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Agenda item 8.2
draft report of the tenth meeting of the conference of the parties to the convention on biological diversity
Rapporteur: Snežana Prokić (Serbia)
INTRODUCTION

1. In accordance with rules 3 and 4 of the rules of procedure for meetings of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity and decision IX/35 adopted at its ninth meeting, the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity was held at the Nagoya Congress Centre in the City of Nagoya, Aichi Prefecture, Japan, from 18 to 29 October 2010.
2. All States were invited to participate in the meeting.  The following Parties to the Convention attended:  
3. The following States not party to the Convention were also represented:  
4. Observers from the following United Nations bodies, Secretariat units, specialized agencies and related organizations also attended:  
I.
ORGANIZATIONAL MATTERS

ITEM 1.1
OPENING OF THE MEETING

5. The meeting was opened at 10 a.m. on Monday, 18 October 2010, by Mr. Jochen Flasbarth (Germany), on behalf of Mr. Norbert Röttgen, outgoing President of the Conference of the Parties.
6. At the opening of the meeting, on 18 October 2010, a video on biological diversity, produced by the Government of Japan, was shown and was accompanied on the Japanese bamboo flute by Ms. Deva Yoko.
7. At the opening session, statements were made by Mr. Jochen Flasbarth, on behalf of the outgoing President of the Conference of the Parties; Mr. Ryu Matsumoto, Minister of the Environment of Japan and President of the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties; Mr. Masaaki Kanda, Governor of the Prefecture of Aichi; Mr. Takashi Kawamura, Mayor of the City of Nagoya; Mr. Achim Steiner, Executive Director, United Nations Environment Programme; and Mr. Ahmed Djoghlaf, Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity.
8. At the opening of the meeting, a second video on biological diversity, produced by the Government of Japan, was also shown and was accompanied by a performance by MISIA, the Honorary Ambassador for the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity.

1.1.1
Opening address by Mr. Jochen Flasbarth, on behalf of the President of the Conference of the Parties at its ninth meeting
9. Mr. Jochen Flasbarth, representative of the outgoing President of the Conference of the Parties, expressed his warm appreciation to the Government and the people of Japan for hosting the present meeting in Nagoya and for the excellence of the facilities that had been provided. He reminded the participants that the 2010 target for biodiversity had not been achieved and that biodiversity loss was still occurring.  However, there had been some successes. Protected areas had been established and consumers were starting to ask for the products of sustainable development when purchasing products. Germany had been privileged to help in placing the idea of biodiversity higher on the political agenda so that it would be seen as the basis of life on earth by policy makers and not simply as something that was politically desirable.  He said that the economic dimension also had to be considered and that it was important to move from counting the costs of environmental protection to considering the costs of the loss of biodiversity. That was the new approach to be found in The Economics of Ecosystems and Biodiversity (TEEB) study. Yet another element was the new intergovernmental platform on biodiversity and ecosystem services (IBPES). He said that as the outgoing presidency, Germany had done its best to help find common ground on the issue of an international regime on access and benefit-sharing and on the development of the Strategic Plan.  The present meeting had the elements of a protocol on access and benefit-sharing before it and he urged the participants to finalize that protocol before the end of the meeting.  He also said that all the elements for the Strategic Plan were in place and he urged governments to provide adequate financial resources to support it.  That was the duty of all the Parties, but particularly the donor countries. In 2008, Germany had committed itself to contributing €500 million a year until 2012 and it stood ready to continue that contribution in 2013 and beyond.  In closing he urged the participants to consider how they would explain and justify their actions at the present meeting to their children.  He asked whether they would rather be right, or get it right; and he said that if they could give an honest answer to that question then the present meeting would be a success. 
1.1.2
Opening address by Mr. Ryu Matsumoto, Minister of the Environment of Japan and President of the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties

10. Mr. Ryu Matsumoto, Minister of the Environment of Japan and President of the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity, welcomed the participants to Japan, Aichi Prefecture and the City of Nagoya. It was a great honour to convene the tenth meeting of Conference of the Parties during the International Year of Biodiversity and the Government and the people of Japan had been working hard, together with the local authorities of Aichi Prefecture and the City of Nagoya, to prepare for the present meeting. He committed himself to furthering the discussions at the present meeting which marked a milestone for biodiversity.  The tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties would make contributions toward a new era for biodiversity by setting new global targets and by working toward establishing an international regime for access and benefit-sharing of genetic resources. He also expressed his gratitude to the Government of Germany for its efforts to address such issues as the setting of new global biodiversity targets and the international regime on access and benefit-sharing; and he committed himself to continue those efforts and do his utmost to fulfil his responsibilities as President of the Conference of the Parties. 

11. October was the harvest season in Satoyama during which it was possible to see golden ears of rice shining in the sunlight and trees bearing fruit. Forests were in an array of colours and autumn spoke to mankind of the benefits and richness of the natural environment. However, Mr. Matsumoto also recalled that as yet mankind had failed to meet the 2010 biodiversity targets and significantly reduce biodiversity loss. While the natural environment was delicate and complicated, and it was not possible to understand all of its mechanisms, it needed to be recognized that the world was close to a “tipping point” and was about to reach a threshold at which biodiversity loss would be irreversible. He called for new and realistic global targets that every Party would be able to attain.  The Conference of the Parties had to use the opportunity provided by the present meeting to secure the future of the planet in harmony with nature through careful consideration of the need for proactive efforts to conserve biodiversity, together with the facilitation of access to biological and genetic resources.  He also called upon the Parties to approve the International Regime on Access and Benefit-sharing based on the understanding that every Party could be both the producer and user of genetic resources. 
1.1.3
Opening address by Mr. Masaaki Kanda, Governor of the Prefecture of Aichi

12. Mr. Masaaki Kanda, Governor of the Prefecture of Aichi, welcomed the participants to the Prefecture of Aichi and to the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties.  Aichi Prefecture, with a population of 7.4 million people, was a hub for land, air and sea transport, and for over 30 years had been the top Prefecture in terms of industrial output, and was also a major producer of agricultural, forestry and fishery products. 

13. EXPO 2005 had been instrumental in focusing attention on the need to establish a balance between environmental protection and regional development, due to a need to a relocation of the venue for the purpose of protecting a newly discovered endangered species. The new focus on seeking an optimal balance between environmental protection and regional development had led Aichi Prefecture to the bid to host the present meeting. The Japanese Government and regional business leaders had likewise been involved in preparing the present event. Some 3,500 volunteers had been recruited for the conference, free subway passes had been provided, and the police and emergency services were ensuring participants’ safety and security.

