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FIRST WORKSHOP FOR AFRICAN LEAST DEVELOPED COUNTRIES ON THE FIFTH NATIONAL REPORT AND REGIONAL SCENARIO ANALYSIS 
Nairobi, 28 January-1 February 2013

REPORT OF the FIRST WORKSHOP FOR AFRICAN LEAST DEVELOPED COUNTRIES ON THE preparation of the FIFTH NATIONAL REPORT and Global Biodiversity Outlook AND REGIONAL SCENARIOS 
INTRODUCTION
1. The first workshop for African Least Developed countries on the preparation of the Fifth National Report and Global Biodiversity Outlook and regional policy scenarios was held from 28 January to 1 February 2013 in Nairobi, Kenya. The workshop was co-hosted by the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity and the United National Environment Programme Regional Office for Africa (UNEP ROA) and jointly organized with the Netherlands Environment Assessment Agency (PBL). The workshop was convened with the generous support of the governments of Japan and the Netherlands as well as the United Nation Office in Nairobi. 
2. The workshop was held in response to decision X/10 requesting the Executive Secretary to continue to provide support to countries for the preparation of the fifth national reports. The workshop was the first of a series of workshops being convened to strengthen the capacities of countries to prepare their fifth national reports and to facilitate the submission of the reports by the deadline of 31 March 2014.
3. The workshop was attended by government nominated representatives from the following countries: Angola, Botswana, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Kenya, Lesotho, Liberia, Malawi, Mozambique, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sudan, Swaziland, Tanzania, Uganda, Zambia and Zimbabwe. Participants were comprised of government officials and experts involved in the preparation of their country’s fifth national report and/or the development and implementation of relevant biodiversity policies and programmes. The list of participants is contained in annex I to this report.
ITEM 1.
OPENING OF THE workshop and organizational matters

4. The workshop was opened by Mr. Desta Mebratu, Deputy Director of UNEP’s Regional Office for Africa (UNEP-ROA). In his remarks he welcomed participants to UNEP Headquarters and thanked the governments of Japan and the Netherlands for the support they provided to the workshop. He noted that every country in Africa has unique biodiversity and valuable ecosystems that are of both national and global importance but that changes to biodiversity are occurring faster now than at any other time in human history. In this context he noted that the fifth national reports will not only provide an important source of information for the mid-term review of progress towards the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and progress towards the Aichi Biodiversity Targets, but will also contribute to the development of the fourth edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook.
5. Mr. Cyrus Mageria, Assistant Director for Multilateral Environment Agreements in the Ministry of Environment and Mineral Resources of the Government of Kenya welcomed participants to Kenya and noted that the workshop was meant to strengthen countries capacities to prepared and submit their fifth national reports by the deadline of 31 March 2014. He also noted that the countries that participated in the workshop faced a wide range of environmental challenges and that the process of revising or developing National Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans (NBSAP) in the context of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity provided a fresh opportunity to address these challenges within a more robust framework.  

6. Mr. Robert Höft delivered an opening statement on behalf of the Executive Secretary of the Convention on Biological Diversity, Mr. Braulio Ferreira de Souza Dias. In his remarks, he noted that the workshop was the first of a series of workshops on national reporting which compliments and builds on the series of capacity building workshops on national biodiversity strategies and actions plans, on indicators for the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and on synergies between conventions. He also noted that the fifth national reports will provide the main source of information for the mid-term review of progress towards the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity and the fourth edition of Global Biodiversity Outlook and that such an assessment will not be possible unless a significant number of national reports are received by the deadline. 
7. Mr. Ignatius Makumba reported on the outcomes of the first plenary meeting of the Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services, which was held in Bonn, Germany from 21 to 26 January 2013. He considered the results of the meeting encouraging and said that Africa could be satisfied with the progress made. He added that the second plenary was going to be held at the end of 2013 to discuss the workplan for the Platform.  

8. Following the opening remarks the participants introduced themselves. Participants were then asked to consider three questions: 

(a) How directly involved are you in the preparation of your country’s fifth national report?

(b) How familiar are you with the use of biodiversity scenarios or models as support tools? 

