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Decision VIII/26 on incentive measures: preparation for the in-depth review of the work on incentive measures
Submission from UNEP
(Division of Technology, Industry and Economics (DTIE): Economics and Trade Branch, and UNEP’s Division on Policy Implementation  (DEPI))
Introduction 
The Convention on Biological Diversity’s (CBD) Conference of the Parties (COP) has invited “Parties, other Governments, international organizations and stakeholders to communicate to the Executive Secretary their experiences in the implementation of the programme of work on incentive measures contained in decisions V/15, VI/15 and VII/18 and provide views on elements such as:

a) Lessons learned and key challenges in implementing the existing programme of work, based on practical examples and case-studies from national implementation, where available, including whether the measures initiated or adopted by Parties have maintained or improved the conservation and sustainable use of components of biodiversity;

b) Options to address challenges identified;

c) Priorities for a future programme of work including requirements for effective national implementation, including financial and institutional support and capacity-building;

d) Key gaps in the work to date, and gaps and obstacles in the existing programme of work that are impeding its implementation at the national level;

e) Interface with other international initiatives and instruments in this area; and 

f) Linkages to other programmes of work under the Convention. 

Since 1990s UNEP has promoted the use of economic incentives to enable improved sound environmental management which also includes biodiversity. In 2001, UNEP’s Economics and Trade Branch (ETB) established a Working Group on Economic Instruments to help identify ways to enhance policy coordination related to the design and use of economic instruments at the national and international level and to provide practical tools and tailored solutions to policy makers to help them design economic instruments that fit prevailing local economic, political, social, institutional and environmental conditions. UNEP ETB has also supported country projects that examine the use of economic instruments in specific sectors in developing countries. A recent series has focused on the agricultural sector. These projects are entirely country-driven and involve a national stakeholder process. 
Based on project experiences and research of the Working Group, UNEP ETB has published in 2004 a guide on The Use of Economic Instruments in Environmental Policy: Opportunities and Challenges and a training resource manual on the use of economic instruments. It has also published a study on Economic Instruments in Biodiversity-related Multilateral Environmental Agreements that explores the use of economic instruments in the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD), the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) and the Ramsar Convention on Wetlands. 

Relevant ongoing work programmes include Sustainable Fisheries, International Payments for Ecosystem Services (IPES), Integrated Trade Assessment and Organic Agriculture. The below report from UNEP’s Economics and Trade Branch (ETB) includes a description of relevant ongoing work programmes; lessons learned and challenges identified; suggested actions for addressing these challenges; gaps in work-to-date and priorities for future work programmes; and linkages to other instruments and work programmes.  For more information, please see the following website: www.unep.ch/etb. 

ETB is part of the Division on Technology, Industry and Economics (DTIE). DTIE works closely with other UNEP Divisions in charge of biodiversity or incentive measures (especially Division on Policy Implementation and Division on Environmental Conventions and Law). 
Fisheries Subsidies Reform
As part of the Norway-funded project on “Promoting Sustainable Consumption and Production for Poverty Alleviation through Emergency Planning, Trade, Chemicals and Waste Management”, UNEP is implementing a sub-component on “Promoting Sustainable Trade, Consumption and Production Patterns in the Fisheries Sector”. At the core of this initiative is a set of national and international capacity-building activities aimed at improving the sustainable production and consumption of fish and fish products. A key focus is the promotion of sustainable fisheries subsidies reform at national and international. Inappropriate subsidies to the fishing industry are a key factor driving the depletion, overcapitalization, and ecosystem degradation associated with fisheries worldwide. Since 1997, UNEP’s Economics and Trade Branch has helped galvanize international attention to this problem through publications, expert workshops and international symposiums. 
Lessons Learned and Evaluation of Key Challenges 
i. Negative Impact of Fisheries Subsidies: As UNEP country studies confirm (see annex), under conditions of less than perfect management and full exploitation, many categories of fisheries subsides have been found to have negative impacts on fish stock health, environmental conditions, and social and economic situations. 