14. He understood that the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties would evaluate success in the achievement of the 2010 biodiversity target, adopt targets for the post-2010 period, and establish an international regime on access and benefit-sharing, and that there were many challenges ahead.  With the aim of inspiring all residents of the region, young and old alike, to recognize the importance of biodiversity and its conservation, the Prefecture would be holding a number of related events. He hoped that participants would find the time to visit local tourist attractions.
15. Due to preparation work for the present meeting, the residents of the Prefecture were now more aware of biodiversity than those of any other region in Japan.  He also hoped that people all over the world would come to recognize the benefits of living systems and become aware of the vital importance of biodiversity due to the news from Nagoya and the outcomes of the present meeting.

1.1.4
Opening address by Mr. Takashi Kawamura, Mayor of the City of Nagoya

16. Mr. Takashi Kawamura, Mayor of the City of Nagoya, welcomed the participants. He said that he was delighted that there had already been one major success at the fifth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, which had been referred to as a new born baby, in the form of the Nagoya - Kuala Lumpur Supplementary Protocol on Liability and Redress to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, and he expected another such success at the present meeting.

17. He said that cities and local governments had an important and responsible role in the management of biodiversity.  Over 50 per cent of the world’s population lived in cities, but consumed 75 per cent of all resources consumed by people.  Conversely, however, it was possible for municipal and local governments to promote the preservation and management of biodiversity by adopting an attitude of consideration for biodiversity in their planning.  They could support the creation of a sustainable society coexisting with nature, and the 2050 Nagoya Strategy for Biodiversity, formulated in March 2010, would provide guidance in that direction. He trusted that the present meeting would establish and expand activities for biodiversity preservation.

18. Nagoya had a unique history and culture. Tokugawa Ieyasu, who unified Japan, had constructed Nagoya Castle.  The DNA of manufacturing had been inherited through the generations, from clocks to dolls, with manufacture of cars, ceramics, aerospace industries and robots becoming established more recently. Nagoya was also famous for its attractive tax regime, which should also promote its expansion. At the same time, modern citizens were participating in the preservation of forests and river areas. In closing, he rejoiced in celebrating the 400th anniversary of the founding of the City of Nagoya  together with people from other parts of Japan and from all over the world. 
1.1.5
Opening address by Mr. Achim Steiner, Executive Director of the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP)

19.  Mr. Achim Steiner, Executive Director of the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP), welcomed the participants to the tenth meeting of Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity. He said that one of the key issues in addressing biodiversity loss was raising the public’s awareness of the issue and, more specifically, increasing their understanding of what the issue meant. He stressed that it was vital to implement all three key areas of the Convention on Biological Diversity, particularly in the area of access and benefit-sharing, which was the only area in which work had yet to be implemented. Parties must work together to fulfil the mandate of the Convention and halt the loss of biodiversity. He acknowledged that different Parties had different views on how to achieve that mandate, and stressed the importance of recognizing that some progress had been made within many Parties, even though no Party had successfully halted biodiversity loss and much still needed to be done.

20. The present inaction was due to a number of issues, notably greed, the lack of other options, people not understanding the consequences of their actions and feeling powerless to address the issue. Halting biodiversity loss was dependent on two main elements: science and economics. Science was a vital tool in the investigation of the root causes of biodiversity loss and to demonstrate the links between biodiversity issues and other issues, while economics was the key to being able to address the issue. UNEP had strengthened its partnerships and relationships with other agencies within the United Nations system, including the United Nations Development Programme, the International Labour Organization and the World Bank, to create a mutually supportive environment with other international instruments. The Convention on Biological Diversity was the cornerstone of a clear and articulate strategy on how other Conventions could work together.

21. With regard to reaching an agreement on access and benefit-sharing, he emphasized that the Convention could not remain a credible instrument if one of its key issues remained theoretical. Although implementing activities related to access and benefit-sharing would require funding, the cost of not acting would be greater. It was time to take the first step towards progress on the issue. The tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties in Nagoya was an important test of Governments’ ability to reach multilateral agreements, and he called on Parties to work together to achieve consensus on the issue.
1.1.6
Opening address by Mr. Ahmed Djoghlaf, Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity

22. Mr. Ahmed Djoghlaf, Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity, welcomed delegates to the most important meeting on biodiversity in the history of the United Nations. In an echo of the words of scholar D.T. Suzuki that the problem of nature was the problem of human life, he noted that today human life was a problem for nature. The current generation should have the courage to look the next generation in the eye and admit that it had failed to meet the pledge made at the World Summit on Sustainable Development in Johannesburg in 2002 to reduce the loss of biodiversity by 2010. Indeed, according to the third edition of Global Biodiversity Outlook, the rate of biodiversity loss was one thousand times higher that the background and historical rate of extinction. If that loss rate was allowed to continue, it would soon lead to a tipping point with irreversible damage to the capacity of the planet to continue sustaining life.

23. Business as usual was therefore not an option on the agenda of the current Conference of the Parties. In order to address the huge challenges facing the world, participants were called upon to adopt the Strategic Plan for the following decade, which would constitute the overarching global biodiversity framework and require the full engagement of all stakeholders without exception. The Strategic Plan would then need to be translated, before the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties, into revised national biodiversity strategies and action plans tailored to the individual requirements and circumstances of Parties and their partners, at both the national and municipal levels. The adoption of the Multi-Year Plan of Action for South–South Cooperation on Biodiversity for Development was a first step towards establishing means of implementing the Strategic Plan. Given that the Strategic Plan could not but succeed, monitoring and evaluation mechanisms were essential, including a mid-term evaluation in 2015, and he would continue to advocate a high-level event at the seventieth session of the General Assembly in 2015 with the full participation of all Heads of State and Government. Noting that there was a close link between nature and culture, he said that the meeting had also been presented with a draft plan of action on biological diversity and cultural diversity, prepared by the Secretariat with the support of the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO).

