plenary, working groupsiixed topics), we were able to better see thieslinetween
these agendas.

convening the meeting concurrently might be effegthowever because of representation issues, HHegCtive
participation is limiting since there are only fe@fithem following three meetings that is happeranghe same
time

Obviously, because the convention and its protoeuts interlinked, the later deriving from the pm@s.
Futhermore, it helps reinforcing collaboration aedrdination between diferent national focal paints

Wasted time attending Working Group sessions netvaat to the Cartagena Protocol and waiting foevant
meetings to take place.

Concurrent meetings create an opportunity for ardind others to link agenda items between theection and
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the two protocols, causing parallel blockages sndHferent processes. At times, it can be questiomhether it is
reasonable to allow for such blocking linkage bemvéhe convention and its protocols, bearing indrhmat the
agenda items in question may have little in common.

it is important to dwell on demonstration of thepilementation of BSAPs

(1%

although some representatives from one Conventimh cther may coincide, it was very complex to ratt
different discussions

Although switching between COP and MOPs was sonestioonfusing for participants

Yes but it may have meant that by only discussiragketed text that other important issues wereghan the
time they needed during the COP.

It would have been better to dedicate whole sessiorone protocol. Now people in my delegationsdedeto be
stand-by to be able to come in in the right momiot. so efficient.

for some aspects yes

This model is work well only for countries who able to mobilize more resources to support moregégés tg
participate in concurrency meetings only. Thereforeally limit participation from LDC and SIC.

Small delegations from developing countries founHaird to keep up with all the meetings and thadssn all
three eevnts

Even though more than two delegates are requirattéad to all meetings.

Quite difficult for Parties with small delegationee-person delegation (e.g. Pacific Island Cousitrie

Too much time

No, the process didn’t go as it used to be, andighees were asymetrically started and discussadndn
proiblems with synchronicities of several delegasiand observers.

this depend on the representation from countriek feving these meetings at the same time accotdimgy
observation was not good or ideal situation foridsin countries. This can be effective if thereniréased suppo
in terms of finances for more representations

—

Not sure about the efficiency as much as the détegeavas really tired to participate in a meetiog tivo weeks.

Hard for smaller countries to service all of theetiregs together. Expectation for a large delegatio

There was confusing about the sequence of agendareth Changes to the order of the agenda werdyppor
communicated. It was difficult for delegates ta@éntly plan their time.

As delegations have limited resources this meaaitalien larger delegations found themselves stingtp cover
relevant issues when the timing conflicted. It dtsmslated to a serious and expensive time comenitiior those
who had specific interests but had to try and ca¥ethe entire meeting.

Although at times it could be confusing, | belieag people become familiar with the system it mafast work
better.

Oui il ya une amélioration entre les points focauke aux échanges.

Separating meetings is better for delegates topakiein all sessions

It has to be integrated, just as it emerged.
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Cross cutting issues well addressed during theapjen

What does efficiency mean in this context? | féelt tactually people were distracted from the CamagProtoco
process because it was in parallel. it must beemdty difficult for delegations with small numbessd it is
advantageous to states with large delegationsttgnk it makes the process less fair. | think éherere some ver
disturbing outcomes such as the loss of the Ad Haxhnical Expert Group (AHTEG) on Risk Assessment
Risk Management and the stalling of the Guidan¢a# worked on for the past 8 years. New guidariteonly

be available in 4 years if at all. This is a veadlbutcome and may have resulted directly fronrtin@ing of the
protocols in parallel with the business of the Gartion.

Sometimes it was difficult to followup the const@hianging schedules. And sometimes the specialystngeded
in different places.

Was strategic to measure how much progress hasnheé® and how much progress has to be made

even though it made it pretty difficult for smatuntries

Most of the developing countries including Malavd dot have enough delegates to be able to negatiall the
meetings which was a disadvantage on our part.

It resulted to be a good experience which alsoesetw shorten the total length of the CoP and MpPRsne week.

It is cost effective but at the same time very lemaging for small delegations. However this tinlesaem to have
been well planned than before

It may have been advantageous to the organisecevaring a lot of ground in a short time; .But itoped
strenuous to delegates that needed to attendftretif treaties agendas at the same time, as soemissues 0
interest for one delegate could be convened coaethyr including contact groups, making follow upissues &
great challenge

it may be efficient for the process but for smatlefegations it must be a problem to get involvedi issues tha
are of interest.

t

From the perspective of IPLCs and the limited vtdmy funding for participation there were too fé
representatives to follow both streams simultanigoeffectively.

PW

There are parties not having enough resourcesn(fiabor technical) to keep the entire team for @ls. Even
was effective in terms of having a better ideatwmn dutcomes of the 3 Protocols and its relationship hard to
follow all negociations in parallel and participateall friends of the chair groups

Agree to an extent, however there was insuffictene to deliberate some agenda items, and pressurake a
rushed decision.

It made it hard for Parties with small delegatibmdully participate. However, as a result it gicbvide a mean
by which regions worked together to attain resthigg were mutually beneficial.

It’s only efficient for big delegations and not fivil society that has limited resources.

Having three meetings at the same time poses dliifés in coordination and huge workload for thaigbersons
of Working Groups. On the other hand, having thegetings at the same time, is more effective féegigions
and their experts. They can have professional sugpmm each other while attending to these mestiagthe
same time.

But density of meetings is a challenge. May be awalld structure the program, certain days for @er
instruments?

ta
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They should actually be one meeting.

For Namibia, it allowed interactions and consuttatbetween representatives strengthening our borishs.

question d'améliorer la répartition des matiéregemard des groupes de travail , introduire cetteddure ay
niveau des réunions interssessionnelle pour megrparticipants au parfum de cette procédure

It was my first participation, so | don’t a any qmemison. But for me, it seemed like a lot of wodk bnly two
weeks and thus the need for many people from eaafitiy to follow all the topics.

We were not able to follow all the contact grougts, because we had only 3 delegates

Too many meetings were happening at the same timhe@s the focal point for all three, | personallgsanot able
to follow them as effectively as | wished. | wasded to choose among all the important meetings.

There was too much items to cover in one sessishadhtimes rushed through to catch up with time

We were very interested on the Nagoya Protocol imgehowever we were unable to stay in Cancunl|doger
time, due to the high expenses involved. All thimkof meeting should be more austere.

undecided on this issue. It may be efficient bigtel that it dilutes the COP of the CBD to tackie tnain issues of
the CBD

Too many things about everything. It tends to scdttoughts.

Important agendas for both protocols were all miypdtherefore | had difficulty in keeping up withe specific
agendas that | was interested in. | heard soméefparticipants also experienced such difficulty, Bthink
holding meeetins of the protocols concurrentlyasvery convenient for participants.

The dialogue among the convention and the protdkgdévotal but the topics are too divergent. Tallgeintegrate
the processes, a more overarching meeting dure@@P seems necessary.

It was smoothly proceeding like previous conference

It was also challenging because part of what wasddd during the Cartegena negotiations strondglcedd the
CBD decisions.

Maybe do the Protocols concurrently prior to theRCOr run them as truly parallel meetings rathantbonstantly
gaveling one in and the other out.

At the international level as well as at the doicekvel, having the 3 meetings jointly contributex better
coherence and integration of the issues

This allowed more efficiency in terms of delegai@itendance and cross-over.

Too long . | think one week is more efficient irst®and time.

Acording to my understand, the concurrency favouheddiscusions related with the Convention andcaéfd the
quality of presentations in the two Protocol. See number the Decisiones taken on the Conventidrtla two
Protocols.

From a strict process efficiency point of view,réfgcant progress could be made.

Parties with only one representative cannot gatraido each meeting so it puts them at a disadganta

Properly read, the Cartagena Protocol deals onth #ie possible negative impact on biodiversitynir¢he
transboundry movement of LMOs. Putting the Coneentvith the Protocol has the effect of 'missioeep’,
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whereby participants try to expand the scope ofttatocol with new issues (e.g., bans on genenggigsearch).

The meeting was chaotic, and ine had to juggle éetwworking group 1 and 2; issues of syntheticogiyp|
invasive species are closely related to biosatagy were discussed in different working groups and couldnt]
deligently follow the issue as desired

Going back and forth between the 3 instrumentshimm Agenda lead to reopening the discussions on some
Documents (CRPs) several times. Waiting for degisaken in one instrument (CBD) in order to be dbléake
decisions in others is inefficient.

The particular dynamics and nature of issues thatacross the Convention and its Protocols (iynthetic
biology, digital genetic sequence, etc). had toshbjected to least common denominator in ordernsue
consistency and achieving efficiency of the proesss

It stretched the delgates of developing countidesthin. | know the effects it had on SIDs withhretCaribbear
which had small delegetions some even having aonéypersons not to mention other regions. The ahhaatages
this had was it forced some countries to reachi@tite NGOs' delegate from their own countriesetp lsupport
them but even then NGO delegates were also stittittie. Being from a SIDs country who was absordai
culturally diverse NGO delegation spanning Caribhelaatin America, Asia, Europe, Canada, Africa, tBo
America | was lucky enough to be apart of a larglegation and even we were stretched especialliyngdnad to
help some of the countries who asked us to coventevand other meetings for them. However the pwhss that
becuase some parties tried to drag out the prawgetlie concurrent sessions help just a bit to e

cC 5

Horrible mess. Difficult for countries to followhat was going on.

It was effective in principle and in the outcomewéver there is room for improving the practicab@nrisation.
Especially my Nagoya Protocol colleagues complaiokdbng "waiting times" because the actual agenofas
working groups often were not clear until the lastment.

The time was too short to talk about the convensiod 2 protocols.

VIII.  Additional comments on if convening the meetings of the Convention on Biological Diversity, the
Cartagena Protocol and the Nagoya Protocol concurrently was effective in terms of costsincurred
and the level of participation by my delegation.

The crux of the meeting is to deliberate and diseusich is not possible for single sponsored déega

We were 50 people (PRRI and other parties) anddooape with the large mass of activities.

Since it is very difficult and costly to organisech big international meetings, it was effectivehimd them
concurrently

The Secretariat only sponsored one delegate, thgtBthe minimum of three - one for CBD, one foio&afety
Protocol and the other for the Nagoya Protocol @5AAgainst this background it is not possible ssess the
level of cost effectiveness

Tthe number of the delegates from thhe developmgities was not enouhg to enable to participaitg in all
meetings' discussion

Participants only responsable for 1 of the 3 Megtihad long periods waitning in the Working grougr 2 for the
agenda items. For those people it would have baae oost effective to have all agenda items in only week.

The costs for the stay of two weeks are very higke into consideration that there are long timesian-
participation when they negotiated subjects thatnat of their responsibility

Cutting down on costs should not be balanced vighi¢vel of participation, especially given theiation cited in
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No. 13 above.

As a result of the meeting spread over two wediescbsts were de facto higher; | don't believe hawéhat it is
possible to have lower costs and ensuring effigiemxzl coherence of the processes

This is true in terms of decision-making since sgmeints overlap and require to be examined asdmee time,
But in terms of participation it was a tough bloar some countries to the extent that these delsega not|
supported by the convention secretariat.

As focal point to ABS | aimed to participate in tN® working group as observer, however it was irtgodrfor me
to participate in the CBD WG and hence did not jbi@ NP WG one

| am agree in terms of costs but not on terms efdrticipate of my delagation because we arenaoty persons

But not so much for some delegation that have ony participant

Additional costs incurred for Cartagena delegatiemeeded to be at meeting for longer than in poswears.

Although this helped in terms of a better use eftdchnical support for the diplomatic delegatiohgight be a
burden for 3rd world delegations, if they have ttersd two weeks or more.

not only participation, but preparation of the nieg$ and national coordination was more efficient.

In this case it is no applicable, since it wasltioal delegation

as people are specialized it does not matter tazhminen they travel

Small delegation

It should have but actually there was no differeincerms of budget implications

It meant that Nagoya and Cartagena experts haid ttaraugh the whole meeting - which was good fgmeggies
but not good for costs for each delegation

not part of a delegation...

My delegation was lucky enough to have adequattcjgtion, but many other developing countries evaot.
Concurrent meetings without adequate fiancial supjpons the UNBDC into an exclusive club-like esise for
the privileged few.

We have historically had a distinct team for CP andoverlapping one for the CBD and NP, and thothgie
were cross-cutting issues we still effectively tdistinct teams within the delegation so it didealty make a
difference for us.

This first time, we attended only to the first wekwe missed all the relevant discussions. if weld attend to
the second week we'd have missed the beginninige afebate.

Not sure as for example Nagoya and Cartagena goksawouldn’t need so many days and be there wéh
weeks, but the programme was set in a way thatlisonot know when is discussed what, so you alvwegsto be
ready. If the meetings are separate, it did notinede that long.

D

Yes, in terms of level of participation. | am howewloubtful in terms of cost effectiveness. It hastead
increased the expenses of some state partiesutiaged the participation of their delagations, whimhthe way, is
a sovereign decision and therefore normal.

Separate experts are needed for the Protocolshen@dnvention; the Cartagena Protocol participaats had to
attend a two-week instead of a one-week meeting.

e
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small delegetions are forced to choose. Not alvedfysient on level of participation

It did not help for parties with smaller delegasarr who could not sponsor more than one delegate

Most of my delegation colleagues followed the CGdtters and not the MOPs.

Developing countries that had a few number of delegwere disadvantaged when it came to paraiel@es

two weeks for a conference is too long for addaiatelegates and other experts

Yes but not all of the side events that we plantoedttend materialized. some people came for paaticsets of]
side events

Cost effective yes, but participation no.

Attending a meeting for two weeks and in an expensioliday resort like Cancun put an enormous rstcai
participants.

Two weeks = more expenses

No, key official delegates and observers had probla finding funding resources and time avail&pili

the country was unable to send a representativa teecause of budget constraints. but if the mestiag
separated i dont think this will be a problem.

Smaller countries with small delegations find iffidult to attend the meetings concurrently so theel of
participation is low

The cost of a two week plus high level segmenesource intensive from both monetary and humanuresg
perspective. the level of participation sufferestduse of the need to save money and the diffi¢nltyaving
personnel away from core function (at the offiaa)dver two weeks.

| expect the costs to have been the same.

le point focal de Nagoya na pu assisté a la COPapde de financement.

for the interest of not sufficient representatix@ni each country to participate, it is deficient

Mais il ne faut pas que l'aspect financier primelawualité de la participation aux différentesaentres.

The to obtain a visa was very difficult. | wouldggest that online visa aquisition be made availabkibsequen
conferences

May be but still on a limited accounts since a bigdelegation had to be sent to carter for allntetings. Thig
means Parties may have not saved much money codngeifehe three meetings were held differently.

As a small delegation we actually missed a lotheflhusiness. it is true we may have saved a fithaey, but we
would far rather have a full three week procesdeadiberation. The COP after all only takes placerg¥wo years
| therefore feel that the CBD has been serioustyinished by convening these meetings concurreittly. quite
shocking that a process of such importance shaikhbeezed in this manner.

As a small delegation it was impossible to giveuin all of the negotiations

Even though the statement is true with regard®$b cutting effectiveness, it affected the outcowfethe meeting
as there wasnt effective participation of develgmpuntries.
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the costs of the meeting are high and having taéieks of attendance cannot be presented asffasént

| think would can better heir participations busearses dont enought

Two weeks meeting at my government' expense ifrtaoh. It will not be a problem for those whose iggration
is funded by the CBD. Based on our experience, ixp@re unable to stay and attend all the adaiwitiithin the

two weks' period because they can only spare 5 daythe most and had to do back to attend to their

responsibilities at home, those in the academaeratice government.

Yes, in the sense that Micronesia worked with ofhaeific islands and collectively we agreed on éssprior to
arriving at the COP. Different islands coveredetiént issues for each other. In the long run, axed because
all happened at the same time.

Compared to the reduced support to civil socidtig measure is not enough to ensure a balancddipation.

| hope yes. Recent notes publicated in newspapelisthat the COP13 used the total presupuest of
environmental mexican ministery for 2017...that nahbe possible, it is not sustainable.

As a one person delegation, it prevented any [gation in the protocols meetings

While it may have been cost effective from the dfint of organizing the Conference and integratsince only
one participant per country eligible for fundingsyarovided with funding to attend from a participatstandpoint
it is a nightmare for countries which are unablesend large enough delegations to cover adequatk
appropriately all meetings, working groups, etd participate in side events.

ya

Having these meetings at the same time don't saveush money, but it can increase synergies andooemacts
between experts of delegations.

See above. When more people have to come to théngdrmcause many topics are in parallel, | amsue,
whether this is more cost effective.

Convening the meetings concurrently means that }¥agmd Cartagena delegates have to stay for thie én
weeks. If these two meetings were held back to kaekstay could be shortened and costs couldsaisa

in our case, it was effective, but for others may n

It was not. We had to beg certain donors to givediing for our participants as the convention onigded one
participant. If the concurrent meetings happerhanfuture with only one funded participant, it wgleatly reduce
the effectiveness of the meeting. Cost reducticoukshnot be the priority of CBD, instead effectidelivery
should be.Of course, the cost must have reduced WB® funded just one participant for a 2 week gebrif the
CBD had not funded any participant, the cost wddde reduced even further, but half of the coustpi@bably
would not have been able to participate in the COP.

my delegation was able to follow issues of the C&al its Protocols at one meeting thus didn't migsifathe
meeting were to take place in different conferencems. In terms of cost time was saved and numbe
conference rooms limited for the meeting

My delegation probably would not have attended a@thgr than CBD COP otherwise.

Since delegates in charge of each protocol arerdifit, it didn't make any difference.

The free shuttle bus service is amazing.

Depends on what the alternative is, precisely.

Absolutely!
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My delegation was only interested in the CBD segsien

two weeks makes it too expensive

The financial scheme did not allow the attendaniceooresponding experts to diferent instrumentscadse of]
Cuba, we are party of the three documents, so w& stay in every discussion regarding each docuntersgt
probably in a near future Cuba would be party ofdea-Kuala Lumpur document, so how can we atterfdun
meetings with only one person supported by Secdattar

It was effective but this only applies for 1 deléga to deal with these. Would appreciate consititnaif it
possible to support participation of 1 delegation éach in particular from SIDS since 1 delegatian't attend
both parallel sessions at one time. But with resghis is subject to the available budget to suppbe
participation of delegations that needs financigdmort. Acknowledge the constant support of gafion from
SIDS and others. Many thanks.

This required participants to be many to enabl&idigion in the different meetings.

Two weeks is way too long for any legitimate jobdiog adult to attend a conference. It is alsosrot see
delegates staying for two weeks in a $420 per dapidal beach resort while claiming to represestititerests of
the poor and downtrodden. All of the 'work’ asstbivent should have been completed in a matterfefivalays.
The rest of the time seems to have been used éis pelations 'theater'.

One delegate was sponsered per Party and it weditbaenegotiations and full participants from tleveloping
countries

Pay in hoteles and food less expensive will beebet

That seems obvious, but the Secretariat needsotadgr concrete figures on how much was actuallyedavom
the concurrent holding of these processes.

It took it back in terms of the energy we had teréxrying to get around so by the middle of theosw week |
had to providing psycosocial support to members whee exhausted and getting a bit snappy towarieni. It
took a big toll on me personally after the COPlitas i was one of my delegation's lead Coordirgator

Horrible mess. Difficult for countries to followhat was going on.

Some countries cannot afford to have a numerowgdgbn, so it is difficult to cover all the impant meetings.

It was enormpusly stressful when | often neededgketin Three places at the same time. Days werelgagyand |
was fortunate when | was able to get 6 hours sleemight.

We were able to attend whole periods because thfem@nce period was not long.

IX. Additional comments on if convening the meetings of the Convention on Biological Diversity, the
Cartagena Protocol and the Nagoya Protocol concurrently increased integration among the
Convention and its Protocols.

It has the potential theoretically, to what extdis would have been realized i would not know.

Sine only one delegate was sponsored, this meaasNational Focal Points were missing and there
coordination and integration among the focal pothteng the meetings was not realized. HowevePfanties that
had all the three focal points in the meeting,¢hgas improvement in integration compared to tlewipus COPs

Yes because it allows for joint issues to be neged together

ore



Page 39
Draft

Partly yes, partly no.

