CONVENTION ON RETARIAT

"~/ BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY

Ref: SCBD/STTM/HT/28399 26 March 2002

NOTIFICATION

Madan/Sir,

Forest Biological Diversity: Potential Priorities
for the proposed expanded programme of wor k

The Subsdiary Body on Scientific, Technicd and Technologicd Advice (SBSTTA) at its seventh
mesting requested (Recommendation V11/6 paragraph 2) the Executive Secretary to seek comments from
the Parties, the SBSTTA Bureau and members of the Ad Hoc Technica Expert Group, to prepare a
report for consideration by the Conference of the Parties (COP) at its sixth mesting, identifying:

Elementsin the work programme adopted by decison 1V/7 of rdevance to the expanded work
programme, and how these may be incorporated in the expanded programme of work, aso
taking into account the multi-year programme of work and plan of action of the United Nations
Forum on Forests,

Potentia actors, a suggested timeframe and possible ways and means for implementation of
the activities proposed, as well as indicators of progress in implementation, taking into account
the potentid for collaborative work with other bodies, in particular the United Nations Forum
on Forests and the Collaborative Partnership on Forests.

The seventh meeting of SBSTTA dso requested (Recommendation VI1/6 paragraph 3) the
Executive Secretary to invite Parties to submit their views and suggestions for potentia priorities for the
proposed expanded programme of work on forest biologica diversity taking into account the chapeau of
the annex to the present recommendation to be incorporated into an information document and report to
the COP & its sixth mesting.

To: dl CBD Nationa Focal Points

United Nations Tel: (+514) 288-2220 E-mail: secretariat@biodiv.org  World Trade Centre
Environment Fax: (+514) 288-6588 URL: http://www.biodiv.org 393 Saint-Jacques Street, Suite 300
Programme Montréal, Québec, Canada H2Y 1N9



Further to my notification 2001-12-05/02, whereby CBD Nationa Foca Points were invited to
provide comments, views and suggestions as requested in recommendation VII/6, | am pleased to
announce, that submissons were provided by two Parties (Audtrdia, The European Union) within the
acceptable timeframe for incorporation into the documents for the sixth meeting of the Conference of the
Parties. These submissions are available as an information document (UNEP/CBD/COP/6/INF/27) and
can be found on our web dte at: http://www.biodiv.org/doc/meetings/cop/cop- 06/information/cop- 06-inf-
27-en.doc Later, athird Party, Japan, provided comments. Comments were also provided by Ms. Paula
Warren in her capacity as SBSTTA Bureau member and by Dr. John Perotta, on behaf of the International
Union of Forest Research Organizations (IUFRO).

| am very pleased to convey herewith these comments, contained in the Annexes to this letter.
Thank you for your cooperation and continued support to the work of the Convention.

Please accept, Madam/Sir, the assurances of my highest consideration.

Yours Sncerdly,
[signed]
Hamdallah Zedan
Executive Secretary
Lig of Annexes:
Annex | Japan’s view on potentia priorities for the proposes expanded programme
of work on forest biologicd diversity (SBSTTA) Recommendation VI11/6 -
Annex)
Annex I Comments on priorities within the forests work programme (Ms. Paula
Warren)
Annex 111 IUFRO Comments on the CBD Expanded Programme of Work on Forest

Biologicd Diveraty— Priority setting (Dr. John Perotta)



Annex |
JAPAN
11 March 2002)
Dear Mr. Zedan,

With regard to paragraph 3 of VI1/6 “Forest biologica diversity” (UNEP/CBD/COP6/4), requesting the
Executive Secretary to invite Parties to submit their views and suggestions for potentid priorities for the
proposed expanded programme of work on forest biologica diversity, please find the atached Japan's
view.

Sincerdly yours,

Seiichi Urauchi, Second Secretary

Japan’s view on potential priorities for the proposed expanded programme of work on forest
biological diversity (SBSTTA recommendation VI1/6 annex).

Proposal: lllegd logging (Element 2 Goal 1- Objective 4) should be included as a priority issues in the
expanded work programme on forest biologica diversty.