24. The Japanese people nurtured a unique relationship with nature, and the use of origami — the traditional Japanese art of folding paper into shapes such as animals and plants — as the logo for the current Conference reflected Parties’ will to meet objectives for halting the loss of biodiversity. In conclusion, he paid tribute to the Japanese people and Government for its leadership and hospitality in hosting the current meeting. He noted that it was now the turn of the Parties to display leadership, and that the future of their children was in their hands.
1.1.7 Opening statements by representatives of the regional groups

25. At the 1st plenary session of the meeting, on 18 October 2010, a general statement was made by the representative of Yemen (on behalf of the Group of 77 and China). He said that since developing countries were the primary repositories of biodiversity and depended upon it for their basic needs, it could no longer be considered separately from efforts to tackle poverty and to improve the health, wealth and security of present and future generations. It was more urgent than ever to achieve the objectives of the Convention, in a mutually supportive manner and with an effective international framework in place. To that end, greater mobilization and political will was necessary in order to reach agreement on a protocol on access and benefit-sharing, the post-2010 Strategic Plan and the Strategy for Resource Mobilization, with all targets for reducing biodiversity loss matched by equal targets for achieving such commitments. The challenges of the continued loss of biodiversity, compounded by climate change, required the full engagement of all stakeholders, and he once again called on the sole remaining United Nations Member State which had not yet acceded to the Convention to do so as soon as possible. He welcomed the adoption of the Nagoya–Kuala Lumpur Supplementary Protocol on Liability and Redress to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety and the Multi-Year Plan of Action for South–South Cooperation on Biodiversity for Development. Since biodiversity capital constituted 26 per cent of the total wealth of low-income countries, support measures must be taken immediately to ensure their full participation in related decision-making processes, including ending current expensive and lengthy bureaucratic procedures. He concluded by thanking and commending the Executive Secretary for his leadership and dedication and the Secretariat for its excellent work.
26. At the 2nd plenary session of the meeting, on 19 October 2010, general statements were made by the representatives of Brazil (on behalf of the Group of Like-minded Megadiverse Countries, the Group of Latin America and Caribbean countries and the Group of Like-minded Asia and Pacific countries), Cambodia (on behalf of the Asia and Pacific Group), the European Union and its 27 member States, Malawi (on behalf of the African Group), Malaysia (on behalf of Like-minded Asia and the Pacific Countries), Mexico (on behalf of the Group of Latin American and Caribbean countries), Ukraine (on behalf of the countries of Central and Eastern Europe) and Vanuatu (on behalf of Pacific island countries).
27. The representative of Brazil, speaking on behalf of the Like-minded Megadiverse Countries, the Latin America and the Caribbean Countries and the Like-minded Asia-Pacific Countries, paid tribute to the Government and people of Japan for hosting the Aichi-Nagoya tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity which was taking place at the end of the United Nations International Year of Biodiversity and at the beginning of the United Nations Decade on Biodiversity. The challenge of the present meeting went beyond the balanced implementation of the three objectives of the Convention on Biological Diversity: it was necessary, at the present meeting, to renew the world’s confidence in the environmental multilateral system. The protocol on access and benefit-sharing, the Strategic Plan for the post-2010 period and the new Strategy for Resource Mobilization constituted an indivisible package for the international biodiversity regime. Decisions on those three elements would pave a way forward and, by reshaping the future of the Convention, would define the future of biodiversity itself. However, the success or any post-2010 international arrangement rested on implementing international norms and effective tools that: ensured the fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising from genetic resources and associated traditional knowledge through financial and non-financial mechanisms; guaranteed compliance with legislation and regulations on access and benefit-sharing; and harmonized the levels of ambition for targets for biodiversity, and for financial cooperation between developed and developing countries.  Meeting any post-2010 target would not be possible without significant contributions of timely, adequate and predictable new and additional financial resources.  He expressed concern that rich and developed countries were failing to earmark an adequate percentage of their gross domestic product for official development assistance, and said that a central part of future efforts must include North-South support in order to harmonize the levels of ambition between targets and financial cooperation.
28. The representative of Malaysia, speaking on behalf of Like-minded Asia and Pacific countries, said that agreement on a protocol on access and benefit-sharing was long overdue and it was vital that agreement be reached at the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties. Access and benefit-sharing were central to the sustainable use and protection of biodiversity. He emphasized the importance of including language related to derivatives and indigenous peoples in the protocol.
29. The representative of Ukraine, speaking on behalf of the countries of Central and Eastern Europe, noting that the current meeting was a crucial opportunity to assess and draw conclusions on progress made so far in preserving and halting the loss of biodiversity and to identify priorities and plan future work, said that the key challenges for the Conference of the Parties at the current meeting were to agree on a protocol on access and benefit-sharing and on the Strategic Plan for the period 2011–2020, which should include clear and realistic objectives, tasks, indicators and timeframes along with provisions for adequate financial and human resources. He stood ready to cooperate with all Parties and stakeholders to that end.
30. The representative of the European Union and its 27 member States expressed satisfaction at the outcome of the fifth meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, which would constitute an excellent starting point for deliberations in the current Conference of the Parties. She expressed confidence that the meeting’s objectives could be achieved; it should be recognized that the 2010 targets, while not having been met, had generated awareness and momentum in support of biodiversity, leading to significant successes. However, despite concerted efforts, the goal of significantly reducing the rate of biodiversity loss had not been met. Conclusions should now be drawn from the past in order to establish the best way in which to move forward. The Strategic Plan must be adopted and must provide for increased mobilization and more efficient use of public and private funds, including innovative financial mechanisms. Furthermore, the adoption of a meaningful protocol on access and benefit-sharing at the current session was essential. The current International Year of Biodiversity provided a unique opportunity to raise public awareness, encourage political commitment and take action with respect to the global biodiversity crisis. While biodiversity was a cornerstone for sustainable development and essential for alleviating poverty and achieving the Millennium Development Goals, sustainable development was also key for biodiversity, and it was therefore vital to send a strong and positive message to the 2012 United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development (Rio+20). Given that maintaining biodiversity was an essential factor in successfully implementing other environmental agreements and in addressing the challenges of climate change and desertification, cooperation should be enhanced between conventions related to biodiversity and the Rio Conventions in order to ensure efficiency and foster mutual benefits. Biodiversity policies could be successful only when integrated into all other policy areas, including into economic systems, which implied the full involvement of all stakeholders, especially the private sector. In conclusion, she said that the Conference of the Parties must create new momentum for progress towards the objectives of the Convention. A successful outcome would be achieved if all Parties were willing to compromise.
31. The representative of Mexico, speaking of behalf of the Latin America and Caribbean Group, thanked the Government of Japan for its leadership, hospitality and excellent organization of the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties. He said that the third report of the Global Biodiversity Outlook had indicated that the previous years had continued to see the loss of biodiversity at the national, regional and world levels and he was convinced that it was urgent to undertake concrete and effective actions to deal with the roots of biodiversity loss. In order to achieve that, the majority of developing countries needed capacity building and human resources to conserve and sustain biodiversity for future generations.  The protocol on access and benefit-sharing, the Strategic Plan for 2011-2020 and the Strategy for Resource Mobilization were three core elements that would decisively advance the implementation of the Convention. The Latin America and Caribbean countries reaffirmed the great importance of the protocol on access and the fair and equitable sharing of benefits derived from genetic resources, and that it was the precondition for the effective implementation of the third objective of the Convention. Such a legal instrument should be ambitious, comprehensive and robust. The Strategy for Resource Mobilization would also help to accomplish the objectives and goals of the Strategic Plan and the Millennium Development Goals.  He urged the parties to make the most of the International Year of Biodiversity and to adopt the decisions necessary to advance, in an effective manner, the implementation of the three objectives of the Convention.
32. The representative of Cambodia, speaking on behalf of the Asia and Pacific Group, said that access and benefit-sharing was central to the Convention, and she urged Parties to adopt the protocol thereon. The Strategic Plan must contain ambitious and realistic targets to address issues such as the effective management of protected areas, the link between biodiversity and climate change and the conservation of all ecosystems. National capacity-building must be addressed with respect to implementation of the Strategic Plan and of the Convention itself. She urged donors to bear in mind that effective financial mechanisms and the timely mobilization of resources were essential to her region in order to sustain activities to implement the Strategic Plan, and called on all Parties to cooperate in the spirit of compromise.
33. The representative of Vanuatu, speaking on behalf of Pacific island countries, said that Pacific island region was home to the most extensive coral reefs in the world, as well as important fisheries stocks, significant seabed mineral resources and a high number of threatened species. With the support of development partners, such as donors, the Secretariat of the Pacific Regional Environment Programme, other members of the Council of Regional Organizations of the Pacific, non-governmental organizations and the Pacific island communities themselves, the region had made many achievements in the halting of biodiversity loss, however additional financial resources were required, in particular for the implementation of the new strategic plan. It was also important that within the Strategic Plan, greater emphasis be placed on the critical role of biodiversity in climate change mitigation and adaptation.
34. Statements were also made by the representatives of India and Peru.
1.1.8 Statements by representatives of civil society