ii. Positive Subsidisation: Some subsidies are very important for poverty alleviation, social purposes and environmental protection. As long as they do not contribute to overcapacity and overfishing, especially developing countries should maintain the right to keep them. 
iii. WTO as an International Platform for Fisheries Subsidies Reform: There is a need for international fora to achieve reform of fisheries subsidies. The WTO has been shown to be the most appropriate existing forum for fisheries subsidies disciplines and for achieving alignment of trade and environment goals.  However, challenges lie ahead in the areas of implementation of any new rules, as well as in developing means to assuring transparency (UNEP, 2007). 
iv. Fisheries Subsidies Discipline Design: UNEP-ETBs work so far shows that 3 factors must be taken into consideration when developing indicators for the sustainability of fisheries subsidies measures: (i) biological conditions in the fishery, (ii) fleet capacities and (iii) effectiveness of management.  The challenge lies in finding the formula for each of these that is simultaneously effective in terms of biodiversity and fish stock protection and compatible with the WTO rules framework.  
v. Continued Support of Developing Countries: It is essential that the international community continues supporting developing countries by ensuring that any new disciplines are positive both for environmental sustainability, as well as long run development.  
Addressing the Challenges 
General Actions 

· Continued international support of developing countries on fisheries subsidies reform
· Increase in funding for research to achieve a better understanding of impacts of subsidies and ways of reforming them
· Transparency must be improved in the areas reporting on subsidy payments
Recommended Actions for CBD 

· Increased cooperation with other organizations, such as the OECD, FAO and WTO, to bring its knowledge and expertise into the international discussions on fisheries subsidies.  
· Encouragement of CBD member to consider fisheries subsidies reforms as a means for conserving biodiversity, achieving sustainable development and developing better trade opportunities.
· Enhanced engagement with private sector on the issues of certification and labelling 

Priorities for Future Fisheries and Economic Incentives Work at UNEP
Fisheries Subsidies Reform 

· UNEP-ETB will continue to provide capacity-building and supportive analytic services in the development and implementation of new rules on fisheries subsidies, particularly in response to member countries’ requests.   UNEP will also continue to facilitate international discussions on this issue.
· Demonstration Projects: Three demonstration projects will explore the potential to combine public policy reforms related to fisheries management, subsidies and trade, with private sector voluntary actions, and supply chain interventions to promote sustainable fisheries management. In close collaboration with government ministries in the countries in question, the institutions will recommend a package of response measures.  The partners for the first project are the Permanent Commission for the South Pacific (CPPS) and the Government of Ecuador. With UNEP’s help, they will analyze the “Impacts of Subsidies on the Ecuadorian Tuna’s Sustainability and Trade” and develop recommendations on the reform of fisheries subsidies. It will be an important tool for Ecuador and other CPPS member countries to design and implement national and regional subsidies reform and advise the ongoing international fisheries subsidies negotiations. The two other project partners still have to be identified. 
1. Access Agreements
· Access Agreements: Access Agreements that offer foreign fleets access to developing countries waters are, in effect, subsidies since in most cases, the fleets do not fully pay back the access fee to their governments. Such agreements often constitute significant sources of income in developing countries, but also deplete local stocks. Many developing countries now seek to reduce fishing pressure by foreign fleets in their waters. With national and international expert involvement, UNEP-ETB is looking at two main elements: (i) Improving Sustainability and Transparency. This element explores the broader political economy framework and the sustainability concerns related to access agreements. It provides recommendations on how to use trade-based measures to enforce responsible fishing under access agreements. (ii) Access Agreements & the WTO. This element examines the link between access agreements and the WTO Agreement on Subsidies and Countervailing Measures (ASCM) and provides options for disciplining subsidies associated with access arrangements in the WTO.   
Fisheries Certification and Ecolabelling

· Review of Certification and Ecolabelling Schemes: UNEP-ETB aims to play a lead role in promoting new approaches and incentives to improve sustainability of especially small scale fisheries, such as the implementation of market-oriented certification schemes for fisheries. A first step will be a review and assessment of the costs and benefits of eco-labelling schemes in developing countries. The outcome could provide a good basis for the planning of pilot programme for fisheries eco-labelling in developing countries. A set of basic resource materials will be developed to provide the basis for further actions and initiatives with the private sector, including pilot projects.   
Other Instruments

· Fisheries Individual Transferable Quotas (ITQs):  UNEP-ETB has recently completed a study on Individual Transferable Quotas (ITQs) in Argentina. This study illustrates many challenges with implementing ITQ schemes – but also highlights the usefulness of this economic incentive measure for improved fisheries management. Further work is merited on this topic. 

