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INTRODUCTION:
1. As decided at the first session of the meeting of the Conference of the Parties, Working Group II met under the chairmanship of Mr. Damaso Luna (Mexico) to consider agenda items 2.2, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4., 4.5, 4.6, 4.7, 4.8, 4.9, 4.10, 6.7 and 6.9. It held 17 meetings, from 18 to 29 October 2010, and adopted its draft report (UNEP/CBD/BS/COP/10/WG.2/L.1), as orally amended, at its 17th meeting, on 29 October 2010
2. At the first meeting of the Working Group, on 18 October 2010, the Chair welcomed the participants and reminded them that they had to consider a number of specific issues in a very short time.  He said that as each agenda item was taken up he would call upon the participants to indicate their wish to speak on the item. In the interests of time, he would then close the list of speakers once the first speaker had taken the floor on that agenda item.
3. At its final meeting, on 29 October 2010, the Working Group received a visit from Mr. Ryu Matsumoto, Minister of the Environment of Japan and President of the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties who complemented the Working Group on its hard work.
IV.
STRATEGIC ISSUES FOR EVALUATING PROGRESS AND SUPPORTING IMPLEMENTATION

ITEM 4.1.
progress toward the 2010 biodiversity target, REVIEW OF national reports and the global biodiversity outlook

4. Working Group II took up agenda item 4.1 at its 1st meeting on 18 October 2010. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on the implementation of the Convention and the Strategic Plan and Progress towards the 2010 Biodiversity Target (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/8), a summary of the third Global Biodiversity Outlook (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/8/Add.1), the Report of the Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Review of Implementation of the Convention on the work of its third meeting (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/4), as well as  recommendations 3/1 on the implementation of the Convention and the Strategic Plan and 3/3 on the integration of biodiversity into poverty eradication and development of the Ad Hoc Working Group  on the Implementation of the Convention  (WGRI), and recommendation XIV/7 of the Subsidiary body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice (SBSTTA) on the third edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1). It also had before it, as information documents, an updated analysis of information in the fourth national reports, and the countries that had submitted those reports (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/2 and Add.1), an assessment of National Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/11), the technical rationale for the Strategic Goals and Targets, Including Potential Indicators and Milestones (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/12), and a preliminary draft reference manual for preparing the fifth national report (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/19).
5. Statements were made by the representatives of Australia, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Cameroon (on behalf of the African Group), Canada, China, Ecuador, the European Union and its 27 Member States, India, Japan, Malaysia, Mexico, Niger, the Philippines, Singapore, Tajikistan, Thailand, Tunisia, and Uganda.
6. Statements were also made by the representatives of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (and on behalf of the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization) and the United Nations University.
7. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare revised recommendations for consideration by the Working Group. 
Draft recommendation by the Chair on the implications for the future implementation of the Convention of the third edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook
8. At its 7th meeting on 22 October 2010, the Working Group considered a draft recommendation by the Chair on the implications for the future implementation of the Convention of the third edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook.
9. Statements were made by the representatives of Australia, Brazil, Canada, Ecuador, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Jordan, Mexico, and South Africa.
10. At its 8th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group further considered the draft decision on the implications for the future implementation of the Convention of the third edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook, submitted by the Chair.
11. The Working Group approved the draft decision on the third edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.9.
Draft recommendation by the Chair on the implementation of the Convention and the Strategic Plan

12. At its 7th meeting on 22 October 2010, the Working Group also considered a draft recommendation by the Chair on the implementation of the Convention and the Strategic Plan.
13. Statements were made by the representatives of Benin, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Canada, Colombia, Côte D’Ivoire, Ethiopia, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Gambia, Ghana, India, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Malawi (on behalf of the African Group), Malaysia, Mauritania, Mexico, New Zealand, Peru, South Africa, Switzerland, and Togo, and Zimbabwe.  
14. Following the discussion the Chair stated that work on the item would be continued at a later stage.  
15. At its 8th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group continued its discussion of the draft decision on the implementation of the Convention and the Strategic Plan, submitted by the Chair.
16. Statements were made by the representatives of Brazil and the European Union and its 27 Member States.
17. Following the interventions, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft decision for consideration by the Working Group.
18. At its 9th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group considered the revised draft decision as submitted by the Chair.
19. Statements were made by representatives of Brazil, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Norway, the Philippines, and Switzerland.
20. A statement was also made by the representative of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species.  

21. The Working Group approved the draft decision on the implementation of the Convention and the Strategic Plan, as orally amended, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.24.

 Draft decision on the integration of biodiversity into poverty eradication and development, submitted by the Chair
22. At its 8th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group also took up a draft decision on the integration of biodiversity into poverty eradication and development, submitted by the Chair.
23. Statements were made by Benin, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Cameroon (on behalf of the African Group), Colombia, Ecuador, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Norway, Switzerland, and Uganda.  
24. A statement was also made by the representative of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species.
25. The Chair said that, as there was no consensus on the issue of adding the phrase “subject to the availability of resources” to paragraph 15, it would be retained in square brackets. Subject to that understanding, the Working Group approved the draft decision on the integration of biodiversity into poverty eradication and development, as orally amended, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.16.
ITEM 4.2.
REVISED STRATEGIC PLAN, BIODIVERSITY TARGET AND INDICATORS

26. Working Group II took up agenda item 4.2 at its 1st meeting on 18 October 2010. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it the Report of the Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Review of Implementation of the Convention on the work of its third meeting (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/4), a note by the Executive Secretary on a revised and updated Strategic Plan: the Technical rationale and suggested milestones and indicators (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/9), as well as recommendations 3/5 on updating and revision of the Strategic Plan for the post-2010 period and 3/12 on the United Nations Decade on Biodiversity 2011-2020 of the WGRI and recommendation XIV/9 of the SBSTTA on the examination of the outcome-oriented goals and targets (and associated indicators) and consideration of their possible adjustment for the period beyond 2010 (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1). It also had before it, as information documents, the Technical Rationale for the Strategic Goals and Targets, Including Potential Indicators and Milestones (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/12) and a note by the Executive Secretary on advancing the biodiversity agenda – a UN system-wide contribution (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/21).
27. Statements were made by representatives of Australia, Brazil, Cameroon (on behalf of the African Group), Canada, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Guatemala, Iceland, Indonesia, the Islamic Republic of Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Japan,   Malaysia, Mali, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, South Africa, Switzerland,  Thailand, Timor-Leste, Uganda, Zimbabwe.

28. A statement was also made by a representative of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO), and the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP).

29. Statements were also made by representatives of CBD Alliance, DIVERSITAS, Greenpeace, the International Union for the Conservation of Nature, the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands. 