The topics covered in the protocols are specifid simould not be part of the Convention negotiatidtste that
the Cartagena Protocol has its own strategic pldelieve that the negotiations of each instrumshrduld be
delimited to be efficient and effective. The resulif both protocols are part of the Convention peg. For
example, the synthetic biology had to be negotiatdtie Cartagena Protocol since it is the placeretexperts in
the subject are found.

There should be integrartion, but from some segimgaf groups and themes during the meeting, natiggn was
not evident, and different agendas are driving daam

some topics, e.g. synbio and DSI, gained dynamitiervthey were addressed in COP and MOPs

But difficult for small delegations

Made those not involved in the Protocols more awditbe synergies and | think it did improve impkemation of
the Protocols

Cant say but | would hope so.

Even at the meeting there was no evidence of thisiais extremely unlikely to have an integratiefect at
national level - the opposite, in fact.

Very much increased the integration among the Qutive and its Protocols.

see number 12. above.

small delegation working simultanous in 2 seperatens does not increase integration

Stronger integration was the main positive outcaorecurent COP/MOPs

For specific items (e.g. Synthetic biology)

Not really! One delegate can't atten 3 concurrenegtings at the same time. How can they intergrate?

It increased integration to some disagree, bute@isated antagonism

Since my opinion not much more than with separatetings, maybe one after the other as usual

It does but then the issue of representation imhlem for developing countries.

The delegation had different members for each sagare this procedure did not increase integration.

There was lack of integration and cause for confusi

Consultations across the protocols was certairgieea

a mon niveau l'intégration n'est pas totalememtotife.

| give the benefit of doubts, may be yes but itnzdrbe less even when not run concurrently dueriaraber of
crosscutting issues.

I do not feel it increased integration; rathereduced the effectiveness of the process.

It was a very pleasent experience to understanthtiee procesess concurrently and it was a negdesiicrease
the dialogue among Instruments
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it was still quite parallel discussions

The integrated agenda and items being considelpddthe idea.

this was helpful because some topics are discusgmtallel in different forums

There are parties that are members of only one@Prrotocols and due to the organization of thekimgrgroups,
have to attend all meetings with the possibilityasing concentration

Discussions/briefings on integration should be leapfirst at the national level specially for thaseintries whosg
representatives are different for each of the Rmtoaand implementation are done by different guwent
agencies. This initiative should be spearhedetthéy-ocal Points of the CBD

This may be true, at least in my knowledge, aftétireg and reading our delegation's travel repamf COP-13.

Proof is in the pudding.

Delegates were so loaded with too much work pdeituthose from developing countries who haveuo from
one session to another as many were representedlpyne person, and could not be involved in tbetact
groups or evening session. It was too much for them

| am particularly interested in synthetic biologyhich was dealt with under each of the three, segmation was
helpful.

Enable participants to integrate and even knowsapgaonvergence

It could have allowed for better integration if taevas enough representation from each party.sopeily believe
that it is a good idea to have these meetings cogmly if enough participants can be funded. If, fibois better to
have them separately. Looking forward to COP1502®where new targets will be adopted, | see a faiyee if
this trend continues.

It easy to see linkages between the CBD and it®opots during the meeting

The one area of discussion that | think may haveefieed was the discussion around genetic sequgn
information, however in general our delegation waasly spread and only covering issues relevanbuo own
areas of interest.

Integration is fostered by dialogue. Negotiationsl aiscussions were held separately even thoughersame
location. Transversal round tables and meetingkldmprove integration of the protocols

This was apparent, to some extent, in the interwestmade and definitely in some of the side events

No

| agree but increasing 'integration' among the donmany instances a bad thing. Properly read,Gagagena
Protocol deals only with the possible negative iotgmn biodiversity from the transboundry movemehtOs.
Putting the Convention with the Protocol has tHfeatfof 'mission creep’, whereby participants tyekpand the
scope of the Protocol with new issues (e.g., bangeme editing research).

Discussions were highly dominated by CBD issueg. €apacity building) and the already ongoing psses or
achievements within the Cartagena Protocol nottathi® account sufficiently

This needs to be seen overtime. One COP withihig arrangement cannot be a sound a basis to sathtre is
indeed increased integration among the Conventidrita Protocols.

Well It made sure you cme with an integrated pldthwlear objectives. It didnt allow you to not wao be

cin
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focused if you even didn't want to be.
Horrible mess. Difficult for countries to followhat was going on.
X. Additional comments on if convening the meetings of the Convention on Biological Diversity, the

Cartagena Protocol and the Nagoya Protocol concurrently facilitated consultations and
coordination among delegates and negotiation forums.

It has the potential theoretically, to what extdis would have been realized i would not know.

This was a great opportunity for networking andwing delegates.

Yes it was possible to focal points to consult siall the meetings were happening concurrently @egpto the
past.

But this in case if the representatives from défe parties are enough to cover all the meetings

Each specialist attending the negotiations is nesipte for expressing the national position alretaken within
the country. The points to be treated in each unsént are different, except the topic related t® $lgnthetic
biology that was negociated by the Convention éng@riotocols at the same time

In some cases I'd say yes, because there showddnisestency in international agreements and lochtips, but,
some have been trated as trade-offs to get to comipes

To a minor extent this was true. However, as atitétol issues were in one working group the amafnt
integration was limited.

| dont know

But the added vale of such consultation and coatitin is unclear and might even be negative.

I'd imagine that is the case.

If delegate have time and well follow the issues.

The time was limiting to follow the forums.

No, see responde for question No 13

les différents points conventions échangent supdegs pertinents s'ils sont ensemble

if each country have enough participant per country

Yes there was a lot of interactions between thegsggdor the three meeting. In our situation, ean opportunity
to learn and exchange much information.

| had fewer opportunities for consultation and dgation than in previous meetings.

even though it was challenging as there were massians in parallel

Being part of a very small delegation | agree iimgiple.

It also made us as observers to be well organizée table to attend and ensure effective contobutif issues in
the different sessions.
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this is correct for bigger delegations, but it doesapply for smaller groups

The scheduling of contact groups seemed to bergaaordination.

Consultation time were reduced due to the agendadao many meetings in parallel

| think is importan that people know about thistBools

Initiatives and coordination should be done firsthee national level. Government agencies shoulcware of
their respective roles and responsibilities in diwating the implementation of the Convention aisdArotocols
Many countries were at a lost and confused bgthedule.

This may be true, at least in my knowledge, afthtireg and reading our delegation's travel repamf COP-13.

Between the plenary and working group sessionsetivas only little time to convene and some membéthe
delegations had to be at several coordinating mget{for the Convention and the Protocols). Alsdahwall the
sessions and coordination meeting, there was alnmosine left to attend side events.

Unfortunately, there wasn't enough representatiam fmany countries for the consultation and diaékogu

Delegates who intended to follow issues of CBD thude following issues on Nagoya or Cartagena pobtwere
able to consult each other thus coordination wasieced during the conference

Facilitation capacity and oppotunities are alwaysedient.

Smaller delegations were too thinly stretched.

Much evidence of this cross-over.

My feeling is that national delegations were reatietched

Indeed, the concurrent sessions facilitated theswtation and coordination among delegates and tiatigm
forums - but, it has also pulled down the decisittnghe least common denominator for the sake ofdination
and consistency.

Well despite persons from some delegations stadliren that tactic was well co-ordinated so yes.

XI. Additional comments on if the transition from the Convention on Biological Diversity to the
Cartagena Protocol and the Nagoya Protocol during the working sessions of the UN Biodiversity
Conference was easy to follow.

It was difficult is other issues that are relategere discussed on WG1 or WG2 especially if you hiawe
delegation because you miss some discussions.

Most times there was a clash in the timing in coesition of the agenda items. Also contact graupwsorking
group meetings started going at the same timedisélcond week.

Sometimes very confusing.

As mentioned before, each specialist has the nmigsidake the national position, the specialist® wkgotiated
the protocols were unable to perform their fundidar approximately three full days, because irt theriod
negotiated issues of the Convention

It was sometimes challenging, especially when thenda had been suddenly modified; some attentidhab
aspects will be needed in the future;
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The transition between the meetings were not @edhere was no break between the different tdpiedlow for
others to catch up especially those that wereguastring the room as they went from one to the rotjugckly
without a short introduction of each topic.

Most of the time this was true and the dedicatind effort put in by the secretariat was very muppraciated,
Occasionally the scheduling was very difficult wldw via the online scheduler, with frequent chesigwhich
made it difficult to get the right people in thght place at the right time.

easy maybe not - but possible

Not all the time and for everybody. Personaly, ad pf an observation delegation, involved in sfiet¢opics of
one Protocol, this seems to be irrelevent

not really as they were in separate WGs

Very confusing - | think it might just be a factofrgetting used to the format

It took a lot of effort, resulted in sub-optimalrpeipation, stifled the voices of under-staffedetgtions and over
worked small delegations.

Not necessarily if you were covering different W@dad a mall delegation

The agenda was clear, but as these things go itstilhsometimes confusing in the moment about Whias
which.

you must follow all the meeting to know at whatmiojou were

Not really, we had to follow the website and theesas in front of the meeting rooms. The info weseetimes
provided quite late, or something has changedentketing has disappeared from the screen. Saatdtas beer
chaotic sometimes.

It was easy for those who have prepared their qipation before coming to Cancun and especiallyg¢haho
were attentive to what the chairman said. Obvioitsk/not easy for those who participate for tinstftime at such
a meeting, but one must start one day.

Not always and not for everybody, it was diffictdt small delegations

It was challenging; but | believe that for a fitishe, it was well coordinated.

there are still improvements to be made

Absolutely difficall and complicate.

There was a lot of information to be absorbed icheaeeting and it was difficult to keep track ohthé parallel
events happening at once.

At the start, the transition was difficult to graespd often got lost in the process but slowly cawughwith the flow
later on.

Not really. especially that there were separagsieas that stretched my delegation as we werelsiwg form
one session to another.

changes in the sequence of agenda was poorly coicated. Not enough advance notice was given foegides)
to plan accordingly. There were times when thetrilglegates were not present when topics weredated.

It took a while to understand the system.
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La compréhension des éléments sur la conventica @ise en oeuvre permet une compréhension rapide
fonctionnement des protocoles.

Certains délégués étaient perdus et ne savaiemtgpesi c'est la Cop CBD ou les réunions des aydretocoles...

Need for experts in the three meeting was critical.

The President was very good.

As the schedules of the working groups changed (espeek 2) rather spontaneous it was had for CBl2gates
to cover all items...

In some specific days it was complicated, spedlfica the night sessions or when the schedule gharvery
quickly.

not or small delegations.

The Secretariat did a great job to make it as smast possible, but as it was the first time sonfiertsf were
needed by the delegations to be accurate on this.is

The agenda was easy to follow and well organized

One had to keep going to check on the screensliat i going on in other working groups and contgoups,
thereby interrupting one's concentration

the nature of the negotiations makes it hard tokvilora well planned way, and therefore the traositivas hard
due to timing problems

Not completely easy. Probably it will need in fiedo be more adressed by a better agenda

But those parties with smaller delegation couldattgénd all processes due to parallel running nfeseessions

At times, for people needing to move between waylkgnoups 1 and 2, it was not clear which agenda &ed
documents were being deliberated. It would have bedpful if this information was displayed on thareens.

Too much meetings at same time

No because provisions of all the protocols werewdised simultaneously.

It was a little confusing, but I'm sure as we coud we communication will be a lot smoother.

Not for new people.

It was sometimes difficult to find out which issuas dealt where and how more or less the same dealein
different fora.

| found this quite disturbing, because it was mdifécult to find and follow one's own expertisesfiils from the
TV screens and Working groups when there were sthrthemes and meetings going on.

Except for Plenary it was not so difficult to knomhat will be discussed as all the information waailable
online.

It was not that easy since some items were similgss you have gone through the document befersesbsion

The Chair did a good job of making it clear, butvés confusing at times!
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It was rather confusing.

No. This was difficult. Not know what room to beand when. Fear of missing announcements. Rgshom
room to room.

| found it somewhat confusing but it was my fiigté¢ at the CBD COP

as the lone IPLC from my country, | was not ablattend all since so many side events were taliaceso | had
to prioritize my attendance list

Agenda was changed on short notice. Sometimes th@seconfusion among participants which item wadgaup
discussion.

It was quite confusing, even for those who haverated previous COPs, and much more so for firgtssnor
those whose previous experiences were limitedtémding the meetings of the Protocols.

Yes in part for a person like myself helping todieg a large delegation on the very first COP eVée transitions
werent 2 too bad

Horrible mess. Difficult for countries to followhat was going on.

Slow down a bit, allow delegates to move from hatthe other

One was required to attend the whole session ieramdt to miss the question one was following. €heas
confusion on what topic was being discussed. Ttadarfor a very inefficient use of delegates timd as very
stressful.

The display was clear enough to follow up.

Just for CBD and protocols well known negotiators

Xil. Additional comments on convening concurrent meetings of COP and MOPs.

The scheme could work for big delegations. Howefgrsmall delegations (for example, three reprisgeres) is
very difficult to participate in all meetings. Ird@ition, the fact conclusions are presented after weeks of
discussion increase costs (both in time and moaag) do not neccesarily gurantee the presence o$ahee
countries’delegates from discussions and conclasion

While convening concurrent meetings of COP amd M@Pimdeed cost-effective, however, it is certainiyt
effective in terms of improving the efficiency dfet processes since following the discussions froemroeeting tqg
the other is not easy and was especially challgniginthe smaller delegations.

The agenda is too heavy to be dealt by a singlegdéd

As said before, it is essentially impossible far #imall delegations to cope with the huge ageniia.i$ unfair.

If possible, some important subjects should begirtted in the main COP and not as side event.

This was very well organised and helped to stra@rdommon themes.

Some transversal topic should be discussed betdedegates all together.

As it is mentioned above , concurrent meeting béllof high effectiveness if the number of the datedgrom each
party is enough to over countries all the meetsmgcially for the developing countries

A lot of the delegations (parties and observergnbeonfused from this way of the meetings whichlemented
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during the last COP....

)

Preferred: Two weeks CBD COP and 1st week in pErbihgoya COP MOP, 2nd week in parallel Cartage@®
MOP would be more convenient. Not all 3 Meetinggeti

| think it was not a good idea, on the contraryrfmre people were needed per government and oegems

The COP and MOPs should be separated by days &sweeproperly staggered if they have to run atsame
venue.

The CBD website with the room scheduler was vesfulso keep track of what meetings where schedided
when, however it was frustrating how often changese made to this last minute, particularly whecsitne to the
order in which issues would be discussed duringarle sessions. This made it difficult for expedsbe in the
right place at the right time. It would also hawehb useful if issues discussed at plenary sessimrid have been
grouped more by meeting (taking at the Cartageneestogether in plenary...).

Overall the organization of parallel meetings weuite well/ fluent

for delegation's that have not enough delegatessithard to follow all three issues

While | understood the process, | believe that nathers didn't and confusion was often heard frémewoparties.

It's difficult because , we have no more delegaiesssist at the same time in the three meetings

widened the networks and intergration

In my own view, th Convention on Biological Divessio the Cartagena Protocol and the Nagoya Proshauld
be held separately if conditions allow

While the holding of meeting at the same time wast effective to the secretariat to the partiesetnt staying in
Cancun for a much longer time for the delegates.rrany of the developing countries with limited rten of
participants, it also meant that they could notipigate in all the sessions especially with thevaming of the
various sessions on contentious issues. Probabfyture funds be allocated to support at lease awonore
delegates by the secretariat

The secretariat should seek to find one delegatedch of the instruments that a country is a Partis not
possible for one delegate to effectively coverdbetact groups and plenary sessions conveneddangetings of
the Convention and it's Protocols. Also the schiedubf contact groups which have common subjeatalichree
instruments require further thought e.g.budgetfarahce

here was enough organization in group work. Thetings were balanced in number of participanthiéengroups.
He had a good logistic in material of diffusion.

At the plenary moving from the CBD to cartagenat®tol then to the Nagoya Protocol sometimes waddst
well from my experience as a hew person to the vpobcess i guess ill catch up in the near fututeplrsonally|
i felt lost most of the time. Perhaps it would heenif we do one whole session for CBD if all medtare done
then we move to the other instead of going backfariti among the three

Fue funcional el desarrollo de la COP y MOps, menasado de seguir los tres procesos y particigiaatente en
ellos, en diversas ocasiones se traslaparon Igogile trabajo.

The Secretariat was fantastic. Thank you guyanjl specially Nader!)

Due to the merging of all 3 conventions there wasrsse of urgency to complete the agenda of eadmat much
time left to discussion as we hurried along theting agenda for each.

The holding of the sessions concurrently was vexgful and should be promoted, it makes a lot obsend
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enhances the cooperation within the CBD work asi@Pibtocols.

Son muy complejas en sus mecanismo y muy difidéeseguir y entender

In an event held in my country to discuss the iraégn of the Convention and its Protocols, it whesar that there
is a lot of misunderstanding and false expectatfk@® the meetings themselves. It goes similartifier contents
of proposals of agreements, regarding who speakdh forum and over the mecanisms to get this agrets.

While | personally found the convening sessiondulseknow that some smaller delegations foundifficult to
adequately divide their time among them especfalikey contact sessions. Please be more mindfabef those
sessions are scheduled.

There were more moments when countries that arparties to the Cartagena Protocol where tryingflaence
the discussions and decisions than previously.

We will have to pay closer attention to ensuringuegh time for the full breadth of CBD issues that aot related
to Protocols

Concurrent meetings with longer and clearer distections might enable some efficiencies, but drdylequate
financial support is provided for the participatiohall the relevant national experts from devehgpcountries (a
least one per instrument).

Is important to organize the contact groups or kmaletings to avoid overlapping issues that arvioby the
same members of the delegations.

perhaps, separating CP in a different working gramghe same week/s will be better

For many delegates it is impossible to attend awsek meeting

| think we must continue in the same way for theife.

Venue was very ideal for the meetings

Convening concurrent meetings is a good idea thaotieased budgets for delegates who usuallyviobmsafety
issues only. Instead of them attending a five dagting they ended up attending a two week long imget

Delegation members that attended the meetingshsradr both of the Protocols under the Conventvere forced
to stay two weeks instead of one week as in previdaetings of the Parties. Concurrent meetingsufaparties
with larger delegations in terms of active partitipn in contact group meetings. Burden sharinglteasier for
larger delegations.

It worked well for a first attempt

la prochaine fois; la participation de tous lesntm focaux de la convention et des protocoles raeptus
avantageuse

the model from Cancun should be used in the fuaancefurther improved

If the delegation is not strong, it is difficult follow all sessions at the same time.

Organisation of side meetings were okay

Its important to support participation of all thriéecal Points from eligible Parties, who can follallvissues of the
meeting. One person can not follow everything

Having come specifically for synthetic biology, iticappreciate the concurrent meetings, as there discussions
across the Convention and its Protocols that talidmethis issue. | was shocked at how differentciiieure of the
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Cartagena Protocol was compared to the other tiat Being the case, I'm actually all the more wofaof
continued concurrent meetings, to bring these waysgotiating into alignment.

concurrent meetings diminished participation pdisiés for small delegations and civil society.

It is important that the Secretariat prepare documén a better way than this meeting. For instatheedraft
decision on capacity building wasn’t prepared ehpuguch time was needed to sort out the relatignsbtween
COP and MoPs at the meeting. It should have bear Hefore the meeting started. The draft decisiobuaget
also needed to be redrafted to make a integratedide. There was not enough time to discuss alids, for
instance the issues under the Cartagena protocol.

For delegations with few members, running the sessions in parallel resulted in difficulties ifldaving all
relevant meetings. In contrast, the synergies vdigzussing similar topics during different sessiaas useful.

Segments common to all should overlap

Joint meetings are usually cost effective but nmgstismaller joint meetings have to be conveneador political
discussions on specific cross cutting issues. @rm@ht want to organize contact groups for alludoents prior
so that the presentation of documents at the pfestarld run smoother. It cannot be avoided butticea that lots
of people wasted their time just waiting for theafization.

Not recommend this modality for the next UN Biodisiey meeting

Activist groups dressed in costumes lowered thellef/seriousness and dignity expected in a UN mget

Delegates should have high knowledge of the CBD igdProtocols in order to effectively monitor POIRs
parallel.

Only one week for holding meetings of the Cartageratocol

it was cost effective to run concurrent meetingsalgh for small delegations with only one perdoméant that
you would have to continuously jump between mestihg the future, it would be very useful to prawiihancial
resources to support the participation of at ldast representatives from SIDS to attend the two tinge
concurrently.

