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Report of the Executive Secretary

I INTRODUCTION

1. In decision VIII/18, paragraph 6, the Conferencéhef Parties requested the Executive Secretary,
in consultation with the Parties, to explore oppoities for streamlining the guidance providedhe t
Global Environment Facility taking into account thamework for goals and targets in decision VII/30
as well as indicators for assessing progress tottaréchievement of the 2010 target and to prakent
results to the Conference of the Parties through/tth Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Review of
Implementation of the Convention.

2. On the basis of the submissions received from Aiganand Germany and the European
Commission on behalf of the European Community @amdnember States, the Executive Secretary
prepared the document UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/2/5, which watitled Opportunities for Streamlining the
Guidance Provided to the Global Environment Faciliaking Into Account the Framework for Targets
and Indicators of the 2010 Target, for consideratib the second meeting of the Ad Hoc Open-ended
Working Group on Review of Implementation of the n@ention. That document provided brief
background information on development of guidarce¢he financial mechanism under the Convention
on Biological Diversity, examined guidance to theahcial mechanism in the context of national
biodiversity priorities as set out in national bigfsity strategies and action plans from develgpin
countries and countries with economies in transjtiand further considered the guidance within the
framework for goals and targets as well as indisafor assessing progress toward the achievement of
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the 2010 target. It also presented views of the @Hftiies on their experience in operationalizihg t
guidance, as well as the patterns of GEF fundimgbfodiversity in terms of the guidance, and raised
several questions concerning characteristic featofguidance and the process of formulating guidan
and related reporting.

3. The recommendation on this matter from the Ad Hpe®ended Working Group on Review of
Implementation of the Convention is contained itoramendation 2/3 (Streamlining the guidance
provided to the Global Environment Facility as thestitutional structure operating the financial
mechanism of the convention), and includes:

“1. Recommends that the Conference of the Parties at its nintleting: (f) Adopts a four-
year (2010-2014) framework for programme prioritiedated to utilization of GEF resources for
biodiversity, coinciding with the fifth replenishmiof the Global Environment Facility Trust Fund) (
Requests the President of the ninth meeting of the Confeeenf the Parties to transmit to the Council of
the Global Environment Facility, in anticipation thfe fifth replenishment of its Trust Fund, the rfou
year framework for programme priorities;

“2. Invites Parties and Governments, relevant organizatiodstia@ GEF to submit to the
Secretariat of the Convention, by 1 December 208@jr views on elements for the four-year
(2010-2014) framework for programme priorities teth to the utilization of GEF resources for
biodiversity, as well as ways and means to enhaheeprocess of formulating and consolidating
guidance to the financial mechanism;

“3. Requests the Executive Secretary to prepare, for the camaitbn of the Conference of
the Parties at its ninth meeting, elements for fihe-year (2010-2014) framework for programme
priorities related to utilization of GEF resourdes biodiversity, as well as recommendations to the
process of formulating and consolidating guidareéhe financial mechanism, taking into account the
views expressed by Parties during the second ngeetin the Working Group on Review of
Implementation, and submissions by Parties, Goventsnand relevant organizations and national
priorities identified in national biodiversity stegies and action plans.”

4, Accordingly, the Executive Secretary circulated 1@ July 2007, a notification seeking views on
elements for the four-year (2010-2014) framewonk@dmgramme priorities related to the utilizatioh o
GEF resources for biodiversity as well as ways amdns to enhance the process of formulating and
consolidating guidance to the financial mechanign December 2007. Submissions were subsequently
received from Portugal and the European Commissianbehalf of the European Community and its
Member States.

5. The present note has been prepared in respongedmmendation 2/3, paragraph 3 of the Ad
Hoc Open-ended Working Group on Review of Impleratah of the Convention, on the basis of the
result of implementing its recommendation 2/3, peaph 2. Section Il focuses on elements for the-fo
year framework for programme priorities relatedthe utilization of GEF resources for biodiversity,
building on existing guidance of the Conferencetlud Parties, Strategic Plan of the Convention,
anticipated outcomes of the meetings of the Confaref the Parties prior to the fifth replenishmeht
the GEF Trust Fund, GEF biodiversity portfolio agttategy, as well as scientific findings of the
Millennium Ecosystem Assessment. Section Il cdess ways and means to enhance the process of
formulating and consolidating guidance to the fitiahmechanism. Recommendations are proposed in
section IV. Annex | contains the proposed elemdaotsthe four-year (2010-2014) framework for
programme priorities related to the utilization@EF resources for biodiversity, and annex Il presgic
compilation of existing guidance of the Conferentéhe Parties by proposed elements.
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ELEMENTSFOR THE FOUR-YEAR (2010-2014) FRAMEWORK FOR

