
Template for the Advanced Comments on Draft Documents on Planning, Reporting and Review 

Mechanisms for the Resumed Session of the Third Meeting of the Subsidiary Body on 

Implementation 

 

 

TEMPLATE FOR COMMENTS: Modus Operandi of the open-ended forum of SBI for 

country-by-country review of implementation contained in CBD/SBI/3/11/ADD 5 

 

Advanced comments on the draft documents on Planning, Reporting and Review Mechanisms 

for the Resumed Session of the Third Meeting of the Subsidiary Body on Implementation 

Scope of this template for comments  Modus Operandi of the open-ended forum of SBI for 

country-by-country review of implementation, 

contained in the document CBD/SBI/3/11/Add.5, 

which includes a draft of Annex D to 

CBD/SBI/3/CRP.5. This template aims to collect 

feedback on that Annex.  

Contact information 

Surname: Haraldstad 

Given Name: Marie 

Government (if applicable):  Norway 

Organization: Ministry of Climate and Environment  

Address:   Kongensgate 20 

City: Oslo 

Country: Norway 

Postal Code: 0030 

Phone Number (including country code):   004722246051 

E-mail: Marie.haraldstad@kld.dep.no 

Comments 

Please provide any general comments and specific suggestions on the proposed modus operandi of the 

open-ended forum of the Subsidiary Body on Implementation for country-by-country review of 

implementation. 

 

Norway believe the Convention would benefit greatly from having reviews of national reports 

carried out by independent, objective technical experts against terms agreed by parties. Reviews 

should be non-punitive, gather experiences as well as facilitating better implementation by 

highlighting the need for capacity building. The technical expert review should consider the 

consistency of information provided with the modalities, procedures and indicators for reporting, 

and should consist of a consideration of the Party’s progress in implementation and achievement 

of its NSBAP, based on the national reports. The review should also identify areas of 

improvement for the Party, taking into account its respective national capabilities and 

circumstances.  

 

 



 

Based on the experiences from the special virtual session of SBI-3 in September 2020, we are 

not convinced of the added value of the open-ended forum of SBI for country-by-country review 

as described in the annex, but we are open for the idea that such a mechanism, with further 

refinement could be used as a supplement to other reviews. We are also of the opinion that the 

annex on guidance to NBSAP should be given priority leading up to COP15, as the open ended 

forum could benefit from more time to develop specific guidelines.  

 

The modalities described in the annex needs further refinement and work. For instance the 

timelines needs to be clarified. If the review is based on NBSAP and national reports this needs 

to correspond to the timelines for those processes. 

 

We welcome the point that the review be based on existing information from parties. However 

there is a need for more information on what documents, analysis, outcomes etc would be 

expected to be produced through the review, and how the results would be brought back to the 

party under review, and the linkages to the global stocktake. 

 

Comments on the annex:  

 

On para 4- Who will be able to participate in the discussion? Will questions be sent in advance 

of the session? The last sentence is causing confusion. We understand that this is describing the 

global stocktake, and that we are not expecting the COP to respond to the results of the on-line 

dialogue?  

 

On para 5- Not sure what is meant by “implementation exhibition”. Maybe a better idea to do 

this on-line? 

 

On para 8- welcome the inclusion of results from the VPR process. 

 

On para 9- contributions from non-parties (IPLCS, Youth, NGOs etc.) needs to have a clearer 

role. We favor a broader inclusion than what is envisaged in para 9. 
 

  