Given that it was the first time the meetings wem currently, the logistics and the implementatimed to be
smoothed out. It was disjointed and disorganized.

Issues such as the use of digital sequence datgeareddrives bled from one forum to another andequently
waylaid progress in multiple discussions. For thieseling those issues, trying to participate inoélthe related
discussions was difficult and often impossible.

les réunions simultanées de la convention et setqwles doit étre pérenniser parce que c'est iwaniftet
favorise une meilleure échange et expérience.

Consacrer une semaine a la Cop CBD et la deuxieamaigae aux 2 protocoles. Ce serait plus soupldust
efficeint.

Honestly, the meetings could be shorter - work aeggdo fill time allowed.

The format is a challenge for small delegationsifdctunately, delegations are usually small becafdending
constraints (to a minor degree) and simply a lichitember of experts to draw form. So any othemfirwould
be no less challenging/

The challenges of convening concurrently need tcagsessed and addressed for future planning. hneee
advantages in convening concurrently than sepgratel
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My country had a strong delegation and this allowed presence in all the MOPs because the delegatas
scintillated For this purpose we advise againstrdpresentativeness of one person only. This indbyneans
effective and causes so many opportunities to lsseni

| think this was an experiment that failed and sttt be repeated.

The presidency and the bureau (Chairs of WG), stippdby the secretariat, should be (better) prepéoe
strategic requests of parties to block negotiationene stream to conclude in others (e.g. safsiybio, digital
sequence information)

It was very exciting and challenging, in a good Wway

| found in general the strategic process that natesgl and facilitated the dialogue between theigsarand
promoted the most unified agreements taking intmaet other agreements and actions for the consemvaf
biodiversity.

you can't be in two places at the same time.

Excellent hosting arrangements by the mexican Gowent. Transport organization to and from Moon &alia
very much appreciated.

While agreeig that concurrent meetings are posittweould be better to limit the time of the CORa¥s to one
week only (e.g. starting only on week 2).

No doubt that the joint Conference resulted in eatgr integration between the CBD and related Potdp
especially on common issues. | must emphasize, Venva negative point: some particularly complesues of
CBD have shifted much of the agenda of the Workdmgup 1, forcing experts to Cartagena and Nagoygpémd
days without arguments in discussion, while othersdnstead to attend extraordinary evening sessmrecover.

I In my view it was a success but very involvingighhis also good. The minds of the participantspepared for
the next time

It is very challenging for small delegations asytttmn not be everywhere at the same time. CBD s$pds
delegates for elligible countries should be inceda® ensure full and effective participation ihthé deliberations

reduce the numbaef topics that are discussed at a meeting (thismélke achieving good outcomes more like
do not allow any new agenda items to be added fi@mary - strictly stick to the draft decisions downts

The organization and implementation of the threetings at the same time for a period of two weekswing
for increased synergies and partners between the &fRhe Convention and its two Protocols. There wa
opportunity for general discussions and joint deais. We propose to consider if it is possible MGiRsh 2-3
days before the closing of COP and to enable éffedinalization of sensitive and problematic isstie recent
days.

Nagoya and Cartagena Protocols are important im&mnts for UN Biodiversity and in their meetings og
opinions

Mparese aseptable la concurrencia.

Efficiency has to have at the core that severalijggodo not have enough members to cover all issnéssome
sort of "equity” approach should be analyzed fergérticipation of bigger groups specially from grévate sector
and from “"developed” countries.

Having concurrent meetings allowed for non-partieany of the Conventions/Protocols develp awaa®na the
progress of implementation and provide a frameworldeciding wheather or not to ratify a particud@reement
Also, cross cutting issues among the conventioogipols are more easily assessed in this formabsfing the

e
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COP/MOP.

We need to rationalise the biodiversity-relateceagrents. There are far too many overlapping pgliatforms.

| strongly believe that the execution of this megtivas of high delivery

More efforts should have been made to concenthatemork of the two COPMOPs in the first week. Otithe
COPMOPs agendas, only cross-cutting items showd haen discussed during the second week.

Let us wait till you get enough response from aledates. | shall agree only if more than one daégfrom
developing countries attend the COP14 and NOPs

Concurrent meetings had one major limitation, coastwith one (or few delegates) could not attenthlthe
MOPs and COP, therefore limiting their participatio

Convening both protocols concurrently didn't effecbudget sufficiency.

Since these meetings occur for three weeks, tsemeed to provide at least a one day break foingesspecially|
considering that some parties cannot afford to tenge delegation due to financial challenges. Bontries with
huge delegation its simple as they give each cathiéts.

While convening concurrent meetings of CoP and MPmdeed cost-effective, however, it is certainigt
effective in terms of impressing the efficiency thie processes since the following the discussioos fone
meeting to the other is not easy, and was espgciadillenging for the smaller delegations.

In the future this kind of meetings should be pkhmaving in mind that the world does not have usses to
squander.

Not able to focus the participants to its purpaseited participation to side events

In the meantime, consistency and integration mesttengthened

There was too much confusion to understand theggsoand the meetings. Imposible to be in two mgetat the
same time

A good presidency as the one provided by Minisediano is key for the format to work.

| do prefer the meeting for only one week and inoutaneous

For the moment, I'rather to maintain separate mgsti

The convening of the COP NP MOP meetings was vanyadjing to small delegations that could not keepitip
the simultaneous discussions. For local communittias more difficult because there are few comitydaaders
who dominate the 3 issues, and we had to mairttigisame leadership for two weeks in Cancun. Thilemined
the diversity of evaluations and performance, algtoit was cheaper.

Although we are not a party to the other two protpour region would discuss issues from the twatqrols and
we would highlight or intergrate some issues ihi® €BD negotiations and vise versa.

The meetings should not be held separately agaiause it does not allow adequate follow-up sin@rygking is
related and does not allow good recommendatiobg tmade by indigenous peoples.

Our problem was to coordinate with not enough time

It was very difficult to follow the plenaries antl the same time the attached work tables. It iessary to take
into account that the number of delegates by eacty fis very limited. It is not advisable to conténwith this

D

experiment, it is best to go back to the meetimgmeately.
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Timing not adequate for MOPs - half of the duratiesuld have been enough

The Secretariat and the Parties need to have depth assessment of what are being sacrificedeméme of]
ensuring efficiency in the processes and cuttirggsco

As a first time antendee the only draw back | hadtiiis COP/MOP was the fact that a Party delegatetheir
students were allowed to emotionally and Psycokdgattack a few of my members without direct avenagé
redress until she started bullying other party gieles and also perceived as a threat. That wasnigyeal bad
experience at the COP.

This did not work.

In the plenary, when changing from one meetinchtodther, the gavel was used too often, a bettatico ,less
complicated, should be found

If the CBD is to carry out concurrent meetings ireavorking Group, there is a great need to traekdpic being
discussed on the screens outside of the meetihgrleven in the meeting room.

X1, Addition comments on if the number of side events during the UN Biodiversity Conference was
appropriate.

Many events, which is bad for small delegationsalbise they can not participate.

India organized 16 side events which gave a glimpfsevork being done. Similarly, the side eventsrave
showcase for new ideas.

Although there were too many.

Too many side events and very little time to aghism.

Too much.

Due to the limited number of reperentative from country (only one) | could not participate in although | se€
all side events are relevant and important

Due to being extremely busy with the concurrensiees, | was unable to attend many side events.

There were too many

It was usually too many to follow.

In my opinion negotiations should be conducted withleast possible interruption to the negotiators

it gives more chance of sharing experience

there was a lot of side events but for a governrtearn involved in negotiations it is merely impbésito follow
them

Could have been more

We are of the opinion that there were way too mawrgnts that split the level of participation upti@e much.

It was still too much and others are taking plagerd) the sessions

Attendance at some side events was a challengarfalt delegations.
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Too much side events led to information overload maissed opportunities to attend other interesgggsions

Too much

There were too many side events but at the sang tiroreated more opportunities for discussion.

There are a lot (too many?) side events.

There could have been more at certain points,ltvefelt a little uneven. But that may just betbé side events
was interested in.

Always a problem for government delegations torattas many side events as they would like.

Son demasiados eventos y es dificil de atender.

Well, probabliy too many. Some very interestingesthnot adequate (in time and resources for thigfp, and
with only two schedulke slots, made the attendameeatter of chance or luck. However, the Conventiarst
enourage the organization of some guide to siégss\truly relevent to the pending topics in thestimgs; others
can be covered by publications, videoclips or psticavailable for extra times

Too many

Too many

Side events engage many others, outside of Pdrtittee CBD and this is important

Far too many.

How long is a piece of string?

Actually | didn't have the time to attend a singlee, because the number of contact groups or radigois
meetings during the time allocated for side events.

There were too many of them, and sometimes sideteweth the same topic were scheduled at the gane
making it difficult for people who cover that issaad potentially hampering participation in botleets. More
thought should be given toward combining side evemt similar topics, or simply having a firm limoh the
numbers. It does no one any favors if their evemiot well attended after they have put a lotfédreinto it and
spent the money to travel to the COP.

Because of the coordination meetings within ouraegfew times a day) and bilateral meetings, maiugh time
to follow the side events.

There were too many

certain side meetings were oversubscribed andehaee/was not large enough

Too much side events, very difficult for delagatida follow, some of which were made up of a simgeson! But
i think the organizers cannot do otherwise.

Active participation in the negotiations requiraggence in informal and formal working group sessiwhich
limits the posibility to attend interesting and ionfant side events.

possibly too many. leads to poor attendance ataitebut less popular events

almost had no time to visit side Events so | amtotaily aware of the number of events
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too many, some overlapping

Beaucoup d'enseignement y sont tirés.

too many look for lumping them

There are always too many side events and manyapvén their subjects. Having said that, | beliehe
Secretariat made a great job in accommodating stsj@@d asking delegates to use the portal infeneet way.

Managed not to be completely overwhelming!

From my point of view, there was a certain kindrifation due to the huge amount of side-events.

There is always too many side events. There has $mme attempt to reduce the numbers, but SCBDtdidem
to have put an effort in this regard this time authu

Maybe a bit too many side-events. Concentratinghtimber and location of side-events would make thatall
side-events are well attended and that debatéits@ore lively.

there were many but too few on COP-MOP

Too many side events and several of them did naéenatize. Propose to have a final list prior witthdurther
cancellations. some people go for particular sidmts

Only additional time was required to serve the C&itact groups and side events

Too many side events

It was a huge amount of very interesting side esjespiecially the CEPA fair was excellent, just tamyshere all
day long.

There were a lot of very good events at the same, timpossible to attend to all of them, maybe hgwinly 4 to
choose would be better.

There were many and from my point of view mostha best were in the first week. It is always ingiole to get]
to everything - that is the nature of any serieparhllel events

Hard to judge. There were probably too many, aational delegations often too busy to attend. $mal
delegations have no chance to attend.

Too many side events meant that prioritization a@soblem. maybe better to have theme days

c'était trop il faut selectionné

| found it appropriate, with the exception of evefinded by transnational corporations of synthieiddogy and
biotechnology that pretend to ignore the previotecgssesand the nature of the biodiversity CORs irapose
their interests with agression.

There could have been more side events.

as part of a delegation there was no time to pobfibe side events

There should be more side events where local ceasen and NGO groups can address UN represersating
priority problems at a local level.
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There was so many!!! It was very difficult to seélemong all the options happening in parallel

It's convenient to have a several number of sideents. However the negotiations made it hard tendtall of
them.

All very interesting events, including many of thelamonstrate the interest of local and regionatdnserve
biodiversity, despite the lack of economic resosygmlitical and social interest. However, as theege so many
events there was a lot of participation in othéreel that the idea is to guarantee at least Xdpleeper event
unfortunately in many there were only 1 to 2 pepphel many of them were the same volunteers whcipated

| didn't have time to attend any side event.

Sometimes there were too many side events whiclesniaklifficult to follow.

The level of some of them was just not worth it andny other side events also were canceled duactodf
attendance.

there were too many side events - and it was natewthat there was quite a lot of thematic repmiit e.g. some
organizations were recycling content in a numbesidé events.

Far too many.

Too many events were done by the same groups astiedly the same side event repeated with min@aks.
Some groups were not able to hold any event, scefheztition of slots was not fair.

Too many | think. Hard t follow

On certain topics, e.g. synthetic biology, theres\adarge number of side events by civil societgnyninvolved
the same presenters and repeated content.

Too much

Is very dificult follow side events, meetings ahé Conference

Too much and mostly on CBD. The Cartagena Protwesliside swept.

Not sure how | feel about this... | felt that therere so many, and a lot of the items overlapped.

too many and not enough time to attend many anyu&yto meeting agenda

There was so many, the rooms had a rare programatid could present all kind of themes in relatidth
tourism, green economy, sinthetyc biology, speriestintion dangerous, mainstreaming in biodivgrsi one or
other sector...it had little order and was diffidol follow

There were a lot of very interesting and educagigde-events, but unfortunately participation on tir&n agenda
meetings made it very difficult to find time to &apart in the side-events.

Certainly not more side events Option: like lUGart with an NGO part prior to the Conference.sAth an
"NGO-Forum" you can have room for exchange.

Though | ran a side event, | think the side eveats lost the plot.

There are always a lot of side events and it'scdiff to keep track of them. As a govt. negotiatgth a lot of
engagements in negotiations it is almost impossiblattend many side-events, so it is difficuliassess whethe
the number was too high or too low.

-
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far more side events than most delegates cantieallig participate in. And for Party delegatesiding the time tg
attend these is challenging

Too many interesting subjects

Too many. Lost oversight.

Beaucoup de sides events dont parfois le tempaitfdigfaut

There was a little too many, maybe only have 80%mefones held.

Too busy with main conference.

The number of side events were numerous and wareidor those with a big delegation. with few dgdgion it
was difficult to make a choice especially wheneant appear to be relevant to your country.

Some side-events that were announced did not cenyenone of interested side-event organizers kb ihearlier
in the Conference week was forced to hold it inlgst day of the Conference.

Too many! It's nice that many parties get a chand®gve events, but the number is just crazy!

Too many

Limited participation of participants to other sigeents

Seemed about right. Entities that reserve a sidateand then are no-shows at their own event (lieeNorth
Carolina synthetic biology people) should be pemalithe next time around.

Way, way too many

Too many and the late night events were not wédingied. Some events had whole day sessions andhthiild
be limited to get time and space to other groups

There were many and it was often difficult to chedsit nevertheless, | appreciated the diversity lzeddth of]
topics.

There were to few. Sideevents is very import favting knowledge exchange and as networking opti@nly
few minestries was represented by sideevent d@egvitven though it could be usefull to exchangenkaedge on
developing nbaps, indictors, mens for implementaét.

Too many aiming in too many directions; very uneyeality.

There were more than one side event by the sanmaniaggions on the same topics, which suggesteds ibi
selection of the side events...

Way too many side events

Many of the side events were extraneous to praotgchbiodiversity. | often wondered if the Partiese
administering an agreement or running a publictiaia circus for NGOs.

Way too many side events. Sometimes 10 at the siame Organisers should be encouraged to co-hgsihise
when the topics are similar enough

There were many interesting Side Events, and inescases, those tackling the same topics were sieueduthe
same time. That should be avoided in future COPs.
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The number of side events were alot as it was sgfmbe. Love it. Just wondering if there is asie@avay to get
the locations of each and how to find them. Thersimaards and side panels saved me alot of timespécially
appreaciated the Urban Biodiversity, Pollinatiomd &arine and Rural Biodiv. EBSA side events

Too many NGOs having multiple meetings with the sawtreme messaging rather than having balanced
events.

There were plenty of side events, which is good slhmetimes you need to choose from 2-3 that gopérang at
the same time.

A lot of side events were of interest, but it wasity they were spread over the two weeks for me whs mainly
interested in the Cartagena Protocol and coulchéittme week only. | would have preferred that ilé £vents|
related to Cartagena Protocol matters be groupedséime week, together with the discussions relatinthe
Protocol.

Too many.

| never had the chance to attend a side eventas tere continuous meetings for me.

Muchos al mismo tiempo

Too many

The number of side events was small.

Perhaps to many

XIV.  Addition comments on if the topics addressed during the side events were rel evant.

With some important exceptions, tjhe topics wetevant

Some of them.

There could have been more on NBSAPs and theireimehtation.

The topics covered in the site event were relatedpecific issues to be dealt with in the negaiiai It is
estimated that they should address other issues

| learnt more from others and shared information

Biased points of view. Same 3-4 groups runningpntg of side events.

In some cases thing were cluster to one, i guessias limited and space as well....

Algunos

The online list of side-events was more or lesy @a check, but a little bit slow or 'dumb' as mveearch has t
begin from scratch; abstracts were cut or uninféiveaand initials of organizers were not suffidi¢m inform of
affiliations ond of course, reliability

Although it was difficult for Parties to attend.

One advantage of having a lot of side events ig wétle coverage - the essence of diversity.

Unfortunately, | wanted to attend a few eventsdué to the topics covered, | was not able to do it

O

sid
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This is a subjective assertion, because it dependke interest one has in the said topic.

Could me more attention to the negative impacfitiencial sector has, but also what private finahizistitutions
are doing on becoming more green. And how theycoatribute further.

Oui

There were some very interesting and others nomach.

The side events showed how all the paper work eae kb concrete application in real projects

Really interesting and relevant content

Oui

Quality wise the side events needs to improve

Not always.

This was highly variable - some events were relegad informative while others were not of goodliya

| was not able to attend all.

I just wonder how we can ensure that what is haipgein the side events are actually linked to tegatiations,
and are heard as real solutions.

It needs more commercial real applies and fundahgti®ons

In UNFCCC process selection and structuring ofdtffieial side event program is more developpedolld favor
a stricter selection of the official side eventst let all organisations organise their eventhatNGO-Forum priof
to thhe COP (see above).

Side events should really only focus on the agétedas.

The few side events | attended, adressed relevpittst

The topics were interesting, but | couldn’t attemahy side events as there were coordination meetinglmost
all breaks.

Though more informed data from researchers thatysBiodiversity and in the impacts would be appaizmil.

There were quite a number of synthetic biologydspi

most of the side events | attended hard relevanitdcsome of which were eye openers providing neamnktedge
in the field of biodiversity

Many side events were hosted by activists who sbredsleading information about Synthetic Biolog
Biotechnology and Gene Drives. Some of these pewspte even rude if somebody dared asking themtaieal
guestion.

But this time the side evnets on REDD+ are rare.

The side events were largely focused on key isagdbey relate to the Convention. Some, of cowrsee better
than others in their delivery.

The themes for discussion during the events wasnrative

Y,
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Some were highly relevant, others not

mostly

Yup | am an Urban beekeeper and the Pollinatiorrjidaand Terrestrial EBSAs and Urban Biodiversigravthe
most relevant to my projects back home.

Many were relevant but extreme in their approa@ide events should be informative rather than s-sided
without the opportunity to actually discuss issues.

XV. Additional comments on side events

Logistics of side events was not very well orgadidewas difficult to find the rooms, in some caske number of
assistants exceeded the number of seats, no aledbpr service of refreshments for each event.

Our own side even on BIOFIN was really successfdgjng by the participation level, interest ancathe even
connect.

Too many events at the same time. It was hardc¢wmdevhich event to attend.

The side events were very interesting. It mightibeful to have a few side events alongside WG gs&sesuch as
a track for parliamentarians. They dont necesspélyicipate in all WG processes

Side events especially those which are releva@Q®@ agenda are useful for delegates in understguadiissues.

There should be less bias in the conduction ofudisions during the side events, specially thoseutite CBD
Convention

The length of the Working Group sessions (longhdidnable delegates to participate in many siémesvof their
interest.

In general it is a great idea to provide side evastdifferent experts and professional have aorbypty to get to
know new developments and exchange opinions. Naapmomment

It would be easier to plan and find the rooms #& #ide event rooms with relevant subjects werensat each
other, or at least in one building. The sound eopgnt in most of the side event room, especiallherbig ones
was inefficient and some of the speeches were thimsencompletely understood because of that.

it was difficult to find out the side event area&here was not well information while the change ¥lenue

The side events were for me the bread and buttirecdvent.

The Roundtable discussions should have better rai#on. | facilitated a discussion meant for 12ple, but |
had no way to know how many participants there wdwe. 24 people attended, and the room noise lgasl
difficult to create a group discussion.