30. After the Exchange of Views the Chair requested Mr. Asghar Fazel (Islamic Republic of Iran) and Mr. Finn Katerås (Norway) to form a Contact Group on the Strategic Plan to coordinate further consultations under the agenda item and report back to the Working Group.
31. At its 7th meeting, on 22 October 2010, the Working Group heard a report from Mr. Katerås, Co-Chair of the Contact Group, who said that the discussions had not yet been completed, and requested more time.

32. The Chair thanked the Co-Chairs of the Contact Group for their work and asked them to report on the outcome in due course. 
33. At its 8th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group heard a report from Mr. Fazel, Co-Chair of the Contact Group, who said that discussions had not yet been completed, and requested more time.  

34. The Chair thanked the Co-Chairs of the Contact Group for their work and asked them to report on the outcome in due course.

35. A statement was made by the representative of Grenada, who appealed to Parties to protect the integrity of the SBSTTA process and use its advice to formulate policy, rather than repeating its work.  

36. The Chair said the Co-Chairs had listened carefully to that advice, and thanked them for their efficient leadership.
37.  At its 10th meeting, on 22 October 2010, the Working Group heard a report from Mr. Katerås, Co-Chair of the Contact Group, who said that the discussions had gone well in the Contact Group and that it had prepared a paper containing a draft recommendation for consideration by the Working Group.  However, several issues remained unresolved and he asked whether the Working Group wished to consider the recommendation, as presently drafted, or whether it would prefer the Contact Group to continue to resolve the outstanding issues before taking up the paper.
38. The Chair observed that the Contact Group had made good progress and asked that it continue to resolve the outstanding issues before the Working Group took up its paper on the Strategic Plan for the post-2010 period.  
Draft decision on the updating and revision of the Strategic Plan for the post-2010 period
39. At its 12th meeting, on 27 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on the updating and revision of the Strategic Plan for the post-2010 period, submitted by the Co-Chairs of the Contact Group.
40. In introducing the draft decision Mr. Fazel, Co-Chair of the Contact Group thanked the participants in the Contact Group for their hard work and especially Ms Sarah Pearson Perret (Switzerland) for her work in chairing the Group of the Co-Chairs on the mission for the Strategic Plan..

41. Statements were made by the representatives of the Australia, Brazil, Cameroon (on behalf of the African Group), Canada, China, Colombia, the Cook Islands, Ecuador, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Gabon, India, Indonesia, Japan, Liberia, Malaysia, Maldives, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, Palau (on behalf of the Pacific Island Countries), Paraguay, the Philippines, South Africa, and Switzerland.
42. A statement was also made by a representative of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity.
43. Following the exchange of views the Chair asked that the representatives of Colombia, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Malaysia, Palau and other interested Parties consult together to resolve the divergent views on target 5 of the strategic goals and the 2020 headline targets of the Strategic Plan.
44. At its 13th meeting, on 28 October 2010, the Working Group heard a report from Mr. Katerås, Co-Chair of the Contact Group, on the results of the informal consultations on the targets of the strategic goals.

45. At 13th meeting the Working Group also heard a report by Ms. Perret on the mission for the Strategic Plan.
46. Statements were made by the representatives of Australia, Brazil, Cameroon (on behalf of the African Group) Canada, China, Colombia, Ecuador, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Guatemala, India, Japan, Kenya Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, the Philippines, South Africa, Switzerland, Thailand and Uganda (on behalf of the African Group).

47. Statements were also made on behalf of Biodiversity on the Brink and the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity.

48. Following the exchange of views the Chair asked that an informal contact group meet to further consider the issue of targets.
49. At its 14th meeting, on 27 October 2010, the Working Group heard a report from the Chair on the work of the informal contact group on target 20.  A the very wide range of views had been presented to the Contact Group. The drafts proposed drafts by Brazil and Norway were read to the Working Group, and the Chair suggested that both texts should both be transmitted as options to the plenary.

50. The text suggested by the representative of Brazil was: “By 2020 at the latest to increase substantially from the current levels the mobilization of financial resources for implementing the Strategic Plan 2011-2020 from all sources, and through a consolidated and agreed process, reaching at least US$ 200 billion.”  The representative of Ecuador put forward a supplementary sentence for addition at the end of the draft suggested by Brazil, namely: “The figure proposed will be subject to adjustments to cover the gaps based on needs assessment carried out and reported by the Parties.” The revised proposal was supported by the representatives of China, Kenya (on behalf of the African Group), the Philippines, and South Africa.
51. The text suggested by the representative of Norway was: “By 2020, resources (financial, human and technical) for implementing this Strategic Plan has increased at least according to the goals set out in the strategy on resource mobilization.” The proposed text was supported by the representative of Japan.
52. After an exchange of views, a representative of the European Union and its 27 Member States put forward a third draft of target 20: “By 2020, resources (financial, human and technical) for the effective implementation of the Convention on Biodiversity and its Strategic Plan 2011-2020 have been substantially increased from all sources including innovative financial mechanisms through a consolidated and agreed process and against an agreed baseline.” The proposed text was supported by the representative of Canada. 

53. The representatives of Australia and Japan supported the approach taken by the proposals of both the European Union and its 27 Member States and Norway.
54. At its 14th meeting, on 28 October 2010, the Working Group approved the draft decision on the updating and revision of the Strategic Plan for the post-2010 period, as orally amended, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.44. 

55. At the 15th meeting of the Working Group, on 29 October 2010, the Chair said that as there was continued interest in considering further options for targets the interested Parties should continue to consult informally and present their conclusions to the plenary when it took up draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.44.
56. At the 16th meeting of the Working Group, on 29 October 2010, Mr. Finn Katerås said that the informal contact group had met twice. At those meetings the contact group had discussed targets 5, 11, 14, and had held a preliminary discussion of target 16.  However, the group had been unable to discuss targets 20 and 22.  Mr. Katerås said that although there had been good progress in the discussions, a number of issues remained unresolved.  Consequently the report that he would make to plenary would be in his capacity as facilitator of the informal contact group and not on behalf of the contact group.
57. At the 17 meeting of the Working Group, on 29 October 2010, Mr. Finn Katerås said that the informal contact group had met again to discuss possible language for targets 5, 11 and 14 as well as new language for target 20. He said that the discussions had approached the targets as a package and, as target 16 had not been an important part of that package, it had not been discussed again. He also provided new language for the mission of the Strategic Plan. He reminded the Working 
Group that he would present that new language to the plenary, when it considered draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.44, in his capacity as facilitator of the informal contact group and not on behalf of the contact group.

58. The representative of Malaysia said that target 16 should use the year 2015 in place of 2020.

59. The Chair thanked the contact group for its hard work in considering new language for the draft decision. 
Draft decision on the examination of outcome-oriented goals and targets and associated indicators and consideration of their possible adjustment for the period beyond 2010
60. At its 8th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group also took up a draft decision on the examination of outcome-oriented goals and targets and associated indicators and consideration of their possible adjustment for the period beyond 2010, submitted by the Chair. 
61. A statement was made by the representative of the European Union and its 27 Member States.
62. Following the intervention, the Working Group approved the draft decision on the examination of outcome-oriented goals and targets and associated indicators and consideration of their possible adjustment for the period beyond 2010 for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.4.