(c) At what stage is your county in the NBSAP revision/development process?
During the subsequent discussion it was observed that participants had varying degrees of involvement in the preparation of national reports and that most participants were unfamiliar with the use or development of biodiversity models and scenarios as a means of informing policy decisions. It was also noted that while most countries have NBSAP processes underway the majority are still at the early stages of their development or revision. 
ITEM 2.
OVERVIEW OF THE OBJECTIVES AND PROGRAMME FOR THE WORKSHOP
9. Mr. Robert Höft, provided an overview of the workshop, the anticipated outcomes and the working methods that were going to be used. In his remarks he emphasized that the national reporting process is closely linked to the process of NBSAP revision and development and that it was also important for the mid-term review of progress towards the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and the preparation of the fourth edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook (GBO-4).  
10. In addition to plenary sessions on the first and last day, the workshop was organized in two parallel streams, one focusing on the preparation of the fifth national reports (agenda item 5) and the other focusing on the development and use of models and scenarios as tools to support policy analysis, planning and decision-making (agenda item 6). With this in mind, the workshop format featured a mix of presentations with question-and-answer sessions, discussions and exercises in small working groups, as well as individual exercises.  

ITEM 3.
experiences and lessons learned from the preparation of the fourth national reports

11. Mr. Lijie Cai provided an overview of the experiences and lessons learned from the fourth round of national reporting under the Convention, focusing on the factors that contributed to the high rate of submissions. Among the factors that contributed to the high rate of submission were changes in the format of the national reports, the development of supporting materials and tools, capacity development workshops, greater communication with Parties and the greater availability of biodiversity monitoring programmes and assessments among other things. However, challenges still remain particularly related to the timely submission of the reports. It was noted that by the submission deadline of the fourth national reports only 26 reports had been received. If a similar situation occurs with the fifth national reports this will create challenges for the preparation of the fourth edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook as well as the mid-term assessment of progress towards the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 to be undertaken by the Conference of the Parties at its twelfth meeting in November 2014. Lessons learned from the previous round of reporting were also discussed including the need to start the preparation of the national reports well before the deadline, and the need for more stakeholder involvement in the preparation of the report.
12. Following the presentation statements were made by a number of participants on the lessons learned from preparing the fourth national report and on their plans for the fifth national report. Among the issues discussed were the difficulties of translating the report into one of the official languages of the United Nations, how the formation of stakeholder consultation groups could help to address the lack of up to-date-information, and the challenges of presenting technical information so that it could be more easily understood by policy makers and the public more broadly. A number of participants noted that they were planning on linking the process of developing or revising their NBSAP with the preparation of their fifth national reports. 

ITEM 4.
national process of preparing the fifth national report, Linking it with updating of nbsaps

13. Mr. Lijie Cai provided a brief update of the status of revision and development of NBSAPs. He provided information on the mandate provided by COP, through decision X/2, on developing or revising NBSAPs and on the development of national or regional targets in line with the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity. He also provided an update on the various NBSAP workshops that have been held and that are planned to support Parties.  In the discussion that followed a number of participants pointed out the close link between the national reporting process and the revision or development of NBSAPs and indicated that they were seeking ways to ensure that the two processes were linked. 
14. Participants were informed of the formation of the NBSAP Forum, a joint initiative of UNEP, UNDP and the CBD Secretariat, with potentially additional partners, to provide services and technical support to Parties in the updating and implementation of their NBSAPs.