The side events are very important for the CivitiBty, NGO, Private Sector and Parties to sharenibwk that
they are developing and to present the best pesctitey use. It is important too for the interactamong all
participants and to create networks.

| had not much time to attend them! to busy to wemmll negociate

| found the side events very useful. It was algwad opportunity for networking, especially amoegaarchers.

It allows participants share and bring more unéeding




Page 59
Draft

A wider range of external speakers should have bredted to provide sufficient counter argumentsl @mcourage
a dialogue

congrats

Unfortunately, with only a delegation of two peqgphe were split between the working groups andettoee could
not attend some of the side events that occurreduroently with the working groups

The attempts by certain participants to disrupte savents was outrageous. | am not troubled by woigo
discussions, but disruption and theatrics arelfotappropriate.

welled planned interms of time

They were appropriate and informative to the ongeiagotiations. Some rooms had poor acoustics thoug

The content and speakers at some side events s ideal.

It will be better if the side events are propertyeaded. For this the display arrangements of astican be
improved.

There were side events that were cancelled budstde in earlier dates. It would have been more@piate to
schedule first side events tackling more popukuéds

There limited transports after the plenary (duting night time) and hence | did not fully partidpan the events
after the plenary

Parallel events is a preparation for thematiovds successful to have several side events.

The choice was not easy- some of events overlaptiéte

It was good that the side events were located énstime overall venue as the negotiations (unligd tNFCCC
COP16, which was also held at the Moon Palace¥ieefor negotiators to get to them.  Some ssidl events
were held in quite cavernous rooms and/or roomsrevheise from adjoining rooms passed through, aneas
sometimes hard to hear what was going on.

side events were very interested specialy on ABS

Like how we were taken up by Countries experiences

The side events are great place to share and kiftevedt topics around the world about biodiversitfyin the
future all this events could be live broadcasfallithe world is gonna be so great

Se traslaparon muchos eventos de interés :(

The few | managed to attend were excellent. Thank

Was well arranged.

It was supposed that serving some rerfreshmerltghirfood before the side-events (sponsored byotiganizer),
would help in inviting people to attend them. Bhistwas not the case. Many people with scarce regsuo pay
at restaurants or food counters --very expensivethbyway, went to that zone only to get food antiage a cha
outside, making noise or leaving dirty places @hsrould be alternatives) . Signals to get to igjita room on time
were at the begining hard to understand; later saohenteers helped new people to stop asking etais...

Satisfied
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good mix of topics, relatively little competitiorf topics in one slot

| didn't have any time to attend side events bexausve to give priority to the contact groupst thaeeded tg
attend.

It is difficult for small delegations to follow thside events along with Contact groups and Frieridkie chair
meetings

The numerous side events of high quality in thet fiveek made it difficult to make a choice. Theestdents of the
second week were of less quality and less numerous.

The food was appalling relative to the opportisitier great food in Mexico. There was also toddlitif it, which
greatly impeded both the following of the actuaesevents, as well as of the COP because of thtcamd time
required to find food in breaks. Several of thems were poorly insulated in terms of acoustiasthis hindered
good understanding of the speakers. Temperatutbeinvenue was very low and did not correspondhto
announced 'light on the air conditioning for enwimzental reasons' principle, in my opinion.

—

It's really sad that nothing can be done to pretfeat'vultures” with no intent of attending fromvdering all the
food as soon as it is put out. On several occasiant hungry at side events where | was speaking.

Is important to allocate some side event in retatigth the contact groups to avoid overlapping.

There were some excellent side events in Cancuwrcdtidn related ones should be highlighted more.

on side events, to be able to be attended oneeaftiues during the last COP is that there areesidgat that are
happening at areas that far from the main building

It was difficult to have time to attend the sideepts as we were in the working groups or contamtigs most of
the time.

The participation of youth in side events was agegldition to conference

We should keep organizing side events during CORsGOP-MOPSs. they give the opportunity to partied
other stakeholdres to share their experiencesesrd from others.

D

There was clear polarization of opinion on somejextb (particularly the new sciences of gene driges
synthetic biology). | feel scientists did a goot jout the audience was too precautionary and sorastioo hostile
to give a resounding approval. The question thatht to ask is: Are CBD/COP MOP meetings represimata
enough?

It was difficult to participate in some side evebtxause the programme became too packed withatagtaup
meetings.

none at this time

they are a worthwhile part of COP. But combining @OP and MOPs may have led to too many side eeats
day

les side events ont étaient trés benefiques pais.oa étais plus enrichissant

There were too many events and there were overlaiedsessions and other relevant meetings

It should be organize and easy to find than thietis very much appreciated

Too many activities were added to the sessionMiffito take advantage of all these events.




Page 61
Draft

les sides events ont été des périodes de formetide partage d'expérience entre les parties pienan

There shouldn't be as many...

The location of side events next to the plenary sa=llent!

A good number of side-events are important for kegphe COPs (and COP-MOPs) politically and scfeatily
relevant for a many stakeholders, but being awhet there are limited time to attend side-events kiey-
negotiators from the parties

the facilities was not always appropriate -noisy

The side events were very informative. keep this up

It may be necessary to promote three days prithédCOP (at least) in order to take advantageldhalparallel
events and the rest of the activities

Regional Networking of Asia BCH, the Asia BCH Faynils worth looking at seriously. It is a good mbé
doing in all the conventions.

Necer

Again, because the participants were fewer at skegrek, the side events conducted at second wesidat by
few people

Boring

There was a technical problem with the PA systemdust the side events and this could easily affieet
discussions and outcomes of the event. In theduitwould be useful to make sure all technologieguirements
to support side events are fully functional to avpioblems during the event.

Difficulty in attending those that were runningtite morning parallel to the main sessions. adituritise.

Need to rethink the formats and interaction forrgse so there is less boring powerpoint. More rattve
sessions, practical workshops or even campaignsieonications that run throughout the event (rathanta side
event) may be better to engage a wider audience.

Some side events were cancelled at the last minatesure how the Secretariat can manage that.

les événements étaient intéressants mais il yeoge t

The diversity and number of side-events was, ttagepoint, overwhelming.

Provide translation service for free for side evieréquested.

While it will make people unhappy, fewer events \doprobably be better. Also, more clarity on théextule
would be nice. It was hard to understand what thagpwere for Saturday (ie no buses) as we workimgadur
plans. It could be nice to come up with "journejige IUCN does for its conferences to help peoméofv
particular issues.

The numbers of side events is getting overwhelmmng, that reflects the nature of biodiversity pglio the
modern world. It just covers so much that manygsolegitimately want to make their voices heagditting back
on numbers will inevitably result in censoring soregues or voices, and is a worse alternative treuing to
many. And a minor issue but something needs tddme to deter the food thieves at the side evehRts. may
groups, funding the provision of food is a reallldrage,. It is insult to those who are giving theents, and tq
those who actually want to attend them, to seemaben of aggressive hoarders line up before the fabbks are
open, take the most and best of the food, and rexer walk into the room where the actual side eisebeing
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given.

It was excellently done though numerous and oné&lanat participate in all areas of interest.

Members of official delegations are totally unatdettend side events, especially when their délzgsare small
They have to cover the many working groups of tb® C

The side events were also beneficial for our cqubétause they allowed us: - meeting with thegigks of the
Royal Belgian Institute of Natural Sciences for tieékaunching of funding for activities related teetBiosafety
Clearing-House (CHM); and - the holding of diséass with the COMIFAC delegate to clarify certd
ambiguities surrounding the COMIFAC GIZ projectABS which starts in January 2017

Congratulations to the organizations and governséimat shared such interesting and innovative tkeamsl
experiences, despite the fact that there is |itlitical and economic availability

some sessions were very repetitive, same panelasiopics and therefore same discussions

it was dissapointing that the formats of the sidenés weren't flexible enough. We missed many thing

The venue of the side events must be chosen taeiasgood number of participants in these eventsntun,
some of the side events that were not in the maildihg saw very few participants primarily becawtsegates
preferred to remain in the main building during tireak when side events happen. This has a diffarémpact
on the attendance of side events. Probably all sigmts cud be in the other building, if it was possible to
accomodate all side events in the main building

cancellation of side events was not well commueidat

The quality level of side events this time was vietyomogeneous. I'm aware of the high number ofiegpns
(and consequently of request satisfied), but rehkye were too many options for each session

More Communication to be sent to the side everisrdmators

| can only comment on the side events for topies thattended (mostly synthetic biology) where ¢éhesas a nee
for more balanced information.

| agree whit topics of side events but maybe dcartyn

Too many difficult to catch

Es exelente que se puedan exponer los divesos esvales cada pais y sus avanses, en cada campo
Biodibercidad.

| was there for the Cities Summit which was great

There were too many side events, very hard toviolad producing a lot of paper waste.

From a personal perspective, the side events anlesit oportunities to lean and share experiertbas are of
specific nature or are common among different mati@gions/group etc.

The themes of the side-events are relevant antkesiieg, so they should have a smaller numberde-sivents tq
allow a greater participation of the delegates

THEY SHOULD BE INCREASED IN FUTURE

Cut them way back to ones focusing on the CBD natiogy process and perhaps open up a Biodive
Conference Forum which runs in parallel and seasea trade fair of sorts for biodiversity.

in

de la

sity
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Excellent contributions from researchers and ptiaotrs.

The side events were well placed and covered a aupfbinteresting topics. However, at times theorild be two
presentation on, for example, sharing experiendéagfoya Protocol domestication from two countrietha same
time - this limits participation.

More coordination is needed to avoid overlappindifferent topics of side events

gender should have have been more integrated iheaflide events

The side events should be schedule for lunch hdmd. the organizers should endeavor to provide lsnéar
participants.

In future organization having side events shoula/jate their topics on the website in advance sbgbkection on
which one can attend can be predetermined anddshareng national delegates

List organizers who cancel side-events and giveelegriority in subsequent Conferences.

Side events especially those which are releva@iof® agenda are useful for delegates in understguodilssues.

| found myself wondering about the effectivenessaifing this model of many small "side events" andreds of]
different topics in general. | know it's what hdways been done, but there are so many, they aspetialized,
they get such a small audience, and negotiatingrgowent representatives don't mostly attend theyway, so
they may not have much impact on the CBD delibenati | wonder if any alternative models have ewsemn
considered, like a limited number of larger forums.

The integral ecology vision and a cosmological Exgg must be mainstreamed in this meetings, | ssigge

Small rooms which limit accomodation of participant

IPLC side events gaining meaningful impacts

Less side events to be able to participate in tbbsgerest

The side events were very heavily dominated byesioindustry, which was not appropriate. Civil sbgishould
be prioritized over private industry.

Communication of side events at the beginning ofPO@as very poor, thus resulting in low attendarates.
Multiple overlapping of many side events takinggaelat the same time limited the possibility to radtenany of
them.  There were almost no general events, beyoadguration. It is very beneficial to consider nm
socialization events that boost public relationd anprove chances of synergies by multipliying gpaces for
people to know each other and the related jobgbett

They were informative and well done

It was very difficult to know what side events wetmning and where. There needs to be better comwation
around this in future CBD events because it allegppd slightly chaotic. Even the people on therimftion desk
were unable to help.

The CBD Secretariat's launch of the Technical SeNete 4 on Risk Assessment was not consistent el
direction given by the Parties at MOP7.

Useful and interesting

Well organized. It's a shame they were in middleefotiations. Countries should promote the p@dibon of
their experts to gain informations as a part ofding capacity.
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The topics covered in the side events were verglgowl contributed to broaden participants' viewshenvarious|
themes and approaches presented. In particulaQdal communities (and also for policy makersg fide events
were of great capacity for biodiversity trainingtin the framework of the CBD.

The themes that were discussed in the paralleltewsrre very important since Tambiense were invblie
exchanges of experience that we can carry outritestitories and that we are already doing

Excellent side events covering a wide range ofc®pmiith strong interconnectivity (e.g. biodiversiagriculture,
livelihoods, health, etc.) The contact group meialways detract from event attendance, whichshaame ag
there could be strong potential for Delegations mesgarchers to have meaningful dialogue and laantbnable
collaboration.

There were some schedules troubles formcountrigsmore than 2 side events

For some reason, they are side-events with fewmdsdtas; am not sure if you Keep track of those viritshould
avoid overlapping. Am not sure how but organizéasubd ensure participation

The information of the daily different programessweot fully clear and accesible .

Better input into plenary discussions needed

It would be great if there were fewer side evehts,larger in attendance, and with key participanotsh as Parties

The side event seemed more efficent and effectiem the COP/MOP itself and in some cases helped NGO
delegates to find info to use to enhance theimnatetions in the actually COP/MOP proceedings.

Too many NGOs having multiple meetings with the sa@axtreme messaging introducing new demands rtithe
having balanced side events.

It was a good opportunity for networking.

thank you for the interesting side events, unfaataly not enough time to follow all of them

Logistic support from the venue before and durlmgdide-event should be improved

As part of the negotiating Team of my Delegatidratl no time to participate in side events. Onearé&s also the
very time consuming coordination Meetings of myioeg! Group. It is interesting to observe thaé part of the
participants only participate in side events areldther part in the real negotiations. There seente a lack of
exchange of views between the two groups of pasius.

Very interesting side events during the first week

Do more to prevent activists from harassing ottetigipants

| did not have time to attend side-events

Maybe too many

There was very little participation and discussiommany of the side-events. In future events wetragsure that
the topics are relevant for the participants of @mnference and that the number of simultaneois esignts are
not too many. Also, it must be promoted that similgpic side-events are merged into discussionesbior
example.

XVI.  Additional comments on if the number of events during the Rio Conventions Pavilion was
appropriate.
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| did not participate in them.

| didn#t attend any

But the location and programme of the Pavillion vpa®rly publicised in the meeting areas and onGB®
website.

Did not participate

Was not aware of them

This seemed thin.

Didn't actually make it there unfortunately.

No cuento con informacion.

If was appropriate but difficult for Parties to peipate

Didn't pay much attention.

| did't have the chance to attend ant one.

The Rio pavillion was rather hidden and the fewngsénto which | popped my head were underattendthaps
this needs to be rethought next time.

did not participate

too many

| didn't really followed the Rio Pavilion.

I've been to the Pavilion a couple of days anddt/ed to be quite frustrating to see the numbgrenfple attending
the sessions. Mostly speakers and colleagues eéthere present, which is quite frustrating. levpyus COP,
I've presented at an event, and, likewise, justptiesenters and colleagues were attending theosessjuestion
the cost-effectiveness of the Pavilion.

Should be more events to promote synergy betwedrio £onventions and sharing experience/best pexfiom
countrie who have experiences and projects.

They were excellent and very interestong specthlige related to indigenous people

would be better less options per hour, in orddraee more participation at different ones.

| did not attend any

Oul

too many. Those did swamp any ability to both fiefrem the events and actually participate in doaference

Can be improved so that there is fair participatiothe events

Very interesting events

did not follow this
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It was a pity that the Rio Convention Pavillion wasated in a quite hidden place ....

There were a lot of very interesting and educa#vents, but unfortunately participation on the magenda
meetings made it very difficult to find time to &part in the events of Rio Pavilion.

didn't pay attention

The overlap between this venue and the other sieiste was confusing.

Didn't attend any - too busy as a Party delegate

Badly organised and seemed like another duplicati@vents - why aren't side events enough.

was not able to attend

| did not attend

Was the Rio Conventions Pavilion where the CEPAewas held? No idea if the number was appropadateot.
The organisation appeared to be somewhat orgalfithe session organisers had promoted their sesdiwen
people turned up - otherwise people were wandeniognd not aware that there was a good sessiog goin

to many and their taking an entire day was too lénig limiting other groups from participating

i could not go to the Pavillion, sorry about that

I do not really know because this place was todrtan the Moon Palace, impossible to access irsg eay.

| didn't know about it, so | can not give any opimi

Still not sure what the Pavilion was for. It fdiat there was a lot of duplication with the sidergg

| barely knew about the events at the Rio Pavilgmmry!

Too bad some seminars were held during the COP/s&3Bions.

XVII.  Additional comments on if the topics addressed during the Rio Conventions Pavilion were
relevant.

Yes, those which | attended are relevant

Did not participate

No cuento con informacion.

Though the idea is really interesting, it did nppear that there was really representation fromaotiher two
conventions, either in personnel, topics, or otligew

continued strong focus on ecological restoratios @xcellent and should continue

Trés pertinents

The topics were very informative and indeed creatgdreness on the different efforts undertakendoyrounities
and other key players

corporatist neoliberal features in exhibitions gmebsentations are not balanced with indigenoussprats
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solidarity and convivial associations

didn't pay attention

Relevant to what. If there is serious discussionualmnerging the Rio Convention into a coherent rmrnental
agreement, then yes events could support this gsoce

most of them

duplication of existing side events - why arerdesévents enough

| like the topic on Forestry Landscape and EcosysRestoration. Restoring degraded ecosystems daesnty
help in achievement of several Aichi Biodiversitgrglet but also contributes to the mitigation ofmete change
and its consequences.

| did not attend

No idea because | couldn't find a programme.

Lots of repetitive info and | kept seeing the sataey Jamie Ervin from UNDP in almost every evdntould
have liked to hear the voices of the local peopbrisg their stories.

Excellent topics - particularly the Planetary Heeymposium.

| didn't know about it, so | can not give any opimi

Yes especially on the Terrestrial segements.

XVIII. Additional comments on the Rio Conventions Pavilion.

Logistics was not very well organized

Too many events at the same time. It was hardc¢mdevhich event to attend.

It provides a suitable platform for the delegatesriderstand the linkages among the Rio conventions

| wasn't aware of this events.

| felt this was a bit disconnected with the mainfepsence centre

The forest related event was useful

| did not attend.

Satisfactory

This is good as it brings out the voices and igstr@ many institutions/ communities etc

Smaller delegations are unable to attend the ég$i®ns at the Rio Pavillion as they ran conculyevith the WG
for a delegation of 2

Did not vist the Rio Conventions Pavillon, no tifioe that.

Did not attend many
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it was busy through out the meeting

There was a lot of participation in the events.

| saw many innovations to help solve the biodiugrsiisis.

The discussion was okay

The knowledge and experiences were really intergsthd useful for my professional training

Good effort on it.

Sin comentarios

I haven't had the chance to attend any, in partligtance, in part too busy at the venue to ineastgh time. Bu
some mention that they were nice

some RCP events had very low attendance, so magbevould be more. The linking of RCP events withirhal'
side events was good.

liis really good

| didn't have any time to go to the Rio Conventi®awilion.

It was the best part of the side events

These were highly relevant, possibly more than nsady events.

If the other two conventions are not able to pgotite it seems only to be a clever concept anémetl benefit.
appreciate that the other conventions' secretasigsusy, and the climate COP was close in timiheoCBD
COP, but if there are not firm commitments of tiared resources from both of the other two "sistéisiggest
this be dropped/collapsed into a single event.

Ambience was excellent and sitting arrangementg wenvenient.

les thémes étais trés intéressantes,diversifiéesriehissantes

There will be need to popularize and do a widesatisination of events under the Rio ConventionsIRavi

les questions traitées sont d'importance capitale

The Rio Conventions Pavilion was, for whatever o@aslisconnected from the issues of my concernG®.

The location of teh Rio Pavillion next to teh plenaas excellent!

never had time to attend ....

Side events were very interesting

| was not involved in this one so no appropriategents from me.

Very well

The themes that were selected for the Rio Paviliere relevant and it was a good idea to allocateeme pe
day. Just had to be mindful of having too many kpesaper session as it would run the risk of rughimough the
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presentations and discussions.

Did not fully understand the difference betweeresgents and the Rio Pavillion

The same people tended to attend the Rio everaiorél delegations - especially if they are smathnnot get tg
the Rio events.

il faut amélioré les communications sur les lieugégs des side évents avec des panneau de sigioalisal
d'indicatif des salles de réunions depuis I'amamnisda cour.

The Rio Conventions Pavillion is overshadowed leysiue-events

The Rio Conventions Pavilion location was greatWdger, it's never included in the main schedulepsople
have to know to go look for it. The days and evets actually better planned and more coherent shatiered
side events, but attendance was generally poouubed@CP has to do its own publicity and really aaly rely on
fliers. | think it has a real role, but isn't watilized.