35. At the 2nd plenary session of the meeting, on 19 October 2010, a statement was made by a representative of the International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity (IIFB).

36. The representative of International Indigenous Forum on Biodiversity paid tribute to the Government of Japan for hosting the meeting and for their numerous actions aimed at protecting the rights of indigenous peoples. Recalling the adoption by the United Nations General Assembly in 2007 of the United Nations Declarations on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples regarding the equal rights and freedoms enjoyed by indigenous peoples, she reminded the meeting that indigenous peoples were the owners of their own territories and thus responsible for the biodiversity and natural resources contained in those territories. The lives of indigenous peoples were inextricably linked with the environment and the laws of nature and so their experiences and views should not be dismissed by Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity. The Conference of the Parties had a responsibility to ensure that the rights of indigenous peoples were entrenched in the Convention and she urged the meeting to consider the rights and needs of indigenous peoples in all of its decisions.
37. At the 3rd plenary session of the meeting, on 22 October 2010, a statement was also made by the representative of the International Collective in Support of Fishworkers (ICSF). 
38. The representative of the ICSF said that she was deeply concerned about the procedure and substance of the meeting and said that without a radical change of approach it would fail in its aims. The main reason that the meeting was headed for failure was that Northern governments would not take on legally binding commitments in line with the third objective of the Convention nor comply with their financial commitments. She called on all governments: to adopt a legally binding protocol on access and benefit-sharing that had strong compliance measures, and stopped biopiracy, to reject the primacy of intellectual property rules and to respect and protect the rights of Indigenous Peoples and Local Communities as enshrined in the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples. Parties also had to: agree to a strong and ambitious Strategic Plan; adopt an ethical code of conduct for respecting the cultural and intellectual heritage of Indigenous and Local Communities; establish an appropriate definition of forests and sustainability forest management; adopt a moratorium on  the development, testing, release and use of new technologies that posed a potential threat to biodiversity; develop compliance and enforcement mechanisms; and adopt the proposed United Nations Decade on Biodiversity.  In order to do that, the Parties had to recommit to the primacy of the Convention’s core principles, which were being eroded by other international mechanisms, Conventions and agencies of the United Nations that promoted market-based approaches and quick-fix climate change solutions.
1.1.9
Joint statement by the representatives of the world’s youth to the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity
39. At the 3rd plenary session of the meeting, on 22 October 2010, a statement was made on behalf of the youth of the world by Ms. Emma Gaalaas Mullaney, of the United States of America, and Mr. Hirotaka Matsui, of Japan.
40. Ms. Mullaney, speaking on behalf of the youth of the world, said that the youth of the world had been born into a world under threat but that they were also coming of age at a moment of unprecedented international collaboration. She said that participants had grown up in a world whose richness and diversity awed the imagination. The children of the world deserved no less than that, and she regretted that the children of the world had to watch, with growing horror, the continuing loss of biodiversity.  The children of the world trusted the participants to take immediate and sustained action to halt that loss and she said that they would work to hold governments accountable for the protection of biodiversity for future generations.
41. Mr. Matsui said that while the loss of biodiversity was an urgent threat that affected everyone, it was also a grave concern to future generations. He also said that the more extensive the loss of biodiversity, the more extensive would be the need for its restoration.  That would create greater financial demands than the costs of prevention of the loss of biodiversity in the first place.  Further, as it was almost impossible to completely restore biodiversity once it was lost, it was essential to halt that loss as soon as possible.  In order to do that, it was essential that post-2010 time-bound targets were adopted at the present meeting, as well as a compliance mechanism that included effective checkpoints.  In closing, he also urged the participants to adopt a legally binding protocol on access and benefit-sharing for the fair and equitable sharing of benefits arising out of the use of genetic resources and the associated traditional knowledge of local communities and indigenous peoples. 
ITEM 1.2
ELECTION OF OFFICERS

Election of the President

42. In accordance with rule 21 of the rules of procedure, at the opening plenary session of the meeting, on 18 October 2010, the Conference of the Parties elected, by acclamation, Mr. Ryu Matsumoto, Minister of the Environment of Japan, as President of its tenth meeting.
43. In accordance with rule 21 of the rules of procedure, the following representatives elected by the Conference of the Parties at the ninth meeting of the Conference of the Parties (UNEP/CBD/COP/9/29, para. 36), served as Vice-Presidents for the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties.
Ms. Somaly Chan (Cambodia)
Ms. Tania Temata (Cook Islands)

Mr. Joseph Ronald Toussaint (Haiti)