UNITED NATIONS DECADE ON BIODIVERSITY 2011-2020

63. At its 8th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group also took up a draft decision on the United Nations Decade on Biodiversity 2011-20, submitted by the Chair.
64. The Working Group approved the draft decision on the United Nations Decade on Biodiversity 2011-20 for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.20.
ITEM 4.3.
OPERATIONS OF THE CONVENTION AND THE MULTI-YEAR PROGRAMME OF WORK

65. Working Group II took up agenda item 4.3 at its 2nd meeting on 19 October 2010. The Chair proposed that in taking up the item the Working Group first consider the issue of the multi-year programme of work including periodicity of meetings and the fifth national reports. Following that the Working Group would consider science-policy interface on biodiversity, ecosystem services and human well-being, ways and means to improve the effectiveness of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice and new and emerging issues, which would then be followed by consideration of the decisions that had been taken at the fifth and sixth meetings of the Conference of the Parties which needed to be retired.
66. In considering the sub-items item, the Working Group had before it notes by the Executive Secretary on the multi-year programme of work for the period 2010-2020 as well the periodicity of meetings of the Conference of Parties (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/10 and Add.1); draft guidelines for the fifth national reports (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/11); a note by the Executive Secretary on the science-policy interface on biodiversity, ecosystem services and human well being (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/12); as well as recommendations 3/4 on the science-policy interface on biodiversity, ecosystem and well-being and consideration of the outcome of the intergovernmental meetings, 3/6 on the multi-year programme of work of the Convention for the period 2011-2020 and the periodicity of meetings, and 3/7 on national reporting: review of experience and proposals for the fifth national report of the WGRI; and recommendations XIV/17 on the ways and means to improve the effectiveness of the SBSTTA and XIV/16 on new and emerging issues of the SBSTTA (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1); as well as a draft decision by the Executive Secretary on the retirement of decisions (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1). It also had before it, as information documents, Proposals on the Retirement of Decisions Taken by the Conference of the Parties at its Fifth and Sixth Meetings: Proposals by the Executive Secretary pursuant to decision IX/29 on Operations of the Convention (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/1/Rev.1), as well as a preliminary draft reference manual for the fifth national report (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/19).
 
A.
 Multi-year programme of work including periodicity of meetings and organization of work of the Conference of the Parties

B.
Fifth national reports
67. The sub-items on the multi-year programme of work including periodicity of meetings and organization of work of the Conference of the Parties and the fifth national reports were taken up at the 2nd meeting of the Working Group, on 19 October 2010.  
68. Statements were made by representatives of Australia, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Brazil, Cameroon (on behalf of the African Group), Canada, China, Colombia, Cuba, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Grenada, India, Japan, Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, the Philippines, the  Russian Federation, Saint Lucia, and the United Republic of Tanzania.
69. A statement was also made by a representative of Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations.
70. Statements were also made by representatives of the Society for Conservation Biology and the Society for Ecological Restoration International. 
71. At the 3rd meeting of the Working Group statements were also made by the representatives of Palau, Papua New Guinea (on behalf of  Pacific Island States), and Samoa.
72. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare revised draft recommendations for consideration by the Working Group.
Draft recommendation by the Chair on the multi-year programme of work of the Convention for the period 2011-2020 and periodicity of meetings and organization of work of the Conference of the Parties
73. At its 7th meeting, on 22 October 2010, the Working Group considered a draft recommendation by the Chair on the multi-year programme of work of the Convention for the period 2011-2020 and periodicity of meetings and organization of work of the Conference of the Parties, submitted by the Chair.
74. Statements were made by representatives of Australia, Benin, Burkina Faso, Canada, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Georgia, Japan, Jordan, Malawi, Malaysia, Mexico, South Africa, Thailand, Ukraine, and the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela. 
75. After the exchange of views, the Chair stated that the discussion would continue at the next meeting of the Working Group. 
76. At its 8th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group continued its discussion of the draft decision on the multi-year programme of work of the Convention for the period 2011-2020 and periodicity of meetings and organization of work of the Conference of the Parties, as submitted by the Chair.

77. Statements were made by representatives of Brazil, Canada, Paraguay and Thailand.

78. Following the exchange of views, the Chairman said that as there were still unresolved issues, in  square brackets, and a footnote might be added concerning the number of items the SBSTTA would be considering in the inter-sessional period.  On that understanding, the Working Group approved the draft decision on the multi-year programme of work of the Convention for the period 2011-2020 and periodicity of meetings and organization of work of the Conference of the Parties, as orally amended, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.8.

Draft recommendation by the Chair on National Reporting: review of experience and proposals for the fifth national report
79. At its 7th meeting, on 22 October 2010, the Working Group also considered a draft recommendation by the Chair on National Reporting: review of experience and proposals for the fifth national report, submitted by the Chair.
80. Statements were made by the representatives of Canada, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Iraq, Jordan, Liberia, and New Zealand. 

81. Following exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft decision for consideration by the Working Group. 
82. At its 8th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group also took up the revised draft decision on National reporting: review of experience and proposals for the fifth national reports, submitted by the Chair.
83. Statements were made by the representatives of Brazil and the European Union and its 27 Member States.
84. Following the interventions, the Chair said that he would prepare a further revision of the draft decision for consideration by the Working Group.
85. At its 9th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group considered the further revised draft decision as submitted by the Chair.
86. Statements were made by the representatives of the Islamic Republic of Iran, and Mexico.
87.  The Working Group approved the draft decision on National reporting: review of experience and proposals for the fifth national reports, as orally amended, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.10.
C.
Science-policy interface on biodiversity, ecosystem services and human well-being
D.
Ways and means to improve the effectiveness of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice,
E.
 New and emerging issues
88. The sub-items on the science-policy interface on biodiversity, ecosystem services and human well-being, ways and means to improve the effectiveness of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice, and new and emerging issues were taken up at the 2nd meeting of the Working Group, on 19 October 2010.
89. At the 2nd meeting of the Working Group statements were made by the representatives of Australia, Brazil, Cameroon,  Canada, China, Colombia, Cuba, the European Union and its 27 Member States, the Russian Federation, India, Japan, New Zealand, Norway, the Philippines, South Africa (on behalf of the African Group), Saint Lucia, and Thailand.

90. At statement was also made on behalf of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations.

91. Statements were also made by representatives of EcoNexus, the Society for the Conservation Biology and the Society for Ecological Restoration International.