PROGRAMME PRIORITIESRELATED TO THE UTILIZATION OF GEF RESOURCES

FOR BIODIVERSITY

6. Following the suggestions from Governments, ther-fmar (2010-2014) framework for
programme priorities for the financial mechanisrawudtl take into account the following:

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

(vi)

The existing guidance has reflected a considerdétgee of consensus on what to be
financed by the financial mechanism, and thereloykhbe taken into account fully;

The Strategic Plan of the Convention provides gwdaon the implementation of the
Convention up to 2010, and a number of indicatawehbeen developed to measure the
progress. The major themes and indicators identifire expected to have continuing
relevance for the period under consideration;

Further guidance to the financial mechanism mayrgeneut of the ninth and tenth
meetings of the Conference of the Parties priothiofifth replenishment of the GEF
Trust Fund, and should be incorporated into the-j@ar framework of programme
priorities;

National priorities identified in national biodivaty strategies and action plans should
be the basis for developing the four-year prioftigmework;

The four-year framework for programme prioritiesosll be informed by the GEF
operational experience and related strategies;

Millennium Ecosystem Assessment conceptual framkwsoovides a successful tool to
organize scientific information and knowledge faolbgical diversity, and its scientific
messages can be used to inform the development tduayear framework for

programme priorities.

7. Approaches for a four-year framework for progranprierities related to the utilization of GEF
resources for biodiversity include:

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

Input-oriented approach — to define time-bound (®2RQ14) activities for which
incremental costs will be financed by the finanai@chanism. Ideally this involves
defining what (priority actions), why (rationalerftunding decisions), who (concerned
stakeholders), where (spatial factor), how muclafgiative limits), and when (temporal
scale), and thus requires perfect information, lidealitical dynamics and optimal
actions of all concerned stakeholders. As a regulidance recipients will need to
conduct business as perfectly defined. This apprasamot feasible in reality, nor is
desirable in terms of allowing necessary flexipjlpromoting innovations and initiatives
as well as adapting to rapid changes, by the fiahnoechanism and its funding partners
in supporting the achievement of the Conventiobgctives.

Outcome-oriented approach — to define expectedomgs or intended effects of GEF
resources for biodiversity during the given permfdtime (2010-2014), measured by
agreed indicators. This approach provides dedleadbility for guidance recipients to
take optimal decisions concerning financial allcmag, but also demands a very high
level of expertise, experience, knowledge and khow; even matured idealism from
guidance recipients that are required to delivgeeted outcomes.

Hybrid approach — to define measurable outcomega®d out of GEF resources for
biodiversity during the fifth replenishment pericsijpported by identified activities.
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Focused on the short-term and medium-term effacénd results of GEF interventions,
usually involving the collective effort of all padrs, this approach implies that the
existing body of guidance and its necessary additipom the future meetings of the
Conference of the Parties will continue to guideaficial allocations of the financial
mechanism, but allows flexibility for guidance ngieints to determine a best mix of
priority measures to deliver desired outcomes for teference time period. The
proposal suggested in the present note is bas#tedrybrid approach.

Existing quidance of the Conference of the Parties

8.

The existing body of guidance consists of a tofalbl pieces of guidance related to over 27

subject issues of the Convention, reflected irstdf 13 programme priorities from the first megtof
the Conference of the Parties in 1994 and seveno$etdds-on from its second to eighth meetings. A
analyzed in the document UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/2/5, thikofeing pattern of the existing guidance needs
to be taken fully into account in developing ansttier priority framework:

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

v)

The existing body of guidance has in general calesgbstantive provisions of the
Convention, from Article 6 to Article 20, with thexception of some aspects of Article 7
- ldentification and monitoring (while much work aleveloping indicators, there has
been little on the identification of threats), avfaspects of Article 8 (Article 8 (f) —
ecosystem restoration and species recovery, 8 (ti¥ing modified organisms (at
national level, i.e. outside the scope of the BietsaProtocol), 8 (k) — protection of
threatened species and populations, and 8 (I) uladgn or management of threats),
Article 9 - ex situ conservation, Article 14 - impact assessment amdmizing adverse
impacts, and Article 17 - exchange of information;