Reason:

Illegd logging problems are gaining internationa concerns as a substantia deterrent to efforts toward
sustainable forest management. At the G8 Okinawa Summit held in Japan in July 2000, the G8 leaders
adopted a communiqué gating, “We will aso examine how best we can combet illegd logging, including
export and procurement practices” At the “Forest Law Enforcement and Governance: East ASa
Minigeria Conference’ held in Indonesia in September 2001, participating countries adopted a ministeria
declaration which gtated that dl countries, exporting and importing, had a role and responsbility in the
elimination of illega logging and associated illegd trade. Further, at the 314 Internationa Tropica Timber
Council held in Jgpan in November 2001, the ITTC adopted a decision “Forest Law Enforcement in the
Context of Sugtainable Timber Production and Trade” which included practica actions by ITTO agang

illegdl logging problems

Recognizing these internationad commitments, illegd logging, which subgantialy degrades forest biologica
diversity, should be discussed as a priority issue a the sixth meeting of the Conference of the Parties.



Annex I

COMMENTSON PRIORITIESWITHIN THE FORESTSWORK PROGRAMME

PaulaWarren, 16 January 2002, (see additional comments at the end of this annex)
Status of these Comments

These comments are being provided in my capacity as Bureau member, and taking into account the
perspective | gained while chairing Working Group | at SBSTTA 7.

Philosophica Basisfor Prioritisng
The work programme incorporates materia related to arange of players. Inmy view:

. The globd community has a role in establishing some overdl globd priorities, given that forest
biologica diversty is the heritage of al mankind. The work programme itself does not clearly establish
those in terms of outcomes, athough recommendation V11/6/1(e) sgnds a priority for primary foreds.
Thisisagap that COP should address.

. Parties must develop their own priorities, in accordance with thelr particular circumstances, but
reflecting the need to respond to some key imperatives. Thisis akey role for NBSAPS, but priorities
may aso be sat in nationd forest Strategies, development Strategies, etc. But the work programme
should provide clear guidance on certain el ements that should be part of such dtrategies.

. The dements of the work programme which would be implemented by the international community
should be prioritised according to how much the work will assst with the implementation of priorities
set nationdly, or how much they will assgt in the achievement of the globd priority outcomes.

. There should be afocus on those activities which will:

Address the most immediate causes of forest biodiversity loss, particularly for those biodiversity
vaues of greatest importance, and for those types of loss that will beirreversble.

Have the greatest chance of success, and be most cost-effective.

Build future capacity for forest biodiversity conservation and sustainable use, by addressng
underlying causes of loss and indtitutional/social wesknesses.



Key National Priorities

The following are the programme eements which | consder should be pat of any NBSAP or other
national strategic gpproach:

Dealing with land use changes, to reduce effects of fragmentation, fire, etc

Elements PE1/G1/01/i, PEX/G2/06/dll, PEL/G2/0O4/a

Parties should establish clear priority activities for deding with this issue, drawing on the suggestions in
these programme eements, but tailored to their particular circumstances.

Addressing alien speciesimpacts

Elements PEL/G2/OLV/dl, but especidly a

The interim guiding principles and the results of SBSTTA 6 provide clear guidance on the key ements for
anationa drategy on thisissue.

Restoration

Elements PEL/G3/Ol/ab, PE1J/G3/02/a, b

Where priority components of forest biodiversity have been severely degraded or are threastened, these
should be subject to appropriate protection, recovery and restoration activities.

Protected areas

Elements PE1/G3/O3/dll

Every NBSAP should include appropriate activities to ensure that the country develops and maintains an
effective, representative network of protected aress.

Developing sustainable use appr oaches, that will address all thr ee objectives of the Convention
Elements PE1/G4/OY/all, PEL/GA4/O2/b,c, PE1/G4/03/all, PEL/G5/OV/Al

Parties should establish clear priority activities for deding with this issue, drawing on the suggegtionsin
these programme eements, but tailored to their particular circumstances. It is clear that al countries need
to derive products from forests or plantations (wood, fud, etc), and developing ways to ensure an
adequate flow of products while conserving biodiversity and ecosystem services is therefore a critical issue
for NBSAPs to address.