Interface with Other Instruments and Work Programmes 

International Initiatives 

· WTO negotiations 
· Commonwealth Secretariat work on access agreements
· OECD’s Committee on Fisheries 
· FAO’s Committee on Fisheries  
· NGOs work on sustainable fisheries (e.g. Oceana, WWF, ICSF, CIEL, ENDA)
International payments for ecosystem services (IPES)
Payments for ecosystem services (PES) have recently been gaining increasing intention as a promising new environmental policy instrument. With various programmes and pilot projects underway around the world, the need for institutional support for PES at the global level is becoming increasingly significant. However, in such a new and fast-growing field, there still remain important challenges to overcome before PES are widely applied at the international level. UNEP and the IUCN, in close collaboration with the CBD Secretariat, have been working on scaling-up payments for ecosystem services (PES) to the international level (IPES) since September 2006. This work program aims to address the most salient technical and policy challenges facing this emerging mechanism through co-organized meetings for experts and policymakers, joint publications and capacity-building activities.  To date, work foci have included developing IPES policy mechanisms and payments for Avoided Deforestation (see below).  

IPES Mechanism Development 

The goal of UNEP-ETB’s IPES work programme is to take a first step towards an international payments system, comparable or linked to carbon trading, but with a clear focus on the conservation of terrestrial and marine ecosystems that host significant biodiversity and related services. As such, developing the IPES concept for greater applicability as a policy tool contributes to UNEP-wide efforts to achieve sustainable ecosystem management. 
Avoided Deforestation 

One sub-component of the IPES work stream discusses payments for Avoided Deforestation (AD). Not only does deforestation account for 20-25% of greenhouse gas emissions, but it is also a major and immediate cause of global biodiversity loss. Within the realm of emissions trading, if payments for AD are accepted as a means of offsetting emissions within carbon markets, there is a general belief that carbon sequestration could generate funds for investment in increased and possibly improved biodiversity conservation.  In relation to developing such a mechanism, during 2007, UNEP-ETB produced a research paper on payments for avoided deforestation which was presented at a joint UNEP-IUCN side event on AD at the Ad Hoc Open-Ended Working Group on Review of Implementation of the Convention (Second Meeting), 9-13 July 2007, Paris. A revised version was also presented at the 9th Annual BioEcon Conference on “Economics and Institutions for Biodiversity Conservation”, September 2007, King’s College, Cambridge, UK. UNEP-ETB is also involved with the Poverty and Environment Partnership (PEP) on ‘The social implications of reducing emissions from deforestation and land degradation (REDD)’ for the Center for International Forestry Research (CIFOR) Forest Day event, December 2007, Bali.

3. Pro-Poor payments for Ecosystem Services

There are approximately 354 Payment for Ecosystem Services (PES) schemes around the world. Many of them are developed at the community level and in most cases on an ad-hock manner. Although acknowledged by the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (MA) as having the potential to address declines in ecosystem and biodiversity, there was also a cautionary note which warned of the potential for causing social disruptions if not properly designed to accommodate distributive issues. 

The main focus of this initiative is to develop principles of fairness and equity for PES schemes. The initiative intends to develop evaluative criteria for monitoring changes in welfare of affected stakeholders  when PES are introduced and to judge if the PES has had pro-poor impacts. An initial set of principles were developed for the UNECE guide on the design of water related PES. 
Lessons Learned and Evaluation of Key Challenges 

IPES Mechanism Development 

Policy makers, practitioners and researchers alike all face a considerable task when addressing the future development of international PES (IPES). 
i. Developing Strong Frameworks for IPES: Before IPES can be established as an effective approach to ecosystem management, the thinking behind the mechanism framework must be further developed through case studies and pilot projects that can illustrate concretely the challenges facing ‘on the ground’ implementation.  
ii. Gaining Stakeholder Support: While pursing the many conceptual and technical uncertainties surrounding this mechanism, institutional capacity and gaining support from various stakeholders must also be priorities for the development of IPES. 
Avoided Deforestation 

Based on work to date, UNEP-ETB has identified a number of challenges that must be addressed if Avoided Deforestation is to progress:

Providing International Platforms for Exchange:

i. Improving and facilitating MEA Cooperation: Increasing cooperation between CBD and UNFCCC is essential if the climate-conservation dividend is to be achieved.  
ii. International Exchange Platform:  An international forum, either virtual (regular teleconferencing or a web-based platform) or physical (events or working groups) is essential for convening stakeholders from the diverse fields AD spans (climate change, biodiversity, desertification, etc.). 
Supporting Decision-Makers:

iii. Measurement: Estimating biodiversity value and the value of its associated ecosystem services (within and external to the AD issue) is a key challenge. Many techniques for quantifying and predicting these values have been proposed, yet there is little consensus on methodology.   

iv. Best Practices:  While a number of proposals for the inclusion of AD post 2012 have been developed and AD pilot projects have been launched
, objectives, design and implementation of these projects and proposals have been largely fragmented. There remains no comprehensive document collating best practices to be used as a universal reference for the design of procedures and principles for prospective AD programs, including equity for local stakeholders.  Best practices guidelines are required – including on the question of livelihoods in developing countries where the majority of AD activities will take place.

Engaging the Private Sector:

v. Identifying Beneficiaries:  The specific private sector players that receive biodiversity benefits from AD must be identified and consulted with if the private sector is to be convinced to invest in AD.
Addressing the Challenges 
General Actions 

· Increased funding for research into incentive measures, including pilot projects 
· Enhanced engagement of private sector in policy formulation 
Recommended Actions for CBD 

· Mandatory targets set for biodiversity conservation 

· Continued support of international incentive measures development
· If avoided deforestation (AD) is to serve as a tool for both biodiversity conservation and climate mitigation, increased cooperation between the CBD and UNFCCC MEAs is required.  One possibility is to establish a separate international legal framework for AD, shouldered by both CBD and UNFCCC. 
Priorities for Future IPES Work 
IPES Mechanism Development 

The challenges that stand in the way of an international development of PES are present both on the supply and demand sides. Also, the institutional support necessary for joining those two main parties together is still not in place at the international level. An expert workshop co-hosted by UNEP and IUCN, in close collaboration with the CBD Secretariat, on scaling up PES to the international level in September 2006 determined that before IPES can be established as an effective approach to ecosystem management, a general understanding of the current state of IPES and the obstacles that prevent it from developing further needs to be reached. The following planned activities respond to these identified gaps:
· Publication on IPES: The objective of this publication is to explore this emerging instrument for financing environmental management. It discusses the demand for and supply of critical ecosystem services, particularly those underpinned by biodiversity and how to match these. (mid 2008).  UNEP-ETB is also hosting a review meeting for this publication, and half-day workshop on IPES generally, in January 2008; 
· Survey on Demand for Biodiversity: The results from a demand-side survey conducted by the Haute Ecole de Gestion (HEG) focusing on consumers in western societies will be disseminated in early 2008; 
· ISEE Side Event on IPES: UNEP-ETB and ETHZ will jointly host a side event at the International Society for Ecological Economics (ISEE) Annual Conference on International Payments for Ecosystem Services, 7-11 August 2008 in Nairobi, Kenya. 
2. ‘Biodiversity Balancing’ 

CBD’s ‘2010 biodiversity target’ has been agreed upon by representatives of 190 nations.  While it would seem that the policy choice to preserve the world’s existing stocks of biodiversity has already been made, the pertinent question at this juncture is not what needs to be done, but how it is now going to be achieved. The development of a new incentive-based, global strategy for financing biodiversity conservation through private actors in the global ‘North’ – where the vast majority of the world’s wealth resides – is essential to meeting the 2010 target. The Netherlands’ Ministry of Housing, Spatial Planning and the Environment has approached UNEP-ETB to collaborate on work concerning economic incentive measures for biodiversity conservation in advance of the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) COP-9, May 2008, Bonn, Germany.
· ‘Biodiversity Balancing’ Discussion Paper: Compensating for internationally-driven biodiversity loss by protecting an amount of biodiversity equal to what is destroyed – or ‘balancing biodiversity’
 – may provide an effective global mechanism for achieving the 2010 target. This instrument requires that international actors contributing to biodiversity loss through land-use change compensate for their impact by protecting a commensurate amount of biodiversity elsewhere, an act which is sometimes referred to as ‘biodiversity offsetting’.  
· COP-9 Side Event: It is planned to disseminate the findings at a joint UNEP-Netherlands Environment Ministry side event at CBD COP-9 (May 2008).
3. Pro-Poor payments for Ecosystem Services

A primer on the design of PES to be published by UNEP-DEPI in 2008 will provide a step by step guide to develop and implement PES schemes. This primer offers a starting point from which to assess the potential for PES in specific communities around the world, while also providing pointers for designing and planning PES transactions. Specifically, it describes:

· the opportunities and risks of PES schemes for rural community residents in order to enable accurate feasibility assessments for applying these new market-based mechanisms,

· steps to developing PES projects, and

· resources for additional reference and reading.