92. A the 3rd meeting of the Working Group, on 19 October 2010, statements were also made by the representatives of Mexico, Norway, Palau, Papua New Guinea (on behalf of the Pacific Island States), the Philippines, and Samoa.
93.  A statement was also made on behalf of the Society for the Conservation Biology and the Society.
94. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare revised draft recommendations for consideration by the Working Group.
Draft decision on the science-policy interface on biodiversity, ecosystem services and human well-being and consideration of the outcome of the intergovernmental meetings
95. At its 10th meeting, on 26 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on the science-policy interface on biodiversity, ecosystem services and human well-being and consideration of the outcome of the intergovernmental meetings, submitted by the Chair.
96. Statements were made by the representatives of Brazil, the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela (on behalf of the Bolivarian Alliance), Canada, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Ghana, Indonesia, Japan, Kenya, Mali, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, the Republic of Korea, Switzerland, and Uganda.
97. A statement was also made by a representative of the Convention on Migratory Species.
98. The Working Group approved the draft decision on science-policy interface on biodiversity, ecosystem services and human well-being and consideration of the outcome of the intergovernmental meetings, as orally amended, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.25.
Draft decision on the ways and means to improve the effectiveness of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice

99. At its 11th meeting, on 27 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on the ways and means to improve the effectiveness of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice, submitted by the Chair.
100. Statements were made by the representatives of Bolivia, Canada, China, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Mexico, Norway, and Uganda. 
101. The Working Group approved the draft decision on the ways and means to improve the effectiveness of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.27.
Draft decision on new and emerging issues
102. At its 8th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on new and emerging issues, submitted by the Chair.
103. Statements were made by the representatives of Brazil, Canada, Ukraine and United States of America.
104. Further statements were made at the 9th meeting of the Working Group, on 25 October 2010, by the representatives of Brazil, Canada and Mexico.

105. The Chair postponed consideration of the item until a subsequent meeting of the Working Group pending the resolution of the discussions of related issues in Working Group I.  
106.  At its 10th meeting, on 26 October 2010, the Working Group continued its discussion of the draft decision on new and emerging issues, submitted by the Chair.
107.  Statements were made by the representatives of Brazil, the European Union and its 27 Member States, and Mexico.
108. The Working Group approved the draft decision on new and emerging issues to plenary for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.26. 

F.
Retirement of decisions

109. The sub-item on the retirement of decisions of the Conference of Parties was taken up at the 3rd meeting of the Working Group, on 19 October 2010. 
110. Statements were made by the representatives of the European Union and its 27 Member States, India and Mexico.
111. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for consideration by the Working Group.
Draft decision on the retirement of decisions

112. At the 8th meeting of the Working Group, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on the retirement of decisions, submitted by the Chair.
113. Statements were made by the representatives of Brazil and Norway.
114.  Following the exchange of views, the Working Group approved the draft decision on the retirement of decisions for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.37.
ITEM 4.4.
STRATEGY FOR RESOURCE MOBILIZATION
115. Working Group II took up agenda item 4.4 at its 3rd meeting, on 19 October 2010. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it recommendations 3/8 on concrete activities and initiatives including measurable targets and/or indicators to achieve the strategic goals contained in the strategy for resource mobilization and 3/9 on policy options concerning innovative financial mechanisms of the WGRI, as well as the elements of draft decisions on the resource mobilization strategy and on administrative and budgetary matters which had been prepared by the Executive Secretary (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1), and the review of the implementation of the strategy for resource mobilization in support of the Convention’s three objectives for the period 2008-2015 (Goals 1, 3, 4, 6 and 8) (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/13) and a note by the Executive Secretary on the Financial Mechanism (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/14). It also had before it, as information documents, notes by the Executive Secretary on: innovative financial mechanisms: the GDM 2010 Initiative Report (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/15); the Global Monitoring Report, (Pilot Edition), 2010: Status and trends in biodiversity finance (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/22); and the GDM Initiative Report: Towards a market-based financial mechanism to support biodiversity and development (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/28).
116. Statements were made by the representatives of Australia, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, China, Colombia, Cuba, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Gambia, India, Indonesia, Japan,  Kenya, Malaysia, Malawi, Mexico, New Zealand, Norway, South Africa, the Philippines, Switzerland, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Tunisia, and Uganda (on behalf of the African Group).
117. A statement was also made by a representative of the United Nations Convention to Combat Desertification (UNCCD).

118. Statements were also made by representatives of EcoNexus and the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity. 
119. After the exchange of views the Chair requested Mr. M.F. Farooqui (India) and Mr. Robert Lamb (Switzerland) to coordinate further consultations under the agenda item and report back to the Working Group.
120. At its 7th meeting on 22 October 2010 the Working Group heard a report from Mr. Farooqui, Co-Chair of the Contact Group, on the Strategy for Resource Mobilization, in which he stated that the discussions had not yet been completed, and requested more time.

121. The Chair thanked the Co-Chairs of the Contact Group for their work and asked them to report on the outcome in due course. 

122. At its 8th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group heard a report from Mr. Lamb, Co-Chair of the Contact Group on the Strategy for Resource Mobilization, in which he stated that the discussions had not yet been completed, and requested more time.

123. The Chair thanked the Co-Chairs of the Contact Group for their work and asked them to report on the outcome.

124. At the 9th meeting of the Working Group, on 25 October 2010, the Chair was asked about developments concerning guidance for the Global Environment Fund (GEF), and the Working Group was told that the Contact Group on the Strategy for Resource Mobilization was compiling into a single document all the guidance being developed for the GEF during discussions of the draft decisions, for transmission to the GEF Council.
125.  At its 10th meeting, on 26 October 2010, the Working Group heard a report from Mr. Farooqui, Co-Chair of the Contact Group on the Strategy for Resource Mobilization, in which he stated that the Contact Group had completed its discussion of the three components of the financial mechanism that had been taken up under agenda item 4.10 and had prepared three draft recommendations for the consideration of the Working Group: the review of guidance to the financial mechanism; the assessment of the amount of funds needed for the implementation of the Convention for the sixth replenishment period of the Global Environment Facility Trust Fund; and the preparation for the fourth review of the effectiveness of the financial mechanism.  However, further work was required to complete the deliberations of the Contact Group on the Strategy for Resource Mobilization. He also said that the group of the Friends of the Co-Chairs, with Mr. Kevin Love (Australia) as facilitator, was continuing its discussions as well.
126. The Chair observed that the Contact Group had made good progress and asked that it continue to resolve the outstanding issues before the Working Group took up draft recommendations of the Contact Group on the Strategy for Resource Mobilization.

127. At its 12th meeting, on 27 October 2010, the Working Group heard a report from Mr. Lamb, Co-Chair of the Contact Group on the Strategy for Resource Mobilization, in which he said that there had been good progress in discussing indicators and targets in the strategy for resource mobilization in support of the achievement of the Convention’s three objectives. Mr. Lamb indicated that an informal paper was available to the Working Group which contained the results of the deliberations of the Contact Group.  
128. The Chair thanked the Co-Chairs for their hard work and asked the participants to consider the informal paper that had been submitted by the Co-Chairs of the Contact Group.