In terms of frequencies, more guidance has beerida® on national reporting, national
planning, identification and monitoring, the Glodaxonomy Initiative, invasive alien
species, incentive measures, education and pullicemess, access and benefit sharing,
clearing-house mechanism and biosafety. Otherlestiappear less frequently in the
guidance, for instance, sustainable use and résaacttraining has only appeared once;

Among major biomes, marine and coastal biodiversgityricultural biodiversity, inland

waters ecosystems, and forest biodiversity featunéol the guidance three times or
more. Mountain biodiversity, island biodiversitydathe biodiversity of dry and sub-
humid lands have less frequently appeared in tigagae;

Some issues and themes, which are not explicifigrmed to in the Convention, have
been incorporated into the guidance, such as ewmdepgcies, plant conservation,
climate change and biodiversity, social dimensiooiiding those related to poverty;

Several pieces of guidance were so broad thataliiytall national identified activities
could be financed.

Strateqgic Plan of the Convention

9.

The Strategic Plan of the Convention, adopted ey @onference of the Parties at its sixth

meeting, was complemented by a framework to enh#imeeevaluation of achievements and progress
toward its implementation and a set of associatditators. The seven focal areas, though not riytua
exclusive, of the framework have been widely usethe recent years and thus can be useful referance
developing the four-year (2010-2014) frameworkgosrgramme priorities for the financial mechanism:
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() Reducing the rate of loss of the components of ibadity, including: (i) biomes,
habitats and ecosystems; (ii) species and popuakatand (iii) genetic diversity;

(i) Promoting sustainable use of biodiversity;

(i)  Addressing the major threats to biodiversity, idohg those arising from invasive alien
species, climate change, pollution, and habitahgbaa

(iv)  Maintaining ecosystem integrity, and the provisimfngoods and services provided by
biodiversity in ecosystems, in support of humaniieing;

(v)  Protecting traditional knowledge, innovations analctices;

(vi)  Ensuring the fair and equitable sharing of bendditising out of the use of genetic
resources; and

(vii) Mobilizing financial and technical resources, esagc for developing countries, in
particular least developed countries and Smalhtsldeveloping States among them, and
countries with economies in transition, for implerieg the Convention and the
Strategic Plan.

Anticipated outcomes of the ninth and tenth mestiwicthe Conference of the Parties

10. It has been a practice that while conducting adepth review or consideration of a subject issue
under the Convention, the Conference of the Padies provides guidance on how the financial
mechanism can assist in advancing pertinent impiéatien. The following issues identified for in-
depth review in decision VIII/10, annex Il, shodkdis be considered in the development of the fear-y
(2010-2014) framework for prorgramme priorities fioe financial mechanism:

()  The ninth meeting: agricultural biodiversity, Glétstrategy for Plant Conservation,
invasive alien species, forest biodiversity, inocgntmeasures, ecosystem approach,
national biodiversity strategies and action plamantification and monitoring;

(i)  The tenth meeting: inland waters biodiversity, mariand coastal biodiversity,
sustainable use, protected areas, mountain biailiyeclimate change, fourth national
reports, clearing-house mechanism, technology feansapacity-building.

National priorities reflected in national biodivaysstrategies and action plans

11. As suggested by Governments in their submissionstamable achievement of global
biodiversity objectives will greatly depend on thetent to which activities of the financial mechani
are country-driven, respond to programmes of natigoriority that fulfil the obligations of the
Convention and are related to appropriate natipplty frameworks and plans for sectoral, economic,
and social development. Therefore, the establishmoé the four-year framework for programme
priorities in anticipation of the fifth replenishmteof the GEF Trust Fund has to be built on thegples

of country-drivenness and country ownership, muse glue consideration tthe important role of
national biodiversity strategies and action plaNB$AP) as a tool in identifying national needs and
priorities for GEF financing while recognizing theed to provide coherent and prioritized guidarmce t
the financial mechanism.