Identifying and addressing the underlying causes of forest biodiversity loss

Elements PE2/G1/O1/ab, PE2/G1/O2/a,c,f,g, PE2/G1/O3/ab,c,d,e,g,h, PE2/G2/O1/dl, PE2/G3/O1/dl,
and where rdevant PE2/G1/O4/b,c,d.e (illegd logging)

Parties should establish clear priority activities for deding with this issue, drawing on the suggestions in
these programme elements, but tailored to their particular circumstances.

Capacity building — knowledge, assessment and monitoring

Elements PE3/G1/02/all, PE3/G1/O3/a, PE3/G2/OV/dl, PE3/G3/OV/al

Ovedl this work should have a low priority, but the NBSAPs should clearly identify those gaps in
knowledge and techniques which are critica to achieving the other priorities.



There are a number of programme eements, notably PE1/G2/O2 (pollution), PEL/G2/04/c and G2/O5/a
(reingtating natura disturbances), and PE1L/G2/04/d,ef,g,h (fire contral) that will be a priority for some
countries.

Key International Priorities

The following are the programme eements which | consder should be treated as priorities by internationa
bodies, regiona bodies, donors, etc

Liaison group on harvest of non-timber resour ces

Elements PE1/G4/02/a

The discussonsin SBSTTA 7 indicated that thisis a high priority areato be addressed, and that a liaison
group was an appropriate way to make progress.

Addressing the inter national movement of illegally harvested products

Elements PEL/G4/02/d, PE2/GL/O4/?

Enhancing the ability for importing countries to support efforts a the nationd leve to reduce the illegd
harvest of timber and other forest products is clearly a priority. | am not convinced that the activities
provided in the work programme are an effective way to achieve this, but the objectives are a priority.

Donor body support for implementation of national priorities
Elements PE2/G1/O2/d,g,i

Improved coordination and effectiveness of international bodies

Elements PE2/G1/O2/b, PE2/G2/0O1/h

These are a priority provided the work is focused on achieving improved performance in the support of
nationa implementation.

Ms. Paula Warren

Policy Andyst

Department of Conservation
P.O.Box 10420

59 Boulcott Street
Widlington, New Zedand
e-mal: pwarren@doc.govt.nz



Additiond comments; given by Paula Warren at the Workshop on forests and biologica diversity (Accra,
Ghana, 29.1. 2002)

Prioritising the Proposed CBD Forest Work Programme
A possible framewor k

Factorsfor Prioritisng

Efficacy

How much will the god, objective or action contribute to reducing forest Biodiversity loss or achieving
restoration of forest Biodiversty? How vauable isthe affected Biodiverdty (e.g. in terms of uniqueness)?

Feasibility

How likdy isit that the action would be successfully carried out? Isthe CBD in apostion to either
undertake the action or persuade or facilitate another body to do s0?

Urgency
How imminent is the Biodiversity loss that the god, objective or action would address?
Cost-effectiveness

How cost-€effective is the action in comparison to other ways to achieve the objective, or other actions
achieving other objectives?

Capacity building

Will the action provide additiona long-term benefits, in terms of capacity building?
Integration

Does the action integrate with existing processes or plans, hence resulting in synergy?

Prioritiesfor Actionsat the National L evel

The globa community has arole in identifying key globd priorities, that nationd actions should contribute to
where they are relevant to the particular country. For example, SBSTTA-7 identified maintaining primary
forests as akey priority.



The globd community may aso identify some key godss, objectives or actions that should be included in
any nationd programme (e.g. having a protected area network).

Subject to these globa imperatives, nationd priorities should be set in NBSAPs, and reflect loca
circumstances and capacities.