129. At its 13th meeting, on 28 October 2010, the Working Group heard a report from Mr. Lamb, Co-Chair of the Contact Group on the Strategy for Resource Mobilization, in which he said that the Contact Group had held several meetings to discuss the strategy for resource mobilization. It had also established a group of Friends of the Co-Chairs, with Mr. Kevin Love (Australia) as facilitator, to focus on indicators for monitoring the implementation of the strategy for resource mobilization and targets for monitoring its implementation. That group had been composed of the representatives of 12 countries and he particularly thanked the representatives of Bolivia, Brazil, China, Kenya, New Zealand, Norway and the Philippines, as well as Mr. Love, for helping to resolve the issues of targets and indicators.

130. The Chair thanked both Mr. Lamb and Mr. Farooqui for their hard work in coordinating the discussions and asked the participants to consider the draft decisions that the Co-Chairs had produced on the strategy for resource mobilization.

Draft decision on concrete activities and initiatives including measurable targets and/or indicators to achieve the strategic goals contained in the strategy for resource mobilization and on indicators to monitor the implementation of the strategy
131. At its 14th meeting, on 28 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on concrete activities and initiatives including measurable targets and/or indicators to achieve the strategic goals contained in the strategy for resource mobilization and on indicators to monitor the implementation of the strategy, submitted by the Co-Chairs of the Contact Group on Resource Mobilization. 
132. Statements were made by the representatives of Australia, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, China, Colombia, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Japan, Kenya (on behalf of the African Group), Mexico, Norway and the Philippines.
133. The representative of Ecuador wished it to be recorded in the report that it was the developing countries that were pressing for tight timelines deal with the problem of the loss of biodiversity and were truly committed to halting the loss of biodiversity by 2010.
134. Following the exchange of views the Chair asked the representatives of Australia, Brazil, China, Ecuador, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Kenya Norway, the Philippines to form a Contact Group to further discuss the issue of targets and indicators.

135. At the 15th meeting of the Working Group, on 29 October 2010, statements were made by the representatives of Australia, Brazil Canada, China, the European Union and its 27 Member States, New Zealand, Norway, the Philippines, and Switzerland.
136. .Following the exchange of views the Chair established an open-ended contact group to continue the deliberations on the issue, and asked Mr. Maximiliano Arienzo (Brazil) to act as facilitator.
137. At the 16th meeting of the Working Group, on 29 October 2010, Mr. Arienzo said that the open-ended contact group was close to a resolution of the outstanding issues, and requested more time. 
138. The Chair thanked the open-ended contact group for its work, and asked the facilitator to report on the outcome in due course. 
139. At its 17th meeting, on 29 October 2010, the Working Group agreed to transmit the draft decision on concrete activities and initiatives including measurable targets and/or indicators to achieve the strategic goals contained in the strategy for resource mobilization and on indicators to monitor the implementation of the strategy to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.45.
Draft decision on Policy Options Concerning Innovative Financial Mechanisms
140.  At its 15th meeting, on 29 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on Policy Options Concerning Innovative Financial Mechanisms, submitted by the Co-Chairs of the Contact Group on Resource Mobilization. 

141. A statement was made by the representative of Australia, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Cuba, Ecuador (on behalf of the Bolivarian Alliance), the European Union on behalf of its 27 Member States, Japan, New Zealand, Norway, the Philippines and.the Russian Federation. 
142. The representative of Bolivia wished it recorded in the report of the meeting that she had made a proposal for text that included a reference to the World People’s Conference on Climate Change and the Rights of Mother Earth in paragraphs two and three of the draft decision on Policy Options Concerning Innovative Financial Mechanisms..

143. Following the exchange of views the Chair established an open-ended contact group to continue the deliberations on policy options for innovative financial mechanisms and report on the outcome in due course.

144. At its 17th meeting, on 29 October 2010, the Working Group agreed to transmit the draft decision on Policy Options Concerning Innovative Financial Mechanisms to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.46.

AGENDA ITEM 4.5.
SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL COOPERATION AND THE CLEARING HOUSE MECHANISM

145. Working Group II took up agenda item 4.5 at its 4th meeting, on 20 October 2010. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on scientific and technical cooperation and the clearing-house mechanism: implementation of the strategic plan of the clearing-house mechanism (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/15) as well as a draft decision on the Clearing-House Mechanism and Scientific and Technical Cooperation which had been prepared by the Executive Secretary (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1). It also had before it, as information documents, notes by the Executive Secretary on: scientific and technical cooperation and the Clearing-house Mechanism: report on the activities of the programme of work 2006-2008 (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/5), the report on the Belgian Clearing-house Mechanism  partnership activities for the period 2008-2010 (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/6), and the Clearing-house Mechanism establishment and development update in the ASEAN region (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/7).
146. Statements were made by the representatives of Brazil, Burkina Faso, Canada, China, Congo, Cuba, the European Union and its 27 Member States, India, Indonesia, the Islamic Republic of Iran, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Malaysia, Morocco, Niger, the Philippines, the Republic of Korea, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Tunisia, Yemen, and Zambia (on behalf of the African Group).

147. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for consideration by the Working Group.
Draft decision on scientific and technical cooperation and the clearing-house mechanism
148. At its 8th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on scientific and technical cooperation and the clearing-house mechanism, submitted by the Chair.
149. Statements were made by the representatives of Brazil, Burkina Faso, China, and the European Union and its 27 Member States.
150. Following the exchange of views the Working Group approved the draft decision on scientific and technical cooperation and the clearing-house mechanism, as orally amended, for transmission to the plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.5.  
ITEM 4.6.
TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER AND COOPERATION

151. Working Group II took up agenda item 4.6 at its 4th meeting on 20 October 2010. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it WGRI recommendation 3/11 on further consideration of the proposed biodiversity technology initiative (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2) and a progress report on cross-cutting issues UNEP/CBD/COP/10/21.
152. Statements were made by representatives of Bahrain, Brazil, Canada, China, Colombia, Cuba,  the European Union and its 27 Member States, India, Indonesia, the Islamic Republic of Iran, Japan, Jordan, Lebanon, Liberia, Malaysia, Mali, Mexico, Pakistan, the Philippines, Singapore, South Africa, Switzerland, Uganda, and Zambia (on behalf of the African Group).
153. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for consideration by the Working Group.
Draft decision on technology transfer and cooperation
154. At its 8th meeting on 25 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on technology transfer and cooperation, submitted by the Chair. 
155. Statements were made by the representatives of Canada, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Jordan, and Uganda.   
156. The Working Group approved the draft decision on technology transfer and cooperation as amended for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.3.
ITEM 4.7.
GLOBAL STRATEGY FOR PLANT CONSERVATION 