12. According to the assessment of national biodivergitiorities presented in the document
UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/2/5, national priorities reflected 109 national biodiversity strategies and action
plans demonstrate the following pattern:
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() Over 70 per cent of national biodiversity strategi@nd action plans have strong
components on protected areas (Article 8), educatial public awareness (Article 13),
identification and monitoring (Article 7), and re@seh and training (Article 12);

(i)  Over 50 per cent of national biodiversity stratesgidd action plans include sustainable
use (Article 10), incentive measures (Article ldipsafety (Article 19), clearing-house
mechanism (Article 18), indigenous communities dratlitional knowledge (Article
8(j)) and access and benefit-sharing (Article 15));

(i) Relatively few national biodiversity strategies aadtion plans make use of the
ecosystem approach;

(iv)  The consideration of the thematic programmes of kwisr uneven: agricultural
biodiversity (48%), coastal and marine biodiversityand water biodiversity, forest
biodiversity, mountainous areas, arid and semi-andas/dry and sub-humid lands
(11%);

(v) Less than 10 per cent of national biodiversity tefyies and action plans contain
measures to address preparation of national repdtebal Strategy for Plant
Conservation, island biodiversity, social dimensiodevelopment activities consistent
with biodiversity needs, Global Taxonomy Initiatiendemic species;

(vi)  More than half of them contain measures to addezssitu conservation, species
programmes and impact assessment. A sizable nuwibéhem seek to integrate
biodiversity into tourism, forestry, agriculturdsheries, land use planning, energy and
water resources management, implying that the sdapproach may have carried equal
importance at the national level as does the etasy@pproach. Other measures
contained in those national biodiversity strategi@sl action plans are mining, urban
development, hunting and game animal managemensgort, industry, population,
defense, aquaculture, medicine, manufacturing haadth.

GEF biodiversity portfolio and strategy

13. As of the end of 2006 (GEF project database acddssk®larch 2007), the Global Environment
Facility had approved over 500 full-sized and meadgized biodiversity projects, and nearly 330
biodiversity enabling activities based on its opieral strategy, programmes and criteria as welbbas
its strategic priorities introduced for its thirthgse. Enabling activity biodiversity projects Hasen
funded through several, but not necessarily mutuakclusive, rounds: country studies, national
biodiversity strategies and action plans; natioregorting; clearing-house mechanisms; prioritized
capacity assessments. According to the documerERIGBD/WG-RI/2/5, more than half enabling
activity projects were for national reporting omtained national reporting components. The nurober
biodiversity projects was nearly the same for teeetbpment of national biodiversity strategies and
action plans and the development of clearing-hausehanisms, signifying the possibility that these
enabling activities had been undertaken in allilglegcountries. Over fifty capacity assessmenjquts
provided an indication of relative priorities agsg by eligible countries:

()  The most frequently mentioned areas are identiiopaand monitoringjn situ and ex
situ conservation, taxonomy and traditional knowledge;

(i)  About half of these projects consider access andeftiesharing, agricultural
biodiversity, and incentive measures;

(i) One or two projects mention forest ecosystems,sifreaalien species, sustainable use,
education and public awareness.
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14, GEF operational programmes for biodiversity incladiel and semi-arid zone ecosystems (OP1),
coastal, marine, and freshwater ecosystems (OB@stfecosystems (OP3), mountain ecosystems (OP4),
integrated ecosystem management (OP12), conservatid sustainable use of biological diversity
important to agriculture (OP13), operational progmn sustainable land management (OP15). The full-
sized and medium-sized biodiversity projects carcdmntry-based, regional-based or global in scope,
and the country-based projects may provide a bettdection of areas of intervention identified by
countries. According to the document UNEP/CBD/WI&F, the 245 country-based full-sized projects
and 133 country-based medium-sized projects hage bBssessed in terms of operational programs:

(i)  Within country-based full-sized projects, forestoggstems and coastal, marine and
freshwater ecosystems account for nearly 70 per afethe total funding, each having
similar number of projects. Since the average sfzgrojects under coastal, marine and
freshwater ecosystems are only two third that ofgmts under forest ecosystems, forest
ecosystems take over 40 per cent of the total igadin terms of both project numbers
and allocations, arid and semi-arid ecosystemsustcior less than 20 per cent, and
mountain ecosystems for less than 10 per cent.

(i)  Country-based medium-sized projects share the bystiern demonstrated in country-
based full-sized projects, but are more skewedtest ecosystems with 44 per cent of
the total funding designated to this subject aréhe portion for mountain ecosystems
and agricultural biodiversity largely remains tteane. The share of arid and semi-arid
ecosystems tends to be higher while that of costaline and freshwater ecosystems
becomes lower.