15. Ms. Esther Mwangi from UNEP’s Division of Environmental Policy Implementation (DEPI) provided information on the process of receiving funds for the development or revision of NBSAPs and the preparation of the fifth national reports. She also provided an update on the status of the requests to access the GEF country allocations for the development of NBSAPs and national reports and made arrangements to have one-on-one meetings with workshop participants who wished to discuss any specific issues. 
item 5.   
Preparation of the parts and appendices of the fifth national report
(a)
Assessing the status and trends of, and threats to, biodiversity and implications for human well-being (Part I of the fifth national report)
16. Mr. Lijie Cai provided suggestions for the preparation of the first part of the fifth national reports It was suggested that in Part I of the national reports Parties should focus on providing information on why biodiversity is important for their country, what major changes to the status and trends of biodiversity have taken place since the last national report, the main threats to biodiversity, the impacts of any changes to human wellbeing and any information on possible future changes. Participants were encouraged to use a variety of information sources in this section of the report including indicators, expert assessments, graphs and maps. It was also emphasized that this part of the report should provide an analysis of the changing conditions of biodiversity and the implications for human wellbeing rather than only describing the status.   
17. Following the presentation participants had a discussion on how the national reports could be used to communicate important biodiversity information to different audiences within their countries. A few participants suggested that the information in the national reports could be used to create different communication products for different stakeholder groups. After the discussion, Zambia provided a presentation on the preparation and content of the first section of their fourth national report and the lessons they had learned in preparing it. 
18. Mr. Pushpam Kumar, from the United Nations Environment Programmes Division of Environmental Policy Implementation (UNEP-DEPI) provided a presentation on The Economics of Ecosystems and Biodiversity (TEEB). In his presentation he explained the history of the TEEB process and introduced the framework that TEEB used for ecosystem valuation. Among the lessons learned from the TEEB process were that, indicators like GDP are distorted and do not reflect changes in the level of welfare, growth accounting does not incorporate ecosystem services resulting in erroneous senses of gain and losses, drivers of biodiversity loss such as trade and investments have far reaching impacts for society and sectoral policies can have impacts on a range of sectors. Among the main conclusions of the study are that investment in ecological infrastructure has multiple benefits for society and that such investments are significantly more cost-effective than having to pay the costs of damaged ecosystems and infrastructure. 
19. Following the presentations participants divided into groups and began to work on an exercise designed to help them identify the type of information they may wish to include in their national reports (see Annex II). The exercise consisted of a table based on the 20 Aichi Targets. Participants were asked to initially focus on Aichi Targets 5 to 15 and to identify, for each target the status and trends of the relevant components of biodiversity (ecosystems, species, genes, pressures, threats, etc.) and to assess the implications of these trends for human wellbeing. 
(b)
Implementation of national biodiversity strategies and action plans and mainstreaming of biodiversity (Part II of the fifth national report) 
20. Prior to beginning the presentations related to the preparation of the second part of the fifth national reports the workshop participants convened in plenary in order to update each working group on the progress that had been made the previous day. Presentations recapping the previous sessions work were provided by Botswana on the use of scenarios and by Uganda on the preparation of the fifth national report.
21. Mr. Lijie Cai provided suggestions on the preparation of the second part of the fourth national report which focuses on the implementation of a country’s national biodiversity strategy and action plan and the mainstreaming of biodiversity. It was suggested that in this section Parties should report on all the actions taken to implement the Strategic Plan instead of focusing only on the implementation of the NBSAP. It was also suggested that Parties should consider reporting on the implementation of their old NBSAP as well as the progress which has been made in developing their new NBSAP. As with the first part of the report, Parties were encouraged to include more analysis than description, particularly on the effectiveness of the actions which have been taken. Where possible Parties were also encouraged to incorporate case studies into their national reports. It was also suggested that Parties should consider including information on any national biodiversity targets which have been set, and the effectiveness of biodiversity mainstreaming in this section of the report. Participants from Uganda and Ethiopia complimented the presentation by providing presentations on the status of their NBSAP development and on their future plans for the process.
22. Following the presentation on Part II of the national report and the subsequent discussion, workshop participants again divided into groups and continued to work on the exercise they had started in the previous session. This time they were asked to consider all of the Aichi Biodiversity Targets and to identify any related actions which had been taken to implement their country’s NBSAP or the Convention. They were also asked to indicate the level of effectiveness of these actions.  The information identified through this exercise was the type of information which should be included in Part II of the fifth national reports. 
(c) 
Assessing progress towards the 2020 biodiversity targets and relevant targets of MDGs (Part III of the fifth national report)

23. Prior to beginning the session on part III of the fifth national reports the two working groups convened in plenary in order to brief each other on the previous days’ activities. Presentations were made by Tanzania on the fifth national report and Zimbabwe on scenarios.  