157. Working Group II took up agenda item 4.7 at its 6th meeting on 21 October 2010. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it SBSTTA recommendation XIV/8 on proposals for an update of the Global Strategy for Plant Conservation 2011-2020 (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1) and a note by the Executive Secretary on Global Strategy for Plant Conservation: technical rationale, justification for updating and suggested milestones and indicators (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/19).
158. Statements were made by the representatives of Argentina, Australia,  Benin, Brazil, Canada, China, Costa Rica, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Ghana, Guatemala, India, Indonesia, Japan, Kenya (on behalf of the African Group),  Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand, the Philippines, the Republic of Korea, Singapore, South Africa, Timor-Leste, Uganda, and Zimbabwe.
159. A statement was made by the representative of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations.
160. Statements were also made by the representatives of Botanical Gardens Conservation International and jointly on behalf of TRAFFIC and the World Wildlife Fund.
161. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for consideration by the Working Group.
Draft decision on proposals for a consolidated update of the Global Strategy for Plant Conservation
162. At its 9th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on proposals for a consolidated update of the Global Strategy for Plant Conservation, submitted by the Chair.
163. Statements were made by the representatives of the Brazil, Burkina Faso, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ethiopia, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Guatemala, India, Jordan, Lebanon, Malawi, Malaysia, Mexico, the Philippines, the Russian Federation, Singapore, Switzerland, and Thailand.
164. Following the exchange of views the Working Group approved the draft decision on proposals for a consolidated update of the Global Strategy for Plant Conservation, as orally amended, for transmission to the plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.19.
ITEM 4.8.
COMMUNICATION, EDUCATION AND PUBLIC AWARENESS (CEPA) AND THE INTERNATIONAL YEAR OF BIODIVERSITY

165. Working Group II took up agenda item 4.8 at its 4th meeting on 20 October 2010. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it notes from the Executive Secretary on communication, education and public awareness and the International Year on Biodiversity (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/16) and cooperation with other conventions and international organizations and initiatives (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/17), as well as a draft decision by the Executive Secretary on Communication, Education and Public Awareness and the International Year of Biodiversity UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add2/Rev.1). It also had before it, as information documents, notes by the Executive Secretary on: the development of a City Biodiversity Index – An evaluation tool for cities (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/4) and a progress report on the CBD initiative on Cities, Local Authorities and Biodiversity (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/8).
166. Statements were made by the representatives of Australia, Bahrain, Burundi, Cameroon (on behalf of the African Group), Canada, China, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Fiji, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Lebanon, Malaysia, Mauritania, Morocco (on behalf of the Arab Group), Mozambique, Peru, Senegal, Singapore, and the Syrian Arab Republic.
167. Statements were also made by the representatives of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity and the Japan Civil Network for the Convention on Biological Diversity.
168.   Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for consideration by the Working Group.
Draft decision on communication, education and public awareness and the International Year of Biodiversity
169. At its 8th meeting, on 25 October 25 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on communication, education and public awareness and the International Year of Biodiversity, submitted by the Chair
170. Statements were made by the representatives of the European Union and its 27 Member States, and Thailand.

171. The Working Group approved the draft decision on communication, education and public awareness and the International Year of Biodiversity as amended for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.32. 
ITEM 4.9.
COOPERATION WITH OTHER CONVENTIONS AND INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS AND INITIATIVES, ENGAGEMENT OF STAKEHOLDERS, INCLUDING BUSINESS AND BIODIVERSITY, CITIES AND BIODIVERSITY, AND SOUTH/SOUTH COOPERATION

172. Working Group II took up agenda item 4.9 at its 5th meeting on 20 October 2010. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on cooperation with other conventions and international organizations and initiatives (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/17); on engagement of stakeholders and major groups and gender mainstreaming (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/18); on the Multi-Year Plan of Action for South-South Cooperation on biodiversity for development (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/18/Add.1). It also had before it, as information documents, notes by the Executive Secretary on: the informal report of the high-level meeting of the United Nations General Assembly, held 22 September 2010, as a contribution to the International Year on Biodiversity (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/35), the joint work programme between the CBD and the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands (Ramsar Iran, 1971): progress with implementation and development of the fifth joint work programme (2011 onwards) (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/38), the report of the International Conference on Biological and Cultural Diversity for development (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/3), advancing the Biodiversity Agenda – A UN system-wide contribution (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/21), TEEB report on the economics of ecosystems and biodiversity (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/23), TEEB report for policy-makers: responding to the value of nature (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/24), TEEB report for local and regional policy-makers (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/25), biodiversity offsets: a tool for CBD Parties to consider, and a briefing on the business and biodiversity offsets programme (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/27), the Geneva Ministerial Call for Action (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/29), and the report of the workshop on cooperative business conduct and access and benefit-sharing (ABS) in Africa (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/40).
A. 
General aspects of cooperation with other conventions and international organizations and initiatives
173. In considering the sub-item, the Working Group had before it a draft decision by the Executive Secretary on cooperation with other conventions and international organizations, as contained in document UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1.
174. Statements were made by the representatives of Canada, China, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Jordan, Norway and Senegal.
175. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft decision for consideration by the Working Group.
176. At its 10th meeting, on October 26 2010, the Working Group took up the revised draft decision, and statements were made by Brazil, Canada, the Dominican Republic, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Iran, Mexico, Norway, and Paraguay.
177. A statement was also made by the representative of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species.
178. The Working Group approved the draft decision on cooperation with other conventions and international organizations and initiatives, as orally amended, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.28. 
B.
Promoting business engagement

179. In considering the sub-item, the Working Group had before it WGRI recommendation 3/2, on promoting business engagement, as contained in document UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1.
180. Statements were made by the representatives of Australia, Canada, the European Union and its 27 Member States, and Japan.

181. A statement was also made by the representative of the World Tourism Organization of the United Nations (UNWTO).

182. A statement was also made by the representative of ECOROPA.
183. Following the exchange of views exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for consideration by the Working Group.
Draft decision on promoting business engagement
184. At its 8th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on promoting business engagement, submitted by the Chair.
185. Statements were made by the representatives of Burkina Faso, and the European Union and its 27 Member States. 
186. Following the exchange of views the Working Group approved the draft decision on promoting business engagement, as orally amended, for transmission to the plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.18.
C.
 Promoting the engagement of cities and local authorities
187. In considering the sub-item, the Working Group had before it a draft decision by the Executive Secretary on cities and local authorities for biodiversity, as contained in document UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1.
188. The representative of Brazil said that in January 2010 at the Second Meeting on Cities and Biodiversity Brazil had defined the plan of action which formed part of the draft decision on cities and local authorities for biodiversity, which had been validated by 95 participants. He said that Brazil, with the support of Mexico, Singapore and South Africa, was formally sponsoring the draft decision on cities and local authorities for biodiversity.  
189. Statements were made by the representatives of Australia, Brazil, Canada, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Japan, and Singapore (on behalf of the Asia and Pacific Group).
190. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said  the draft decision would be  examined by a group of Friends of the Chair, consisting of Brazil, Canada, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Japan and Singapore, who would prepare a revised text for consideration by the Working Group
191. At its 10th meeting, on 26 October 2010, the Working Group took up the draft decision on cities and local authorities for biodiversity as amended by the Friends of the Chair, and heard a report by Singapore on behalf of the Friends of the Chair and Australia.  
192.  Statements were made by the representatives of Australia and Japan.
193. A statement was also made by the representative of the International Council for Local Environmental Initiatives (ICLEI –Local Governments for Sustainability).
194. The Working Group approved the revised draft decision on cities and local authorities for biodiversity, as orally amended, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.23.
D.
South-South Cooperation

195. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on the draft multi-year plan of action on South-South Cooperation (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/18/Add.1).
196. Statements were made by the representatives of Brazil, China, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Indonesia, Japan, Mexico, the Republic of Korea, and Uganda (on behalf of the African Group).

197. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would conduct informal consultations and prepare a revised draft recommendation for consideration by the Working Group.
Draft decision on the multi-year plan of action for South-South cooperation on biodiversity for development
198. At its 9th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on the multi-year plan of action for South-South cooperation on biodiversity for development, submitted by the Chair.
199. Statements were made by the representatives of the European Union and its 27 Member States, Japan, Jordan, and the Republic of Korea.  
200. A statement was also made by the representative of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora.
201.  The Working Group approved the draft decision on the multi-year plan of action for South-South cooperation on biodiversity for development, as orally amended, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.40.
E.
Gender mainstreaming

202. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it a note by the Executive Secretary on the engagement of major groups and gender mainstreaming (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/18) as well as a draft decision by the Executive Secretary on gender mainstreaming, as contained in document UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1. 
203. Statements were made by the representatives of Cameroon, the European Union and its 27 Member States, Thailand, and the United Republic of Tanzania.
204. A statement was also made by a representative of the Women’s Caucus.
205. At the 6th meeting of the Working Group, on 21 October 2010, statements were also made by the representatives the Convention on Migratory Species, the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species, and the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization.
206. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare a revised draft recommendation for consideration by the Working Group.
Draft decision on gender mainstreaming
207. At its 8th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on gender mainstreaming, submitted by the Chair. 
208. A statement was made by the representative of the European Union and its 27 Member States.
209. The Working Group approved the draft decision on gender mainstreaming, as orally amended, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.17. 
ITEM 4.10.
FINANCIAL MECHANISM: FOURTH REVIEW OF EFFECTIVENESS AND GUIDANCE

210. Working Group II took up agenda item 4.10, together with agenda item 2.2 (Report of the Global Environment Facility) at its 3rd meeting, on 19 October 2010, and considered it together with agenda item 4.4, Strategy for Resource Mobilization. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it WGRI recommendation 3/10 on the review of guidance to the financial mechanism (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1); the report of the Global Environment Facility, (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/6) and a note by the Executive Secretary on the Financial Mechanism (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/14). It also had before it, as an information document, the briefing note of the Evaluation Cooperation Group of the International Financial Institutions (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/39).
211. Introducing the report of the Global Environment Facility (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/6), Mr. Gustavo Fonseca, Team Leader of Natural Resources at the GEF, provided a general overview of GEF project activities in the area of biodiversity for the period 1 January 2008 to 30 June 2010, the full details of which were set out in section II of the report.  He said that the GEF had approved 222 projects for a funding of US$ 530,218,557, with an additional US$ 1.7 billion leveraged in co-financing.  The GEF had also approved 29 projects under its new sustainable forest management plan for a total funding of US$ 112,063,278, leveraging an additional US$ 429,021,597.  A total of US$ 131,948,322 had also been approved for integrated focal area projects, leveraging an additional US$ 896,097,281.
212. He also said that the Earth Fund had brought an enhanced participation by the private sector as well as US$ 40 million to GEF biodiversity investments during the reporting period, while the GEF Small Grants Programme had funded 1,613 new projects in more than 115 countries.  The total GEF allocation for these new biodiversity projects amounted to US$ 43.21 and leveraged a total of US$ 51.51 million. During the reporting period, the Critical Ecosystem Partnership (CEPF) had also provided funding for 173 projects in nearly 50 countries and enabled civil society to protect biodiversity in highly threatened hotspots. The total CEPF for biodiversity during the reporting period amounted to US $29.8 million and he thanked the Government of Japan which had been a key supporter and a principal door to the CEPF.  In sum, during the reporting period US $846 million in grants had been allocated directly to advance the objectives of the Convention and, in combination with the direct biodiversity investments, and others that contributed to the objectives of the Convention, US $996 million, leveraging US$ 4.4 billion  in additional resources. That represented a total financial activity of US $5.39 billion during the reporting period.
213. Mr. Robert van den Berg, Director of the GEF Evaluation Office, drew the attention of the Working Group to a briefing note that had been submitted by the Evaluation Cooperation Group of the International Financial Institutions on ensuring biodiversity in a sustainable future: lessons from evaluations (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/39). He said that the briefing note described the findings of the evaluations offices, together with the evaluation offices of the GEF, UNDP and the FAO, on the support to biodiversity.  Two main points emerged from the findings: that interventions to support biodiversity worked, were effective and had an impact; and that interventions in themselves were not sufficient to stem the overall loss of biodiversity.  The United Nations and international financial institutions were therefore urged to prioritize support to biodiversity in their strategies and implementation.
214. Further discussion of the agenda items took place under agenda item 4.4.