15. The country-based full-sized and medium-sized ptsjeshare the similar pattern in terms of
subject areas, though the focus of the countryebasedium-sized projects is more dispersed:

(i) Over two third of the country-based full-sized g are concentrated on in-situ
conservation (Article 8) identification, assessmantl monitoring (Article 7), training
and research (Article 12), education and public ramass (Article 13) as well as
institutional capacity building;

(ii) Nearly half of these projects deal with financialswinability, either through
establishing dedicated trust funds or through resomobilization strategies or efforts;

(iii) Traditional knowledge, information generation, sursible use and incentive measures,
and planning are found in 16-25 per cent of thesgepts;

(iv)  Only several projects specifically mention ecosystgproaches, invasive alien species,
access and benefit-sharing, technology and taxonomy

16. The country-based full-sized and medium-sized gtsjeften contain components that are site-
specific, including:

(

(i) Forestry is considered in a quarter of them;

)  Tourism is considered in a third of the countrydshfull-sized projects;

(i) Agriculture, fisheries, and land use planning actdoer around 10 per cent of these
projects;

(iv)  Several projects contain elements on water ressumainstreaming, medicine, energy,
mining and health;

(v)  Ex-situ conservation and impact assessment hadatofunded by several projects.



UNEP/CBD/COP/9/24
Page 8

17. The GEF Council has recently approved the Focab/#ategies and Strategic Programming
for GEF-4, consisting of strategic long-term obies$ and strategic programmes as the focus of GEF-4
activities. The GEF-4 focal area strategy for biedsity seeks to relate to the three objectiveshef
Convention and its Protocol, and should thus bertdkto account in the development of the four-year
(2010-2014) framework for prorgramme priorities fre financial mechanism. According to the
submission from Governments, however, its linkatgeshe three CBD-objectives should be further
strengthened and be more explicit through the jmar (2010-2014) framework for prorgramme
priorities for the financial mechanism. Operatioraperience of implementing the new strategy for
biodiversity will become more available when morejects have been approved and implemented in
line with the new GEF strategic approach.

Findings of the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment

18. Given the general interest on sustaining ecosystermices through securing as much global
biodiversity value for GEF investments in increnantost funding as possible, the Millennium
Ecosystem Assessment conceptual framework anchdsfs have relevance to the development of the
four-year (2010-2014) framework for prorgramme gties for the financial mechanism. The
Millennium Ecosystem Assessment identified five iiadt drivers of changes in biodiversity and
ecosystem services - demographic, economic, sddicph cultural and religious, and scientific and
technological, and the most important direct digvef biodiversity loss and change in ecosystemicesy

- habitat change (such as land use change, physiadification of rivers or water withdrawal from
rivers, loss of coral reefs, and damage to seadlawe to trawling), climate change, invasive alien
species, overexploitation of species, and pollution

[1. WAYSAND MEANSTO ENHANCE THE PROCESS OF FORMULATING AND
CONSOLIDATING GUIDANCE TO THE FINANCIAL MECHANISM

19. Ways and means to enhance the process of formmlatil consolidating guidance to the
financial mechanism are as follows:

(i) Permanent dialogue between the Chief Executivec@ffof the Global Environment
Facility and the Bureau of the Conference of thei®&sg

(i) Dialogue between the Global Environment Facilitg #me Conference of the Parties;

(iii) Standing committee of the Executive Secretary, Chieecutive Officer of the Global
Environment Facility and its Executive Coordinators

(iv)  Reporting of the Global Environment Facility on ieymentation of the four-year
framework for programme priorities related to aafiion of GEF resources for biological
diversity;

(v)  President of the Conference of the Parties to cameate with the Council of the Global
Environment Facility.

20. It was also suggested to mandate a group/comnuftéieancial mechanism negotiators, set up
during each Conference of the Parties, to deal thighguidance to the financial mechanism. To bette
use the expertise of this group/committee to imprthe guidance process, the mandate of the group or
committee could be:

(i) to review existing guidance in relation to the aperof the ninth meeting of the
Conference of the Parties (see table 1 of docuiiBiEP/CBDWG-RI/2/5);
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(i)  to identify obsolete, repetitive, overlapping andsing guidance;
(i) to retire, streamline, consolidate old guidance sugtest guidance for gaps;

(iv)  in light of the above, to clarify the new guidanaéth respect to earlier guidance
(Paragraph 36 of document UNEP/CBD/WG-RI/2/5, 16//4@07);

(v) to play a role in the prioritization process agre¢dVGRI 2, bearing in mind the need
for broader assistance and consultation beyondrtingp/committee.