Overall | was not particularly impressed and ditl atbend many Rio Pavilion events

The theme on the use of traditional knowledge &serve the diversity of bioculture in sustainalggaulture and
the diversification of cultures is so importantttharsonally | have already set to work throughaffice to realize
it through the elaboration Currently in final stagfean agro-ecological promotion project in my grae of origin
which is fully forestry and newly created sinceyoR015

There are very interesting initiatives that sholbddan example for politicians and economists tokttaf more
integral and equitable strategies in the conseawaif biodiversity

No time to attend these events

Is was very far away from the main venue

Topices carefully selected and very useful in miniap.

The events were good and the participation was galwting among the communities was very good.

topics looked interesting but | couldn't attendtees were at the same time as meetings.

The pavilion recovered aislated cases from diffexmuntries but they no were representatives ohational
strategy in conservation. | saw the pavilion sdgresited.

Purpose not clearly defined.

Very good focus on gender!

Program of the Rio Conventions Pavilion was todeas Some days were organized poorly.

Améliorer Is espaces et la visibilité des évenemeattrouvant dans le pavillon

The Rio Conventions Pavilion was particularly swesfel. It was well-located, accessible, within feeure area of
the COP and well-managed. The venue was the ripht I was unfortunate that its content was plawery late,
and many organizations were not able to contribstenuch as they might have wished.

Events happening in the Rio Conventions Paviliod #re CEPA Fair should be open to the public, atiss,
events are mostly preaching to the choir and ralyreaising awareness.

unfortunately i was not able to participate (i dit have time).
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Waste of money - you should focus on one side gwargramme

It was hard to follow the large number of eventsigmn simultaneously. Perhaps giving earlier ameement of]
events would help plan better

| attend only two events at the Rio Convention Raviso i am not that competent to answer all thaisked.

it is unfortunate that we were only 4 delegatesnfimur country hence missed several opportunitipeaally on
the Restoration Opportunity Assessment Methodolbggking forward to another chance

| was not aware of any event in the RCPavilion.

the announcement about the venue for the side ®igqtiite confusing. The timeframe for the sidends is quite
short, it hampers the process of dialogues duhiegI&A session.

It provides a suitable platform for the delegatesriderstand the linkages among the Rio Cconvestion

The IISD coverage of the Rio Conventions Pavillieas excellent, and a good "draw" to bring in gopdakers
and agendas.

Not able to attend

Observe the time to get all speakers presenting

Excellent coordiantion and topics and panelistaids$ satisfying. Thank you!

half day long duration is sufficient

| have not be there., | do not know how was it.

The events at the Pavilion were few, the spacenstiwvell used, was empty and underused

Excellent events, although attendance in the RidliBa was limited.

Not enough divulgation

Although Topics are always very interesting, | tthd Feeling those were "closed" Events and notpfdlic
participation but for those involved already in thi¢iatives.

| think we need to have more diffusion of infornoatj the delegates were not always in their places

Unfortunately | did not have time to attend thigipan.

There has to be more prominent ways to publicizeutithe events at the Rio Pavilion. We missexl Rio
Convention Calendar this year - for the first time!

Alot of my topic relevant sessions were held in @@P/MOP sessions where | had to be helping andagiiag
my team. So | was only able to attend the onesWwbkh Side events were taking place or at Lunck.tim

| did not participate, no time

As part of the negotiating Team of my Delegatidratl no time to participate in these Events.

A more integrated approach between topics.
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XIX.  Additional comments on if the number of events during the CEPA Fair was appropriate.

Did not participate

Was not aware of this

Did not attend

Again didn't manage to make it to very many CEPArgs. Some looked very interesting but the clomraghine
was on the blink.

| did not attend this meeting

Poor Programming

Did not pay attention to this

No time to notice.

| did't have the chance to attend any one

| never even knew where this was.

same comments with side events.

Too many in terms of the concurrent conferencesaaadable time

Too few participants. Not very well organised amgatration of venue not attractive.

CEPA was very interesting from morning till nightt all times it was worthwhile to get closer to sgpwhat was|
happening in CEPA, also the stands also had vexfyLimformation.

again, too much goods at the same time, hard toseho

was unable to participate in CEPA fair. too marigdk running at the same time.

| did not attend any

n addition to the CEPA events there were otherlighrevents with which adequate participation irclsevents|
was not achieved. As | said earlier in some of@tegents especially at the end of the first weekiarnthe secong
week and participation was almost nil from 2 togpple at most

not participated

Did not attend.

There is still need for more participation of Gavents.

Were too many and poorly presented in screens, fagier informative materials were wasted by thenaees
themselves at the fair. Surely in other meetings,cdommunication strategy may be different

I have not participated in the CEPA Fair nor haglttime to look at the exibitions

There were a lot of very interesting and educa@®#A Fair events, but unfortunately participationtbe main
agenda meetings made it very difficult to find titodake part in the CEPA Fair events.
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Didn't pay attention

Another confusing set of events.

Didn't attend any - too busy as a Party delegate

Needs more.

unable to attend

| did not attend

Should be more

Not anparticipant

too few

No idea how many events there were.

Did not attend.

very mach

Very few

| did not even go to any, sorry!

The most of the CEPA Fair seesions | was able éovees mostly on India and Asia looking at things so
relevant to the Caribbean where | am from. but $ ahle to speak to persons from the Germany ba&faisNvho
were connecting me to information | needed.

Too few participants in the CEPA fair.

XX. Additional comments on if the topics addressed during the CEPA Fair were relevant.

Did not participate

| did not attend this meeting

Did not have time to pay attention to this

| never saw their program.

The CEPA fair was instrumental, particularly to Siéne parties and other stakeholders on the renwefforts to
achieves Aichi objectives.

CEPA fair showed very creative ways many very iegéing projects of conservation, education andrenuiental
management. In addition | showed many projects dlratdy are working in situ, with local people d@hdt they
have concrete results.

was unable to participate in CEPA fair. too marigdk running at the same time.

Plus ou Moins pertinents y avait de traduction dasrsaines réunions
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Themes focused on education and biodiversity wikpedences from different countries and organizegion
addition, the theme of sustainability and peacehim world was taken up to achieve a better equitythie
conservation of biodiversity. Some proposed iriteg motivated age groups such as youth, childedncators
communities, etc.

Many of them were important as the stand of thena@rgovernment and its support for the CBD but nathgrs
were good for the university expositions

didn't pay attention

How did they relate to the negotiations?

CEPA Fair was very relevant as it focused on pregy@f implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biedsity
2011-2020 and Aichi Biodiversity 1 and 2.

| did not attend

From what | saw they appeared to be relevant.

Very relevant - keep up the good work

The most of the CEPA Fair seesions | was able éovees mostly on India and Asia looking at things so@
relevant to the Caribbean where | am from.

XXI. Additional comments on the CEPA Fair

Logistics of these events was not very well orgadiz

Too many events at the same time. It was hard¢mdevhich event to attend.

The CEPA Fair could have been better promoted adfenml part of the Convention.

Considering the heavy agenda of concurrent CORVEDES, the delegates hardly got an opportunity emdgime
visiting CEPA fair.

This was too tucked away and not well advertised

Human rights on Environment event

CEPA Fair is really was of high value and benefitdhe participant as it provide to them an oppdties for
knowledge and awareness More chances should bededoto other parties to partcipate..

| did not attend.

there is needs to match between the sequence alidbeevents and the sequence of the titles ofltbamissed
documents, | mean the held of the side eventsdoatlay before the debate of the matching document

Satisfactory

People understand more about the topic

congrats but can do better

Did not visit the CEPA Fair, no time for that.
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well organised

It is quite disappointing that very few COP13 papants attended the CEPA side events since theteveere
held simultaneously with Plenary sessions in thening. Perhaps you would like to allot an entirg datwo for
CEPA side events in the next COP meetings so asnsure that the events will be well attended by
participants.

The side events during the CEPA fair were not tetl attended because people were in the code ngsefirhis
was not fair to the organizers of these eventfieset should have not coincide with CBD meetings.

It was very well prepared and was very summoned.

It was very important side event but not so marficials participate in it.. It means that topics ©épa Fairs
should be better anoucemented

Sessions were okay

It was so sad in the last side event that justdwthree person attended, | really felt sad fordheaker. But ir
general it was fine

Wide range of topics available.

| guess there was a good opportunity to gathersidpablications and many activities developed bynties,
organizartions and consortia, but | was not awdree small guide or directory to make some spedifioices, and
not being just hanging around the stands, sometimtastoo many information, bored people, informatvideos.
The question is, which specific objective are tad attempting to achieve? Are all presenterdisf ¢ffort?

very much useful

| did not attend this segment of the meeting savieno input.

| didn't have any time to go to the CEPA Fair

Did not participate

This fair was rather poor in terms of booths préseriocal initiatives

I am not sure if this is worthwhile as it is curtlgrconducted.

This was one of the highlights of COP 13 but attera# was relatively low when considering the imgroce of
the CEPA Fair.

It should be maintained, at least during COPs H1l4n

j'ai beaucoup apprecié aussi

More time should be given for interactions durimggentations under the CEPA. The space for eidvisitunder
the CEPA fair was too small

as with the Pavilion, it would be better not to édiat many things taking place at the same timeffasts are
immense, discussions are diluted and resourcesasted!

The location of the CEPA Fair next to the plenaaswexcellent!

Securing funding for poster sessions should be @dotime to allow for attractive posters

the
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The room location was sort of "hidden" and somepponly found out late. not your fault though

Did not attend

This event is Not applicable to me also.

It seems to me that the CEPA fair gives the COBmportunity to shake off a bit of such formalitp. CEPA has
been sung, has been danced, has been role playadidition to seeing interesting initiatives

was unable to participate in CEPA fair. too mariggb running at the same time.

Did not have time to attend any side events wherad not speaking or CEPA events

Toutes les réunions étaient intéressantes sa@ftase sont traduit en francais.

The ZSlI India also participated in CEPA Fair

Communication has reached new technologies butagidncand public awareness is very important esfigdn
developing countries

Congratulations

No time to attend the CEPA fair

Less paper, more energy topics can be interestidgamething more interactive will be appreciate.

just like the pavilion these were well organizedplte the fact that space was small the events wenelerful

| think this topic is important for all in the warl

The CEPA fair was great and had good side events

didn't have time to attend any of it.

Provide more support for the CEPA Fair

Could be part of a separate Forum as noted above.

The CEPA Fair should be more - digitally - interaet The booth system is a bit old-fashioned. ladtenore
screens and computers, less print docs, encousdgeiters to use digital formats (Video, PodcasgBJsticks,
etc. - also note that the material does not havgetperfect or produced at high cost, sometimampls Video
interview produced with a mobile could be enougmcourage the exhibitors to have people preserthad
audience can interact with them. As it was in thsetfyears: an organization displayed material whiak picked
up and then found in the dust bin around the cormatlow for more dialogue. - In principal: We aad talking
about awareness raising and mainstreaming. Ifishisill the case, then the CEPA Fair deserves ratention.
For instance, organize a CEPA Fair reception fbtha exhibitors. Organize a "CEPA slam": Creatgage, ask
exhibitors to present their products and conteritsinv5 minutes etc. - the CBD members and audidteed to
understand that CEPA is not a simple replicationvbét they do or say. CEPA is creativity, simpétion in a
good way and moves away from good old print totdlgBic!

Unfortunately i did not have time for participatimgside-events.

| did not even show up at the CEPA fair

as indicated earlier was not able to follow up &P® Fair
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The promotion is not enough

Considering the heavy agenda of concurrent CoRMVioiels, the delegates hardly get an opportunity emdgime
visiting CEPA fair.

Include more information about Indigenous Peopltiwities, programs, etc.

In the second week, it was not successful to diavattentions from the participants. It looked sisgal. The
secretary should have distributed the informatimoiag participants more.

Did not visit it.

| would like we could have more information in adea.

Any organisation or management of the CEPA Fair ingssible, as far as | could see. It all seemede self-
organised by the attendees putting up posters amdfming side events. In my view, this was a el
opportunity. The turn out by delegates was vevy &md people just talked to the already signed embrers of
the CEPA movement. Given that during the actuaP Go many representatives of parties talked abw
importance of CEPA | suggest there needs to beyaofvahowcasing CEPA programmes within the main C
event. At the moment CEPA is a side issue.

Again needed rotation every couple of days

| was not there. No comments

CEPA Fair was unbelievably depleted. There wag |garticipation and poor disclosure.

Rarely visited

More prominent notification on the CEPA Fair nedded

Make the presentation more regionally diverse

| did not have time to do anything but attend thaimevents side meetings and the interminable egsisn
discussions where nothing was resolved, so | cacoroment!

a bit boring ...

No participation

BD

XXIl.  Additional comments on if the number of other parallel events, such as summits and forums, held
as part of the UN Biodiversity Conference was appropriate

The opinion on the site event is the same in &ésa

| think they shouldn't have been parallel, but eatternated.

Too crammed in though, and possibly too many

The Muuchtanbal Indigenous Summit was very sucaedsfremains to see what happens with the outcoamel
recommendations at the CBD level.

Very difficult to cover the COP / MOPs and the plateevents, which meant integration wasn't necélysas good
as it could have been. Participants seemed tbdse either for the parallel events or for COP etc.
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frequent overlapping of parallel Events of equgbamance and often some little late

The more the merrier | suppose - | only attendegl few.

| just attend the science forum, and in generahsawas ok, but more organizations was needed, guwdance to
achieve some outcomes and how to transmit to CAFC&P MOPs

There seemed to be a lot of them and some werty fagtaway. | never made it to the offsite onesl slon't
know what attendance was but the harder it is tesc| anticipate the fewer delegates make it thHr# is not
important to have the cross-fertilization of delegparticipation, then that is not an issue, bse#ms like it add
value all around to have a mix of participantsuathsfora.

°2

This is again a subjective assertion. Many everggevgoing on at the same time, rendering it diffifor some
delegations to follow-up. But like i said it earlié depends on the interest one has in the sumnfidrum.

It would be nice with more events for parlamentasia

| realy liked the business and biodiversity foruafdre the CoP! Would like to propose to organizehsan event
on finance in 2 years...

| don't think there should be that many paraergs and especially not over weekends, it is fsaekhausting!

| liked the 2 meetings respectively on Saturday 8adday end of first week.

But some of them conflicted in the scheds of peddh@ve no suggestion but there needs to be soone timought
into organizing these such that people's timeptienized

Too much to absorb

Surely for many interviewees, the number could keessive and if it was true that there was evenghin
simultaneous at all hours ... but in that quargitg diversity there were a huge richness.

Hard to agree or disagree - it was not possiblgotto many things and pay attention to the prircg#ssions o
the conference

| think there were too many such events.

By the same situation that having so many parai&nts clashed with each other, which was impasdid
guarantee the proper participation

too many events - should look for focus

It was almost too much.

It needs funding solutions.

The conference on cities biodiversity was empty ismg@resented in the plenary room with less tleemattendees.

Bad planning.

Foir me fair enough but | concentrate on my mandateegotiator, not much time to attend these lghelents
(beside High Level Event)

a bit all over the place

Too focused on tasks as Party delegate to partcipa
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Too many.

Too many events

Did not attend any summits or forums.

It would be helpful to have more activities aimiaigparlamentarians. Some need basic introductitinetebd and
the cops. Other would benefit from indepth intrathut to specific agenda items wich will provide tievith a
solid base for the following debate on implemeptabf cop decisions at national level.

It was an NGO public relations circus.

Are these really needed?

| did not participate in any.

| like the forums.

There was no time to do anything but attend thenneaients side meetings and the interminable isizes$
discussions where nothing was resolved. This veaticplarly difficult for small country delegatiorsuch as
island nations who were not able to be part of n@frthese discussions.

Difficult to move around and be able to catch thain

XXI1I.  Additional comments on if the topics addressed by other parallel events, such as summits and
forums, held as part of the UN Biodiversity Conference were relevant.

The opinion on the site event is the same in aésa

E.g. Biodiversity Forum. Though some stakeholdezsawnissing from the forum.

It was very well prepared and was very summoned.

| participated excellent impressive

Especially the one on indigenous peoples - weekamnun with a visit of indigenous community

Obviously. Generally such events are organisedrawvdhe attention on burning issues, to advocate atract
other stakeholders, or even other fundings. Sorieiver for a simple pleasure of organizing an even

| liked the 2 meetings respectively on Saturday @adday end of first week.

to highlight: Cities and local Governments Summit!

High level exhibitors and very practical and creatsubjects to put them to work in other countries

Yes, but there was no quorum and therefore no slison was generated

Topics covered during some of the side events werg relevant, some were providing insight for ssieing
deliberated during the COP

It was an NGO public relations circus.

Yes all of my interest were covered. Just wisheduld be every where at the same time.
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XXIV.  Additional comments on other parallel events.

Logistics of these events was not very well orgadiz

Too many events at the same time. It was hardc¢mdevhich event to attend.

Higher focus on activities for parliamentarians

Time management is crucial for organising the esent

Organizing parallel events is important and cofative

The summits and forums were very interest, butrtheigramming coincides with the conferences ofgthgies
which will take up very important occasions

I had not much time to attend them! to busy to wenmld negociate

it gives the space of sharing topics

The preparation of side events was a success.

The Biodiversity Law and Governance Day convene€t8DL was quite useful.

Our delegations were invited and it was also riceete things differently from a different angle

It felt as though there were less of these bukethexs plenty to be involved in elsewhere so théhes

| attended specifically for the cities and sub ovadl summit

It's great that all have opportunity to share kremlgle, give point of view. The young people showehmore
parallel events

La Cumbre Mauch’tambal cubrié las expectativasatégpacion y los temas fueron sumamente intetesan

Good use of space for various other meetings ® pédce in the limited time available.

| was not aware of a particular (open or public)zearallel event. My fault, but nothing happenedt B was good
to have one weekend in the middle for personabarraunity activities, basically tourism.

as a negotiator, there is unfortunately not mucte tieft for such events

| did not attend parallel events so | have no contme

Could not follow these events

They all should have taken place at the same vdhweas difficult to organize, and move from onethe other
when they were at the same time or during the CRiBtings, let alone twice a day or more.

Important to engage sub-national governments. TWeyld not have come to the meeting and they are
important in implementation of Strategic Plan.

The events were very relevant but due to the lenfithe meeting | know many participants had treulttending
both the pre-events and the actual COP/MOP.

SO
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we should keep organizing parallel events duringfP€@nd COP-MOPs. Interested persons will alwagnait

A lot more effort should be put in to ensure as Imas possible the time slots for such events deoiotide with
COP discussions ie. it has to be dynamic and pieatid reviewed during the COP

c'est bon et trés enrichissant

Too much of a business focus

The challenge is to get key messages from theseteweto the main negotiations (as parties havegresl
positions before the meetings)

Not necesary

It is a shame that a convention of Biodiversityt tiast be environmentally friendly accumulate sacclmamount
of paper only in leaflets and small books, | seemezkssive. The printed material should be LIMIT&Das not
to generate so much waste. Or al least given tpdople that claim for it not in a huge tablentarstand the
opportunity this material gives. In fact | am usihgith muy students in the university..

It was very interesting that the Business and Biediity Forum was held parallel to the high-levekdting,
because it allowed informal dialogues among putdficials and private executives

It was just not balanced. | attended the most a$e¢hforum... and for example the Legislators ang£summits,
where crowded on the opening and sadly empty ddhiadnard sessions.

These should never become a dominant part of tide@mce agenda, but with so many people with agielut
diverse interests assembled, it's an efficient twajo things.

The parallel events have made it possible to pbties to the same tuning that the others thrdugginformation
and exchanges which make it possible to raise ragnivocations

Congratulations

No time to attend these events

Interesting topics selected.

Topics discussed were were thought

| think forums are important with this Conferen@xluse provide and relations with Biodiversity

Cities summit was awesome

By having parallel events it allowed for participgnepresentatives to prioritize and attend evémés are of
particular interest.

| would have been interested in attending the sei@ne but naotification of it came to late to chatigivel as we
need to request travel far in advance. it woulgded to know about these related summits at asbnths prior|
to meeting

Business and Biodiversity forum would be bettetezito run in parallel with the refular sessiond ant the high-
level segment

| participated the 2016 Business & Biodiversity o which was an excellent event.

One example is the confusing business partnershgeting which was not terribly inclusive. One contit attend
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unless they somehow invited.

The business forum was too far from the main CORigeAttracting delegates to attend was problematic

Unfortunately i did not have time to participatetlie side-events.