By issuing this primer, UNEP seeks to increase the number of organizations and communities exploring PES and, where appropriate, applying PES to further their goals for conservation, restoration, and sustainable resource management.

Interface with Other Instruments and Work Programmes 

International Initiatives 

· UNCTAD’s Biodiversity-Related MEA Working Group

· CBD-UNFCCC Overlap: Avoided Deforestation will potentially provide an interface point between CBD biodiversity conservation and carbon emission reduction targets. 
Trade and Biodiversity Initiative 
The importance of understanding the complex relationships that link agriculture, biological diversity and trade liberalization is becoming increasingly clear. UNEP-ETB is undertaking a four-year initiative (2005-2009) on Integrated Assessment of Trade-Related Policies and Biological Diversity in the Agriculture Sector (UNEP Trade and Biodiversity Initiative). Funding for this initiative is provided by the European Union and by the Swedish International Development Cooperation Agency (SIDA). The initiative aims to enhance capacity in developing countries to develop and implement policy recommendations – including economic incentives – that safeguard biological diversity while maximizing sustainable development gains from trade liberalization in the agriculture sector. The outcomes will help clarify the relationships between biodiversity and trade-related policies and also contribute to a more comprehensive understanding of biodiversity assessment and valuation.
Lessons Learned and Evaluation of Key Challenges 

The six country projects that are involved in this initiative started the research work in 2007, which first focuses on undertaking an integrated assessment of a trade-related policy in a selected sector. The sequence of activities will be as follows: 2007-2008 (integrated assessment study and development of national action plan), 2009 implementation of national action plan. It will only be in the stage of development and implementation of the national action plans that incentive measures will become relevant. At this point, the Trade and Biodiversity Initiative will be able to discuss lessons learned and make recommendations for addressing key challenges identified as part of the project.
Interface with Other Instruments and Work Programmes 

International Initiatives 

· UNCTAD’s Biodiversity-Related MEA Working Group

Linkages to Other CBD Work Programmes 

· The UNEP Trade and Biodiversity Initiative is mandated by the CBD Conference of Parties (COP) call for the impact of trade liberalization on agricultural biodiversity to be studied in cooperation with international organizations, including UNEP (Decision VI/5).   
UNCTAD-UNEP Capacity Building Task Force (CBTF) - Organic Agriculture Initiative 
Organic Agriculture (OA) production has been shown to have a positive effect on the local environment, biodiversity and soil fertility, and has the potential to increase the yields and incomes of subsistence farmers in developing countries who are not currently using agrochemicals, thus contributing to poverty reduction and sustainable rural development. As such, OA offers a range of environmental, social and economic benefits for developing countries. On the economic side, growing world markets for OA products offers interesting export opportunities for developing countries that may possess a comparative advantage in OA due to relatively abundant labour and lower use of agrochemicals. UNCTAD-UNEP’s CBTF supports interested countries through country projects and thematic research studies aimed at developing win-win policy options through promoting OA and easing access of organic products into overseas markets.

Lessons Learned and Evaluation of Key Challenges 

a. Compliance and certification costs: The cost of compliance and certification with organic standards is a significant market access challenge, especially for smallholder farmers. Mandatory government standards and requirements have become increasingly numerous and stringent. Producers are also pressured to comply with additional private voluntary standards in order to gain entry into certain markets where consumer recognition of a particular organic mark is high. Many developing countries lack the institutions and capacity to grant organic certification in an efficient and cost-effective way, thereby placing high costs upon the producers.

b. Lack of policy coherence and institutional support: There exists limited institutional support and policy coherence between relevant ministries for organic agriculture initiatives, which is exacerbated by insufficient research and limited data availability on the sector. Currently, organic agricultural products face the same market-access conditions as conventional agricultural products in terms of tariffs and quotas. Additionally, farmers in developing countries often lack information, knowledge and understanding of organic agriculture requirements.
c. Limited participation of developing countries: The lack of dialogue between developing and developed countries has caused inadequate and insufficient participation of developing countries in international decision-making processes. There are inadequate international consultative mechanisms and regional dialogue platforms where developing country representatives can voice their concerns and needs. The weak negotiating position of developing countries has impeded their participation in standards-setting processes, and has prevented them from having their concerns addressed.
Addressing the Challenges 