The group/committee should be established at tigegnbmg of the Conference of the Parties instead of
having the group/committee merely consolidate aitlgnce to the financial mechanism developed under
other agenda items during the last days of the &ente of the Parties. The group/committee should
have a regionally balanced composition.

21. The development of the four-year (2010-2014) fraomwfor prorgramme priorities for the
financial mechanism, coinciding with the replenigmhcycles of the GEF Trust Fund, provides an
opportunity to test the utility of consolidatingidance into a four-year framework. If successfog
experience could be replicated for the future neiglement cycles of the GEF Trust Fund.

V. RECOMMENDATIONS

22. The Conference of the Parties is invited to consideommendation 1I/3 of the Ad Hoc Open-
ended Working Group on Review of Implementatiothaf Convention on Biological Diversity, which is
contained in document UNEP/CBD/COP/9/4, and adbet four-year (2010-2014) framework for
programme priorities related to utilization of GE#sources for biological diversity contained in @xih
to the present note.
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ANNEXI. ELEMENTSFOR THE FOUR-YEAR (2010-2014) FRAMEWORK FOR
PROGRAMME PRIORITIESRELATED TO UTILIZATION OF GEF RESOURCESFOR
BIODIVERSITY

The following outcome-oriented framework for progwae priorities related to utilization of GEF
resources for biodiversity for the period 2010 @12 should be implemented in accordance with Agticl
20 and Article 21, paragraph 1 of the Conventiod @nconformity with decisions I/2, 11/6, 11I/5, K3,
VI13, VI/17, VII/20 and VIII/18 of the Conferencd the Parties as well as any additional guidanomfr
the ninth and tenth meetings of the Conferench@farties.

In this regard, the Global Environment Facility bhmaovide financial resources to developing countr
Parties, taking into account the special needshefleast developed countries and the small island
developing States, for country-driven activitiesl gsrogrammes, consistent with national prioritied a
objectives, recognizing that economic and sociaktigpment and poverty eradication are the first and
overriding priorities of developing countries, atadking fully into consideration all relevant deoiss
from the Conference of the Parties, including tbesgstem approach.

Eligible countries shall determine their own furglipriorities for national biodiversity activitiesabed
on the Strategic Plan and programmes of work ofGbavention, national biodiversity strategies and
action plans, and taking into account the outconented framework for programme priorities.

Programmepriority areal: Significantly reduce the rate of loss of biological diversity and
ecosystem services

Outcome 1.1 Comprehensive, representative, restied effectively managed protected area systems
are established and strengthened at the natiorell le

Indicator: Increased coverage and number of ndtiorected areas, improved sustainability and
management effectiveness of protected areas

Outcome 1.2 Resilience of the components of biadityeto adapt to climate change is maintained
and enhanced

Indicator: Increased number of policies, regulagicand incentives that integrate climate and
biodiversity management, higher level of institatb capacity and investments to address both aimat
change and loss of biodiversity, increased conviggfragmentation of ecosystems

Outcome 1.3  Threats to biological diversity fromdsive alien species are controlled

Indicator: Increased number of strategies, actidang and measures, under design or
implementation, to address invasive alien speciesiaional and regional levels, identified and
controlled pathways for major potential alien invasspecies

Outcome 1.4  Sustainable use, trade and consurmetiated to biological diversity is promoted
Indicator: Increased number of projects and prognamthat integrate sustainable use of biological
diversity

Outcome 1.5 Social, economic and legal incentiveaguees are supportive of the Convention’s
objectives

Indicator: Increased number of development polared incentive measures addressing the driving
forces of loss of biological diversity, improveaists of threatened species
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Outcome 1.6  The level of protection is increasethanfield of the safe transfer, handling and use o
living modified organisms resulting from modern teichnology that may have adverse effects on the
conservation and sustainable use of biologicalrditye

Indicator: Increased number of national biosafegutatory, policy and administrative frameworks
under development and implementation, strengthéms&dutional capacities, improved participation in
biosafety clearing-house

Programmepriority area2: Maintain biological capacity of ecosystems to deliver goods and
services and suppor t human well-being

Outcome 2.1 The Convention’s objectives are adwhirtéorest ecosystems
Indicator: Extent of forest cover maintained, iraged coverage of forest areas protected or under
sustainable management, increased applicationstdisable use and benefit sharing schemes