Mr. James  Seyani (Malawi)

Mr. Damaso Luna (Mexico)

Ms. Snežana Prokić (Serbia)

Mr. Adbelbagi Mukhtar Ali (Sudan)

Ms. Åsa Norrman (Sweden)

Mr. Robert Lamb (Switzerland)

Mr. Volodymyr Domashlinets (Ukraine)
44. As agreed in the Bureau, the Conference of the Parties decided that Ms. Snežana Prokić (Serbia)  would serve as Rapporteur for the meeting. 
Election of the Bureau
45. In accordance with rule 21 of the rules of procedure the Conference of the Parties elected the following representatives to serve as members of the Bureau for a term of office commencing upon the closure of its tenth meeting and ending at the closure of its eleventh meeting.
Mr José Luis Sutera (Argentina)*
Mr. Ioseb Kartsivadze (Georgia)

Mr. Spencer Thomas (Grenada)

Mr. Chan-woo Kim (Republic of Korea)

Mr. Andrew Bignell (New Zealand)
Ms. Snežana Prokić (Serbia)

Mr. Akram Eissa Darwich (Syrian Arab Republic)

*With Mr. Ariel Alvarez (Mexico) as replacement for issues relating to the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety 
Election of officers of subsidiary bodies and other meetings

46. At the [to be completed] plenary session of the meeting, on [to be completed], the Conference of the Parties elected [to be completed] as Chair of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice (SBSTTA) for a term of office that would extend until the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties. 
ITEM 1.3.
ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

1. At the opening plenary session of the meeting, on 18 October 2010, the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity adopted the following agenda on the basis of the provisional agenda (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1): 
I. ORGANIZATIONAL MATTERS

1.1.
Opening of the meeting.
1.2.
Election of officers.
1.3.
Adoption of the agenda.
1.4.
Organization of work.
1.5.
Report on the credentials of representatives to the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties.
1.6.
Pending issues.
1.7.
Date and venue of the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties.
II. CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS

2.1.
Reports of inter-sessional and regional preparatory meetings.
2.2.
Report of the Global Environment Facility.
2.3.
Report of the Executive Secretary on the administration of the Convention and the budget for the Trust Fund of the Convention.

III.
ACCESS AND BENEFIT SHARING
3.
International Regime on Access and Benefit-sharing.
IV.
Strategic issues for evaluating progress and supporting implementation  

4.1.
Progress toward the 2010 biodiversity target, including national reports and the Global Biodiversity Outlook.

4.2.
Revised Strategic Plan, biodiversity target and indicators.
4.3.
Operations of the Convention, including programme of work for the period 2011-2022 and periodicity of meetings of the Conference of the Parties.
4.4.
Strategy for resource mobilization. 

4.5.
Scientific and technical cooperation and the clearing-house mechanism.
4.6.
Technology transfer and cooperation.
4.7.
Global Strategy for Plant Conservation.
4.8.
Communication, education and public awareness (CEPA) and the International Year of Biodiversity

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.
4.10.
Financial mechanism: fourth review of effectiveness and guidance.

V. ISSUES FOR IN-DEPTH CONSIDERATION

5.1.
Inland waters biodiversity.
5.2.
Marine and coastal biodiversity.
5.4.
Mountain biodiversity.
5.4.
Protected areas.
5.5.
Sustainable use of biodiversity.
5.6.
Biodiversity and climate change.
VI.
Other substantive issues arising from decisions of the conference of the parties

6.1.
Agriculture biodiversity.
6.2.
Biodiversity of dry and sub-humid lands.
6.3.
Forest biodiversity.

6.4.
Biofuels and biodiversity.
6.5.
Invasive alien species.
6.6.
Global Taxonomy Initiative.

6.7
Article 8(j) and related provisions.
6.8.
Incentive measures.
6.9.
New and emerging issues.
VII
ADMINISTRATIVE AND BUDGETARY MATTERS

7.
Administration of the Convention and budget for the Trust Fund of the Convention for the biennium 2011-2012.

VIII.     FINAL MATTERS

8.1.
 Other matters.

8.2
Adoption of the report. 

8.3.
Closure of the meeting.
ITEM 1.4.
ORGANIZATION OF WORK

47. At the opening plenary session of the meeting, on 18 October 2010, the Conference of the Parties approved the organization of work of the meeting, on the basis of the suggestions contained in annex II to the annotations to the provisional agenda (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.1).

48. Accordingly, at the opening plenary session of the meeting, the Conference of the Parties established two working groups: 
(a)
Working Group I, under the chairmanship of Ms. Cosima Hufler (Austria) to consider agenda items 5.1 (Inland waters biodiversity); 5.2 (Marine and coastal biodiversity); 5.3 (Mountain biodiversity); 5.4 (Protected areas); 5.5 (Sustainable use of biodiversity); 5.6 (Biodiversity and climate change); 6.1 (Agriculture biodiversity); 6.2 (Biodiversity of dry and sub-humid lands); 6.3 (Forest biodiversity); 6.4 (Biofuels and biodiversity); 6.5 (Invasive alien species); 6.6 (Global Taxonomy Initiative); 6.8 (Incentive measures) ; and
(b)
Working Group II, under the chairmanship of Mr. Damaso Luna (Mexico) to consider agenda items 2.2 (Report of the Global Environment Facility); 4.1 (Progress toward the 2010 biodiversity target, including national reports and the Global Biodiversity Outlook); 4.2 (Revised Strategic Plan, biodiversity target and indicators); 4.3 (Operations of the Convention, including programme of work for the period 2011-2022 and periodicity of meetings of the Conference of the Parties); 4.4 (Strategy for resource mobilization); 4.5 (Scientific and technical cooperation and the clearing-house mechanism); 4.6 (Technology transfer and cooperation); 4.7 (Global Strategy for Plant Conservation); 4.8 (Communication, education and public awareness (CEPA) and the International Year of Biodiversity); 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); 4.10 (Financial mechanism: fourth review of effectiveness and guidance); 6.7 (Article 8(j) and related provisions); and 6.9 (New and emerging issues). 

49. At the 3rd plenary session, on 22 October 2010, the Conference of the Parties heard interim progress reports from the Chairs of Working Groups I and II and from the Chair of the open-ended contact group on the budget.

50. At the 3rd plenary session the President also introduced, as an information document, a list of those qualified bodies or agencies, whether governmental or non-governmental, which had informed the Secretariat of their wish to be represented as observers at the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/41).
51. At the 4th plenary session, on 26 October 2010, the Conference of the Parties heard further interim progress reports from the Chairs of Working Groups I and II and from the Chair of the open-ended contact group on the budget.