Prioritiesfor Actions at the I nternational L evel

These should be those actions which most contribute to the achievement of the globa priorities, or of
nationa priorities.
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IUFRO Comments on the CBD Expanded Programme of Work on Forest Biological Diversity—
Priority setting

Dr. John Parrotta, 30 January 2002

1. IUFRO believesthat the use of the best available science and scientific expertise should be used in
the development of drategies and specific eements in the programme of work for both internationd and
nationd-leve activities. The work of the AHTEG and its contribution to the expanded work programmeis
a good example of how the synthesized results of research can contribute very postively in this regard.
Periodic synthesis of available scientific information as key topics will continue to be needed and should be
encouraged both a the international and nationd level. On most of the topics/issues in the work
programme there is already extensive information (including on-line and off-line databases) and
literature that could be put to good use if summarized and presented in a forum needed by the
users, particularly policy makers. Credible internationd research organizations such as IUFRO can
help to dreamline this process ether directly or indirectly by using its extensve network of member
inditutions to identify individuas with high levels of competence and knowledge of ther fidds to produce
and disseminate useful technical documents that will help avoid failure in the implementation of action items
and avoid duplication of effort.  Contributions of this type need not involve meetings (which are very
costly) but can be developed by expert groups using modern telecommunications systems (esp. e mal &
teleconferencing).

There are many Activities in the proposed work program to develop concepts, best practices
guidelines, collect case studies etc...that could be effectively and cheaply accomplished in thisway — the
results of these, and pre-existing studies/syntheses relevant to the work programme, should be made widdy
avalable through the Clearing-House Mechanism and other dectronic forms (websites). An indicative list
of Activitiesin the Work Programme in this category includes.

Program Element 1. Goal 2. Objective 1 — Activity (b); Objective 2 — Activity (8); Objective 4 — Activity
(b); Objective 5— Activity (a); Objective 6 — Activity (d). Goa 3. Objective 1 — Activity (c).

2. Using criteria very smilar to those proposed by the Secretariat in UNEP/CBD/COP/6/17/Add.1
(para. 18), | have used a priority rating system (O to 3) to evauate the specific activities in the expanded
work programme. Items recaiving higher rating are viewed as those likdy to make a sgnificant postive
impact on the problems being addressed at the national, subnationa and, most importantly, loca levels,
Many items recaiving lower ratings (0-1) were in most cases not seen as unimportant but rather activities
that could be performed a the international and nationd leve by internationa and loca experts through
mechanisms discussed above and therefore done chegply and not requiring sgnificant international funding

support.

3. Prioritization: Although COP 6 should consider the full proposed work programme, clearly some
prioritization is needed, particularly for Activities requiring international support. The dratification of
priorities into nationa and internationa categories would be very useful. In our view the following areas of
work are consdered to be of the highest priority: (rated 2-3).



Activitieswith highest priority (ratings 2-3)

Element 1 ve es
G1 — Application of ecosystem approach 1 e i
G2 — Reduce thregstening processes and | 4 d-h
factors...
6 b-c
G3 — Protect, recover and restore FBD 1 a=b
3 al (af)
G4 — Promote sustainable use 1 dl (ah)
2 dl (ad)
3 al (af)
4 al (ah)
Element 2
Gl - Enhence inditutiond endbling| 1 c
environment
2 al (&)
3 al (ah)
4 dl (af)
G2 — Address socioeconomic failures 1 al (a1)
G3 — Public education, participation 1 dl (&)
Element 3
G4 — improve infragructure for data and | 1 a

information management

1. Implementation: in the document describing the “who”, “when”, “Performance measures’ and
“timeframe’, IUFRO is included as an “actor” in a number of activities. We welcome the opportunity to
contribute our skills and knowledge towards accomplishing the objectives of these activities a the
internationd, regiond and nationd levels. ITUFRO's existing networks of scientists and member inditutions
are presently focused on many of these activities — we are al'so in agood position to recommend individua
scientigts from ITUFRO member organizations (research inditutes, university forest science departments,
international research and development organizations...) to assst countries in carrying out their work on

CBD priority aress.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on behdf of IUFRO — if you need further information, input or

clarification please let me know.

Dr. John Parrotta

Coordinator — IUFRO Divison 1
Nationa Program Leader,
Internationa Science Issues
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USDA Forest Service, Research and Development
E-mal: jparrotta@fs.fed.us
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