There is no doubt that parallel events providermiation and knowledge so they were valuable.

The side events were good and educative

For smaller delegations, it is a challenge to atjgarallel events, some of which are quite relevant

Some of the parallel events in Cancun were veraffart and spent was spent/lost getting betweeewhets. The
original venue in Los Cabos might have been a rappgopriate venue.

| attended the 8(j) forum, and it was very good.

More time to solve internal issues

Usually, the COP had the menue for local toursciamfirming local biodiversity. At this time, thesgere not
excursion menues. It was a bit disappointng.

It was infoutunate the exhibition of CONABIO wagyéar away

| have been only attending the meetings

The volume and diversity of side events, Rio Pmrillevents and other events get to be distractind, may at
time becoming disruptive of conventional work. Amdich was repeats of events and material presette
IUCN WCC, World Parks Congress and the like.

It was an NGO public relations circus.

As all of them had the same Topic, we missed aefa@pmmunicating and getting to a common dialogudraw
conclussions and collaborations for implementatdore Attention should be put in the future for Baage and
opportunities for dialogue and common Action, spkgif mainstreaming is the bottom line.

Science and Business Forum were both highly intiegesut without impact on the plenary negotatiami
therefore not relevant. If to be repeated, thedintoto main agenda.

Very sector- or theme- specific, and mostly on{iatidon basis.

| did not have time to do anything but attend thaimmevents side meetings and the interminable egsisn
discussions where nothing was resolved.

They gave a good opportunity for networking andtfog general public to inform themselves on sevepics
relevant to biodiversity

| did not participate - no time

Very happy to follow specially the Science Foruropr to the COP. Was totally useful

Never had the opportunity to attend any of the lpgravents, as the Schedule with negotiations seaisitensive.

As part of a delegation, | really had no time tefassist to any of the forums, summits, etc

It was difficult to navigate the multiple venues.
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Too many

Although the topics were relevant in cases suchhasScientific Forum, there was a lack of partitiga of
conference members, there was an evident lack oWladge on how to bring the discussion into the C
Conference and there was a great lack of organizatiThe format of this forums must change andbeabme 4
scientific conference as it did this time, couplimdot more and in more substantive ways with thgct of the
conference.

XXV.  Additional comments on if the transportation arrangements for the United Nations Biodiversity
Conference were efficient.

Congratulations, transportation was very efficiety punctual and excellent service.

The first three days it wasn't efficient for logaople, parking at the Golf course parking.

| was staying at the COP venue, but | think thegpart was working well

More buses were needed at earlier and later times

Very good!

the interval for transport arrangement was quitg v addition, | had a problem as the last dagngfstay the bus
which has to depart according to the establishbdree did not move and made some 6 persons wan®more
hour time with a reason that some more people hayain. As a result, | was almost missing my fligind had
unpleasant surprises at the airport being in buthere was no one to help with complaints.

| stayed at the Moon Palace, so | dealt with trartspnly on arrival, departure and to take a hbtet on the
middle Sunday.

Myself was a lucky person to stay in the conferehogel, bit colleagues had to invest much time
transportation.

for

Very helpful and caring

Buses should have stopped at ALLhotels, for thdses avith mobility disabilities.

It was well organised and the team was very pridass

Definitely could be improved. The travel schedulesre rather so limiting thereby making the delegat

sometimes wait for too long before the next schedldlepartures. This was worsened by the factthieavenue
was rather far from the rest of the hotels makitgraative transport not so available

There needed to have more transportation duringitite time

The staff who were coordinating the buses were taetgful (in my case the route that went to/frora fReamada)
Buses could have been a bit more frext, particularly as there were some times indée when there was
long wait (eg after the side events ending at )il the next bus back.

The long distance to Moon Palace from any other gfathe city meant limitations for participants evihould not
stay there.

The timing of the buses at night was not conveniélittey did not run late enough or run often enoagt there
were not good private options. This was the biggegistical failure at the meeting. We probabbeded more
buses in the morning as well as the buses were ffteand had to leave people at stops.

I've stayed the whole time at the venue hotelusbthe arrival day (which was free and efficieartyl on departur

1%
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day (with expendsive taxis) are related to thieople going in and out every day was compliningualschedules
and delays to get through security checkpoints.

Our delegation were staying in cheaper accommaul&tian those where the buses were stopping sogéttithe
buses was a hassle. We therefore had rented andameeded to sort out every day who would stayfach
contact group.

Most of the time.

There should be offered some stops elswhere thitre anly selected Hotels (kind of circle line)

| stayed at the venue so did not have to rely amsjportation. But it did limit contact groups whigvas
problematic given the limited time and space fansa@ontact groups.

Considering the abysmal choice of venue it waso'tdad, thanks mainly to the very lovely local staf

At several times the buses did not show up at¢heduled times and/or they were full and there wereeats lef
to take delegates and other participant to the Mealace. Calling for another bus to accommodat@tople that
did not manage to get in the first one took a lénge and a number of us missed important meetingseaents
we had planned.

There were too many problems with stops and tinfeedwles. It took like 3 days to have the transpiorta
arrangements working reasonably well.

Arranged hours of transportation not always alignéth working sessions, events and official sidesgg. Many
delegates have to leave early or arrive late tagrmeetings, events etc. because of too rigid sdeeof
transportation.

There was enough transport, but the timetable vead tob understand - it would have been helpful &veh
something like an interactive map, and a postéh@foutes at the main stops.

There should have been more buses. Especiallyeiehnings. Sometime one has to leave the workimgrtact
groups as the last transportation was leaving.

For my part, | have not recorded any false notethimnsubject. | think, moreover, that the hostragoyshould be
congratulated.

The bus schedules were not properly alinged with ¢bnference’s agenda. Participation at early mgrpi
coordination meetings was generally not possibldeffendent on the schedule busses. The schedssed)
travel routes were not transparent. Some hotels easly accessible combining different scheduksliand a brie
walk. Most busses were either too big or too small.

Too few departures

The first days were efficient but after the arrangats were adapted is was good.

trés bien organisé

| greatly appreciated the transportation arrangesadihat said, the early days in particular weng ygoblematic.
| used the "center town" bus that was primarilydubg African delegates, and we had to wait for HGBURe first
few days while appropriately sized buses were fodrek timing of the buses was very difficult fooe of us
trying to get in for morning meetings, or leavimgthe evenings, for that matter.

| stayed at a hotel where the breakfast startétlAdtl. The first bus shuttle left at 7 AM. We adietbus if we
could leave 7.15 to be able to eat breakfast. # @K in the beginning, but not after some dayss Important to
be flexible here (we couldn’t take a later bus).
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Congratulations.Maybe just more buses during dapgs?

and the staff were nice

Buses were scheduled every hour or more

Excelent

Very convenient when our bus guide linked us albowhatsApp group to keep us posted updated/cheasajgd
schedules

the frecuency was OK

It was not always possible to get a bus to staquahotel (BSEA Cancun Plaza), so we often hadatkwa. 1 km
to or from another bus stop.

tres efficace

Les horaires étaient treés éloignés. une fréqueaatépart toutes les 30 mn aurait ete mieux

Access to bicycles on site was an excellent option!

We were unable to use them as we had to hire deeause our apartment was not served by the trdn
arrangements.

Moon Palace: Very expensive and not affordablelbtha delegations. Was very far way from all thheohotels.
Shuttles were not regular. Some of the plannedlsBlth the morning never arrived. There was notugh shuttle
late in the night.

Very efficient

The best ever since attending the last 10 COP ngeetilimely and well organized for my route

At times some delegates missed on regional prepgrateetings in the morning due to delayed trartspor

some more frequent buses in the evening would e more flexibility to attend events and wheassens ran
long

It was efficient once the transport was locatedidet of the airport. This could have been morerlesagnposted.

This service | think was appropriate

shuttle schedule did not accommodate early diete\ard people setting up such events well

The bus schedule at evening was not flexible endogiccomodate the timing svhanges of the sessidiie
shuttles to the airport were not sufficient in terafi timing

Transportation arrangements were excellent.

Stayed at the Conference Hotel, so not directlyceamed. But | hear many delegates who were notyhapp

The buses ran not very frequently. A more freqaemsfer would have been appreciated.

The meeting was too far away from hotels, excegt people who stayed at the conference hotels

d'autres hétels n'étaient pas repris dans la ti@jecdes bus en plus les bus ne s'arrétaientens de route

Spo
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This was a particularly good element of planningpezially given the area of hotels where partidipamere
scattered

| stayed at a hotel in the Cancun city center angkeineral, transport was in time and worked wediwelver, once
the bus did not show and | had to take a taxi. Atke transportation times were not well sheduléth the
sessions and there were not enough bus times. eTbagk from Moon Palace to the city center busesalsy
always leave 10 minutes late, which was quite aimgpyespecially at 11 pm.

It was not very convenient (becouse of the timedah#), and i had some problems getting back to otglton the
last evening (at night, at 2.30 am- had to waitegailong time).

The buses were sometimes delayed without informatio

| wish there were more buses to the hotel.

All those involved in the transportation were el and mindful. They did an excellent job!

Transport was readily available from hotels to eoafice centre. This was great made life simplenfost of us

Should provide transportation from hotel to airgod. Not only from airport to hotel in the dayigal.

<

The venue was too far away from the place we chtosevernight and bus services were not schedudey
frequently.

| shared a car with collegues. Shuttle busses wet available from our accomodation.

Excellent! Derivers and staffs are aslo very nice!

There were insufficient bus pick-ups.

Depended on the driver. See additional comment.

Great job by our Mexican hosts - not an easy taskthey did very well moving many people.

There were to few scheduled departures from botél laod venue during daytime and evening.

Would appreciate if morning and late meeting cao a@lccommodated in the schedule as some busessataane
late or did not wait for late meetings. And thetaofsa taxi for 1 delegation was too expensivetesdnly option
none from your region was staying back for that Etening meeting.

The waiting time and frequency of the buses weeféfitient and not reliable

bus stops changed places with no notice, schedbkrsmyed and there were no buses available to ge¢ tairport.
Terrible management.

THe bus schedule was very challenging to move batwbe hotels and the event centre. When they were
running, the busses were efficicent. It was totatglear which bus on which day, for which hotel amdated
chaos .

Mexico ran the event well.

| understand it is expensive but the buses could baen more often. Taxis were too expensive foresof us.

there was no arranged transport to the airpohteaehd of Week 1, except for ministries

| did not use the transportation arrangements| baard it was efficient.
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It was a bit bad in the first place and when a dampwas made a response came in about the 3daythangs
got better

Was on site so transport to and from airport was GKnding the transport on arrival at airport wast very
efficient or easy.

Not frequent enough, for hotels too far away.

Shuttle organization was a mess. More than oncshhbtle didn't show up because it was full beforeached the
stop where we were at, leading to additional tasit¢or our group of 27 participants. The changeabfedule was
not communicated properly and overall not logical

The time between the departure of each bus waslang. Sometimes there were mettings that finis&etll pm
and there was a bus arranged for 1 am.

but not many schedules to move around

More transportation possibilities in the aftern@od early evening would have desirable,

XXVI.  Additional comments on if the distribution of documents during the United Nations Biodiversity
Conference was efficient.

Very good!

Once | learned it, | thought the document distifiutand printing system was very efficient. Thewtkers were
very friendly and helpful.

It guided us more on the conference processes

It was very difficult to have documents releasest fihis in the morning to be discussed at the filsnary session
of the day (at 10am). There was often not suffictene to review these before negotiations began.

this is an aspects where some additional work gsiired; although | understand the challenge ofS&D to
prepare the documents on time, sometimes the dautsmere available really late and this slowedtadl process
(discussions could not be scheduled or were delaieil

Too much paper used for promotional documents amditooks, it can be improved by having and distirigu
digital versions through a website or usb to dbradees.

Always a. It chaotic. Non-parties should be d@blget hard. Plies; downloading and printing wakward.

Too much use of paper is better get the informatigital.

This got better as the meeting went on. Steepmilegucurve for all of us and an excellent job alkil.

The transport arrangements were exceptional andh rpiereciated

| was not part of a dalegation to be worried fompndocuments. Some online searches hepled in gatimright
part, but we gpt them second handed.

The printing on demand is a very effective systend listing the available documents for each agéedawas an
additional great improvement.

First meeting of many different international megt with sufficiently effective WIFI and widely ail@ble for
delegates to have access to documents at all times.
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| think the use of electronic documents has impdadistribution and wifi was better this time.

The print-on-demand system is great, once you digut how to use it.

| appreciate the help of volunteers who made swealbcuments table at the main hall remained ozgdni

Efficient, well run, very helpful staff, really cstanding.

| think this is already the routine for the orgamiz It was impeccable.

| liked very much the personalised print servicesilalble from everywhere of the venue.

On line document distribution has become essefii@refore, reliable internet access is of greatirtance.

Excellent

Contact group on budget was provided with documeht®ry poor quality and for the most of the megtonly in
hard copies. Those documents did not provide ahdarmation and contained many mistakes.

Cartagena protocol copies (English version) wengdid.

Messy!

Excelent

was excellent

bien organisé

It can improve

Some CRPs took a long time to be available

Less paper please

| think that leave organization because when Idmstuments dont have in the officers

| didn't need any but it looked efficient. The wamiocess works well

Working paper-less works fine.

Distribution of documents was as professional asgs in CBD meetings. Thank you!

what distribution?

The online plattform with the in-session documeatgether with the print on demand function is Viegypful.

well done

Too much print. Move to digital.

| particularly liked the possibility to print yowwn. Thus it was also possible to print businesailsm

All was excellent. Even the convenient Resourcelgonith Computers and internet were excellent
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Very accessible and convenient!

documents were available online. But general eesgss information about the schedule was haratb fi

The system worked well.

The kiosks for accessing and printing material grast.

The new system was very efficient and appreciated.

needs further improvements especially in updatimgudhents online

it was electronic

Wasn't it a paper-less Conference?

| maybe an english speaker but | felt it for thespas who don't speak english especially Madrin.

Great website and online document system!

If your computers fails, it becomes difficult oreevimpossible to obtain documents.

Wifi was too weak.

The new online system is fabulous

XXVII. Additional comments on the logistics for the United Nations Biodiversity Conference.

It was a well-organised conference. The event®wsall managed and participation by multitude ekeholders
was encouraging.

The buses were extremely well planned. Thank yoy reich for this.

Nothing to say. Everything is perfect.

Logistics was good

The quality of convention bag was not good. Theugewas isolated

Too much papers

What about a mobile application with agenda ofaatfiivities and events? Would greatly facilitatarpling &
organization of the parties and avoid printed nialsr

Difficulty with timing of contact groups on issue&relevance to me.

| felt very unconfortable with the two-class-sitioat Participnats with all-inclusive-arrangement darticipants
staying in hotels outside. It was not possible &etrfor lunch or in the evening together. That wexy negative in
my view. Better to leave out the all-inclusivetiop and have affordable food for all participahisving the
possibility to meet during lunchtime and in the reing.

The size of the meeting complicated everything

Keep it up
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Food stands are not appropriate and expensive.venweffee was excellent.

some improvements needed (distribution of documeggr indication which point will be discussedesh but
overall a positive experience

Next time, try to do better with the organisatidritee airport (transportation and accomodationleréhare many
informations unknowed by participants during theaodation.

Hotels much too far from venue, hard to attend Eengervents-especially if groups were split betweenue and
town. Food was a disaster, almost none for salanimg a rush for food at lunchtime events

Display arrangements can be improved further. Stormaal arrangements should be made for keepingolefft
documents

Very good preparation for the transfer of particiza

The number of affordable places to eat within thaue was quite limited. Lunches at the Moon Paleee very
expensive. The outdoor cafe near the main neguogidtalls was ok (in terms of price and food), bwtould have
been good to have a wider selection.

| would be very helpful if those at the nest arémformation booth speaks clear English and atguatderstand
what the other person is talking about. At somefpahen your really busy following the many meesirajd you
need directions you get all stressed up just bingryo explain what you want to know to the persdnthe
information center...

With respect to food, | recommend giving more omievhere the attendees can buy their food

Excellent logistical arrangement and administratigsistance provided.

Generally, the logistics were very well organized ¢ghere were no serious hitches

Hizo falta en la conferencia mayor sefialamientodécaciones para llegar a los eventos y contarrdeatos en e
idioma

Internet and Printing arrangements for delegates eecellent!!

Probably there could be some specific notes on bhisin general it seems that logistics worked wedarding the
amount of people and themes involved. It seemsahtite end there was a rush in the Working Grao@gprove
many and mixed documents that | guess many dekegada't know or read and there was some confussien
the status of approved, pending or discarded nsattietil they appeared iun the CDB Webpage...

Time between pick ups was longer (many hours iwéen). Buses only stop at designated destinatiohadi in
between, this was not convenient.

the hotel was hugely expensive but staying thevedsane all the travel time. It was unfortunate ttieg hotel
accepted only USD while the peso was low, payingeso would have reduced costs for delegations.

t was nicely done condrad to gove mexico

it was excellent arrangement

A venue that can be accessed by public transpedtlgr(as we had in Japan, Germany or the Nethis)jameans
that it is much easier to organize who has to berahand when, especially when additional meetings
scheduled that don't fit the pre-arranged schedUlie.not sure whether it had to do with the tramspogisitics,
but many working group sessions with consideralglayd leaving us wonder every time whether it's thvahe
effort to rush to the room. Great to have fredemfbut the all-in-one tickets meant that it wapossible to have
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a drink or so after a meeting.

Logistic were excellent

The Mexicans are the first to understand the WHdds of such a meeting.

Please choose venues that are really sustainable !

This was very well organised. Especially the adbdigg of computers with printing possibilities wahighly
appreciated, and the friendly secretariat stafihgl with the documents and technology where needed

Information for participants indicated the venuewdonot have significant air conditioning so pagants were
advised that business casual was appropriate. Wowthe venue was not only not under-air condédhrit was
overly chilled, such that participants were cleasbtd much of the time. This defeated the purpokéeing
climate friendly at multiple levels, and resulteddelegates being distracted by being uncomfortaiblds needs
to be more clearly organized and articulated wittufe venues if this policy - which | think is eXeat - is to be
retained. It seemed like a communication breakdawth venue staff who presumably were concerneddbens
would not be considered air conditioned up to iméipnal standards.

Logistics was perfectly handled, the resort, thesting rooms, security checks, food, all the detdtlsvas very
comfortable and convenient. We did not have anylera, we could just focus on work, it was one af thest
organized COP my delegation participated in. Ouristér has been VERY much satisfied too.

Some of the listed hotels should not have beercatéld (poor quality and services). Communicatidatee to
reservations done between the Conference and thgesied hotels had too many problems (bookings
missing when guests arrived for check in and regements had to be done).

vent

The venue of the meetings re the hotels was vargnivenient for those not staying at the conferesitee hotel
(where the cost of accommodation was prohibitivenfost delegates).

Transport arrangements were excellent and timely

The transport arrangements were good but perhagsipiintervals during the night could have beeortgmed i.e,
increasing pick up times.

This standard to be ensured for the next COP. Thankso much for providing your best effort in thégard.

Cancun a beaucoup assuré sur les modalités dpdrésisquoi qu'il arrive mais les transport esfdats a votre
disposition

Logistics was organised in very high quality stadda

impeccable organization of the session

The use of the online repository was very goodsdralild be continued. Let's avoid paper as mugossible

le logistic est appréciable

Frankly, that is one of the best organized areagieler, the choice of the venue was unfortunatéedaees tha
stayed at the Moon Palace were practically "fordedgo for the all inclusive formula, which for éghates to 3
meeting who are unable of enjoying drinks and fafidhe time is expensive and makes no sense. dttettiat
delegates who were not staying in the hotel veneiewmot even allowed to have a drink without hatmgay 39
USD is unbelievable!

As always, | greatly appreciate the Secretariatd vork.
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There was some confusion during the first daysriigg the schedule, as this suddenly was changed

Excellent

Well planned. Venue was excellent. Cancun wasedligity

Too isolated venue with difficult access

Working Group meetings' time and meeting rooms kbpnging and it was very difficult to follow.

Congratulations on the organization of the COP. igteand its people were excellent hosts

Would be better to have weekend break with fighdégptions, or refreshing events e.g. cultural show

The co-facilitators and organizators of the Confeeedidn't have an accurete logistics plan; thezeewit places
where visitors could ask for orientation. The sowas$ so bad, headphones for translation didn't weik

The electronic document system was exceptional

le transport a été efficace pour le séjour et tgamisateurs sont ponctuels et assidus.