24. Mr. Lijie Cai provided suggestions on the preparation of the third part of the fifth national report which focuses on assessing progress towards the Aichi Biodiversity Targets and the relevant Millennium Development Goals. He informed the participants that the overall purpose of this section is to provide an assessment of progress towards any national targets which have been set and towards the global Aichi Biodiversity Targets. He pointed out that the assessment contained in this section of the report should draw on and build from the information contained in the previous two sections of the report.
25. Following the presentation participants continued to work in groups on the exercise they had started the previous sessions. Participants were asked, for each of the Aichi Targets, to assess the level of progress that had been made towards their attainment, progress towards any associated Millennium Development Goals, to provide possible suggestions on any national targets which could be set, to identify any relevant indicators or sources of information and the possible stakeholders that should be consulted in setting national targets or who may have information to help assess the progress which has been made. 
(e) 
Preparation of the executive summary and reviewing the implementation of thematic programmes of work and the cross-cutting issues under the Convention (Appendix III of the fifth national report)
26. Mr. Kieran Mooney provided suggestions on the preparation of the executive summary of the fifth national report and emphasized that it is often the most read section of the report and that as such it should contain the main messages of the entire report and present important facts, necessary background information and the major conclusions from the report.  While the executive summary should be concise it should provide the reader with an overall sense of the complete report. As such the executive summary should draw from all sections of the report. It was also suggested that the executive summary could serve as a basis for additional communication or outreach materials. 
27. With regard to reporting on the implementation of the thematic programmes of work and cross-cutting issues under the Convention it was noted that there are a number of COP decision which require that such information be included in the national reports. Much of this information is likely to be reflected in the three main sections of the report given the broad scope of the national report and of the Strategic Plan. However, if there are specific issues which are particularly important, given national circumstances and which warrant more detailed and in depth discussion this information can be included in an Appendix to the report so as not to make the main body of the report too lengthy. 
Item 6.
use of indicators for assessment and reporting
28. Mr. Robert Höft provided an overview of indicators as they relate to monitoring changes in biodiversity, assessments and reporting. He noted that indicators are useful for tracking and monitoring progress, guiding policy development, highlighting those areas where action is needed and communicating with stakeholders. He however pointed out that while an indicator may provide information on a number of issues a single indicator will never provide a complete picture and additional explanations and interpretation of the information is important to avoid misconceptions. He also pointed out that indicators can be divided into two categories: quantitative (numerical) indicators and qualitative indicators based on expert opinion, and that both types of indicators can be used in the national reports. Following this overview the relevant COP decisions on indicators were presented. In particular the indicator framework contained in decision XI/3, and the indicators database developed by the Secretariat were highlighted. In concluding his presentation Mr. Höft provided information on the Biodiversity Indicators Partnership and noted that the Partnership has developed a range of tools and information related to indicators and national indicator development and that it has been running a series of indicators workshops in support of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity. He also reported that the Biodiversity Indicators Partnership would organize a workshop for Biodiversity Indicator Development Facilitators and that interested experts should submit their applications. 
ITEM 7. 
information needed for the fourth edition of the global biodiversity outlook        

29. Mr. Kieran Mooney provided an overview of the production plan for the fourth edition of the Global Biodiversity Outlook (GBO-4). It was noted that the GBO is the flagship publication of the Convention and that the fourth edition of the report will provide a mid-term assessment of progress towards the implementation of the Strategic Plan for Biodiversity 2011-2020 and the Aichi Biodiversity Targets. The main source of information for GBO-4 will be the fifth national reports and as such it will be important that the reports are submitted by the deadline, particularly as one of the main weaknesses of GBO-3 was the limited amount of national information that was included. It was also emphasized that there are a number of ways for Parties to participate in the preparation of GBO-4 including by providing advance drafts of their fifth national reports and other assessments, providing case studies, and participating in the peer review process of the Outlook. In his presentation Mr. Mooney noted that there are many overlaps and similarities between the development of GBO-4 and the preparation of the national reports. As such he urged participants to provide any relevant information, such as case studies, that they come across in preparing their national reports to the Secretariat. 
item 8. 
Use of scenarios for policy analysis
30. Prior to beginning the session on scenarios participants were requested to indicate why they were interested in biodiversity by making use of a postcard. They were then asked to divide into groups to discuss their selections. Following the group discussion a representative from PBL gave presentations on the process of biodiversity loss and on the use of biodiversity indicators at national level. Additional presentations on the GLOBIO3 model and on the differences between scenarios and policy options were also provided. 

31. Following the presentations a representative from PBL introduced an excel trainings tool on modeling biodiversity loss in terms of Mean Species Abundance (MSA). Information on each participants’ country was included in the tool and participants were asked to make changes to the different pressures and drivers, such as population growth and consumption, in order to establish the effects of each driver on MSA. 

32. In a subsequent session different policy options to address the pressures on biodiversity where presented and discussed as well as the linkages between biodiversity and poverty. The emphasis of the discussion was on the need to consider these policy options from a national perspective. The effects of each policy option was analyzed and further discussed in small groups.  During this session participants were asked to identify policy options that they would like to see reflected in the national scenario analysis that would be undertaken by PBL. 