Work of the sessional working groups

52. Working Group I held 20 meetings, from 18 to 28 October 2010, and adopted its draft report (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/L.1/Add.1) at its 20th meeting, on 28 October 2010. .
53. Working Group II held [to be completed].
High-level segment
54. A high-level ministerial segment of the meeting was held from 26 to 29 October 2010 [to be completed].
ITEM 1.5
report on the credentials of representatives to the tenth meeting of the conference of the parties
55. Agenda item 1.5 was taken up at the opening plenary session of the meeting, on 18 October 2010. In accordance with Rule 19 of the rules of procedure, the Bureau was to examine and report on the credentials of delegations. Delegations which had not submitted their credentials were urged to do so as soon as possible and no later than 10.00 a.m. on 19 October 2010 in accordance with Rule 18 of the rules of procedure.  In that connection the delegations were reminded that a notification had been sent by the Executive Secretary to all Parties on 7 July 2010 and that the notification had also been distributed to all missions in New York, Geneva and Nairobi.
56. At the 3rd plenary session of the meeting, on 22 October 2010, Ms Somaly Chan (Cambodia) informed the Conference of the Parties that 173 Contracting Parties were registered as attending the meeting.  Pursuant to rule 19 of the rules of procedure of the Conference of the Parties, the Bureau had examined the credentials of the Contracting Parties.  The credentials of 118 delegations had been found to be in full compliance with the provisions of rule 18 of the rules of procedure. Those of 25 delegations complied only partially with those provisions and a further 30 delegations attending the meeting had not submitted credentials. In keeping with past practice, the 55 delegations concerned had been requested to provide the Executive Secretary with valid credentials no later than 10 a.m. on 28 October 2010 to enable their review by the Bureau. In the event that valid credentials had not been submitted by that point, the heads of the delegations that had not provided their credentials, or who had submitted credentials that did not fully comply with the rules of procedure, would be requested to sign a declaration undertaking to provide their credentials, in their original version and in proper form, to the Executive Secretary within 30 days of the closure of the meeting, and no later than 29 November 2010.
item 1.6 
pending issues

57. Agenda item 1.6 was taken up at the opening plenary session of the meeting, on 18 October 2010. Introducing the item, the President said that the only pending issue before the Conference of the Parties related to paragraph 1 of rule 40 of the rules of procedure and paragraphs 4 and 16 of the financial rules, which remained bracketed due to the lack of consensus among the Parties concerning the majority required for decision-making on matters of substance. The Conference of the Parties did not currently appear to be in a position to adopt those outstanding rules so the President suggested postponing discussion of the issue to the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties. 
ITEM 1.7
DATE AND VENUE OF THE ELEVENth MEETING OF THE CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES

58. Agenda item 1.7 was taken up at the opening plenary session of the meeting, on 18 October 2010. Introducing the item, the President reminded the meeting that India had offered to host the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties in New Delhi. The offer had been welcomed by the Bureau of the ninth meeting of the Conference of the Parties. He thanked the people and the Government of India for their offer and drew the attention of the meeting to the draft decision contained in document UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1. He proposed that a decision should be taken at the final plenary session on 29 October 2010. Parties interested in hosting the twelfth meeting of the Conference of the Parties were invited to notify the Secretariat of their interest. 
II.
consideration of REPORTS 

59. The Conference of the Parties was invited to take note of the following reports, on the understanding that the substantive issues arising therein would be taken up under the appropriate agenda item, as indicated below.  The recommendations contained in the reports were also reflected in the compilation of draft decisions (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/1/Add.2/Rev.1) prepared by the Executive Secretary.

ITEM 2.1
REPORTS OF INTER-SESSIONAL MEETINGS OF SUBSIDIARY BODIES AND REGIONAL PREPARATORY MEETINGS

60. Agenda item 2.1 was taken up at the opening plenary session of the meeting, on 18 October 2010. In considering the item, the Conference of the Parties had before it the reports of the sixth meeting of the Open-ended Ad Hoc Inter-Sessional Working Group on the Implementation of Article 8(j) and Related Provisions (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/2); the fourteenth meeting of the Subsidiary Body on Scientific, Technical and Technological Advice (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/3); the third meeting of the Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on the Review of Implementation of the Convention (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/4); and the seventh, eighth and ninth meetings of the Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Access and Benefit-sharing (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/5; UNEP/CBD/COP/10/5/Add.1; UNEP/CBD/COP/10/5/Add.2; UNEP/CBD/COP/10/5/Add.3; UNEP/CBD/COP/10/5/Add.4; and UNEP/CBD/COP/10/5/Add.5 ).
61. The Conference of the Parties took note of the reports of inter-sessional meetings of subsidiary bodies.  The recommendations contained in those reports would be considered under the relevant agenda items.
62. The Conference of the Parties also heard a report by Mr. Hidenori Murakami, on behalf of the President of the fifth meeting of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety on the work of the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Protocol at its fifth meeting.  He noted that the Parties had adopted a new international treaty, the Nagoya – Kuala Lumpur Supplementary Protocol on Liability and Redress to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety. The treaty would be open for signature at United Nations Headquarters in New York from 7 March 2011 to 6 March 2012, and would enter into force 90 days after ratification by at least 40 Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety.  He urged all Parties to that Protocol to ratify it with all possible speed. 

63. Fifteen other decisions had also been adopted, including the necessity for further study of guidance on risk assessment and risk management, a ten year Strategic Plan for implementation of the Protocol, and a programme of work on public awareness, education and participation with regard to living modified organisms (LMOs).  At the heart of the Biosafety Protocol was the requirement to assess possible risks posed by LMOs.  Parties had long wanted more guidance on how such risk assessments should be conducted. An ad hoc technical expert group, together with a novel online form of consultation, had developed a roadmap for risk assessment, as well as guidance on specific types of LMOs.  The Parties had agreed to continue the process.       