We had some technical challeneges in one of théacbgroups regarding the projecting of text oreenrthat
could not be resolved, even over 3 days.

Is this were we get to comment on the outrageossafdhe main venue. The busses were efficieatigh, but it
was a MAJOR deterrent to the type of informal déstons that are invaluable at the CBD Congressiesnuhose
who could not afford the Moon Palace rates couldewen have a drink in the bar.

Nothing to report, everything was perfect

| felt from the start that Cancun was a highly ipegpriate place for this meeting, as a place whadiversity has
been seriously compromised by the constructiorhefresort, including but not confined to the marggsoalong
the coast and the second longest coral reef opldreet. We took an apartment because our needslietgry,
meant that hotels were not right for us and alsev@o expensive or too distant from the meetihig. tust alsg
have been the case for other small delegationditian Palace was so far from even the nearest abcafation
and far to expensive for eating or drinking for maifius. thank goodness for the ad hoc cafes autsid

Please select venues less expensive and more bktgeren them.

The Moon Palace was too expensive. The per diemiged for financed delegates was not enough to rcthes
entire stay for one single delegate.

Very good shuttle service congratulations

| stayed at the main venue so these arrangemengsneerelevant to me

Very good logistics. Thank you.

Food options for non-guests of the Moon Palace wesefficient. The food vendors in the garden amel Arena
building sold all similar bread-based options cg #ame salad, and the meal voucher for the restauoé the
moon palace was way too expensive.

Good coordination - well done !

the Mexican Governments and the secretariat tr@@ohgratulations work well done
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They were brilliant.

Many participants that were staying at the Moongalbaad difficulties with checking into the hoteheir names
were not on the list at the security gate, theyewsst actually booked into the hotel by the agant/or their
payment (in full and in advance) to the travel dgesd not been paid to the hotel and they wereired|uo
arrange a second payment.

| think is necesary include more Indigenous Peopteeir forums and indigenous women also

The COPMOP should FIRST approve ANY DOCUMENT thag {CBD Secretariat will publish as Techni
Series. | am referring to the Guidance on RA/RMahhivas circulated as guidance without prior appgrbyahe
COPMORP. | hope things of this sort will NEVER happegain.

cal

Transpaortation was a big obstacle for holding mgstas civil society considering specially thehhjgrices of
hotels near the venue. Again, only those who haveey have the greater access to the Conferencean
therefore influence it.

The efforts and commitment by the administrative kogistics teams is highly commended.

Nobody in Cancun knew about the celebration of@NU's meeting, the Convention Center with theiivétots
was empty. Which was the logistic?

The hotel was not affordable for many delegatiohgtvhad to be in Cancun center, very far fromGoaference
it was exhausting to travel 1 hour in the morning & hour in the evening / night.

The logistic part was really well organised, evea shuttles to other hétels late at night whenairgroups were
working. Free water and coffee were also a vesjtpp@ point; The Wifi was excellent;

h

KEEP THAT TEMPO

the screens for what was where and when were grefigless.

| commend the team for a job well done.

Good venue and great organisation by our Mexicatsho

Some hotels did not have stops for shuttles.

Be sure transportation to the meeting venue is good

The venue was not good. A five star hotel is ndtesuto a meeting that attracts participants frdhoeer the
world and from different economic backgrounds. Téstaurants were prohibitively expensive and ther@tive
places to buy food were hopelessly inadequate. ofthg people who benefitted from the venue faciitisere
those who were resident in the hotel. Most delegabelld not afford to stay there. Delegates couoldeven mee
in the bar for discussions over a drink. As thetr@®P will be held in another tourist resort, lessshould be
learned from the Cancun debacle.

Every arrangement was fine. Except Snacks stallldhibe many and with variety of snacks for selectimd
choice.

The hotel booking agency had a much too strict eidateon policy and their service was very bad. Sal/
colleagues have made this experience.

It was not clear whether there was provision fapgimg of some documents since heavy language aatyoon
the plane. Some documents were very relevant fativegrsity committees at national level which werevided
at the conference
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It was a well-organised conference.

Given how far apart the hotels were in Cancunptlesystem was adequate.

Congratulations to the government of Mexico and @BD secretariat for the logistics and others oizgtion
items

In spite of the unnecessary luxury deployed, it wageat effort of mankind that we sincerely hopaches bes
results possible.

—

Very organized. Drivers are very polite and effitias well as other staff

Provision of water and coffee at the venue wadyeate. However, the food items sold at the vewaee a little
too overpriced. The air conditioning in the venuas set at very low temperature, so | felt toaldol be in the
venue the entire time. Actually | was wearing a dawat while attening. The combination of the daveat and
Cancun wasn't so appealing.

Better organization to transport the participaotthe hotels and meeting place

Catering was Pool and should have included bioditsefriendly and organic alternatives.

transportation was very challenging. It would beth® have the conference in a location where pramation
options are more available (such as public trartafion)

| wish there were more options of transportatiomicy from other parts of the hotel area besidescten maybe
next time consider people coming for other pladesPlaya del Carmen or Tulum.

| regret that | have not recovered my suitcasel todiay through the Air Europa flight from Cancun the 18th
with a stopover in Madrid to Dakar where | arrivad 12/19/2016. Despite several contacts and phalfeso far |
have not retrieved my bag. None of the Airlineste#o my requests.

The bottom line here? Move away from these CORsisbn resorts. Egypt will unfortunately probably more
of the same. But make it the last one! Insteaut, asconvention center in the middle of a city wimarby hotels
food, and public transport ... and skip the expepssense, inconvenience, and inflexibilities i@&sbrt" meetings,

The sound was terrible and that had a huge negatiyv@act on negotiations, We need headsets andimamtact
groups. It was oughful and we lost a lot of tim¢hwthose portable microphones

Extremely well delivered by UN staff and our Mexichosts - great job! If | was tasked with orgamigsuch an
event, it would be a disaster!

Paper, and printed material is almost wasted.dukhnot be printed and try to find a different wayshare it.

The logistics were good.

The fact that if you were not a guest to the moatage hotel then you were not allowed to buy foodhe
restaurant, made the diet very uninteresting flon@h-guest to the place of venue...

More options for food or food choices.

Chosing the venue is a tough one. In Cancun, whith a fairly expensive area, we could have all B/&gether
(in the same place)

Congratulations to Mexican hosts

Less side events, better attended, in particulandtyonal delegations. More recycling, no plastigps etc.
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Better/cheaper food options for those who could stay at the all inclusive hotel. Less backgrowmdthe
Decisions.

Where were the Rio Convention Calendars for 2017??7?

It was a bit easier for the spanish speaking peréatuase the COP was held in Mexico and aloteosffanish
speakers spoke average level english or to a nedafjree where as a non-spanish speaker | couldligc
"translate” for them using english and gesturdselp with comprehension.

This was one of the worst meetings | have attenddwe combination of the three conventions in ometing did
not work. There was no time for delegations toveme during the meeting to resolve issues, andhbig (WG1)
seemed intend on getting through the agenda rdihargetting agreement. The in-session meetings natrvery
productive, | believe that a fresh chair shouldappointed rather than using the same people théd cmt get the
job done before the meeting.

It seemed a very big hotel that made transportatiomalking take a while because of the distances

| was priviledged to stay in the conference hdtedf was very convenient. paperless meetingretBhould ng
hard copies be available | was grateful forrtteny delegate computers - incl. printer ;-)

Registration was flawless and very well organiZEge support staff was throughout the board vesnfily and
eager to help.

The aircondition in all of the rooms was much tatdc Too much cold draft. Always. Many from my dgégion
got sick. The difference between outside Tempeeadnd inside the rooms should only be a few degrees

Please arrange for separating smoker/non smokas ar@utdoor lunch sections

Event too far from Cancun center

The hotel was far from the other venues

It was a hastle to enter the main building of tkaue, despite being lodged at the venue. Arrivimg &Gunday 8
pm | could not get badge until next morning and tadialk across the whole premises to reach thgdaffice,
instead of crossing the main building. This wasagamhastle.

XXVIII. Additional comments on the UN Biodiversity Conference.

During the registration a briefing on how to make tmost of the event will be useful. It took,rabso some
other participants i interacted with, some timdigure out how the sessions and information dissation has
been organised. Statements by country reps bebaning both in tone and content, after a whileergy levels
drop.

COP-13 to the CBD with focus on mainstreaming esfthst COP after adoption of SDGs. Since maistiag is
an important component for achieving Sustainableel@ment Goals, the theme of COP-13 was very aglev

It was one of the best experiences of my studéstlliearnt a lot. | wish the CBD would allow mostudents tg
go.

| think the UN Biodiversity Conference was a greatcess! The results were great considering itthagirst time
it had this format and participants were only adepto it!

The event venue was inappropriate - for the histbat the development of the Moon Palace has imgeof
biodiversity conservation and for the high coshofomodation and meals.

The conference went well. The conference papere whvays ready and prepared on time for discussaowls
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contact groups.

Apart from conference with regard to visiting Meaticnature and culture. The information on the welpassible
tourism tours could be supplemented with bettes fiof communication and questions and reservatidosvever
we found tour operator on conference centre andetheere very friendly and the tour to Rio secretas
unbelievably fantastic! With best regards fdrcahference team for all organization matters!

The success of the Conference of the Parties depemthy opinion, on the number of draft decisioFise greater
the number of participants, the lower the succésbeoconference. Therefore, during the intersesdimeetings
it will be important to focus the work on the masportant and priority issues.

Regional meeting rooms should all be given appatprspaces and signage and facilities in a redjobalanced
manner considering the number of parties in eagiome Refreshment facilities or services shouldbailable for
the use of participants with sufficient options amdional prices inside the conference venues. i@ike the
conference venue could be planned to be set aace plere there are several options for eatersduicjpants.
The number of days participants spend during tindecence is quiet a lot and hence peoples conveajesecurity
and health need to properly be taken in to accolime CBD Secretariat has once again provided ingi#ed
service and assistance to the Parties and pariisipghe services of the staff are greatly apptedi

Please think more about sustainability!

Many thanks for all the organizers for all theifoefs

Need to improve convention distributions, venugjdtic and qualities

A minimum of three (3) delegates from LDCs, SIDSd atountries with economies in transition should
supported for the next COP  Contact group meetamgl working group meetings should not run inlpgra

be

Delay should be reduced and topics focused.

Generally the arrangement and the organizatiohetonference was appropriate and facilitated weath of the
limited number of the participants who could nottiggpate in all issues

| thought this was an excellent, well-run confeenRunning the COP and the COP/MOPs concurrently
useful in ensuring continuity between the Conventiad its subsidiary protocols, but it did make dorery long
meeting. | enjoyed it thoroughly, regardless.

wa

the information provided was very important for werk, we ned very assistance in this themes

* Most of the participants were optimistic aboue toming of a new executive secretary. * We h@andmber of]
complaints on the management way of the discussiottee second working group. * Some delegatiatef a
problem in the issuing of the entrance visa to Mexi* The international NGOs have a very good dits on the
Biodiversity conservation issues, the CBD Secratamd the chairs of the working groups have te gfiermn more
opportunities to present their thoughts duringdffiezial sessions, not only though side events.

Principally it was well organized, except the twass-situation.

On my point of view the meeting was intense, wefjamized, the working conditions perfect. | appatsi the
simultaneous tenue of COP and MOPs for the reagivesn before. | very much appreciated the qualityhe
work of the secretariat.

| enjoyed great meeting

Thanks to the SCBD, the host country (Mexico) atsdpeople and all those that contributed to the
Biodiversity Conference. It was well prepared anganised.

a warm thanks to Mexican Presidency - they wereléxtt and very helpful

UN
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Thank you

Great, nice and relevant organization Conference.

I did not like that the food provided was not susdale, how is it possible that in a Biodiversitgr@erence Cocar
cola or Pepsi are being offered as well as othedymts which origins and production method are allyty
threatening biodiversity? There was a lot of wadteesources, no good practices were promotede tvas a high
and non-efficient use of paper for the distributadrdocumentation through handbooks, advertisitg,wehich are
possible to be distributed digitally. there were Baough water fountains, which forced people te twater
bottles over and over again, etc. Those aspedsiaiefinitely be improve, because they are pgszkiby
everyone and go against the behavioral changeh@atonvention and its targets try to promote.

Overall, the conference was a success other tleafath that some countries were unable to atteedaa lack of]
resources. It will be necessary to see to whatnéxtee secretariat could assist, apart from CBDalfgmint,
Cartagena focal point. The State itself can talergd of one of them.

The Secretariat was helpful, as always. My hatfisgmthem.  The reception was awkward. Not erofmpd,
given all the alcohol being consumed.

well organised adequate sercurity

It was well planned given the logistical challengésrganizing the two meetings together.

Thanks very much for the well organised Conference

The venue had adequate space for the working granghghe various other activities that were going &t was
indeed an experience to behold in Cancun

It is important to ensure that contact groups capdeon matters of importance to all parties areafioived to
conclude long after the official end of the meetimghen most of the Parties have departed the Gamfer Also
rooms for contact groups should be adequate tovat® participation of most if not all parties whibave a|
particular interest in the issue being negotiatedpporting docs should be readily accessible toigy@ants,
including previous decisions of COP and COP-MORmdieration could be given to assisting regiomaligs,
on request, with interpretation at regional meetirRegional preparatory meetings should be prontotéatilitate
the effective part | violation of DC regions aettCOPs and COP_MOPs. The promotion of all keyosgctlated
to the mainstreaming of biodiversity in CBD Confeces should be continued and encouraged.

It was a well organized conference and hopefullyas also very successful.

Congratulations on the very successful implememtatif the Conference. It indeed provided us witharfunities
to expand our networks, share knowledge on bioditygrand learn from different thematic concernates to
biodiversity. Here are some suggestions for impmoet of the next Conferences: 1. Allot a more etgiat
schedule for the CEPA Fair Side Events; 2. Prouidee food options/selections since the participaatae from
different parts of the world and the Conferenceeally long; and 3. Be mindful on the accuracy lagé and
names of countries.

Don't use too much paper is better digital or @asatme application or get everything in some websit

Consider the participation of Africa contry at tiBl Biodiversy Conference.

It was very important to participate because iva#ld us to consolidate the instruments that allsvtoucontinue
defending Mother Nature.

The UN Biodiversity Conference needs be much nattractive for media and results transmited & ghblic
opinion.

Overall it was a good experience for me as a finse academic observer. | found it quite easy ial finy way
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around and the event seemed quite well-organiséat as | could tell.

it was Very successful conference

Thank you very much for your warm welcome and allryhard work.

The organisation of accommodation was terriblegdspnal went back and forth from the meeting pkacéhe
hotel were i was booked at because the whoeveriswaging the online booking reservation never thé&l Hotel
that i would be coming on that specific date, thregl flights plus the mishap in a foreign Countryhwiery limited
English speaking people the Secretariat MUST laab ithis for future meetings. Its not nice and wiédily
frustrating the poor people at the front desk @f Hotel were also frustrated that im still therguang about my
room. Just to know that the agency responsible albrat the meeting venue waiting for participaftisthem to
take them to their hotels, its a waste of money tamé especially if your jet leg and trying to at#p the time
difference.

All the falicities give to the participants durittigjs conference were very well appreciated

It was my first experience at a CBD event, | thamkdelegation for giving me the opportunity to atteand have
this experience. | hope that the agreements arid\ahents at COP13 will be for the well-being ofrtanity and
the sustainable future of biodiversity

Integrar diversas opciones de alimentos y servigaa los participantes que no estan hospedadeishertel sede.

Well done for the successful conference in Cancun!

The Conference was a success and the efforts dfdsteCountry and the Secretariat were exceptidralever,
the sequencing of the High Level Segment to pretecieical negotiations need to be reviewed

Espero se tomen en cuenta los resultados del fRdigeina y se incorporen a los documentos de l@&mtia.

This was a great opportunity to me (never been lBNaConference before), to see people form all toes
working together according to presentation, discuser deliberation protocols, known in many scisoa$ the UN
model. However, as some aspects were highly coatstal and even there were disagreements inside
delegations, negotiations still are slow ore inetffee, specially dealing with extreme positions.eTiole of Party,
blocks, IPLC delegations and some NGOs is somettiagmake this forum more democratic but slow; éesy
decisions have to deal mainly with scientific evide, viable policies, finnanciable projects, cotliediive efforts,
leaving political pressures and indemonstrable damfs out of discussion.

Generally, it was well organized conference. Ségwas great.

| enjoyed it very much

Good work. Very nice .well organised.

Cancun is a nice and clean city for hosting sudbigaevent. Every aspects of whole conference wee#
coordinated. | must thank the hosting country alé ageorganizers of the event.

w

There was a protest/demonstration during the centar, in the middle of the main building, where esal/
delegations were treated/referred to with disresipeelation to their position on agenda itemshie conference.
found this incredibly distasteful because the consassions were open to the public in good féittempting to
smear the reputation of country delegations asif@iop advocates for positions taken in formal negimins makes
a mockery of the UN negotiation process.

Why was the Business and Biodiversity Forum adsedtithroughout the whole COP on the signs for tedl
meeting rooms?

There was a problem with chairing and | think ttratning working group chairs better and particiylarontact
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group chairs is critical. Also the time allocatfed certain contact groups was problematic and kash group
was allotted time was not transparent. For examleking group on 8j did not have enough time apace for
contact group and synergies had too much time paces

| appreciate that the COP/MOP requires a large eénti | and many of the participants | spoke tatbthe Moon
Palace resort highly inappropriate as a venue f&iagliversity Conference: in terms of footprint aimdage.
Furthermore, the facilities for nourishment of ttelegates who were NOT living at this luxury resare
extremely limited and expensive, which caused diffies - particularly for the young scientistseatiing the
meeting.

Overall the Cancun meeting was the best since Bonn.

| would only ask to provide more options of plagathin the venue to buy food that are also inexpendNot all
participants at the venue have a large budgeta@adspn high priced food in every meal. The fact tha venue
was so far away from any other restaurant did etp kolve this problem. | was unfair to see pegulénto the
side events only to eat their food. We need to geeple more affordable options.

Thank for everything to the Secretariat, is a Hfgre all what happen behind the scenes. Is ingudrto think
how to deal with the budget issues, because lddee the end could be dangerous, we were veryectosdon't
reach an agreement. Is importanty to considerithise organization of work for the next meetings.

One of the best organized COP (we welcome the vadriviexico, its Ministry, whole logistics team an
volunteers)

NGOs, governments and other participants shouldrmeuraged to bring less printed materials forrithistion,
considering a sustainability oriented focus. Altively, easier to carry, lighter in weight and ma@ustainable
electronic devices (USB hubs, pen-drives, etc.)Jukhde encouraged as an option for information iaga
reducing paper printing, distribution and discagdin

h

Sound was a bit of a problem in some of the veresgzecially where there wasn't any translation.

The organisers of the UN Biodiversity Conferenceutt take into consideration that there should duedfand
beverage available at conference that does notacfustune or that the delegations need to painellsive to be
able to have proper food. Just having sandwichdssame water for two weeks will not make the megifiow
efficiently. At the next venue it would be very ptll if there were several options for where ona parchase
food that is affordable.

The conference fulfills its objective and the outes are excellent.

Human work is never perfect. We must recognizeetferts of others. | have already said that Mexicwl all
those who have contributed to the organizatiorhef@ancun Conference are to be congratulated, ieipesince
this was the first ever joint organised COP and @&@PPs.

This was a very well organised meeting.

The facilities for the conference were good butgemature was rather too low contrary to communicagent
before the conference which urged participantsrioghlight clothing. An attempt to serve diféert types of
food could also be done to increase variety fotigipants who had come from each corner of the avorl

great COP

Perhaps for next events, they could have affordédid stands for participants to buy Lunch, morpeeglly
where the events are held in a 5 Star hotel, amlistfrom the City and the cost for having Luncibmner in the
hotel is quite expensive for some participants

The contribution of the COP chair Mexican Ministéithe Enironment, SBSTAA chair, working groupnaekaind
the executive secretary and secretariat, was gllg@od to excellent
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COP 13 arrangement was perfect in all aspects; hemiethere were some establishments for regifoad that
could be comfortable for the delegations.

la COP 13 a reussi sur le plan general et j'espgrdes perspectives avenir sera les meilleir

Because this was my first participation as an ofesdrfound there was a lot for me to learn. Rathan be overly
critical on a subject matter that is new to mewehehosen to be neutral on most of my answers. K amn.