General Actions 

· Encouragement of inter-sectoral, inter-ministerial, and inter-governmental cooperation with regards to organic agriculture policy

· Development of mechanisms to facilitate participation of developing countries in decision-making

Recommended Actions for CBD 

· Encouragement of consistent national, regional and international organic agriculture policies and standards

· Pursuance of favourable policies for organic agriculture in international trade

Priorities for Future Organic Agriculture Work 

3. National Level Assessments 

The project has commissioned thematic capacity-building studies on key issues identified in the course of previous consultations and activities focused on OA in three East African countries (Kenya, Tanzania, Uganda). The studies provide essential information and analysis on the promotion of OA production and trading opportunities for relevant stakeholders. At present, the following three studies have been finalized, however two remain to be officially published and disseminated:
· Overview of the current state of organic agriculture in East Africa and opportunities for regional harmonization – published 2007

· What developing country Governments can do to promote production and trade in organic agriculture

· Organic agriculture and food security in Africa

Integrated Assessment of OA

· National integrated assessments of organic agriculture undertaken in Kenya, Uganda, and the United Republic of Tanzania are now nearing completion. These assessments cover the current state of the sector, identification of major stakeholders, reviews of relevant current policies, development of policy options, assessments of potential environmental, economic and social impacts of proposed policy options, and assessments of future capacity-building requirements. A synthesis report will be created on the basis of these three assessments. It will capture key features of the project, its implementation, lessons learned, and recommendations for replication of the project in other countries. Final national stakeholders workshops will also be held to discuss and validate the findings of the country projects.
Regional Cooperation 

· Activities under the regional cooperation component will build upon past work in the region, in particular through the Export Promotion of Organic Products from Africa (EPOPA) project, funded by the Swedish International Development Cooperation Agency (SIDA). The aim of the regional component is to facilitate exchange of national experiences, ensure overall project coherency,and identify areas for regional cooperation.

Interface with Other Instruments and Work Programmes 

International Initiatives 

· UNCTAD’s Biodiversity-Related MEA Working Group

· UNCTAD’s Consultative Task Force on Environmental Requirements and Market Access for Developing Countries (CTF)

· CITES 

· IUED (International Graduate Institute for Development Studies, University of Geneva)

· FAO (Food and Agriculture Organization)

· IFOAM (International Federation of Organic Agriculture Movements)

UNCTAD-UNEP Capacity Building Task Force (CBTF) – CITES Secretariat – IUED initiative: Enhancing national capacities to assess wildlife trade policies in support of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES)
Thanks to the expertise of the joint UNEP- UNCTAD Capacity Building Task Force on Trade, Environment and Development (UNEP-UNCTAD CBTF), the Secretariat of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES), and the Graduate Institute of Development Studies (IUED) of the University of Geneva, this initiative provides the foundation and impetus for assessing, designing and implementing national wildlife trade policies in the developing countries that further CITES implementation and support national sustainable development and poverty reduction goals.
The core of the initiative is the implementation of pilot country studies in four developing countries with balanced representation from all regions that is to say, Vietnam, Madagascar, Nicaragua and Uganda.
The main specific objectives of this initiative are the following:

• Enhancing the capacity of developing countries and countries with economies in transition to review national wildlife trade policy(ies) and to assess the environmental, social and economic impacts of those policies.

• Assisting developing countries and countries with economies in transition to develop national action plans that incorporate environmental, social and economic considerations into national wildlife trade policies.

• Exchanging national experiences among participating countries on best practices for the development and implementation of national wildlife trade policies.

•   Refining a general framework on assessment methodologies that can be used by pilot countries and other interested countries to assess their national wildlife trade policies.
Lessons Learned and Evaluation of Key Challenges 

The four country projects for the wildlife trade policy review started in early 2007. The country teams, using the Wildlife Trade Policy Review Framework, prepared under this initiative, are undertaking national assessments of environmental, social and economic impacts of wildlife trade policies. The country teams are expected to finish the review process by early 2008 and provide recommendations for policy and incentive measure to improve development and implementation of wildlife trade policies which can help conserve biodiversity and achieve sustainable development. An international workshop will be organised to share best practices and lessons learnt. 