33. During the final session on scenarios and modeling each participant received a biodiversity impact assessment, based on the policy options they had identified in the previous session, as well as maps of their country showing the changes to MSA resulting from the policy options selected. The results of these assessments were discussed. Participants were then provided with time to prepare PowerPoint presentations which could be used to summarize the relevance of the use of scenarios and models to their ministries and national stakeholders to show the effect of such policy options on biodiversity. 
item 9. 
next steps: plan for preparing the fifth national report and early submssions for gbo-4

34. Under this agenda item participants were invited to start developing a plan for the preparation of the fifth national report that would enable the report to be finalized by the 31 March 2014 deadline. During this session the members of the Secretariat and the resource person worked with each country on a one-on-one basis to answer any specific question about the development of the national report. 
item 10. 
CLOSURE OF THE WORKSHOP

35. On the final day of the workshop presentations were made by Kenya, Somalia and Tanzania related to the use of scenarios, their plans for developing the national reports and/or finalizing the NBSAP. In the following discussions a number of key messages were identified by the participants related to the development of the fifth national reports and the use of scenarios and modelling as policy support tools. These messages include:

(a) The importance of using consultative or stakeholders groups in the development of the fifth national reports in order to ensure that a wide range of perspectives are reflected in the report. These groups could be the same as those used for the development or revision of the NBSAPs;

(b) The need to develop a forward looking plan and resource strategy to ensure that the national reports can be submitted to the Secretariat by the submission deadline, taking into account the time for the official approval process;

(c) The importance of working with different sectors of government, non-governmental organizations, educational institutions and private sector entities to help bring together biodiversity information which may be scattered across different institutions or sectors;

(d) It is important to promote synergies between the different multilateral environmental agreements and seek collaboration with the representatives of other conventions and agreements in preparing and/or reviewing the fifth national report;

(e) It is important to use the development or revision of the NBSAP as a contribution to any national development plan which may exist or be developed;

(f) Countries should bear in mind the importance of preparing the national report in a participatory manner. Accordingly, if consultants are being used to assist on the preparation of the report they should act as facilitators of (components of) the process rather than drafting the report on their own;

(g) While indicators can be important tools in informing policy decisions, there is no need to develop indicators before undertaking the preparation of the national report. Instead it is recommended to use the indicators that are already available, including indicators held by other ministries and institutions, and to rely on expert judgement to fill any gaps;

(h) In preparing the national reports it is important to provide analysis of how and why biodiversity is changing and the impact of these changes on human wellbeing rather than only describing the changes; and

(i) With regards to reporting on the actions taken to implement the Strategic Plan in the fifth national report, it is important to focus on the results of the actions taken rather than on just listing the different actions.
36. Following closing remarks by the workshop participants as well as statements by UNEP-ROA and the Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity the workshop closed at 12:30 on 1 February 2013.  
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Annex II

Worksheet for the preparation of the fifth national report
The following worksheet was the basis for the group worked conducted during the workshop. The information presented in the table is for illustration purposes only as it reflects only some of the issues discussed during the course of the workshop. 
	Aichi Biodiversity Target
	Part 1

Biodiversity status, trends, and threats and implications for human well-being
	Part 2

The NBSAP, its implementation, and the mainstreaming of biodiversity
	Part 3

Progress towards the Aichi Biodiversity Targets and contributions to the relevant Millennium Development Goals.

	
	State of relevant biodiversity component or pressure
	Impacts on or implications for  human wellbeing
	Implementation Actions/Case studies
	Action Effectiveness
	Assessment of progress towards Aichi Targets and MDGs
	Proposed National Target
	Indicators/Other information
	Stakeholders

	Target 1- Awareness increased
	Limited awareness, ineffective awareness, lack of understanding
	Decreased value of ecosystem services, socio-economic development, environmental degradation, 
	School enviro clubs established, sensitization workshops, 
	Fair- some cooperation from other sectors, community, CBOs and NGOs

Fire frequencies reduced, more consultations from the public
	
	
	
	

	Target 2 - Biodiversity values integrated
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Target 3 – Incentives reformed
	Subsidies in agriculture still promoted

Pressure:

Food security

Poverty alleviation

Political influence/interest
	Human health – pollution

Loss of employment and income

Loss of GDP

Changes in livelihood, loss of local landraces
	Emphasize use of EIAs.