215. At its 10th meeting, on 26 October 2010, the Working Group heard a report by Mr. M.F. Farooqui (India), Co-Chair of the Contact Group on the Strategy for Resource Mobilization (see paragraph 119 above) on the three components of the financial mechanism. He said that the Co-Chairs had prepared three draft recommendations for the consideration of the Working Group: the review of guidance to the financial mechanism; the assessment of the amount of funds needed for the implementation of the Convention for the sixth replenishment period of the Global Environment Facility Trust Fund; and the preparation for the fourth review of the effectiveness of the financial mechanism. 
Draft decision on review of guidance to the financial mechanism
216. At its 11th meeting, on 27 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on review of guidance to the financial mechanism, submitted by the Co-Chairs of the Contact Group on the Strategy for Resource Mobilization.
217. Statements were made by the representatives of Colombia, the European Union and its 27 Member States, India, Mexico, the Philippines, and the United States of America.
218. Following the exchange of views, the Working Group approved the draft decision on review of guidance to the financial mechanism for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.29.
Draft decision on the assessment of the amount of funds needed for the implementation of the Convention for the sixth replenishment period of the Global Environment Facility Trust Fund
219. At its 11th meeting, on 27 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on the assessment of the amount of funds needed for the implementation of the Convention for the sixth replenishment period of the Global Environment Facility Trust Fund, submitted by the Co-Chairs of the Contact Group on the Strategy for Resource Mobilization.
220. Statements were made by the representatives of China, the European Union and its 27 Member States, and the Philippines.
221. Following the exchange of views, the Working Group approved the draft decision on the assessment of the amount of funds needed for the implementation of the Convention for the sixth replenishment period of the Global Environment Facility Trust Fund, as orally amended, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.30.
Draft decision on the preparation for the fourth review of the effectiveness of the financial mechanism
222. At its 11th meeting, on 27 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on the preparation for the fourth review of the effectiveness of the financial mechanism, submitted by the Co-Chairs of the Contact Group on the Strategy for Resource Mobilization.
223. Statements were made by the representatives of the European Union and its 27 Member States, Japan, the Philippines, the Russian Federation, Switzerland, Uganda, the Ukraine, and Zambia.
224. Following the exchange of views, the Working Group approved the draft decision on the preparation for the fourth review of the effectiveness of the financial mechanism, as orally amended, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.31.
Draft decision on additional financial guidance to the financial mechanism
225. At its 15th meeting, on 29 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on additional financial guidance to the financial mechanism, submitted by the Chair.
226. Statements were made by the representatives of Brazil, China, Colombia, Cuba, Ecuador, the European Union and its 27 Member States, India, Kenya, Malaysia, Norway, Paraguay, the Philippines, and Switzerland.
227. A statement was made by a representative of the Global Environment Facility. 
228. Following the exchange of views, the Working Group approved the draft decision on additional financial guidance to the financial mechanism, as amended, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.47.
VI.
OTHER SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES ARISING FROM DECISIONS OF THE CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES

ITEM 6.7.
ARTICLE 8(j) AND RELATED PROVISIONS
229. Working Group II took up agenda item 6.7 at its 6th meeting on 21 October 2010. In considering the item, the Working Group had before it the sixth report of the Ad Hoc Open-ended Inter-Sessional Working Group on Article 8(j) and Related Provisions (WG8J) (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/2), as well as recommendations 6/1 (on mechanisms to promote the effective participation of indigenous and local communities in the work of the Convention), 6/2 (on elements of sui generis systems for the protection of traditional knowledge), 6/3 (on elements of a code of ethical conduct to ensure respect for the cultural and intellectual heritage of indigenous and local communities), and 6/4 (on the multi-year programme of work on the implementation of Article 8(j) and related provisions of the Convention on Biological Diversity) of the sixth meeting of  the Ad Hoc Open-ended Inter-Sessional Working Group on Article 8(j) and Related Provisions (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1).
230. In introducing the item a representative of the Secretariat said that the present meeting of the Conference of the Parties took on a new direction with the programme of work on traditional knowledge under article 8(j) of the Convention on Biological Diversity. The meeting would also address the more effective engagement of local communities in the work of the Convention. The present meeting was also expected to adopt a code of ethical conduct to ensure respect for the cultural and intellectual heritage of indigenous and local communities, as well as two additional indicators for the status of traditional knowledge.  Those two indicators were the status and trends in:  land-use change in traditional territories on indigenous and local communities, and the practice of traditional occupations.  The programme of work for article 8(j) would also consider the tasks related to the international regime on access and benefit-sharing which included guidelines for: the benefit-sharing and prior informed consent and identification of obligations of providers and users of genetic resources and associated traditional knowledge; reporting and preventing the unlawful appropriation of traditional knowledge; assisting Parties in developing legislation to ensure that traditional knowledge was respected, preserved and promoted with the approval of the knowledgeable holders of that traditional knowledge.  In closing he said that future meetings of the Working Group on Article 8(j) would also include a new agenda item, an in-depth dialogue, and the present meeting would decide whether that dialogue would be on the issue of climate change, protected areas or the modalities of benefit-sharing. 
231. Statements were made by the representatives of Bolivia, Brazil, Cameroon (on behalf of the African Group), Canada, the European Union and its 27 Members States, Guatemala (also on behalf of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity), India, Indonesia, Japan, Mexico, Morocco, New Zealand, Norway (also on behalf of the Sami Parliament of Norway), Peru, the Philippines, the Republic of Korea, South Africa, Thailand, and the United Republic of Tanzania.
232. A statement was made by the representative of the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization.
233. A statement was also made by the representative of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity.

234. Following the exchange of views, the Chair said that he would prepare revised draft recommendations for consideration by the Working Group.
235. At the 7th meeting of the Working Group, on 22 October 2010, Chair requested Ms. Prudence Tangham Galega (Cameroon) and Mr. Martin Wikaira (New Zealand) to coordinate further consultations under the agenda item.
Draft decision on mechanisms to promote the effective participation of indigenous and local communities in the work of the Convention
236. At its 9th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on mechanisms to promote the effective participation of indigenous and local communities in the work of the Convention, submitted by the Chair.
237. A statement was made by the representative of the European Union and its 27 Member States.
238. Following the intervention by the representative of the European Union and its 27 Member States, the Working Group approved the draft decision on mechanisms to promote the effective participation of the indigenous and local communities in the work of the Convention, as orally amended, for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.6.

Draft decision on elements of sui generis systems for the protection of traditional knowledge
239. At its 9th meeting, on 25 October 2010, the Working Group also took up a draft decision on elements of sui generis systems for the protection of traditional knowledge, submitted by the Chair.
240. Statements were made by the representatives of Brazil, Canada, the European Union and its 27 Member States, and Mexico.
241. Following the exchange of views, the Working Group approved the draft decision on elements of sui generis systems for the protection of traditional knowledge for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.7.
Draft decision on elements of a code of ethical conduct to ensure respect for the cultural and intellectual heritage of indigenous and local communities

242. At its 13th meeting, on 28 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on the elements of a code of ethical conduct to ensure respect for the cultural and intellectual heritage of indigenous and local communities, submitted by the Chair. 
243. The Working Group approved the draft decision on the elements of a code of ethical conduct to ensure respect for the cultural and intellectual heritage of indigenous and local communities for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.38.
Draft decision on the multi-year programme on the implementation of Article 8(j) and related provisions of the Convention on Biological Diversity

244. At its 13th meeting, on 28 October 2010, the Working Group took up a draft decision on the multi-year programme on the implementation of Article 8(j) and related provisions of the Convention on Biological Diversity, submitted by the Chair.

245. Statements were made by the representatives of the European Union and its 27 Member States, Philippines and Thailand.

246. Following the exchange of views, the Working Group approved the draft decision on the multi-year programme on the implementation of Article 8(j) and related provisions of the Convention on Biological Diversity for transmission to plenary as draft decision UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.39.
ITEM 6.9
NEW AND EMERGING ISSUES

247. In line with previous practice, the item is addressed under item 4.3 (e) (Operations of the Convention).
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