Interface with Other Instruments and Work Programmes 

4. International Initiatives

· The UN Millennium Development Goals

· Plan of Implementation agreed at the World Summit on Sustainable Development

· WTO Doha Declaration (importance of capacity building)

· CITES Conference of Parties (COP) Decisions calling for the review of “national (wildlife trade) policies regarding the use and trade in specimens of CITES-listed species” and assessing their social, economic and environmental impacts (especially Decision 12.22 – Decision 13.74).
Annex 

B. Existing UNEP Economics and Trade Branch (UNEP-ETB) Publications  

Economic Instruments 

· UNEP (2005) Economic Instruments in Biodiversity-Related Multilateral Environmental Agreements
Fisheries Subsidies 

· UNEP (2003) Fisheries Subsidies and Overfishing: Towards a Structured Discussion, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland.

· UNEP (2004) Analyzing the Resource Impact of Fisheries Subsidies: A Matrix Approach, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland.

· UNEP (2005) Artisanal Fisheries, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland.

· UNEP (2006) Special and Differential Treatment, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland. 

· UNEP (forthcoming) Access Agreements, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland.

· UNEP-WWF (2007) Sustainability Criteria at the WTO, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland.


Country Studies 

· UNEP (1999) Environmental Impacts of Trade Liberalization and Policies for the Sustainable Management of Natural Resources: A Case Study on Uganda's Fisheries Sector, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland.
· UNEP (1999) Environmental Impacts of Trade Liberalization and Policies for the Sustainable Management of Natural Resources: A Case Study on Bangladesh's Shrimp Farming Industry, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland. 
· UNEP (2002) Integrated Assessment of Trade Liberalization and Trade-Related Policies A Country Study on the Fisheries Sector in Senegal, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland.
· UNEP (2002) Integrated Assessment of Trade Liberalization and Trade-Related Policies A Country Study on the Argentina Fisheries Sector, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland.
· UNEP (2002) Evaluation de l'impact de la libéralisation du commerce Une étude de cas sur le secteur des pêches de la République Islamique de Mauritanie, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland.

· UNEP (2003) Fisheries Subsidies and Marine Resource Management: Lessons learned from Studies in Argentina and Senegal, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland.

· UNEP (2004) Fisheries Subsidies and Marine Resource Management : Lessons from Bangladesh, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland.

· UNEP (2004) Policy Implementation and Fisheries Resource Management: Lessons from Senegal, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland.

· UNEP (2006) Indonesia: Integrated Assessment of the Poverty Reduction Strategy Paper With a Case Study on Sustainable Fisheries Initiatives, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland.
· UNEP (2006) Uganda: Integrated Assessment of Uganda's National Trade and Fisheries Policies, United Nations Publication: Geneva, Switzerland. 
· CBTF (2006) Best Practices for Organic Policy: What developing country governments can do to promote the organic sector 

· CBTF (2007) Overview of the Current State of Organic Agriculture in Kenya, Uganda and the Republic of Tanzania and the Opportunities for Regional Harmonization 

· CBTF (2007) Organic and Sustainable Agriculture and Food Security in East Africa 

Forthcoming Publications 

Fisheries

· "EEZ Fisheries Access Arrangements and the WTO Subsidies Agreement - Legal Analysis and Options for Improved Disciplines". This paper has been written by Marcos Orellana under commission from UNEP.  (End 2007) 

· Demonstration project outputs on ecolabelling (End 2008) 

· Publication fisheries subsidies reform as a topic for international debate (2008)

IPES

· Publication on IPES mechanism design (Mid 2008)

· Biodiversity Offset policy paper with Dutch Ministry of Environment (Mid 2008) 
3. 
Organic Agriculture 
· Publication on IPES mechanism design (Mid 2008)

· Country report on integrated assessment of the organic agriculture sector in Kenya
· Country report on integrated assessment of the organic agriculture sector in Republic of Tanzania 

· Country report on integrated assessment of the organic agriculture sector in Uganda 
4. 
Wildlife Trade Policy Review: 

· Reference Manual on Wildlife Trade Policy Review  

� The World Bank’s Global Forest Alliance (GFA 2015) and Conservation International’s Makira Forest Project in Madagascar are two notable examples.


� Term coined by the Dutch Environment Ministry.
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