Promotion of use of local landraces and indigenous vegetables.
	Has helped to come up with mitigation measures. Still a challenge in compliance.

Not there yet! As most of them are late maturing varieties though they withstand dry spells


	Minimal Progress (With the current climate change challenges, and meeting current human needs)
	By 2020, perverse incentives to biodiversity have been reformed. 
	Trends in incorporation of biodiversity and ecosystem services into incentive systems
	Relevant Ministries, 

NGOs

Academia



	Target 4 – Sustainable consumption and production
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Target 5 – Habitat loss halved or reduced
	Rangelands, 

Wetlands, Protected areas

Wild fires, Land degradation, land use practices such as no land use plans, poor farming practices, stocking rates
	Livelihoods affected because;

Reduction in the value of ecosystem services i.e. water shortages, loss of arable land, food insecurity, firewood, income etc
	Management of Pas, Community conservation areas e.g. maboella, Wetlands conservation programmes, Sustainable Land Management Project, SGP
	Fair: Considerable success stories e.g. wetlands conservation and IAS control

Alternative livelihoods strategies need to be enhanced to give rangelands time to resuscitated 
	
	
	
	

	Target 6 – Sustainable management 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Target 7 – Sustainable agriculture, aquaculture and forestry
	Expansion of crop cultivation/ farm lands


	Malnutrition, as a result of food insecurity


	EIAs studies and develop guidelines

Promote sustainable agriculture practices through increased production per unit area
	 Effective


	Moderate
	Increase the production of agriculture, aquaculture and forestry by 30% by 2017
	Area of agriculture, aquaculture and forestry under sustainable management

Production per unit area
	Government departments

Academia

CSOs

CBOs

Local Authorities



	Target 8 – Pollution reduced
	Nitrogen resulting in the eutrophication of freshwater ecosystems


	Creation of low oxygenated waters resulting in death of fish and algal blooms with implications for livelihoods of fishermen, food security and food diversity
	Regulations of the use and type of fertilizers

Monitoring runoff water

Artificial wetlands created for water pretreatment
	Low (lack of effective enforcement)

Low (lack of resources for consistent monitoring)

High (natural solution with minimum maintenance)
	Moderate (some successes in some ecosystems and with some types of actions but progress is lacking in many ecosystems)
	Nitrogen use efficiency increased by 50% in all production systems 
	Water quality

Fertilizer consumption

C/N ratio is soils in production systems

Quality of soil fauna
	Horticultural  industry

Agriculture department and farmers

Fisheries department and fishermen

Water management authorities

Planning Ministry



	Target 9 – Invasive alien species 
	Increasing threat of IAS

Pressures: Food aid, subsidies (Improved varieties)

Environmental management interventions (biological control)
	Creates employment

Food insecurity

Health implications

Pest and diseases

Cost of maintenance (losing money that can be used in other sectors)

Genetic erosion
	Enforcement of laws and regulations on phytosanitary measures

Awareness programs on IAS
	Fairly effective (40%)

Not effective
	Low progress
	By 2020, IAS would have been identified, prioritized and managed their pathways for their elimination
	Trends in the abundance and geographical coverage of selected IAS

Trends in the improvement of the ecosystem performance 

Trends in economic implications


	Relevant government ministries

	Target 10 – Pressures on vulnerable ecosystems reduced
	Coastal Marine)

ship anchorage

Ballast water

Physical development in coastal areas

Oil and gas industry
	Loss of aquatic life due pollution

Loss of marine habitats


	EIAs

Water quality standards

Establish marine protected areas

Awareness raising
	Effective


	
	
	
	

	Target 11 – Protected areas 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Target 12 – Extinction prevented
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Target 13 – Genetic diversity maintained
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Target 14 – Ecosystems and essential services safeguarded
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Target 15 – Ecosystems restored and enhanced
	Deforestation

Drained wetlands
	Extinction of specie

Ecosystem disturbance
	Reforestation and afforestation

Formulation of Laws
	Effective
	
	
	
	

	Target 16 – Nagoya Protocol 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Target 17 – NBSAPs adopted 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Target 18 – Traditional knowledge respected
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Target 19 – Knowledge improved, shared and applied
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Target 20 – Financial resources increased
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