64. The Parties had adopted concrete decisions in many areas, which further strengthened their respective commitment to the Protocol, progressing steadily toward its objective. The biggest challenge to overcome in achieving effective implementation of the Protocol was the lack of resources and the under-utilization of resources available.  Under the Presidency of Japan, he intended to ensure a series of new actions to meet that challenge and strengthen the Protocol in the coming years.
ITEM 2.2
REPORT OF THE GLOBAL ENVIRONMENT FACILITY

65. Agenda item 2.2 was taken up at the opening plenary session of the meeting on 18 October 2010.  Pursuant to Article 21 of the Convention on Biological Diversity and paragraph 3.1 of the Memorandum of Understanding between the Conference of the Parties and the Council of the Global Environment Facility (GEF), the Conference of the Parties had before it the report of GEF (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/6). It was announced that the report would be discussed by Working Group II during the consideration of agenda item 4.10 (Financial mechanism: fourth review of effectiveness and guidance).
ITEM 2.3.
REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE CONVENTION AND THE BUDGET FOR THE TRUST FUND OF THE CONVENTION

66. Agenda item 2.3 was taken up at the 1st plenary session of the meeting on 18 October 2010. In considering the item, the Conference of the Parties had before it the report of the Executive Secretary on the administration of the Convention and the budget for the Trust Fund of the Convention (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/7). Pursuant to the invitation contained in paragraph 23 of its decision IX/34, the Conference of the Parties also had before it, as an information document, a report outlining the status of implementation of the main recommendations contained in the 2009 report of the independent United Nations Board of Auditors (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/9), as well as the Report of the Executive Secretary on the Administration of the Convention and the Budget for the Trust Funds of the Convention and the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/10).
67. Introducing his report on the administration of the Convention (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/7) and related information documents (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/9 and 10), the Executive Secretary paid tribute to the Secretariat, noting all that it had achieved despite its small size. The budget had been increased slightly in order to make it possible for the Secretariat to complete all the activities in its work plan. The audit report showed that the Secretariat was one of the best performing within the United Nations, and he promised a further audit in time for the eleventh meeting of the Conference of the Parties.

68. The President thanked Mr. Djoghlaf for his assessment of the situation with respect to the budget and commended him and the Secretariat for their hard work during the inter-sessional period. He suggested that, in accordance with established practices, an open-ended contact group on the budget should be established, and proposed that Mr. Conrod Hunte (Antigua and Barbuda) should chair the group.
III.
access and benefit-sharing
ITEM 3.
international regime on ACCESS AND BENEFIT-SHARING

69. Agenda item 2.3 was taken up at the 1st plenary session of the meeting on 18 October 2010. In considering the item the meeting had before it the reports of the seventh, eighth and ninth meetings of the Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Access and Benefit-sharing, as well as the reports of the second and third parts of its ninth meeting. The reports of each of these meetings was available to the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties as documents UNEP/CBD/COP/10/5/Add.1; UNEP/CBD/COP/10/5/Add.2; UNEP/CBD/COP/10/5/Add.3; UNEP/CBD/COP/10/5/Add.4; and UNEP/CBD/COP/10/5/Add.5
70. Mr. Fernando Casas (Colombia), Co-Chair of the Ad Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Access and Benefit-sharing, said that the Co-Chairs had been pleased with the progress that had been made with regard to the negotiation of the draft protocol. It had only been earlier in the present year that the first substantial progress had taken place in the negotiations in an institutional setting.  The final provisions had been agreed, as well as the issues of the transfer of technology and access and benefit-sharing.  That had been important progress as it was the crux of the issue, and there had also been progress on the issues of implementation, compliance measures and traditional knowledge.  However, some issues, such as non-commercial use and emergency situations, as well as issues related to the environment remained open and would have to be addressed at the present meeting. He also said that the text in the preamble was usually the last to be addressed during the last stage of negotiations and he said that such was the stage at which the Working Group now found itself.
71. Mr. Timothy Hodges (Canada), Co-chair of the Working Group, reviewed the meeting of the Working Group since the eighth meeting of the Conference of the Parties in 2008, and said that the Working Group had established new standards for transparency in international negotiations and had broken a number of records in the history of the Convention. It had established the most square brackets in a text, deleted the largest number of brackets in a text, had held the longest meeting and had held the shortest final plenary session of a meeting. However, its work remained incomplete and he recommended that the meeting establish an open-ended informal consultation group (ICG) to finalise the draft protocol.  He also proposed that the ICG continue to use the “Cali” negotiating format that had worked so well for the Working Group, and that it report back to the meeting by 22 October 2010.  In closing he thanked the Government of Japan whose generous contributions had helped make the resumed sessions of the ninth meeting of the Working Group possible, as well as the other donors.  He also thanked Mr. Achim Steiner, Executive Director of UNEP, for his guidance and for his help in organizing regional coordination meetings, as well as Mr. Flasbarth, the outgoing President of the Conference of the Parties and the incoming President of the Conference of the Parties for their support.
72. Following the presentation, the President established an open-ended informal consultative group on access and benefit-sharing, chaired by Mr. Hodges and Mr. Casas, to finalize the draft protocol and the associated decision for the Conference of the Parties.  That informal consultative group would work in parallel with the two working groups established under agenda item 1.4. He also said that the informal consultative group would have the mandate to create, at an appropriate time, an open-ended legal drafting group to review the draft protocol for legal accuracy and clarity and requested the Co-Chairs to report back to the plenary with the finalized text of the protocol and the draft decision no later that Friday, 22 October 2010.
73.   At the 3rd plenary session, on 22 October 2010, the Conference of the Parties heard a progress report from the Co-Chairs of informal consultative group.
74. The Co-Chairs commended the good spirits and hard work of the participants and especially thanked the co-chairs of the small groups formed under the informal consultative group: Mr. Jorge Cabrera (Costa Rica), Mr. Paulino Carvalho (Brazil), Mr. Alejandro Lago (Spain), Ms. Janet Lowe (New Zealand), Mr. François Pythoud (Switzerland) and Mr. Sem Taukondjo Shikongo (Namibia). The Co‑Chairs said that although the informal consultative group had achieved a great deal it had, unfortunately, not finished its work.  However, the participants of the informal consultative group were working well together and the Co-Chairs asked that their mandate be extended until Monday, 25 October 2010 so that it could finish its work. They also said that the informal consultative group had not yet addressed the draft decision. There had also been agreement that in order for certain Parties to lift the brackets around articles 9, paragraph 5, and 12 bis of the draft protocol, the Parties had agreed to include a particular review clause in the draft decision for the consideration of the Conference of the Parties.  

75. Statements were made by the representatives of the European Union and its 27 Member States Malawi (on behalf of the African Group), and Mexico (on behalf of the Latin America and Caribbean Countries), and the Republic of Korea.
76. Following the discussion, the President asked the Co-Chairs to continue to chair the deliberations of the informal consultative group and to report back to the plenary at its next session, on Monday, 25 October 2010. 

77. At the 4th plenary session, on 25 October 2010, the Conference of the Parties heard a second progress report from the Co-Chairs of informal consultative group.