Congratulations, great effort.

There must be plenty options to eat with dignitheThotel where the convention was hosted it's atelyl
expensive. And, above all there should be manynoptat the venue.

Bad experience with FEDEX facilities. Books boughtl send with priority post, never arrived.

- may | ask for the submission of my responsehi® gurvey in consolidated text/word format? plessed it to
adress: rasto.rybanic@gmail.com

Congratulations for the organization and results

muchas gracias por todo, solo un pequefio inconvenn la agencia que tramito el hospedaje muebkorden,
saludos

It was a unique conference. The organisers shooNgever organized more visits to Tourists siteseigly on
traditional knowledge, Mayan sites and Biodiversitnservation and sustainable utilization projects

le theme de la copl3 est salutaire

The air-condition in meetings for "BIODIVERSITY" rstibe banned! this must be the first criteria im $klection
of venues and hotels for future meetings.

The Conference was well organized. Congratulatddésico and the SCBD.

Thank you to the Secretariat.

on the survey: it needs a "no opinion" option iemvquestion. Eg | haven't paid attention to thé®&Hair, how
am | supposed to have an opinion on the adequatyeofiumber of events? My answers will now be ceadl
with those who have a real opinion. This kind ofadlidates your survey.

Our delegation was not satisfied with the work leé secretariat in the budget contact group. Inftionavere
often provided in non-transparent manner and didshow the whole picture. Secretariat at the tisemsmed tqg
withhold certain information intentionally and pided it only after specific request.

there was not much space for scientific input oiétiberations - politically so - it seemed it wasre about a way

of words and/or whether people had the mandateiscusks a specific issue/s, than finding solutiomsreal
challenges - especially for the developing coustrie

a big thank to Mexico for all their hard work!

It was well organized. | personally want to thahk Government of Mexico for keeping us safe dutirgdays |
was there as we work to save our planet. Thank y

Thank you for organizing the CBD COP. Its alwaysesent to look forward to. The idea of having co
topics to discuss at the plenary and the side sventthe day could solidify interests of peoplettie topic an
could inform the plenary discussions.  Job welie!

0]
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See you at COP 14,

It was knowledge intensive and like the indigenpesple's space

Try to balance the contact groups discussionshi@rconvention and its protocols. Some Partiesquaatily those
from developing economies have very few delegates aan only participate in 1 or a few contact goat a
time. Train delegates from developing countdesiegotiations and environmental laws

General good, but not benefit much and enough gigation from LDC. Not much minister and height dé
person attend HLS. Not recommend this modalitythiernext UN Biodiversity meeting.

Logistics could be improved

Many thanks!!!

The venue, Cancun Mexico, was really very niceloAtsank you for allowing us to hold our Side event!

It is a pleasure to stay there to enjoy discusalmgut the conservation of biodiversity

Would better there at some souvenirs or souverdpshCBD souvenirs; and field trip, or cultural shduring
weekend breaks

| prefer only one week for the Cartagena Protocettimg

The WIFI was excellent. It would have been niceh&we some local entertainment or cultural showrtsf and
crafts on site for delegates and participants fieegnce the host country's culture.

Like to thank the Mexican government for the walhd work on hosting these meetings.

The Mexican Delegation invested a lot of moneyewedop the Conference without the outcomes expecfed|
the results were a bit dissapointing, and therenivagher spaces where other stakeholders as Sidlety
Organizations or Local Communities could particgpat

| felt the live streaming worked well - it only fated a few times.

The availability of meals to delegates residingslé the Moon Palace was far from sufficient.

Well done! Generally I'm quite satisfied.

| thought the COP13 was a great meeting. It is ydweard to get consensus for 196 parties, but ideglie was
friendly and the parties reached consensus in risoes. It was definitely a great meeting with teoliodecisions
and outcomes. In terms of logistics, our colleagues Mexico were very kind, and helpful. The press were
always clean, and the people were extremely frierldbwever, | felt that the food was too repetitireally, it
was too exhausting to eat the same types of sahdwievery day for 3 weeks), and not very healthxgept for
the side events with sushi, all the events hacceglhndwiches or deep fried food (i.e., springsiplivhich were
not very tasty if you have to eat them every sirtgg. Given that this event was in Mexico, | wapexting to eat
tacos at least once. Why didn't we have any Mexicad? Future COPs should offer more varieddfamnd
perhaps some available snacks between meals. Bhasks should be part of the registration fee. Mesiple
were hungry during this meeting, or were eatingheattier’'s’' food from the side events. The food ésa@s my
least favourite part of the COP13.  Overallatlta great time, and | think the outcomes were gend. Thank|
you for reading!

| regret that those who does not stay with the MBalace could not use bar, restaurants etc. abhé@ting venue.

The live tracking of documents and the scheduléaarery well
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The designated chairs need to be more effectivmanaging the flow of the meetings and in particdantact
groups. Ad-hoc issues should not be permitted taildenportant and planned discussion which hadnbine
original focus of the contact group. If parties @hto raise other, related issues for discussham there needs t
be a process. Ad-hoc issues at contact groupsdisgjations to complain that they were being askespeak to
issues for which they had had no position preparézhpitals.

o

Difficulty with holding event at an all inclusiveesort provided some challenges for those stayihgitf as therg
was no way to purchase food or drink ala carte!d®/or tricky networking for those staying at réswsith those
staying offsite.

On the whole the conference was well organized.

la COP 13 a été une réussite et innovatrice cotgrte de la réunion du haut segment en avant. Yt avei
synergie de transition de la réunion CDP aux réasides protocoles. I'adoption des ministres enimitinde la
déclaration de Cancun trés explicite et fournitté gour la Convention un champ gagné par les gatida
biodiversité. Sauf qu'il faut revoir si les ngties viennent au début que les points focaux sai&t eux et pris
en charge pour assurer leur réle de conseillers.

Greater media coverage would give more visibiliytihe importance of biodiversity for society. Maratside
observers (normal people) participation is needaddinstream biodiversity.

UN Biodiversity Conference was well organised angéit will have better participation from the waatorld.

This was my first CBD COP. | found it exceedinghyaresting and intend to patrticipate in the futiHewever, |
would like to see greater support for IPLC delewaj including access to rooms, resources, andkisgea
engagements.

Congratulations for a job well done. The venue aggropriate and planning in general excellent.

It was an excellent CoP!

an opportunity to learn about linkage on the groahthe Convention and ts protocols.

It was a success, the host site was impressivéeaadtiful, thank you for everything

| feel sure that the Secretariat must also have lseshocked as we were by the level of aggrestiown by
some delegates and groups present. This is natiefieon the Secretariat. Thank you for addresHiag issue; it
must have been very challenging. Thank you alse@f@bling some groups to express their feelingsitaissues|
through peaceful protest on some occasions.

It is important for me and my colleagues that agrerts made during the UN Biodiversity Confereneetaking
into account and being follow up by the UNEP anideotenvironmental sections to achieve positive amutes.
Otherwise, these types of conferences will contittube a display of power and money without cormsidethe
key issues and needs to tackle biodiversity losisemvironmental protection.

Please post the official documents without delagt antime manner. This facilitate the delegatioeparation
processes.

Should focus more on delivering on results-oriemtedsions.

Thank you for taking into account my participatioyn this means. If | would like to ask that for uptiag events
they could take into account the people that wevagetarian, since there was not much varietyed fe

It is very hypocrite to convene a meeting in a plike this. Be the change you want to see amdeme it in the
most sustainable way possible. This UN is notibte anymore. Convening a meeting on destroyedra
protected area. Convening a COP 14 in Egypt insed with irrigated golf courts etc. Come onsljust a joke.
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As are the outcomes of this conference.

It is terrible that an event that seeks to protleetenvironment and the biodiversity was son pioitutThe venue
was the opposite of the necessary inspirationitiiett

A great experience in a friendly environment - @erery successful CoP and MoPs. Congratulations

Just to Say congratulations to all for the goodl wedanized COP starting from the Secretariat hgstiountry,
Ministers parties and all key players as parttod IPLC team | must say we achieved a lot

It was a good conference, | believe that you haveonhcentrate in the issues of your interest, @tiserthere is sq
many things to hear and learn and discuss abowtdta good input for the future | believe.

| see no question in the questionnaire focusedgistics! This time location was really out oBolar System
For many of us, not in condition to afford an acooodation at Moon Palace, it meant hours and holatsady
spent on board the shuttles to/from MP.

The number of concurrent Contact Groups, especillyng the second week of the meeting, made itost
impossible for small and medium-sized delegatiangroperly follow all discussions that interestéém. This
should be taken into consideration when decidingtivr to hold all three meetings concurrently iafiltture.

Thank you for organization! Regards for all cofjeas in the great CBD team!!!

Some messages need to be told more often, suckspecting non-parties rights on instruments that reot
binding to them. This is a recurring problem antd eavay a lot of time during negotiations. This tmabe tackled
by the high-level segment.

Is a great fact because is necessary take careidteversity in the world with actions all counsiend sectors

because the world is our house

D

My overall observation is: Two weeks is too longldao costly for the sending government for any tings, our
experts were unable to attend other meetings bedhey had to go back and attend to their respiitisibin the
government or academe. December is not the bestdfrthe year for meetings in any parts of the ditwcause
of the delays in flight schedules and preparatiootr home countries of year-end reports. Discassgp beyond
the scope of the CBD and CPB. It seems that tremoiapparent public awareness of the potentidghefe
technologies to protect biodiversity when in faat gountry has been engaged in awareness raistivitias for
the last two decades. Recommends that we revelt toaour original strategy in holding meetings f&ach
Protocols and doing the integration at the natidez!.

Often too many people from same countries, beattbetreasonable ,

Estoy sumamente de acuerdo y motivado siendo yiouigr y que se me haya permitido participar de
Conferencia de Biodivercidad de Las Naciones Uni@&13 Cancun 2016, para exponer mi proyectg
Biodivercidad en mi finca, mi deseo es que todmehdo se de cuenta de que podemos producir sdstaeibte
con el ambiente y que se puede hacer en cualquar,la muy bajo costo. GRACIAS ESTOY A SU ENFE
DISPOSICION.

| thank for all the efforts made but | am greatbncerned about the participation of the privateéaeand their
aggressive lobby during the COP.

Apoyar mas participacion de participantes den@udades locales

| attended the business forum. It will be helpfulfind international funding solutions for the difént busines
enterprises or ONG's that contribute to the rediglubal conservation. Natural resources managenand
sustainable use is profitable, but it takes sevgealrs to reach this point, in the meantime, youweh find
financial solutions to operate and consolidate lthieiness. This kind of business is the one thajoisg to
contribute to conservation of environments and iggeavhich is very very expensive.

"2

de
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Thank you for doing this survey, it would be veneresting to see the results.

A very well organized event and complements toGlogernment and people of the host country MexiaofTin
as well as the efficient staff of the Secretariat.

The meeting should provide for social participatipablic institutions, NGOs, research centres amdtinational
organizations are not the only representativesvilfaociety.

The location of the CBD COP should be in adequatiith the model of sustainable development it sutspo

| have answered neutral to a number of questiocause | was unable to participate in a humber e$dhso
cannot give an objective response by virtue of tiithe meetings will continue as it, there netmbe funding for|
participation for all three - the Convention ané frotocols, so if you are a party/have ratifiddtake then you
are eligible to have 3 funded participants at airmirm; 2 - 2 funded participants, etc.

INDEED VERY SUCCESSFUL

| liked the casual Dress code at COP-13. | reconthtieat this will be followed during COP-14 in Egypince the
climatic conditions will be similar.

Provide financial support for at least two(2) pepants from less developped parties in the future.

As a representative of the business sector, |tfiatl CBD should look more into the involvement ofrpanies
and seek to involve this sector in closer discussigith governments and other stakeholders thrautghe whole
conference, and not only at the Business Forum

Congrats, over all a successful event! Conferefikesthis one are a logistic challenge. Not mangaktions can
scope with this.

Perhaps they should now take place every 10 y¥éeshave stacks of agreed biodiversity policy anelguve
should be focusing our efforts on implementation.

Maybe the daily knock off time can be reviewed #relside events execution could also be reviewed

There is so much that is good about CBD COPs thiat unfortunate to have to complain about the Jatg
planning that seems to go into every one. Delegatktgprobably turn up whatever the state of planpi but
observers, who drive the side events and much eflita of the COP, need to plan in advance, justifgir
participation, set aside budgets and plan theutmp/Nhen the CBD website is devoid of detailediinfation until
just before the COP, observers often have to redjsetiecide not to participate. This (apart frohetcost of the
venue and getting to it) was probably the reasoptivere were so few observers from beyond Latin Acae

As | didn’t stay in the Moon Palace Hotel | gottquannoyed with the food. Food was a bit expenane as |
usually had to eat at the conference venue at landrdinner the choice became monotonous soon.

The meeting was well done. The hotel facility didtiow outside caterers to show case the Mexicasiree which
would have given participants a taste of the cquntr

The UN Biodiversity conference was well organiseden though you have some times to prioritize whergo
among the events or forums that you are interéatethe books, leaflets and documents produced wemegood
presented and there was a lot of information pedidn what is going on in different countries. lukbsuggest
the reduction of the number of the days of the eamnfce itself. Congratulations to the Secretarfathe
conference for making events interesting and the¢ bountry which made possible the smooth and ateesay.
Thank you!

Big thank you to the SCBD for its hard work and Soup!

The conference was great but i was a bit unhappgy tive value. It was far from everything else amet¢fore, did
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not allow participants to appreciate the greaturaltdiversity of Mexico. There was nowhere clas®dty Cultural
souvenirs or Mexican food. The Mexican communitgrsed to be not involved in the conference.

The location was beautiful and the secretariathigcbest they could. thank you

| think that in despite of more and more obligaii@nd activities within whole UNCBD frame, more tapants
and different stackholders the organisation ofGbeference, thanks to the host countries and setagtare bette
and better.

If the COP and MOPs are going to be held simultasigoin the future, 3 delegates should be fundednsure
effective participation of least developed courstrénd developing countries especially small isldadeloping
states.

A common dinner one night open to all participantaild have been useful to network with others Inelyour
field of expertise

| was impressed by the COP13. THANKS CANCUN AND MEX

during the conference, there were not so many Isaditplayed, not as much as previous CBD confesence

Holy Cow Is Protected - Nature Protects

CoP-13 to the CBD with focus on mainstreaminghisfirst CoP after adoption of SDGs. Since maimasiiag is
an important component for achieving Sustainableel@@ment Goals, the theme of CoP-13 was very aglev

Very productive Conference with large number ofisieas in order to support the work of the Envirent
autorities at the national level

Thank you so much for your efforts!

Maybe more food kiosks needed?

Good work and well done

Tap potentials of The ICCA Consortium in laying treundwork for greater participation of indigenqueoples.

Thank you for the arrangement of the conference

Quite difficult to follow 3 diffetent meetings dt¢ same time

It was exciting to join the space for exchanginggible opinions with multi stakeholders. | woulddito join
COP14,too! Thank you for all the sectrariats, |staffs and participants! See you!

Overall, the Conference was well organized. Fewenlagions, some parties that has few delegation mesfind
it difficult to attend two or three events ( worgliigroup, contact group or side event) happenirtgeasame time
that relates to their country priorities. | guessomes back to own country's preparations but,titeis also
connected to availability of funding to fund offit$ to attend the meeting. Therefore, it would ust agpprorpiate
for the CBD Secretariat to at least fund 2 or 3cadfs from member countries to participate at fatCop, insteag
of funding just one person per party country

Necessary to carry out a monitoring of the agex@s made, as well as a massive diffusion betwher
participants and these agreements and the infasm#tat was compiled

| found the event a great opportunity to addressiat topics related with the current problemati@nvironmenta
terms. Also to put pressure in Governments toesiggnd be part of international protocols or glal@duments in
order to decreased the human impact in naturauress. The feedback among participants was ingediom
my point of view, it’s an excellent platform forqge to work together for same goals not only gldhd also
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local were have a better impact most of the tineenjoyed the possibility to talk with different gale from
different ranges and different projects, non psoéihd leaders about we care about the proper maeagef the
natural resources. Thank you for organize all!

Repeating here my answer to question #32:  Thtrnoline here? Move away from these COPs at prjso

resorts. Egypt will unfortunately probably be mak the same. But make it the last one! Insteadt ee
convention center in the middle of a city with rMgahotels, food, and public transport ... and skip expense|
pretense, inconvenience, and inflexibilities ofSod" meetings.

Well organized.

| think in general it was a productive meeting wattgood ambiance. Secretariat should have been caoedul
with the sound requirements for the different megtiooms.

Strong disagree with the Enviromental Risk Assestngeiide printed by the Cartagena Protocol Segrefidrey
were not approved so, they could not publish amdesh as an official document.

In certain way, it was well organized, but in myiropn the place chosen to celebrate the meetingsanson eas)
access, oblying to depend the transportation aechibg organizers. For the other hand, the cosboftd get there
was too expensive. Besides, It was not easy tarobsa from bank cashier, above all in the placmeétings.

The COP 13 was excellent, the proposed themeseimtbgration between forest, agriculture, tourtsad good
results and provided visibility to these segmeriike role of women to monitor and require greateyagement o]
the issue with gender considerations was commeeadafite indigenous Forun had a very good particpaand
there was a small increase in the participatiotool communities, and this is a good result of @AP The
simultaneous realization of COP MOP NP impairedpasicipation of some leaders, however, the gjiatdheme
on free, prior and informed consent was discussd@tieasame time in the three spheres, and thiswastvery
relevant. For the first time, the theme "free, paad informed consent” was well received by thePC@nd with
this good performance, we should thank the excepperformance of Article 8) Working Group and SC2B a
whole.

Congratulations to the organizers. The hotel haatgfiacilities, although the impression is that hloéel was built]
on dunes and filling mangrove vegetation.

Well done. The overall impression is that the c@s wery well planned. Looking forward to cop in 201

Acknowledge the constant support from SCBD fortla#l hard work always done prior and during the imgst
Many thanks and God bless always.

Accommodation through Mundomex was a nightmare.

Overall a well organized meeting(s). Thank yeer8tariat and thank you Mexico!

The food provided at the location and side eveimtsilsl be local and produced in a way that suppdmasiversity!

Thank you for an excellent and impactful COP!

It was an NGO public relations circus. The morgigal groups were over represented, which hurtsotrezall
credibility of the biodiversity effort, especiallyith the mainstream governments, companies, andpgrehat
could be allied.

There was not enough information for the local mational public that did not attend the conference.

Avoid addressing on the same day, scheduling ni@e bne controversial issue, with it is expectebdeable to
give more attention to its resolution, otherwigegan generate more time for discussion and lontkiwg days
that do not end with a good result.
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The hotel was extremely expensive, and beyond ®&.D

Places in which destruction on nature has ocurredgaeat level such as Cancun and other res@és ahould bé

avoided and focus more on places still kept natarahat have worked towards improving the envirenmin
order to highlight such action. Food services cdoddnore varied and better

D

BioTrade Congress must be held as a side evenNdBiddiversity conference from now on.

Develop a security protocol that allows for deléggawhether from Parties or NGOs to report abusm fany
persons no matter the role or organizations whe?haety or NGOs delegations.

This was one of the worst meetings | have attenddte combination of the three conventions in ometing did
not work. There was no time for delegations toveme during the meeting to resolve issues, andhibeg (WG1)
seemed intend on getting through the agenda rdihargetting agreement. The in-session meetings netrvery
productive, | believe that a fresh chair shouldappointed rather than using the same people théd cmt get the
job done before the meeting.

It is a great opportunity to portray the work of B& and an excellent platform for networking and imgk
agreements, towards the improvement of the enviesnim

Thank you for the organisation, looking forwardearm el Sheik!

December certainly for participants from WEOG caigstwith a Christian Background is not a prefezabhe for
a CBD COP. With a view to COP 14 ist would be nicene christian tradition of spending Christmasie&aome
time before Christmas with your family would bepested when the dates for the meeting in Egyptheilfixed.

The Mexican Government did a geat job!

Should be more places to eat inside the haedgsaténe event and affordable for those that hateVVIP pass

Overall impressed with the logistics

Many thanks to the Mexican government ans SCBD .eHopmprove organization at COP14




