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Note by the Executive Secretary

INTRODUCTION

A.
Background

1. At its tenth meeting, held in Nagoya in October 2010, the Conference of Parties to the Convention adopted decision X/22 on the Plan of Action on Subnational Governments, Cities and Other Local Authorities for Biodiversity (2011-2020) which is intended to support Parties, their partners and local authorities in implementing the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020, the Aichi Biodiversity Targets and relevant decisions of the Conference of Parties, as well as paragraphs 3, 4, 5 and 6 of decision IX/28, consistent with each Party’s specific governance arrangements and legislation. 
2. In paragraph 3(d), the Plan of Action recognized the need for monitoring and evaluation systems for subnational governments and local authorities to report on progress to national governments in line with reporting obligations under the Convention on Biological Diversity; and to set benchmarks for local biodiversity management in line with the 2011-2020 indicator framework under the Convention, using tools such as the City Biodiversity Index (CBI), also known as the Singapore Index on Cities’ Biodiversity (SI). The Plan of Action, in paragraph 11, further notes that Parties may promote the use of monitoring tools such as the City Biodiversity Index to set goals and milestones, and to measure progress by subnational and local authorities.
3. The development of the CBI arose from a discussion between the Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity, Mr. Ahmed Djoghlaf, and the Minister for National Development of Singapore at the time, and host of the World Cities Summit of June 2008, Minister Mah Bow Tan, of the need for cities to share and pool their knowledge and to develop new approaches, methods and tools in order to better face the challenges of urbanization and sustainable development. As a follow up, at the High-Level session of the ninth meeting of the Conference of the Parties, Minister Mah Bow Tan offered to jointly facilitate the creation of a city biodiversity index that will allow cities to measure their progress in conservation of biodiversity.
4. There are currently no well-established indicators or indices to measure biodiversity at subnational and local levels, including in cities. The CBI is being developed, tested and implemented by taking into account existing international tools and indicators, and within the framework of the Strategic Plan of the Convention and the Aichi Biodiversity Targets. The City Biodiversity Index will help cities to better plan and communicate to national governments any commitments and activities that will contribute to reaching those targets. Subnational (regional) governments and their associations such as the Network of Regional Governments for Sustainable Development (nrg4SD) have also manifested interest in developing specific planning and monitoring tools based on the experience of the CBI. By being available to Parties and cities, the index will further encourage collaboration between multiple levels of government in the interest of the Convention. A draft of the City Biodiversity Index (27 September 2010 version) is available at http://www.cbd.int/authorities/doc/User's%20Manual-for-the-City-Biodiversity-Index27Sept2010.pdf.
5. In light of the above, the Secretariat of the Convention and the Government of Singapore, represented by the National Parks Board (NParks) of Singapore, had at that time organized two expert workshops in February 2009 and July 2010 on the development of the CBI. Information about these meetings can be found at http://www.cbd.int/authorities/gettinginvolved/cbi.shtml.
6. The Third Expert Workshop on the Development of the City Biodiversity Index was held in Singapore from 11 to 13 October 2011. The workshop was organized in close consultation with the members of the Global Partnership on Local and Subnational Action for Biodiversity, an open platform of cities, city networks, United Nations agencies and NGOs.
7. The objectives of the workshop were to:
( a ) Finalize the scoring of the indicators of the Singapore Index on Cities’ Biodiversity;
( b ) Discuss the roadmap of the contribution of the Singapore Index to the eleventh meeting of the Conference of Parties, including recommendations on its application and use for the appreciation of the Conference of the Parties at its eleventh meeting, under the agenda item on the engagement of other stakeholders, major groups and subnational authorities and through the Working Group on the Review of Implementation of the CBD, to be further developed at the World Cities Summit 2012 and beyond; 
( c ) Define ways to further expand the use of the Singapore Index on Cities’ Biodiversity for cities (such as in planning and baseline setting) and for other levels of subnational government, and to provide for the governance of its standards and means of application; 
( d ) Discuss the documentation on cities’ experiences on the application of the Singapore Index on Cities’ Biodiversity; and
( e ) Provide inputs to the first edition of the Cities and Biodiversity Outlook, in particular on the use of the Singapore Index on Cities’ Biodiversity as an evaluation tool for the CBD Strategic Plan 2011-2020 at local and subnational levels.
B.
Attendance