78. The Co-Chairs commended the continued good spirits and hard work of the participants and especially thanked the co-chairs of the small groups formed under the informal consultative group: Mr. Alejandro Lago (Spain), Ms. Anne Daniel (Canada), Mr. François Pythoud (Switzerland), José Luis Sutera (Argentina), Mr. M.F. Farooqui (India), Mr. René Lefeber (Netherlands) and Mr. Sem Taukondjo Shikongo (Namibia). The Co-Chairs said that although the informal consultative group had made progress in its discussion of the issues of access (Article 5), utilization (Article 2 c), scope (Article 2) and compliance (Articles 13, 13 bis, 14, and 14 bis), it had not finished its discussions of those issues and had not yet been able to address the draft decision on access and benefit-sharing.  They asked that the mandate of the informal consultative group be further extended so that it could finish its work. 
79. Following the presentation, the President asked the Co-Chairs to continue to chair the deliberations of the informal consultative group and to report back to the plenary at its next session.

80. At the 5th plenary session, on 26 October 2010, the Conference of the Parties heard a third progress report from the Co-Chairs of the informal consultative group.

81. The Co-Chairs commended the continued good spirits and hard work of the participants and especially thanked the co-chairs of the small groups formed under the informal consultative group.  They said that good progress had been made in resolving issues related to the text of the preamble, as well as the issue Traditional Knowledge; although Article 9.5 continued to remain under discussion. Progress had also been made in discussing the draft decision for the consideration of the Conference of the Parties. However, the question of compliance remained unresolved and informal discussions were taking place to resolve that issue.  The Co-Chairs also informed the plenary session that discussions in the informal contact group had reached a crucial stage and they urged the participants to show a spirit of compromise when making the final push in the negotiations. 

82. Following the presentation, the President asked the Co-Chairs to continue to chair the deliberations of the informal consultative group and to report back to the plenary at its next session. He also urged the participants in the informal consultative group to negotiate creatively, with an open mind and in a spirit of compromise in order to resolve all the outstanding issues by 28 October 2010. 
83. At the 6th plenary session, on 27 October 2010, the Conference of the Parties heard a fourth progress report from the Co-Chairs of the informal consultative group.

84. The Co-Chairs commended the participants in the informal consultative group for their hard work and thanked the chairs of the small groups, and in particular: Mr. Alejandro Lago (Spain), Ms. Anne Daniel (Canada), Mr. François Phytoud (Switzerland), José Luis Sutera (Argentina), Ms. Janet Lowe (New Zealand), and Mr. Sem Taukondjo Shikongo (Namibia), as well as the chair of the open-ended contact group on the budget, Mr. Conrod Hunte (Antigua and Barbuda). They said that progress had been made in the deliberations on Article 4 (benefit-sharing) and Article 5 (access, and in particular 5.1 bis), and that a package was close to being agreed to on Article 5.  Only one article, Article 9.5 remained unresolved with respect to traditional knowledge associated with genetic resources.  A second round of negotiations had taken place on the draft decision and the legal drafting group had also completed two rounds of discussion.  The Co-Chairs also said that the issue of compliance, which was at the core of the discussions, was also close to a conclusion. However, a number of issues remained pending such as: scope, research and emergency situations, and financial mechanism and resources.  The most significant issue remaining to be resolved was the cross-cutting issue of the utilization of derivatives.
85. The President thanked the Co-Chairs for their hard work and reminded the participants that very little time remained to complete the negotiation of the draft protocol before the closure of the tenth meeting of the Conference of the Parties.  He asked the Co-Chairs to complete the negotiations in the informal consultative group by the end of the day.  If it was not possible to finalize the draft protocol by that deadline he would, with the assistance of the Co-Chairs, prepare a proposal for consideration by the Conference of the Parties at its next plenary session.
VIi.
adminiSTRATIVE AND BUGETARY MATTERS

item 7.
Administration of the convention and BUDGET FOR THE TRUST FUND OF THE CONVENTION FOR THE BIENNIUM 2011-2012

A.
Programme budget for the biennium 2011-2012

86. In taking up item, the Conference of the Parties had before it, for its consideration and approval three alternatives for the core budget BY as well as a proposed budget for the voluntary BE and BZ Trust Funds for the Convention (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/25); a note by the Executive Secretary on detailed subprogramme activities and resources required (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/25/Add.1), the report of the Executive Secretary on the administration of the Convention and the budget for the Trust Fund of the Convention (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/7). The Conference of the Parties also had before it, as information documents, a report outlining the status of implementation of the main recommendations contained in the 2009 report of the independent United Nations Board of Auditors (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/9), as well as the Report of the Executive Secretary on the Administration of the Convention and the Budget for the Trust Funds of the Convention and the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety (UNEP/CBD/COP/10/INF/10).
87. At the 3rd plenary session, on 22 October 2010, the Conference of the Parties heard an interim progress report from the Mr. Conrod Hunte (Antigua and Barbuda), Chair of the open-ended contact group on the budget (see paragraph 70 above).  In his report Mr. Hunte said that while the contact group had made steady progress a number of important issues remained to be resolved, and he suggested that the contact group continue its deliberations on Monday, 25 October 2010. He also reminded the meeting that the outputs of the contact group had to be aligned with those of the working groups that had been established under agenda item 1.4.  He said that given the present state of the discussions in the contact group, one or two major meetings might have to be funded from the Voluntary Fund, in which case Parties would have to be encouraged to make contributions to support those activities.

88. The President asked the contact group to complete its deliberations by 28 October 2010 and report back to the plenary at that time.
89. At the 4th plenary session, on 26 October 2010, the Conference of the Parties heard a further interim progress report from the Chair of the open-ended contact group on the budget.  In his report Mr. Hunte said that the contact group had made steady progress towards a core budget and that some progress had been made on Voluntary Fund.  Several countries had also come forward with pledges to fund meetings on access and benefit-sharing, Article 8(j) and related issues, and protected areas.  While the final outcome of the deliberations of the contact group would depend on the result of the negotiations on an international regime for access and benefit sharing, Mr. Hunte expected that the contact group would be able to complete its deliberations before 28 October 2010.

B.
Review and revision of the administrative arrangements between the United Nations Environment Programme and the Secretariat of the Convention

90.  [To be completed]
VIii.
FINAL MATTERS 

ITEM 8.1.
OTHER MATTERS

91. [To be completed].

ITEM 8.2.
ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

92. [To be completed].

ITEM 8.3.
CLOSURE OF THE MEETING

93. [To be completed].
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