
 

 

 

Norway- Intervention agenda item 9 -planning reporting and review 

Thank you Madame Chair,  

 

We welcome the discussion on how to strengthen mechanisms for planning, reporting and review at 

SBI-3. However it is the open ended working group under the guidance of Co-Chairs that needs to 

lead and conclude the work on this item. We therefore stress the need for further deliberations at the 

Open ended working group with technical input from the Secretariat.  

 

A strengthened implementation structure needs to build on existing instruments, as outlined in the 

mandate from COP14. We are therefore disappointed to see the advice from the Secretariat is to 

develop new separate instruments such as the national commitments, rather than seeking to improve 

NBSAPs, our main tool for national implementation. We also feel that this approach lacks support 

from Parties.  

 

We fear that the introduction of a separate mechanism for commitments will create additional planning 

and reporting burdens, leaving some parties behind.  

 

Norway agrees that it is important that parties make a stronger link between their effort at home and 

the global framework. All parties should communicate how they are contributing to each of the targets 

of the GBF in their updated or revised NBSAP.  

 

NBSAPs should continue to allow for flexibility post 2020 given different national circumstances, but 

we should also use this opportunity to strengthen NBSAPs by introducing some common elements that 

would be consistent across all NBSAPs in their updated or revised versions. Key elements would be 

specification of national contributions to all targets of the GBF, agreement to improve and strengthen 

action in each successive NBSAP and common timelines for communicating NBSAPs. The NBSAPs 

should be updated or revised in line with the GBF, preferably by COP16. 

 

National reports should remain the starting point for the reporting procedures. Reports should be 

submitted in regular intervals, allowing timely and updated information on all Parties´ performance. A 

full National Report should be submitted every 4 years with shorter Biennial Update Reports based on 

headline indicators only 

 

We are not convinced of the added value of the party led review process in its current form. However, 

we do see merit in introducing reviews carried out by independent, objective technical experts against 

agreed standards. Reviews should gather experiences as well as facilitating better implementation by 

highlighting the need for capacity building. 

 

We believe the suggestion on a global analytical review is too comprehensive and complex. We 

support the introduction of a global biodiversity stock take at regular intervals, overseen by SBI to 

measure collective progress towards the GBF, including capacity-building and resource mobilization. 

The process should be informed by the most recent scientific input from IPBES and a compilation of 

National reports, The purpose is to inform the next round of coordinated NBSAP revisions by Parties.  

 

Thank you Madame chair 