Outcome 2.2 The achievement of the Convention’'s eahjes are enhanced at the
catchment/watershed/river basin levels

Indicator: Reduced level of ambient threats, deegestope of sectoral integration, increased areas
of inland water ecosystems under sustainable mamage strengthened institutional capacities,
improved water quality in inland water ecosystems

Outcome 2.3  The loss of marine and coastal bio&glitversity is reduced and its capacity to provide
goods and services is sustained

Indicator: Substantially increased number and ayerof protected areas in marine and coastal
ecosystems, marine trophic index

Outcome 2.4  The rate of island biodiversity loseeduced as a contribution to poverty alleviatiod a
the sustainable development of islands, particulanhall Island developing States
Indicator: Increased areas of island ecosystemesrusustainable management

Outcome 2.5 Biological diversity in dry and sub-hdrtands is conserved and sustainably used, and
benefits arising out of utilization of its genet@sources are fairly and equitably shared

Indicator: Increased coverage of dry and sub-huprintected areas, reduced level of ambient

threats, improved knowledge about dry and sub-hussiosystems, reduced degradation of ecosystem
services

Outcome 2.6  Agricultural biodiversity is promotedagricultural systems and practices, and genetic
resources important for food and agriculture aneseoved and sustainably used and associated lsenefit
are shared equitably

Indicator: Reduced level of threats, deepened sobpectoral integration, increased application of
economic incentives, improved sharing of benefitisimg out of utilization of agricultural genetic
resources, increased area of agricultural ecosgstetter sustainable development

Outcome 2.7 Mountain biological diversity loss educed as a significant contribution to poverty
alleviation in mountain ecosystems and in lowladdpendent on the goods and services of mountain
ecosystems

Indicator: Reduced level of ambient threats, inseglbareas of protected mountain areas

Programmepriority area3: Improve national capacity to implement the Convention and the
Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety

Outcome 3.1  National biodiversity planning capadtgnhanced
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Indicator: Increased number of integrated natiatidtegies, plans and programmes on biological
diversity under revision or implementation, numbafr national programmes and policies which
specifically address the integration of biologidatersity into relevant sectoral or cross-sect@iahs,
programmes and policies

Outcome 3.2 The problems of insufficient knowleddeall components of biological diversity and
lack of taxonomic capacity is addressed

Indicator: Increased number of projects and progmam to implement the Global Taxonomy
Initiative

Outcome 3.3 Transfer of and access to technolagiegromoted and facilitated from developed to
developing countries, including the least developetbng them and small island developing States, as
well as to countries with economies in transitias well as among developing countries and othdieRBar
Indicator: Increased number of projects and prognam aimed at technology transfer and
cooperation

Outcome 3.4 Technical and scientific cooperatiod alearing-house mechanism are promoted and
facilitated among Parties, other Governments aakksiolders

Indicator: Number of sustainable national cleatigise mechanisms integrated into national
environmental information systems, and quality ofoimation exchanged in terms of relevance,
guantity, accuracy and timeliness

Outcome 3.5 Biodiversity-related communication, eaion and public awareness activities are
promoted

Indicator: Increased number of national programraes activities aimed at communication,
education and public awareness about the importaingimlogical diversity

Outcome 3.6  National compliance with reporting gations under the Convention and the Cartagena
Protocol on Biosafety is promoted

Indicator: Increased timely national submissiondarrthe Convention and the Cartagena Protocol
on Biosafety through flexible global projects

Programmepriority area4: Promote the fair and eguitable sharing of the benefits arising out of
the utilization of genetic resour ces

Outcome 4.1 The achievement of the Convention’saibje on access to genetic resources and
benefit sharing is promoted

Indicator: Increased number of national policiesl aggulatory frameworks on access to genetic
resources and fair and equitable sharing of theefitearising out of the their utilization, projects
addressing capacity and information constraintsesaf fair and equitable sharing of benefits agisi
from the commercial and other utilization of geaegsources

Outcome 4.2  National capacity is improved to prbté@aditional knowledge, innovations and
practices, and strengthen the involvement of lacal indigenous communities in the achievement ®f th
Convention’s three objectives

Indicator: Increased number of development policesd measures addressing traditional
knowledge, innovations and practices as well aallaod indigenous communities, cases of traditional
knowledge, innovations and practices used to aehiiee Convention’s objectives, cases of involvement
of local and indigenous communities