8. A total of twenty-six technical experts on urban biodiversity conservation and planning as well as city representatives responsible for implementation and/or management of biodiversity and urban projects and programmes attended the workshop. The list of participants is available as an annex.
ITEM 1.
Opening of the MEETING
9. The workshop was opened at 9 a.m. on 11 October 2011 at Fort Canning Centre. Dr. Leong Chee Chiew, Deputy Chief Executive Officer of NParks welcomed the participants, followed by Mr. Oliver Hillel, Programme Officer of the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity (SCBD) who also welcomed the participants and expressed appreciation to Singapore for hosting the workshop. 
ITEM 2.
Organizational matters

2.1.
Election of officers

10. Dr. Lena Chan of NParks and Mr. Oliver Hillel of SCBD acted as Co-chairs of the workshop.
2.2.
Adoption of the agenda

11. Dr. Lena Chan of NParks briefly presented the background on the development of the Singapore Index on Cities’ Biodiversity and the objectives of the workshop. Participants adopted the agenda (UNEP/CBD/EW.DCBI/3/1) as prepared by the Executive Secretary as follows:
1. Opening of the meeting.
2. Organizational matters:
2.1. Election of officers;

2.2. Adoption of the agenda;
2.3. Organization of work.
3. Finalizing the scoring for the City Biodiversity Index.

4. Roadmap of the contribution of the City Biodiversity Index to the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties and beyond.
5. Documentation of Cities’ Experiences on the Application of the City Biodiversity Index.

6. Overview of the first edition of the Cities and Biodiversity Outlook:

6.1. Discussions on the framework;
6.2. Group discussion on the 10 key messages;
6.3. Revision of the plan;
6.4. How to integrate the City Biodiversity Index in the Cities and Biodiversity Outlook 1 (Synthesis).
7. Other matters.

8.
Closure of the meeting.
2.3.
Organization of work

12. The workshop met in plenary. However, two break-out groups were established for a session to discuss the integration of the Singapore Index on Cities’ Biodiversity in the Cities and Biodiversity Outlook and the contribution of Singapore Index on Cities’ Biodiversity to cities’ biodiversity conservation efforts and suggestions for way forward.
13. The workshop was held in English.
ITEM 3.
FINALIZING THE scoring for the CITY BIODIVERSITY INDEX
14. NParks presented the proposed methodology and scoring ranges for the following seven indicators that required statistical normalization based on data received from cities as well as publicly sourced data: 

(a) Indicator 2: Connectivity measures or ecological networks to counter fragmentation;
(b) Indicator 3: Native biodiversity in built-up areas (bird species);
(c) Indicator 9: Proportion of protected natural areas;
(d) Indicator 11: Regulation of quantity of water;
(e) Indicator 12: Climate regulation: carbon storage and cooling effect of vegetation;
(f) Indicator 15: Budget allocated to biodiversity;
(g) Indicator 16: Number of biodiversity projects implemented by the city annually.
15. Participants noted that only 13 cities returned the data on the above seven indicators. For a more robust statistical normalisation exercise, the participants proposed that data from at least 50 cities was required. 

16. Participants also reviewed all 23 indicators of the Index and where necessary, suggested improvements to provide greater clarity in the data that were required. Key changes were made on the following indicators:

(a) Indicator 1: Proportion of natural areas in the city

· to include restored and naturalised ecosystems in the calculation of natural areas
(b) Indicator 2: Connectivity measures or ecological networks to counter fragmentation
· greater clarity on how to calculate the indicators; and consideration on both inter and intra patch connectivity
(c) Indicator 4-8: Change in number of native species
· to consider applying the index every 3 years rather than 2 years; and to reflect cities’ efforts in halting the loss of biodiversity, it has been suggested that “1” point should be awarded to “0” species lost
(d) Indicator 11: Regulation of quantity of water
· to include green roofs; and exclude artificial permeable surfaces in the calculation of permeable areas

(e) Indicator 15: Budget allocated to biodiversity

· to include budget expended on biodiversity activities from government linked corporations
(f) Indicator 16: Number of biodiversity projects implemented by the city annually
· cities to include both programmes and projects; and provide the list of such programmes and projects; biodiversity should be a main consideration and the city government should be a collaborator
(g) Indicator 17: Policies, rules and regulations – Existence of local biodiversity strategy and action plan
· to provide definition of CBD initiatives and reference to the 20 Aichi Biodiversity Targets

(h) Indicator 18: Institutional capacity – Number of essential biodiversity-related functions
· the indicator should reflect the biodiversity-related functions that the city uses and not only the mere existence of these functions
(i) Indicator 23: Education and awareness – Number of outreach or public awareness events held in the city per year

· cities to include a full list of the events and where available, to indicate target audience and the number of persons participating in the event
17. The revised version of the City Biodiversity Index (7 December 2011) is made available on the web page of the meeting. 
ITEM 4.
ROADMAP of the contribution of the CITY BIODIVERSITY INDEX TO THE ELEVENTH MEETING OF THE CONFERENCE OF the PARTIES AND BEYOND
18. A list of key events related to cities and biodiversity in the lead up to the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties was highlighted. Participants discussed opportunities where the application of the CBI could be further promoted. 
19. Participants also discussed the next steps in finalizing the CBI. Each participant was encouraged to invite more cities to apply the Index. Cities were invited to submit their data based on the 13 October 2011 version of the CBI to NParks by the end of February 2011. NParks in consultation with the Technical Task Force of the CBI would process the data and determine the scoring ranges for the seven indicators. The User’s Manual on the CBI would be subsequently finalized.
ITEM 5.
DOCUMENTATON OF CITIES’ EXPERIENCE ON THE APPLICATION OF THE CITY BIODIVERSITY INDEX
20. NParks presented a proposal on documenting cities’ experience on the application of the CBI, highlighting the challenges, opportunities and benefits in the use of the Index. The publication is targeted for dissemination at the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties and the Second City Biodiversity Summit in October 2012. The cities participating in the workshop agreed to submit their data to facilitate their respective cities’ write-up and noted the relevant timelines on the publication.
21. The participants discussed the integration of the CBI in the Cities and Biodiversity Outlook – the Synthesis document and agreed for Technical Task Force to submit a write-up on the history, structure, lessons learned and way forward on the CBI to be incorporated in the CBO.
22. Cities were requested to share their application of the Singapore Index on Cities’ Biodiversity with their respective national governments, so that it can be incorporated in the national reporting to the CBD. The participants also suggested the establishment of regional nodes/ hubs to provide cities’ with support on the application of the Singapore Index on Cities’ Biodiversity.
ITEM 6.
OVERVIEW OF THE FIRST EDITION OF THE CITIES AND BIODIVERSITY OUTLOOK
23. Prof. Elmqvist presented the proposal for the Cities and Biodiversity Outlook which will comprise a Synthesis document and a Scientific Foundation publication. Participants reviewed the framework for the Synthesis publication of the Cities and Biodiversity Outlook, in particular the ten key messages. The resource materials for this session are available on the CBD website http://www.cbd.int/authorities/cbo1.shtml.
ITEM  7.
OTHER MATTERS

24. There were no other matters.
ITEM 8.
CLOSURE OF the MEETING

25. The workshop closed at 2 p.m. on 13 October 2011.
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